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The  Bight  Honourable  Sir  Odo  William  Leopold  Bufisell  (oommonly 
oalled  Lord  Odo  William  Leopold  Bussell),  G.O.B.,  O.O.M.a.,  Her 
Majesty'B  Ambassador  Extraordinary  and  Plenipotentiary  to  the 
Emperor  of  Germany,  created  Baron  Ampthill  of  AmptMll  in  the 
oonnty  of  Bedford. 

Asmr — ^Deaths  bt  Sttnstbokb  at  Ajldbbshot — Question,  The  Earl  of 
Camperdown ;  Answer,  The  Earl  of  Morley ;  Observations,  The  Duke 
of  Cambridge 


•  • 


Lunacy  Districts  (Scotland)  Bill  (No.  108)— 

Mo9^,  <<  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2%"— (2^  Earl  of  BiaUwM) 
Motion  agrud  to : — ^Bill  read  2'  accordingly,  and  committed  to  a  Committee 
oi  the  Whole  House  on  ThurBday  next. 

Bnmmary  Procedure  (Scotland)  Amendment  Bill  (No.  99)— 

House  in  Committee  (according  to  Order)    . . 

An  Amendment  made :  the  Beport  thereof  to  be  received  on  Thursdiiy 
next. 

Burial  Qrounds   (Scotland)  Act,  1866,  Amendment  Bill— 

Moved,  *'  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2^,"— (7^  JSarl  of  Camperdown) 
Motion  a^eed  to : — ^Bill  read  2'  accordingly. 

Tbipoij — ^Addbbss  fob  Pafbbs — 

Address  for  papers  and  correspondence  relative  to  Tripoli, — {The  Earl 

Be  La  Warr)  . . 
After  short  debate.  Address  agreed  to. 

Sapreme  Court  of  Judicature  Bill— 

Bill  to  amend  the  Supreme  Court  of  Judicature  Acts ;  and  for  other  pur- 
poses— FroemUed  {The  Lord  Chancellor) 
After  short  debate,  Bill  read  1* ;  to  he  printed,    (No.  147.) 
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Mr.  Gladstone  . .     256 

Pabliament — Business  of  the  House — The  Beeb  Bill  —  Question, 
Colonel  Bame;  Answer,  Mr.  Gladstone  •  •  . .    257 
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The   New   Fbsnoh   Qksvraj,   Tariff — Qaestions,  Mr.  Monk,   Visoount 

Sasdon ;  Answers,  Mr.  Gladstone  .  •     258 

TusKET — The  late  Sultait  Abdul  Aziz — Ooitdemnation  of  Midhat  Pasha 

—Question,  Mr.  Staveley  Hill ;  Answer,  Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke  . .     259 

Pabliamewt — ^Public  Business — Questions,  Mr.  Dillwyn,  Colonel  Bame; 
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Abmy   (Auxiliary   Forces) — The   Volunteer    Review    at    Windsor — 

Notice  of  Question,  Mr.  Schreiber ;  Answer,  Mr.  Childers  . .     260 

ORDERS    OF    THE    DAY, 

*  • 

Land  Law  (L^eland)  BiU  [Bill  135]— 

Bill  cormd&red  in  Committee  ^Progreu  ^h  July]  [Twenty-second  NiohtJ     261 
After  long  time  spent  therein,  CJommittee  report  Progress ;  to  sit  again 
Tihmwrotjo^  at  Two  of  the  olock 


Poor  Relief  and  Audit  of  Aocounts  (Scotland)  Bill  [Bill  182]— 

Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time,"— (2Titf  Lord  Advocate)     340 
After  short  debate.  Motion  agreed  to : — ^Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  com- 
mitted  to  a  Select  Committee. 

Andy  on  July  12,  Committee  nominated : — ^List  of  the  Committee  . .     341 
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l^BSOoGNinoNs  (Scotland) — ^Motion  for  Betums,  The  Earl  of  Minto         . .     342 
After  short  debate,  Motion  agreed  to : — ^Betums  ordered  to  be  laid  before 
the  House. 

Claims  of  Peerage,  &o. — ^Motion  foe  a  Select  Committee — 

Moved,  that  a  Select  Committee  be  appointed  to  inquire  into  the  present  state  of  the  law 
as  to  claims  and  assamptions  of  titles  of  peerage  in  the  United  Kingdom  and  in 
Scotland  and  Ireland  respectively,  and  the  means  of  proving  and  establishing  the 
same ;  and  as  to  the  proceedings  and  claims  to  vote  at  elections  of  Bepresentative  Feers 
of  Scotland  and  Ireland  respectively ;  and  as  to  the  position  and  order  of  precedence 
of  Scotch  peerages  upon  tiie  Roll  called  the  Union  Roll,  and  in  the  Decreet  of  Rank- 
ing of  1606 ;  and  whether  it  is  desirable  that  the  present  state  of  law  or  practice  as  to 
any  of  the  matters  aforesaid  should  be  amended :  And  also  to  inquire  into  the  pre> 
sent  procedure  and  practice  of  this  House  in  its  Committee  of  Privileges ;  and  whe* 
ther  such  procedure  and  practice  can  be  amended  so  as  to  diminish  the  delay  and 
expense  incident  to  the  determination  of  claims  of  peerage  and  daims  to  vote  at 
elections  of  Representative  Peers  of  Scotland  and  Ireland  respectively, — {The  Bar  I 
of  Airlie)  ..  ..  .•  ..  ••      344 

Amendment  moved, 

To  leave  out  (*'  and  as  to  the  position  of  order  of  preoedence  of  Scotch  Peerages  upon 
the  Roll  caUed  the  Union  Roll,  and  in  the  Decreet  of  Ranking  of  1606, '^^(r^ 
Lord  Balfour  of  Burleigh.) 

After  short  debate,  on  question,  that  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out 
stand  part  of  the  motion,  resoked  in  the  negative  ;  and  motion,  as 
amended,  agreed  to, 

Abmy  (AuxnjABY  FoBOEs) — ^The  Windsob  Bsyisw — Observations,  Earl 
Gi»uiville,  The  Lord  Chancellor 


•  ■ 


lager  Chapel  (Karriages)  Bill  [k.l.]— iVMmM  [The  Lord  ArehbUhop  of  York) ; 
read  !•  (No.  168)     ,.  ..  ..  ..  •• 


•  • 
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W.  Dilke        . .  . .  . .  . .     859 

Elemevtaby  Edvoatiqk  Act,  1880— The  Stamba&d  of  Exxhption— Btb* 
Laws  fob  Sohool  ArrEXDAircE-^Question,  Mr.  Summers;  Answer, 
Mr.  Mundella  . .  . .  . .     359 

Abht   (Auxiliaby   Foboes)  —  The   Volijntbeb   Beview  at  Windsob — 

Questions,  The  O'Donoghue,  Mr.  Schreiber ;  Answers,  Mr.  Ohilders  . .     360 

Fbanoe  and  England — The  New  Oommeboial  Tbeaty — ^Negotiations — 

Question,  Mr.  Birley ;  Answer,  Mx.  Gladstone  . .  . .     362 

Tslbgbafh  Acrrs,  1863,  1868,  and  1878 — ^Teleobafh  Wibss  oyxb  Fubuo 
THOBotTGHFABBs— Question,  Sir  Henry  Tjler ;  Answer,  The  Attorney 
General  ..  ...  ..  ..362 

Land  Law  (Ibbland)  Bill)  —  Olausb  34 — ^Nambs  of  the  Land  Oommis- 
siONEBS — Questions,  Lord  Bandolph  Churchill,  Sir  Sta£Ford  Northoote ; 
Answers,  Mr.  Gladstone      . .  .' .  . .  368 

ORDERS    OF    THE    DAY. 
Land  Law  (Ireland)  BiU  [Bill  135]- 

Bill  eomid&red  in  Committee  [iVo^M*  7th  Juty"]  [Twenty-thibd  Night!       864 
After  long  time  spent  therein,  it  being  ten  minutes  before  Seyen  of  tne 

dock,  the  Chairman  reported  Progress ;  Committee  to  sit  again  this 

day. 

And  it  being  now  fire  minutes  to  Seven  of  the  clock,  the  House  suspended 

its  Sitting.  

The  House  resumed  its  Sitting  at  Nine  of  the  dock. 

rrogrosB  ruutMd  . .  _  _  427 

'  fter  long  time  speni 
upon  Mmday  next. 


—  — -^_ — _   _  _  _  — —  __  ^^  _^  ^^  ^^ 

After  long  time  spent  therein.  Committee  report  Progress ;  to  sit  again 


London  Clity  (Parochial  Charities)  Bill  [Bill  13]— 

Ordor  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned  Debate  on  Amendment  on  Second 
Beading  [S5th  May],  and  which  Amendment  was,  to  leaye  out  the 
word  "  now,"  and  at  the  end  of  the  Question  to  add  the  words  ''  upon 
tiiis  day  six  monl^," — {Mr,  tL  Jf,  FowUr:) — Question  again  proposed, 
''That    the    word    'now'  stand    part  of  the    Question:" — Debate 

V  0MMRMP  ••4lO 

After  short  debate.  Debate /iiriJbr  adftmrned  till  Monday  next. 

Bamoval  Terma  (Scotland)  Bill  [Bia  8}— 

Order  for  Committee  read : — Moved,  "That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leaye 
the  Chair,"— (Jfr.  James  Stewart)  • .  .  •  . .     474 

Ma^ed,  "That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned," — {Mr.  Orr  Ewing:) — 
After  i&ort  debate,  Question  put,  and  agreed  to: — Debate  adjourned 
till  Monday  nest. 


Bdent  Hayigation  VSl— Ordered  {Mr,  AthUy,  Mr.  CKBmberlain,  Mr.  Trevelytm);  pre- 

muM,  and  md  the  flzst  tbnB  [BiU  207]  .•  ..     475 

ParliaHieatary  Seyision  (Dublin  County)  WXi—Ordsred  [Mr.  Attorney  General/or 

frekmdj  Mr.  Solicits  Oeneral/or  Ireland) ;  pretmUd^  wd  read  the  fint  time  [Bill  208]     47$ 
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TuBKEY — The  late  Sultan  Abdul  Aziz — ^Tbial  of  Midhat  Pasha — 
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CoBK-^QueetionSy  Mr.  Daly ;  Answers,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster  • .     510 

Jfavedf  "That  this  House  do  now  adjourn,"  —  (^Mr.  Daly:) — ^After 
debate,  Question  put: — ^The  House  divided;  Ayes  26,  Noes  305; 
Majority  J79.— (Div.  List,  No.  299.) 

Egyft — Slats  Tbadb  nr  the  SouDAN^Question,  Mr.  Brett;  Answer,  Sir 

Charles  W.  Dilke  ..  ..  .,  ..526 

Timis — Aixboed  Ck)KFi8CATioN  OF  Gbottitd  belonging  to  the  English 

Ghubch — Questions,  The  Earl  of  Beotive ;  Answers,  Sir  Charles  W. 

Dilke  . .  . .  . ,  526 

Telegbaph  Acts,  1868,  1868,  and  1878 — ^Telegbafh  Wibes  oyeb  Publio 

Thobouohfabes — Question,  Mr.  W.  H.  Smith ;  Answer,  The  Attorney 

General  . .  . .  . .  •  •     527 

South  Afbiga — The  Tbansyaal-^The  Baxlway  Loan — Question,  Baron 

Henry  De  Worms ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gladstone  . .  . .     528 

CoMMEBCiAL  Tbsaty  WITH  Fbance  (NEGOTIATIONS) — Questiou,  Lord  John 

Manners ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gladstone  . .  • .     529 

COHMISSIOITEBS  OF  WoODS  AND    FOBESTS  —  WiNDSOB    PaBK    AND  WoODS 

Question,  Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gladstone  . .     529 

Land  Law  (Ibeland)  Bill — Constitution  of  the  Coubt  of  Land  Com- 

missionbbs — Question,  Sir  Stafford  Northcote ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gladstone  530 
Land  Law  (Ibeland)   Bill — Mb.  Fabnell — ^Personal  Explanation,  Mr. 

Long ;  Obserrations,  Mr.  Pamell  • .  .  •  •  •     530 

OBDEBB    OF    THE    DAY. 
Land  Law  (Irelaiid)  Bill  [Bill  135]— 

BiQ  canndered  in  Committee  IProgreu  Sth  July']  [Twenty-foubth  Night]    534 
After  long  time  spent  therein.  Committee  report  Progress ;  to  sit  again 
Tthmorrow,  at  Two  of  tiie  dock 

Besralation  of  fhe  Forces  BiU  [Bill  193]— 

Moved,  "That  the  BiU  be  now  read  a  second  time," — {Mr.  Secretary 
CkOdere)         ..  ..  ..  ..  ..620 

After  short  debate.  Motion  ayreed  to : — Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  eom^ 
mitted  for  Thursday. 

Parliamentary   Eleotions  (Corrupt  and  Illegal  FraoticeB) 

Bill  [Bill  1] 
Moved,   "That  the  Order  for  Second  Beading  be  discharged,"— (Ifr. 

Attorney  General)  . .  .  •  • .  .  •     621 

After  diort  debate,  Motion  ayreed  to ;— Order  dueharyed : — Bill  withdrawn. 

Bankmptcy  Bill  [Bill  137] 

Moved,  "  That  the  Second  Beading  be  deferred  till  Monday  next,"— (Ifr. 

Chamberlain)       • .  .  •  • .  • .  • .     621 

After  short  debate,  Motion  ayreed  to: — Second  Beading  deferred  till 

Monday  next. 

Pttblio    Wobxs    Loans    [Adyanges,   BxiassioNs,    Aim   Amenbioent   of 
Acts] — 

Gbnful^rMlinComiiiitiee  ..  ••  •.  ••     622 

BMolntion  ayned  to;  to  he  reported  TiMnerrow,  at  Two  of  the  clock. 
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PuBuo  WoHKir  (Jxaum)  [Bsicifi«ioir  of  Lqaits]^ 

Omtiiered  in  Conunittee  .  •  . .  .  •  *,•     622 

Resolntian  o^fMd  to;  to  be  repoHed  Tthmofro^D^  at  Two  of  the  clock. 

dutoms  (Officers)  BUI— Or<2fr«<?  (Mr,  John  ffolmt,  Lord  Prodtrick  CavMdiih) ;  pr0iinUdt 

and  Mid  tlbt  fltst  time  [Bill  210]  ..  ..      623 
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Supreme  Ooort  of  Judicature  Bill  (No.  147)^ 

Moved,  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2%"— (I^  Lord  Chancelhr)  . .     623 
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Summary  Procedure  (Scotland)  Amendment  Bill  (No.  99)— 
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to  heprtnted  as  amended.    (No.  161.) 

Industrial  Schools  BiU  Ih,l,}— Presented  (The  Lord  NorUm) ;  read  1*  (No.  168)  . .      685 

Sale  and  Use  of  Poisons  Bill  [m.^y^PreemUd  (The  Dnke  of  MMmond);  read  1" 

(No.  169)  ..  ..  ••  ••  ••     635 
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Oezttbal  Asia — ^Thb  Bussiak  Adyaitoe — Questions,  Mr.  Ashmead-Bartlett ; 

Answers,  Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke  . .  . .  . .     686 

OsTLON — CoNSTiTiTTioirAL   Befokhs — Qucstion,   Sir    David  Wedderbum; 

Answer,  Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke  . .  .  •  . .     637 

BxTLOABiA  (PouncAL  Affaibs} — Quostion,  Mr.  Labouohere ;  Answer,  Sir 

Charles  W.  Dilke  . .  ,  •  . .  • .     637 

State  of  lajsLAKD — ^Thb  Maoistraoy — ^Ma.  (}liffosd  Llotb — Questions, 

Mr.  O'Sullivan,  Mr.  Pamell,  Mr.  Callan ;  Answers,  Mr.  W.  £.  Forster    688 

Pbotbotiok  of  Person  aitd  Pbopebty  (Ibelakd)  Act,  1881 — Cbihb  aitd 
OuTBAOE — Thb  Cotmrr  of  Watxbfobd— Questions,  Mr.  J.  Cowen, 
Mr.  Healy,  Mr.  Leamy,  Mr.  B.  Power ;  Answers,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster       640 

Abhy  (Auxiliaby  Foboes) — The  Yolxtitteeb  Beyiew  at  Windsor — The 
Mbtbofolitan  Pouoe*— Questions,  Mr.  Carington,  Mr.  Gorst;  An- 
swers, The  Marquess  of  Hartington         . .  . .  . .     642 

ORDERS    OF    THE    DAY. 
Land  Law  (Ireland)  BiU  [Bill  135]— 

Bill  con9%d0red  in  Committee  [Progreee  \Uh  July^  [Twenty-fifth  Night]     643 
After  lonR  time  spent  therein,  it  being  ten  minutes  before  ScYen  of  the 
dock,  the  Chairman  reported  Progress ;  Committee  to  sit  again  thie  day. 

The  House  suspended  its  Sitting  at  fiYe  minutes  to  ScYon  of  the  dock. 

The  House  resumed  its  Sitting  at  Nine  of  the  dock. 

Progress  rMtim0<f  ..  ..  ..  ..     710 

After  long  time  spent  therein,  Conmittee  report  Progre;3S ;  to  sit  agaiq 
Jh'morroWp 
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Fusuo  WOBK9  JjOMS^  [^YXscJsOf  ^xiOB»oifsf9,  Axm  AjpfsmvxsT  OF  AOT0]  ) 
PaUie  Wurki  Ldmb  BUI  } 

BflaolationB  [July  11]  npcrUd^  and  agreed  to : — Bill  ordered  (^Mr.  ChaneeUor  of  the  JBxehe* 
"ter^  Mr.  Dodeon^  Lord  Fredmck  Cofvn^MA);  preeeiUedf  and  read  thi9  first  timt. 
Jffl211]  ..  ..  ..  ..  ..     764 


FuBuo  WoBKB  (IjixLAifi))  [Bsinssioif  OF  LoAirs] —  ) 
Public  Loans  drdand}  SemiBsion  Bill  ) 

BMoItttion  TJvlj  11]  reported,  and  agreed  to  .'—BiHH  ordered  (Mr.  ChaneeUor  of  the  Exehe- 
quir,  Lofi  Fredertek  Oavendieh) ;  preeented,  and  read  the  fixft  time  [Bill  212]  . .  764 

MOTIOJSr. 


Poor  BeUef  and  Audit  of  Accounts  (Scotland)  Bill  [BiU  182]-- 

Mowed,  **That  the  Select  Ooramittee  on  the  Poor  ReUef  and  Audit  of  Aeoounts  (Soottand) 
Bin,  do  oooBist  of  Nineteen  Memben,"--(n«  Lord  Adwoce^)  . .  •  •     764 

Jio9&dy  **  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjoiini#d/'--(C^bii«{  Ahxtmdtr:)— 

Ailttr  short  debate,  Motion,  bj  leave,  mikdrm0n. 
Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 
Committee  sMMfisM; — Liat  of  the  Oommittee  760 


COMMONS,  WEDNESDAY,  JULY  13. 
OBDEB    OF    THE   DAT. 


Land  Law  (Ireland)  BiU  [Bill  136]- 

Bill  eonMered  in  Oommittee  IFrogrea  I2th  <7sfy]  [Twxvtt-sizth  Nioet]      760 
After  long  time  ^ent  therein,  it  being  a  quarter  of  an  hour  before  Six 
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of  tludges  Harrison  and  Lawson,  of  the  Lord  Justice  Fitzg^bbon,  and  of  Chief  Jus- 
tice May,  at  the  recent  Summer  Assize  in  Ireland," — (L&rd  Randolph  Churchill^) — 
instead  thereof      ..  ..  ..  ..  ..    120S 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part 
of  the  Question :  " — ^After  debate.  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Main  Question,  "  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Ohair,"  put,  and 
agreed  to. 

BTTPTJjY^eonsidered  in  Oommittee — Oivn,  Services  and  Bevenue  De- 
partments— 

(In  the  Oommittee.) 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  <*That  a  further  sum,  not  exceeding  £2,345,600, 
be  granted  to  Her  Majesty,  on  account,  for  or  towards  defraying  the  Charge  for 
the  following  Civil  Services  and  Bevenue  Departments  for  the  year  ending  on 
the  81st  day  of  March  1882,  viz.  :— 
[Then  the  several  Services  are  set  forth]  ••  ••  ••   1219 

Motion  agreed  to. 

After  short  debate,  Besolution  to  be  reported  lb-morrow,  at  Two  of  thQ 
dock ;  Oommittee  to  sit  again  upon  Jr^inesday. 


TABLB  OF  OONTZETEB. 
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Veterinary  Surgeons  BUI  [XorA]  [BiU  214]— 

Moved,  •<  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  aelx>nd  time/'— (ifr.  MundeUa)      . .  1225 
After  short  debate.  Motion  agreed  to : — Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  com- 
mUM  for  IHdojf. 

Metropolitan  Board  of  Works  (Money)  Bill  [Bill  204]^ 

Mooedf  ''That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time," — (Lord  Frederick 
Caeenduh)     ..  ..  ..  .,     1226 

After  short  debate.  Motion  agreed  to : — ^BiU  read  a  second  time,  and  Mm- 
miHed  for  I%Hreday. 

BivBTB  Oonsenranoy  and  Floods  Prevention  {re-eommiHed)  Bill 

[Lerde^rmL  120]— 
Order  for  Committee  read        ..  ••  ..  ,.  1228 

After  short  debate,  Gommittoe  deferred  till  Thuredoff. 

Sommary  Prooedore  (Scotland)  Amendment  Bill  [_Lorde'y^ 

Hoeed^  **  That  the  Bill  be  now  Mad  a  second  time,*^— (2!l#  Lord  Adeoeate)  12S0 
After  short  debate,  Moved,   "That  the   Debate  be  now  adjounsed," — 

{Colonal  Alexander :) — Question  put,  and  agreed  to: — Second  Bea^ng 

de/ierrodiali  To-morrow. 

Incumbents  of  Benefices  Loans  Extension  Bill  [Lords']'^ 

Mooed,  <*  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time,'*— (iA*.  Monk)  . .  1281 

Moved,  "  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned,"— (ifr.  T.  P.  O'Connor  ;)— 

After  short  debate.  Motion,  by  leave,  mthdrawn. 
Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to : — ^Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  eom- 

mUtedioT  Xkmwag, 

MOTION. 
Seed  Supply  and  other  Acts  (Ireland)  Amendment  BiU— 

Motion  fcr  IjeaTe  (lA*.  V^  JSf.  Poreter)  •  •  12vo 

Motion  agreed  to  .'•^Bill  to  make  provision  fbr  the  payment  by  reduced 
instalments  of  Loans  under  <'  The  Seed  Supply  (Ireland)  Act,  18^0 ; " 
and  to  amend  and  explain  "  The  Belief  A  Distress  (Ireland)  Amende 
ment  Act,  1880,''  and  ''The  Local  Government  Board  (Ireland)  Act, 
1872,"  ordered  {Mr,  WiUiam  Edward  Foreter,  Lord  Fredoriek  Cavendieh, 
Mr,  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland) ;  preeented,  and  read  the  first  time 
[Bin  217.] 

LOBDS,  TUESDAY,  JULY  19. 

Supreme  Chrart  of  Jodicatore  Bill  (No.  147)— 

Moved,  ''That  the  House  do  now  resolve  itself  into  Oommittee,"— (2%# 
Lord  Okemcellor)  . .  1284 

After  short  debate,  Motion  agreed  to : — ^Honse  in  Oommittee  accordingly. 

Amendments  made ;  the  Beport  thereof  to  be  received  on  Thuredap  next, 
and  Bill  to  he  printed,  as  amended.    (No.  171.) 

SxnociBT  JuBiBDionoN  Acnv-lKDusT&iAL  Schools — Question,  Observations, 

Lord  Norton ;  Beply,  The  Earl  of  Dalhousie  . .  . .  1244 

Bailways  (  Joint  Stations) — ^Besolution,  The  Earl  of  Belmore  . .  1245 

After  short  debate,  Motion  (by  leave  of  die  House),  toiihdrawn. 

Wats  and  Means — Inland  Bbvenxte — ^Fobobd  Stamps  (Ibbland) — Ques- 
tion, Observations,  The  Earl  of  Limerick;  Beplpr,  Lord  Oarlingford    . .  1246 

Watbb  Supply  (Mbtropous) — Question,  Observations,  Viscount  Powers* 

court ;  Beply,  Lord  Oarlmgford  . .  1247 

MxTAXAaffBBoim  Minis— iNSPSOivoas'  Bbpobts,   1880<»-^uestion,  The  Earl 

of  Moant  HdBeottbe ;  Answer,  The  Baarl  of  Dalhousie  . .  . ,  1250 

TOL.  OOLXm.     [thibd  sbbibs.  ]  [    ^    1 
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OBDEB    OF    THE    DAY. 
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Bin  eanndered in  Committee  IProgrm  IBth  Jufy']  [Thibtibth  Nioht]     . .   127S 
After  lonff  time  spent  therein,  it  being  ten  minutes  before  Seren  of  the 
plopk,  tiie  Chairman  reported  Fro^^irofls;  Committee  tQ  flit  again  ^Ai«Aify. 
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The  House  suapended  its  Sitting  at  five  minutes  to  Seren  of  the  dock. 

The  House  resumed  its  Sitting  at  Nine  of  the  dook. 

Progress  reiumed  .  •  1813 

Alter  long  time  spent  therein,  Oommittee  report  Progress ;  to  sit  again 
To-mamno, 

MOTIONS. 
Potato  Obop  GoMMrrTBB,  1880 — ^BssoLmozr — 

M99$dy  *'  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  it  is  expedient  that  Her  ICajesty's  Gk>y6ni- 
mei^  shonld  take  steps  to  carrr  into  effect  such  of  the  recommendations  of  the  Potato 
Grop  Committee  of  1880  as  relate  to  Ireland,  by  promoting  the  creation  and  estab- 
Hshment  of  new  yarieties  of  the  Potato ;  by  facilitating  the  progress  of  further 
experiments  as  the  best  means  of  lessening  the  spread  of  the  Potato  Disease ;  and  by 
bringing  within  the  reach  of  small  farmers  supplies  of  sound  seed  to  be  obtamed 
for OBsh payments," — (Mqfor  Nolan).,  ••  ••  ..   1362 

After  short  debate,  Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  from  the  word 
''  Disease  "  to  the  end  of  the  Question, --(i£r.  Dtnu  O*  Conor.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part 
of  the  Question :  "  —  After  further  snort  debate,  Amendment  and 
Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Poor  Belief  and  Audit  of  Aocounte  (Scotland)  Bill— 

Moved,  "  That  Sir  Edwabd  Oolkbbookb  and  Mr.  Abthub  Balfotjb  be 

added  to  the  Select  Oommittee  on  the  said  Bill," — {Tho  Lord  Advocate)   1866 
After  short  debate.  Question,  "  That  the  Select  Oommittee  on  the  Poor 

Belief  and  Audit  of  Accounts  (Scotland)  Bill  do  consist  of  Twenty-one 

Members," — (j^e  Lord  Advocate,) — ^put,  and  a^eed  to. 
Original   Question,   "That  Sir  Edwabd  Oolebbookx  and  Mr.  Abthttb 

Balfoub  be  added  to  the  Select  Oommittee  on  the  said  Bill," — {I%e 

Lord  Advocate,) — ^put,  and  agreed  to. 


Bills  of  Szchange  Bill— ^'^'^^^  {Sir  John  Lubbock,  Mr.  Arthur  Cohen,  Mr.  Lewie 

Fry,  Sir  John  Eolker,  Mr.  Monk) ;  prennM,  and  sead  the  first  time  [Bill  218]         . .   1367 


LORDS,  WEDNESDAY,  JULY  20. 

The  House  met ; — And  having  gone  through  the  Business  on  the  Paper, 
without  debate —  [House  adjourned.] 
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Tbavstaax.  BuDro— Observations,  Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach;  Beply,  Mr. 
Gladstone      ..  ,.  ..  1368 

OBDEBS    OF   THE   DAY. 
Land  Law  (Ireland)  BiU  [Bill  135]— 

Bill  oonMUred  in  Oommittee  [Progreee  19M  Jtdy]  [Thibtt-pibst  Nioht]     1374 
After  long  time  spent  therein,  it  being  a  quarter  of  an  hour  before  Six  of 

the  mokf  the  Ohairman  reported  F!rogress;  Oommittee  to  sit  again 

We  j$ofTOWm         . , 
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Hemoval  TarmB  (Scotland)  Bill  [BiU  8]-^ 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjoumed  Debate  on  Question  [8th  July], 
''  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Ohair  "  (for  Committee  on  nie 
Eemoyal  Terms  (Scotland)  BUI :) — Question  again  proposed : — ^Debate 
resumed  , .  . .  . .  , .   X444 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to : — Bill  considered  in  Committee. 

Committee  report  F^gress ;  to  sit  again  To-tnorrow. 

Potato  Chop  Committee — 

Sssohed,  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  it  is  expedient  that  Her  M^jesbr's  Ooyern- 
ment  should  take  steps  to  carry  into  effect  sachi  of  the  recommendations  ox  the  Potato 
Crop  Comadttee  of  1880  as  relate  to  Ireland,  by  fanlitating  the  nvoApreiB  of  further 
experiments  as  to  the  best  means  of  lessening  the  spread  of  tne  Potato  Disease, 
and  promoting  the  creation  and  establishment  of  new  rarieties  of  the  Potato, — (Mr. 
WiUum  Edward  Htnter,) 

LOBDS,  THURSDAY,  JULY  21. 
Supreme  Oourt  of  Judicature  Bill  (No.  147)— 

Amendments  rworted  (aoooxding  to  Oxdev^  . .  • .  •  •   1445 

Further  Amendments  made ;  and  BiU  to  he  read  3'  To'-marraw. 
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0BDEB8    OF    THE    DAY. 

Land  Law  (Ireland)  Bill  [Bill  135]— 
Bill  eantuUred  in  Committee  [IVo^mi  20th  Juty]  [THBMnr-SBOOirD  Night]  1478 
After  long  time  snent  therein.  Committee  report  Progress ;  to  sit  again 
TiMnorrihff^  at  Two  of  the  dook. 

Biven  Conservancy  and  Floods  Prevention  (r4-eommtM)  Bill 

[ZorA]  [Bill  120]— 
Order  fer  Oomuilttoe  read  •  •  I5vl 

After  short  debate,  Committee  ile/torMl  till  Jfimdby  ttixt. 
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Entailed  Estates  Oonversion  (Scotland)  Bill  [BiU  203]— 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read  .  ..  ••  1^91 

After  short  debate,  Second  Beading  deferred  till  Monday  next. 


Public  Loans  (Ireland)  Bemission  Bill  [BiU  212]— 

Order  for  Oommittee  read : — Moved,  **  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair,"— {Lord IVed&riek  Cavendish)  ..  •       .•  ,.1592 

After  short  debate.  Motion  agreed  to. 

Bill  considered  in  Oommittee,  and  reported,  without  Amendment ;  to  be 
read  the  third  time  To-morrow,  at  Two  of  the  dock. 

Statute  Law  Bevision  and  Civil  Procedure  BiU  [^Lords']— 

Moved,  ''That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time,"— (ifr.  Attorney 
General)  . .  . .  . .  . .  .  •   1695 

After  short  debate,  Moved,  **  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned," — (Mr. 
T.  P.  O'Connor:) — ^After  further  short  debate.  Question  put:— The 
House  divided;  Ayes  5,  Noes  71 ;  Majority  66. — (Div.  List,  No.  819.) 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to: — Bill  read  a  second  time,  and 
eommitted  for  Monday  next. 

Bemoval  Terms  (Scotland)  Bill  [Bill  8]— 

Bill  considered  in  Committee  . .  . .  .  •   1697 

After  short  time  spent  therein,  Oommittee  report  Progress ;  to  sit  again 
To-morrow, 


Drainage  (Ireland)  Froyisional  Order  Bill— Orifortfrf  {Mr,  John  Holms,  Lord  Frede^ 

riek  Cavmdiih) ;  pres&nted,  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  220]  . .  . .    1 604 

PuBLio  Works  Loans  [Advances] — 

Committee  to  consider  of  authorising  farther  advances  oat  of  the  Consolidated  Fund 
of  the  United  Kin^om  to  the  Commissioners  of  Pablio  Works  in  Ireland  for  the 
promotion  of  Pubhc  Works  (Queen's  JR^eommendaiion  signified)  To-morroto, 

LOEDS,  PEIDAT,  JULY  22. 

Oottiers  and  Oottars  (Dwellings)  Bill- 
Bill  to  provide  sanitary  supenrision  and  sufficient  accommodation  in  the 
dwellings  of  the  cottiers  and  cottier  tenants  of  Ireland  and  of  the 
cottars,  crofters,  or  sub-tenants  of  the  Islands  and  HigUands  of  Scot- 
land, together  with  an  adequate  amount  of  ground  cultivable  as 
allotment  or  isroit— Presented  (I%e  Lord  Waveney) ;  read  I'  (No.  174)  . .   1604 

British  Honduras  (Court  of  Appeal)  Bill  [u.ul—Bwmted  (The  Earl  of  KimberUy) ; 

read  1*  (No.  167)     ..  ..  ..  ..  ..   1608 


COMMONS,  FBEDAT,  JULY  22. 
PRIVATE    BUSINESS. 

Earl  ofMardwieke's  Estate  BiU  [Lords']— 
Order  for  Third  Beading  read  ..  ..  1609 

After  short  debate^  Bill  read  the  third  time ;  Yerbal  Amendments  made; 
BSl  passed,  with  Amendments. 
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EDuoATxaviii  EvDowicmm  (SooTLAiro)  Bill — ShaVb  Hospital  Sohxicb — 

Qaestion,  Mr.  J.  W.  Barolay ;  Answer,  Mr.  Mundella  . .  . «  1609 

Abmy— Coast  Dsfxetobb— Qaestion,  Mr.  J.  Stewart ;  Answer,  Mr.  Ohilders  1610 
Natt — DoGKTABD  EsTABUSHMSNT,  GiBRALTAB — Question,  Sir  John  Hay; 

Answer,  Mr.  Treyelyan  . .  . .  1610 

OoiocEBOiAL  Tbbaty  WITH  Spaik  (Nbootiatiokb) — Quostion,  Mr.  O'Shea ; 

Answer,  Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke  ..  ..  ••  1611 

The  MAOisraAOT  (Ibbland) — Ma.  Cliffobd  Llotd,  B.M. — Questions,  Mr. 

O'SulliTan,  Mr.  PameU;  Answers,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster,  The  Attorney 

G^eral  for  Ireland  ..  ..  ..  1611 

AuBTBO-Sx&YiAir  CoMMBBOiAL  Tbbat7 — Qnostions,  Lord  Randolph  Ohurohill, 

Sir  H.  Dmmmond  Wolff,  Mr.  Caine ;  Answers,  Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke  1612 
Post  Officb — Teleoiiaphs  Aot,  1868,  Seo.  42 — Teleqbaph  Wibbs  aoboss 

PuBUo  Thobouqhfases — Question,  Mr.  W.  H.  Smith ;  Answer,  [Die 

Attorney  Oeneral  . .  . .  1614 

Eedowed  iHsnTunoKs  (Sootland) — Questions,  Sir  David  Wedderbum,  Mr. 

Webster;  Answers,  Mr.  Gladstone  . .  1616 

South  Atbioa — ^The  Cape  Colony — The  ADMiinsTBATiOK  op  Basxttolahd 

— ^Question,  Mr.  Cropper;  Answer,  Sir  Charles W.  Dilke  . .  1616 

Fbee  Trabe  (British  Empire) — Questions,  Mr.  Ashmead-Bartlett,  Mr.  J. 

Cowen ;  Answers,  Mr.  Qladstone  .  •  . .   1617 

WncBLEDOH  CoiacoN  Pbesebyation  Act — BiBDs-NESTiNa  on  Wimbledon 

Common — Question,  Mr.  Caine;  Answer,  Sir  William  Haroourt  . .  1617 

Pabxjamert — ^PuBUo  BxTSiNESs— Questions,  Sir  Walter  B.  Barttelot,  Mr. 

W.  H.  Smith;  Answers,  Mr.  Childers,  Mr.  Treyelyan  . .  . .  1618 

Land  Law  (Ireland)  Bill — ^The  Hepobt — Question,  Sir  George  Campbell ; 

Answer,  Mr.  Gladstone       . .  . .  1618 

TUBXET — MiDHAT    PaSHA  —  FULFILMENT    OP    SENTENCE  —  Questiou,     Mr. 

M'Ooan ;  Answer,  Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke  . .  . .   1618 

Mav$dj  ''  ^niat  this  House  do  now  adjourn," — {Mr.  ItCoan :) — After  short 
debate.  Motion,  by  leaye,  withdrawn, 

0SDES8    OF    THE   DAT. 

Land  Ijaw  (Irelaiid)  BiU  [BiU  136]— 

Bill  conM&r§d  in  Committee  [iVoyr«M  2Ut  Julff]  [Thi&ty-teibd  Night]     1625 
After  lonff  time  spent  therein,  it  being  ten  minutes  before  Seyen  of  me 
clock,  me  Chairman  reported  Ftogreas ;  Committee  to  sit  again  this  day. 

PubUo  Loans  (Xrelaad)  BemlBsion  BiU  [BiU  212]— 

Older  for  Third  Beading  read  «•  ..  1674 

Third  Beading  difmr^d  till  thU  day. 

The  House  suspended  its  Sitting  at  fiye  minutes  to  Seyen  of  the  dock. 

The  House  resumed  its  Sitting  at  Nine  of  the  dock. 

Land  Law  (Ireland)  BiU  [BiU  135]— 

rtogross  r$wm$d  •  ■  1674 

After  long  time  spent  therein,  BiU  reported  ;  as  amended,  to  be  considered 
upon  'Rmdaiy  next,  at  Two  of  the  dock,  and  to  h^  printed.    [BiU  225.] 

MetropoUtan  Board  of  Works  (Money)  Bill  [BUI  204]— 

Older  for  Committee  read : — JTm^,  "  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leaye 
the  Ohair/'— (Zor<^  Hrederick  Ca9mdi$h)  . .  . .  1728 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leaye  out  from  the  word  **  That "  to  the  end  of 
the  Question,  m  order  to  add  the  words  ''the  BiU  be  referred  to  a 
Select  Oommitteei"-*<ifr«  Jfoni^i}— instead  thereof. 
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Question  proposed,  ''  That  the  words  pressed  to  be  left  out  stand  p^art 
of  the  Questioii :  ''—After  sfaovt  debate,  Amendment,  by  leare,  fBith- 

Main  Question,  ''  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leaye  the  Ohittr,"  put,  and 
agv^ed  to : — ^Bill  eanitthred  in  Oommittee    . .  . .   1727 

After  some  time  spent  therein,  Bill  reported;  as  amended,  to  be  con- 
sidered upon  Mond&jf  next. 

Bemoval  Terms  (Scotland)  Bill  [Bill  8J— 

Bill  eonndered  in  Oommittee  • .  . .  1782 

After  short  time  spent  therein,  BiU  reported:  as  amended,  to  be  con- 
sidered upon  Mtmday  next. 

PiTBLio  Works  Loaks  [Adyanobs] — 

CbfMubfM/ in  Oommittee  ..    1734 

Resolution  agreed  to  ;  to  be  reported  upon  Monday  next. 

[House  counted  out.] 

LOEDS,  MONDAY,  JULY  25. 
Beformatory  Institatlons  (Ireland)  Bill  (No.  172>— 

Mwed,  **  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2%"— (7%^  Lord  Endy)  . .   17S4 

Motion  agreed  to : — Bill  read  2*  aooordingly,  and  eommttidix}  a  Oommittee 
of  the  Whole  House  To-morrow. 

Universities  of  Oxford  and  Cambridge  (Statutes)  Bill  [n,jJ]—PremUed  (The 

Lord  Freeident) ;  read  U  (So.  17S)  ..  ..  ..  ..   1735 

TeMMe  ¥vmA  Wl  ln.L.}^Tr$9inted  {The  Sari  of  ITortkb^  ..   1735 


OOMMONS,  MONDAY,  JULY  25. 
PRIVATE    BUSINESS. 

Oroker  Eetate  BiU  ^Lorde']— 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read  . .  . .  • .  1735 

After  short  debate,  Bill  liad  a  second  time,  and  committed. 

QUESTIONS. 

BoYAL   Irish   Oonstabttlaby — ^Andssw   Price — Questions,   Mr.  Biggar; 

Answers,  The  Attorney  Qenesal  £or  Ireland  . .  .  •  1736 

State  of  Ireland — Alleged  Outrage  in  Oayan — Question,  Mr.  Biggar ; 

Answer,  The  Attorney  General  for  Ireland  . .  .  •   1787 

Eyiotions   (Ireland)  —  The   Benyyle  Estate  —  Question,    Mr.    Justin 

M'OarUiy ;  Answer,  The  Attorney  General  for  Ireland. .  . .  1737 

CxjsToics  Benbyolbnt  Fund— Xhb  '^  Boj*  of  Entry  " — Question^  Baron 

Henry  De  Worms ;  Answer,  Mr.  J.  Holms  . .  . .   1739 

Law  and  Justice— Jusncss  in  Boroughs — Question,  Mr.  J.  K.  Oross ; 

Answer,  Sir  William  Haroourt  . .  .  •  . .   1739 

Spain  and  England — Gibraltar— The  Neutral  Ground  and  MARimci 

JuRfSDionoN-^Qoeation,  Mr.  O'Shea ;  Answer,  Sir  Oharles  W.  Dilke  1740 
Metropolis — Parochial  Charities  of  the  Oity  of  London*— Question, 

^\T  Henry  Peek  \  Ansver^  Siv  Wiltiani  Qaiconrt         • «  « ,.  1740 
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Watxb  Sufplt  (Mbtbopolis)— Southvabk  Ain>  Yauxhall  Water  Ook- 

PANT — QueBtiony  Mr.  Thorold  Bogers ;  Answer,  Mr.  Dodson  . .  1740 

Natt — ^PowDSE  Maoazihes  Dr  THB  Mbb8st — Qaestion,  Mr.  Sammen; 

Answer,  Mr.  Treyelyan  . ,  1741 

Thb  Maoistraot  (Scotland) — Sheriff  Ole&k  of  Fife — Question,  Mr. 

Fraser-Maokintosh ;  Answer,  The  Lord  Adyooate         •  •  •  •  1741 

Law  and  Pouge — ^Bbtolxttionart  Oongresses — Questions,  Mr.  Belling- 

ham ;  Answers,  Sir  William  Haroourt     . .  . .  . .  1742 

BoYAL   Irish    Constabulary — Bsuaious   PmisxTAsioNS — Question,    Lord 

Arthur  Hill ;  Answer,  The  Attorney  GFeneral  for  Ireland  . .   1748 

Education   Department — Voluntary    Schools — Question,  Lord   George 

Hamilton ;  Answer,  Mr.  Mundella  . .  . .  1744 

Paruambnt — ^ELEonoN  FlETiTioNS — Scheduled  Persons — Question,   Mr. 

Warton ;  Answer,  The  Attorney  (General. .  . .  • .  1745 

Protbgtion  of  Person  and  Property  (Ireland)  Act,  1881 — ^Treatment 
OF  Prisoners  under  the  Act — Question,  Mr.  Charles  Bussell ;  An- 
swer, The  Attorney  General  for  Ireland   . .  . .  1745 

Naty — ^Betired   Chief   Gunners,    &c.  —  Question,   Sir   H.   Drummond 

Wolff ;  Answer,  Mr.  Treyelyan  ..  1746 

Public  Health — The  Wool  Sorters'  Disease — Question,  Mr.  Wilbraham 

Egerton ;  Answer,  Mr.  Mundella  . .   1746 

Brazi^^— Claims  of  British  Subjects — Questions,  Mr.  Anderson;  An- 
swers, Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke  , .  •  •  •  •  1747 

EyicnoNS  (Ireland) — Case  of  Ellen  Olwill — Question,  Mr.  Biggar; 

Answer,  The  Attorney  General  for  Ireland  • .  1748 

Cu0Toms^-Thb   Tobac(X>   DuTixs^-Question,  Sir  H.   Drummond  Wolff; 

Answer,  Mr.  Gladstone       . .  • .  . .  1748 

Ways  and  Means — ^Inland  Beyenue — ^Benefit  BuiLDiNa  Societies — 
Stamps  on  Cheques — Question,  Mr.  C.  M'Laren ;  Answer,  Mr.  Glad- 
stone . .  . .  . .  . .  . .  1749 

Seizure   of   Ezplosiye   Machines   at   Liverpool— Questions,  Viscount 

Sandon«  Mr.  Bellingham ;  Answers,  Sir  William  Harcourt  • .   1750 

NlCARAQUA — ^AWARD    OF    THE    EmPEROR  OF  AUSTRIA — Questiou,  Mr.  P.  J. 

Smyth ;  Answer,  Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke    . .  .  •  . .  1754 

Metropolitan  Board  of  Works  (Money)  Bill — Question,  Mr.  Monk; 

Answer,  Mr.  Speaker  . «  •  •  1754 

The  Parliamentary  Oaths  Bill — ^Notice  of  Question,  Colonel  Makins ; 

Answer,  Mr.  Gladstone  .  •  •  •  •  •  1755 

Tunis  (Politioal  Affairs)— Question,  Lord  Bandolph  Churchill ;  Answer, 

Mr.  Gladstone  .  •  1755 

India  (Finanob,  &o.) — The  Indian  Budget — Question,  Mr.  O'Donnell; 

Answer,  Mr.  Gladstone       . .  •  •  •  •  •  •  1755 

MOTIOJSrS. 

Pabliaxbnt— Businbss  of  the  House — ^Besolution-^ 

JfMMf,  *'That  the  Oxden  of  the  Day  be  postponed  until  sfter  the  Notice  of  Motion 
relating  to  the  Transvaal,"— ^Jfr.  Oladstane,) 

Motion  a^eed  to. 
Transvaal  Bising — ^Besolution — 

Mwtd,  **  That,  in  the  opinion  of  thia  House,  the  course  pursued  by  Her  Majesty's 
Government  with  respect  tothe  rising  in  the  Transvaal,  so  far  as  it  has  yet  been 
en^ained  to  Parliament,  has  resulted  in  the  loss  of  valuable  lives  without  vindicating 
the  anthori^  of  the  Grown,  is  fraught  with  danger  to  the  future  tranquillity  and 
safety  of  Her  Majesty's  dominions  in  South  Africa,  and  fails  to  provide  for  the 
fulfilment  of  the  obligations  contimcted  by  this  Country  towards  the  European 
settlers  and  native  population  of  the  Transvaal,*'— ('S*^  Jitchael  Mnkt-B^ch)        . .    1756 

VAT.    nnT.YTTT.       fTinRn  avnnu!.!  f  *  1 
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T&AK8VAAL  Bitnfo—BBSOLunoM— continued. 

Amendment  proposad^ 

To  leftre  oat  from  the  word  '*  HiAt ''  to  the  end  of  the  Qnecfcion,  in  order  to  add  the 
words  *'  this  Hoose,  helieving  that  the  continuance  of  tiie  War  with  the  Traosvaal 
Boers  would  not  have  advanced  the  honour  or  the  interests  of  this  Country,  approves 
the  steps  taJren  hj  Her  Majesty's  Goremment  to  bring  about  a  peaceful  setuement, 
and  .feels  confident  that  every  care  will  be  taken  to  s^uard  the  intmsts  of  the  nativw, 
to  provide  lor  the  full  liberty  and  equal  treatment  of  the  entire  white  population,  and 
to  promote  harmony  and  good  will  among  the  various  races  in  South  Africa," — {Mr, 
Rathhwiej) — instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  ''  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part 
of  the  Question :'' — ^After  long  debate.  Question  put : — ^The  House 
dividid;  Ayes  205,  Noes  314;  Majority  109. 

Division  List,  Ayes  and  Noes  .•  ••  ..   1876 

Words  added  :»Main  Question,  as  amended,  put,  and  agreed  to. 

0BDEB8    OF    TEE  DAY. 


Petroleum  (Hawking)  BIU  [Zonb]  [Bill  232]- 

Moved,  '*  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time,"— (Ifr.  Courinejf)     ..    1880 
Motion  agreed  to : — ^Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  eomwUtted  for  Ih-wtorroWf 
at  Two  of  the  olook. 

MetropoUtan  Board  of  Works  (Money)  BUI  [Bill  304]— 

Moved,  <<  That  the  Bill  be  now  considered,"— (Z^ril  JfVederiek  Cavendieh)      1880 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  ont  the  words  ''  now  considered,"  in  order  to  insert  the  words  **  referred  to  a 
Select  Committee  to  be  nominated  by  the  Committee  of  Selection  in  like  manner  as 
PriTate  Bills,"— (^^-  Monk,) 

Question  proposed,  ''  That  the  words  '  now  considered '  stand  part  of  the 

Question. 
After  short  debate,  Question  put,  and  agreed  to : — ^Main  Question  put, 

and  agreed  to : — Bill  eoneidered ;  to  be  reeA  the  third  time  n-fnorrow,  at 

Two  of  the  dock. 

PUBUO  WOBKS  LOAKS  [AdVAIIOIS] — 

Resolution  [July  22]  reported^  and  ayre$d  to, 

Imtruetum  to  the  Committee  on  the  PabUo  Wotks  Loaas  Bill,  That  they  have  power  to 
make  provision  therein  pursuant  to  the  said  Resolution ;  also  to  make  provision  for 
the  erection  and  maintenance  of  a  LighthouM  on  the  Island  of  Miniooy ;  and  for 
amending  ''The  Labouring  Classes  Ijodging  Houses  and  Dwellings  Act  (Ireland) 
1866.** 

L0ED8,.  TUESDAY,  JULY  26. 

Industrial  Sohools  Bill  (No.  158)— 

Moved,  <'  That  the  BiU  be  now  read  ll","-^(l%#  Lord  Norton)  . .  1884 

After  short  debate.  Motion  t^grood  to  ;<— >Bill  read  %\ 

British  Honduras  (Court  of  Appeal)  Bill  (No.  167)— 

Moved,  <'  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2%"— (  ne  Earl  of  Kimherley)  . .   1889 

Motion  agreed  to  .-—Bill  read  2*  aooordinglj,  and  eottmittedto  a  Oommittee 
of  the  Whole  House  on  Thmredag  next. 

Pedlars  (Oertlfloates)  Bill  (No.  168)— 

^iftr^,  "Utat  the  Bm  be  now  read  2\''—{l%e  Sari  •/  DaO^uHe)  . .  1890 

Ifojiott  ^^oTA*  '^BiU  read  2*  acoardinglj,  and  oommUti  to  i^  Ck>iaTa\\»ft% 
Pf^Ae  m  Mi  meroday  next. 
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Metallic  Mines  (Gunpowder)  WM  (No.  169)— 

JTm^T,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  reed  3*,"— (I5l#  JBir/  of  DmIKouM)  . .  1 890 

Motiofi  tigroid  U  :^Bill  reed  2"  eooordinglj,  aad  commUUd  to  a  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House  on  Thurtday  next. 

Coroners  (Ireland)  Bill  (No.  134)— 

House  in  Oommittee  (aocording  to  order)     ..  ..  ..  1890 

Bill  r0paried  without  Amendment ;  and  to  be  read  8*  on  Thur9d^  next. 

Seed  Supply  and  other  Acts  Auiendment  Bill  (No.  177)— 

Mo9§d,  "  thai  the  Bill  be  now  read  2"/'— (7%^  Lord  Carlin§fifri)  . .  1892 

Motion  oifTied  to : — ^Bill  read  2*  aooordiiigly,  and  commtM  to  a  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House  on  Thund^jf  netl. 

COMMONS,  TUESDAY,  JULY  26. 
QUESTIONS. 

Protxothhi  ov  Pbrsov  avd  Fbopbbtt   (Ibblakb^  Aot,  1881 — ^Mb.   F. 

O'Qai«l*0Hxb,  ▲  Frisonbb  under  thb  Aot — Questions,  Mr.  Healy; 

Answers,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster  . .  . .  • .  . .  1898 

GsHTEAL  Asia — ^Bussiak  Adyakobs — Kughak — Questions,  Mr.  E.  Stanhope, 

Mr.  Ashmead-Baxtlett ;  Answers,  Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke  . .  1894 

The   Paeks    (Mbteopolis) — ^The  Bide    in  Botten  Bow — Question,  Sir 

Thomas  Batespn;  Answer,  Mr.  ShawLefeTre  . .  . .  1895 

Public  Health — ^The  Hop-PiOKiNa   Season — Small-Pox — Question,  Mr. 

J.  O.  Talbot ;  Answer,  Mr.  Dodson  . .  . .  . .  1896 

Abmy — Colonel  Tybwhitt — Question,  Mr.  Bigear ;  Answer,  Mr.  Childers  1896 
Parliament — ^PniviLEaE — Public  Petitions — The  Bradlaugh  Petition — 

Question,  Mr.  Warton ;  Answer,  Sir  William  Harcourt  . .  1897 

Lord  Chief  Justice,  &c.  rPATBONAes) — ^Thb  Bbtubn—- Question,  Mr.  H. 

H.  Fowler ;  Answer,  Sir  William  Haroourt  . .  . .  1898 

FiSHEBIES — ^NOBTH  SeA  FiSHEBEBS — DeFBEDATIONS  ON  ENGLISH  FiSHEBMEN 

— Questions,  Colonel  Bame,  Mr.  Birkbeok ;  Answers,  Sir  Charles  W. 

IHlke,  Mr.  Trevelyan  , .  . .  . .  . .  1899 

Abmt   Obqanization — ^The  Botal  Wabbant,  1881 — Abtillebt  Officers 

— Question,  Mr.  Cobbold ;  Answer,  Mr.  Childers  . .  . .  1900 

India  (Financb,  ftc.)— The  I^ian  Budget — Question,  Mr.  E.  Stanhope; 

Answer,  The  Marquess  of  Hartington  . .   1900 

Customs'  Defabtmbnt — Gollbotobs  of  Customs — Question,  Mr.  Jackson; 

Answer,  Lord  Frederick  Cavendish  . .  . .  • .   1900 

CoMMEBciAL  Tbeaty  WITH  Fbaetce  (NEGOTIATIONS) — Quostion,  Mr.  Mao 

Iyer ;  Answer,  Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke        . .  • .  .  •  1901 

Seizube   of   Explosiye   Machines   at   Liyebpool  —  Question,  Yiscoimt 

Sandon ;  Answer,  Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke  , .  . .  . .  1903 

OSDEB    OF    THS    DAT. 
Iiand  Ijaw  (Ireland)  BIU-[Bill  235>- 

Bill,  as  amended,  ^omidered    . .  •  •  •  •  1^^^ 

After  debate,  it  being  now  ten  minutes  to  Seven  of  the  clock,  further 
Proceeding  on  Considerqtiom  as  aniended,  defurr^d  till  thU  day. 


The  HooBo  mupeaded  lie  Sitting  at  Seven  at  the  olook. 
^!b0  ^imrn  $0mmed  ItB  Sitting  $^  Nine  of  ike  eU)^, 
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TaAN8VAAL  Bisnro—RBMLVTioif— continued. 

Amendment  propoead. 

To  leftre  oat  from  the  word  '*  HiAt ''  to  the  end  of  the  Qnecfcion,  in  order  to  add  the 
words  '*  this  House,  believing  that  the  continuance  of  tiie  War  with  the  Transvaal 
Boers  would  not  have  advanced  the  honour  or  the  interests  of  this  Country,  approves 
the  steps  taken  hj  Her  Majesty's  Government  to  bring  about  a  peaceful  settlement, 
and  .feels  confident  that  every  care  will  be  taken  to  s^uard  the  intmsts  of  the  nativsiy 
to  provide  for  the  full  liberty  and  equal  treatment  of  the  entire  white  populatiQa,  and 
to  promote  harmonv  and  good  will  among  the  various  races  in  South  Africa,*' — (Mr, 
BathbotUy) — instead  ti^ereof. 

Question  proposed,  ''  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part 
of  the  Question:" — After  long  debate,  Question  put: — ^The  House 
divided;  Ayes  205,  Noes  314;  Majority  109. 

Division  list.  Ayes  and  Noes  .  •  « •  . .   1876 

Words  added  :»Main  Question,  as  amended,  put,  and  ai^eed  to. 

0BDEB8    OF    TEE  DAY. 
Petroleum  (Hawking)  BiU  [Zonb]  [BiU  232]- 

Mov^d,  '*  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time,"— (Ifr.  Courin$jf)     . .    1880 
Motion  a^reid  to : — ^Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  eomw$Utod  for  Ih-wtorroWf 
at  Two  of  the  clock. 

MetropoUtan  Board  of  Works  (Money)  BiU  [BiU  304]— 

Moved,  <<  That  the  Bill  be  now  considered,'^— (Z^ril  Frederiok  Cavendieh)      1880 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  out  the  words  "  now  considered,"  in  order  to  insert  the  words  **  referred  to  a 
Select  Committee  to  be  nominated  by  the  Committee  of  Selection  in  like  manner  as 
PriTate  Bills,"— (Ifr.  Monk.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words  '  now  considered '  stand  part  of  the 

Question. 
After  short  debate,  Question  put,  and  a§^eed  to : — ^Main  Question  put, 

and  agreed  to : — Bill  eomidered ;  to  be  read  the  third  time  Th-morrow,  at 

Two  of  the  dock. 

PuBLio  WoBKS  Loans  [Adtakois] — 

Besolation  [July  22]  reported,  and  agreed  to. 

Imtruetum  to  the  Committee  on  the  PabUo  Works  Loaos  Bill,  That  they  have  power  to 
make  provision  therein  pursuant  to  the  said  Resolution ;  also  to  make  provision  for 
the  erection  and  maintenance  of  a  Lighthouse  on  the  Island  of  Miniooy ;  and  for 
amending  "The  Labouring  Classes  liodging  Houses  and  Dwellings  A(i  (Ireland) 
1866." 

LOEDS,  TUESDAY,  JULY  26. 

Industrial  Sohools  Bill  (No.  158)— 

Moved,  ''That  the  Bm be xiow  read  ll",''---(l%#£orirJV#rloft)  ..  1884 

After  short  debate.  Motion  e^greed  to  >— Bill  read  2\ 

British  Honduras  (Court  of  Appeal)  Bill  (No.  167)— 

Movod,  '<  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2%"— (7%^  JSarl  of  Kimherley)  . .   1889 

Motion  agreed  to : — Bill  read  2*  aocordinglj,  and  committed  to  a  Oommittee 
of  the  Whole  House  on  I%uridag  next. 

Pedlars  (Oertlfloates)  Bill  (No.  168)— 

^^wief  "That  the  Sill  be  now  read  2%''— (The  Eeirl  of  Ihlknme)  . .  1890 

Mb^oB  a^rsfii U  .'^BiU  read  2*  sooordingly,  and  tfoawHJtfd  to  i^  OqittTO>^»ft% 
Pf^e  Whole  Haaee  on  I%mr9fht^  next. 


XAJBLt  OF  00KTENT8. 
MetaUlo  Mines  (Gtmpowder)  Wd  (No.  169)— 

JfM^,  '<  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  ^.''—{TkeR^l  ofDMlhmme)  . .  1890 

Mofeioii  tigr$§d  U :— BiU  read  2"  aooordingly,  sad  eommitUd  to  a  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House  on  Thunday  next. 

Ckxronen  (Ireland)  Bill  (No.  134)— 

Honse  in  Oommittee  (aocording  to  order)     ..  ,.  ..  1890 

B31  r0porUd  without  Amendment ;  and  to  be  read  8*  on  Thunday  next. 

Seed  Supply  and  other  Acts  Auiendment  Bill  (No.  177)— 

Ifavsi,  **  Huit  the  Bill  be  now  read  2"/'— (7%^  Lnrd  Carl%n§f(^d)  . .  1892 

Motion  a4fr$ed  to : — ^Bill  read  2«  aooordingly,  and  commitM  to  a  Oommittee 
of  the  Whole  Honee  on  Tkurtd^jf  netl. 

COMMONS,  TUESDAY,  JULY  26. 
QUESTIONS. 

PBOTBoneir  or  Pbbmk  avd  Fbopsett   (Ibblakb^  Aot,  1881 — ^Mb.   F. 

0*QAi.L*aBXB,  ▲  FaisoinsB  undbb  thb  Aot — Questions,  Mr.  Healy; 

Answers,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster  . .  . .  . .  • ,  1898 

GsafTRAL  Asia — ^BussiAir  Adyakobs — Kughak — Questions,  Mr.  E.  Stanhope, 

Mr.  Ashmead-Bardett ;  Answers,  Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke  . .  1894 

Thb   Parks    (Mbtbopolis) — ^Thb  Bids   in  Bottbn  Bow — Question,  Sir 

Thomas  Batespn;  Answer,  Mr.  ShawLefeyre  .  •  . .  1895 

PuBuo  HbaiiTh — ^Thb  Hof-Piokino   Season — Small-Pox — Question,  Mr. 

J.  O.  Talbot ;  Answer,  Mr.  Dodson  . .  . .  • .  1896 

Abmt— OoLONXL  TrawHrnp — Question,  Mr.  Biggar  j  Answer,  Mr.  Childers  1896 
Pabuaxxnt — ^PniYiLBaB — PuBLio  Petitions— Thb  Bradiauoh  Pbtition — 

Question,  Mr.  Warton ;  Answer,  Sir  William  Harcourt  . .  1897 

LoBD  Chebf  JusnoB,  &o.  rPATBONAOB) — ^Thb  Bbtuen-*  Quostiou,  Mr.  H. 

H.  Fowler ;  Answer,  Sir  William  Haroourt  . .  • .  1898 

Fishbbibs — ^Nobth  Sba  Fishbbdss — Dkfbbdations  on  English  Fishbbmbn 

— Questions,  Colonel  Bame,  Mr.  Birkbeok ;  Answers,  Sir  Charles  W. 

Dilke,  Mr.  Treyeljan  ..  ..  ..  ..  1899 

Abmt   Oboanization — Thb  Botal  Wabbant,  1881 — ^Abtillbbt  Offiobbs 

— Question,  Mr.  Cobbold ;  Answer,  Mr.  Childers  . .  . .  1900 

India  (FmANOB,  ftc.)— The  Indian  BiTDaET^Question,  Mr.  E.  Stanhope ; 

Answer,  The  Marquess  of  Hartington      . .  . .  1900 

CusTOKs'  Dbvabtmbnt — Collbotobs  oh  CusToics — Question,  Mr.  Jadkson; 

Answer,  Lord  Frederick  Cavendish  •  •  •  •  • .   1900 

CommoiAL  Tbbatt  with  Fbanob  (Negotiations) — Question,  Mr.  Mao 

Iyer ;  Answer,  Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke        ..  ..  ..  1901 

Bbizubb   op   EzPLOsiyB   Machinbs   at   Liybepool — Question,  l^soount 

Sandon ;  Answer,  Sir  Charles  W*  Dilke  . .  ..  ..1902 

OBDEB    OF    THB    DAY. 
Land  Iaw  (Inlaad)  BIU-[Bin  235}*- 

Bill,  as  amended,  0onsider&d    • .  •  •  •  •  1902 

After  debate,  it  being  now  ten  minutes  to  Seven  of  the  dock,  further 
Proceeding  on  Consideri(tiom  as  amended,  defmred  till  Mm  day. 

The  House  suspended  its  Sitting  at  Seven  of  the  dock. 
The  House  remmed  its  Sitting  at  Nine  o{  the  cOo^, 


TABLE  OF  OOMTENT& 
Land  Law  (Ireland)  BlU  [BiU  226]— 

Farther  Prooeedinff  on  Oonsiderationy  as  amended,  rentmsd  • «  1929 

After  debate,  further  Proceeding  on  Consideration,  as  amended,  deferred 
till  To-morrow. 

Petroleum  (Hawking)  Bill  [Zonb]  [Bill  222]— 

Order  for  Oommittee  read  : — Moved,  ''  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leaye 
the  Ohair,"— (Ifr.  Courtney)  . .  . .  . .  1966 

Moved,  ''That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned,"— (ifr.  Hopwood:) — ^After 
short  debate.  Motion,  b j  leaye,  mtndravm. 

Original  Question,  <'  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair,"  put, 
and  agreed  to : — ^Bill  eomidered  in  Committee. 

Committee  report  IVogress  ;  to  sit  again  upon  Thureday, 

Superannuation  Act  (Post  Office  and  Works)  KUr-Onkred  {Lord  FndeHek 

Oaeendish,  Mr.  John  Solm);  presetUed^BiidwBiditkQftteiUmQ  [Bill  22B]  ..    1969 

LORDS,  WEDNESDAY,  JULY  27. 


The  House  met ; — And  having  gone  through  the  Business  on  the  Paper, 
without  debate—  [House  adjourned] 

COMMONS,  WEDNESDAY,  JULY  27. 
NOTICE    OF   RESOLUTION. 

Lakd    Law    (Ibelakd)    Bill — Notice    of  Besolution,  Lord    Randolph 

Churchill        ..  ..  ..  ..  ,.  1970 

ORDER    OF    THE    DAT. 
Land  Law  (Ireland)  Bill  [BiU  225]— 

Further  Proceeding  on  Consideration,  as  amended,  remmed  . .  1970 

After  debate,  it  being  a  quarter  of  an  hoiir  before  Six  of  the  dock, 

further  Proceeding  on  Consideration  of  the  Bill,  as  amended,  stood 

adjourned  till  To-morrow.  — < 

Infectious  Diseases  (Notiflcation)  Wl— Ordered  {Mr,  Saetifigs,  Sir  Trevor  Zenerence, 

Br,  Farguharton,  Mr.Brinton) ;  presented,  and  read  the  first  time  [BiU  229]  . ,  2008 


NEW  PEER. 
Tttxsday,  Jxtly  5. 

The  Bight  Honourable  Sir  Odo  WiUiam  Leopold  BusseU  (commonly 
caUed  Lord  Odo  WaUam  Leopold  EusseU),  G.C.B.,  G.C.M.G.,  Her 
Majesty's  Ambassador  Extraordinary  and  Plenipotentiaiir  to  the 
Emperor  of  Germany,  created  Baron  AmpthiU  of  AmpthiU  in  the 
county  of  Bedford. 

NEW    MEMBEB    SWOBN. 

Monday.  July  18. 
^^/Af  i%^^/^/^M^i#— Alexander  Aaher,  esquire. 


HANSARD'S 

PARLIAMENTARY  DEBATES 


IN   THE 

Second  Ssssioir  of  the  TwentT'Secoitd  Parliament  oy  the 
United  Kingdom  of  Great  Britain  and  Ireland^ 
appointed  to  meet  29  April,  1880,  in  the  Forty-third 
Year  or  the  Eeign  of 

HER  MAJESTY  QUEEN  VICTORIA. 


SEVENTH    VOLUME    OF    SESSION    1881. 


HOUSE    OE    LOEDS, 
Tuesday,  bth  July,  1881. 


MINUTES.!— Public  Btlia— First  Reading— 
Supreme  Court  of  Judicature  (147). 

Steand  JUadiuff—Tmmvr&yB  Orders  Confirma- 
tion (No-  I)*  (126);  Tramways  Orders  Con- 
firmation (No.  2)  •  (126) ;  Tramways  Orders 
Confirmation  (No.  3)  •  (136) ;  Pier  and  Har- 
bour Orders  Confirmation*  (122);  Lunacy 
Districta  (Scotland)  (108);  Burial  Grounds 
(Scotland)  Act  (1866)  Amendment  (131). 

Committee  —  Summary  Procedure  (Scotland) 
Amendment  (99). 

Hepart — Veterinary  Surgeons  •  (127) ;  Summary 
Jurisdiction  (Process)  •  (124). 

Third  JUading^GM  Provisional  Orders*  (97), 
9nd  pasted. 

NEW  PEER. 

The  Eight  Honourable  Sir  Odo  Wil- 
liam Leopold  EuBsell  (commonly  called 
Lord  Odo  WilUam  Leopold  Eussell), 
G.C.B.,  G.C-M.G.,  Her  Majesty's  Am- 
bassador Extraordinary  and  Plenipoten- 
tiary to  the  Emperor  of  Germany  having 
been  created  Baron  Ampthill  of  AmpthiU 
in  the  county  of  Bedford— Was  (in  the 
usual  manner)  introduced. 

VOL.   CCLXm.    [tiiuuj  sifBras.) 


ARMY— deaths  BY  SUNSTROKE  AT 
ALDERSHOT.— QUESTION. 

The  Eabl  of  CAMPEEDOWN  asked 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  War  as 
to  a  statement  appearing  in  the  morn- 
ing papers  that  at  the  Eeview  at  Alder- 
shot  yesterday  two  men  died  from  the 
effects  of  the  heat,  while  two  more  were 
not  expected  to  survive,  and  a  number 
of  others  were  admitted  to  the  military 
hospitals  suffering  from  the  effects  of 
the  heat.  He  would  be  glad  to  hear  any 
facts  with  regard  to  the  matter,  and  any 
explanation  of  how  it  was  that  the  troops 
were  exposed  several  hours  to  the  greatest 
heat  of  the  day. 

The  Eabl  of  MOELET  :  My  Lords, 
I  regret  to  say  that  a  certain  number  of 
men  who  took  part  in  the  Eeview  at 
Aldershot  yesterday  were  subsequently 
admitted  to  hospital  suffering  from  the 
effects  of  the  extreme  heat,  and  no  fewer 
than  four  have  since  died.  This  is  a 
very  sad  occurrence.  The  Secretary  of 
State  for  War,  on  hearing  of  it  this 
morning,  telegraphed  to  the  General 
commanding  at  Aldershot  for  iDforma- 
tion.  We  have  not  yet  received  as  full 
information  as  we  could  wish  ;  but  if  my 
noble  Friend  will  repeat  his  Questioiv 
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S    JBurial  Grounds  {Scotland)  Act,     (LOBDSj  1B65,  Amondmont  Bill. 


on  Tliursday  I  shall  probably  be  able  to 
answer  it  satisfactorily. 

Thb  Duke  of  CAMBEIDGE:  My 
Lords,  I  was  actually  present  at  Alder- 
sliot  yesterday,  and  I  bad  no  idea  that 
anything  of  the  kind  had  occurred.  I 
was  so  astonished  when  I  heard  of  it, 
that  I  did  not  believe  a  word  of  it. 
When  I  came  home  from  Aldershot, 
everybody  said — '*  What  a  dreadful  day 
you  have  had ! "  I  said—  **  No ;  it  was 
warm,  but  not  unpleasantly  warm."  I 
asked  my  Staff,  who  gave  the  same 
answer.  It  certainly  was  a  very  hot 
day,  but  there  was  a  very  fair  breeze 
on  the  hill,  and  it  only  became  unplea- 
santly warm  as  I  came  towards  Lon- 
don. I  have  certainly  been  out  at  field 
exercises  50  times  on  much  hotter  days, 
and  I  can  assure  your  Lordships  that 
there  was  nothing  unusual  in  the  wea- 
ther, and  as  for  falling  out,  I  never  saw 
BO  few  men  fall  out  on  a  field-day. 
There  was  no  review  at  all;  it  was  a 
simple  field-day.  The  troops  were  ready 
to  advance  when  I  arrived,  and  the  whole 
of  the  affair  was  over  in  a  short  time. 
There  was  no  standing  in  the  sun  for 
a  long  period.  The  troops  only  marched 
past  on  their  way  home,  and  did  not 
even  come  round  again.  I  never  was  so 
surprised  in  my  me,  and  I  do  not  see 
how  these  accidents  could  be  prevented. 

LUNACY  DISTRICTS  (SCOTLAND) 

BILL.— (No.  108.) 

(The  Earl  of  Dalhoutie.) 

SECOND   READINQ. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Read- 
ing, read. 

Thb  Earl  of  DALHOUSIE,  in  mov- 
ing that  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time,  said,  that  the  aim  of  the  Bill  was 
to  amend  a  state  of  matters  created  by 
the  Prisons  Act  of  1877.  Previous  to 
that  time  power  to  alter  the  lunacy  dis- 
tricts was  vested  in  the  Commissioners 
of  Lunacy,  who  were  able  to  act  on  re- 
ceiving an  application  through  the  local 
Prison  Board.  The  Prisons  Act,  by 
abolishing  the  local  Prison  Boards,  de- 
prived the  Lunacy  Commissioners  of  the 
initiative  by  which  alone  they  were  able 
to  act.  By  this  Bill  the  powers  would 
be  conferred  on  the  Commissioners  after 
the  permission  of  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department  had  been  ob- 
tained. 

Tho  Sari  of  Morloy 


Moved,  **That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2*." 
--{The  Earl  of  Dalhouiie.) 

Motion  agreed  to ;  Bill  read  2'  acoord- 
ingly,  and  committed  to  a  Committee  of 
the  Whole  HoAse  on  Thursday  next. 

SUMMARY   PROCEDURE    (SCOTLAND) 

AMENDMENT  BILL.— (No.  99.) 

{The  Sari  of  JDalhoueie.) 

COMMITTEE. 

House  in  Committee  (according  to 
order). 

LoED  BALFOUR  of  BURLEIGH 
asked  for  an  explanation  of  the  4th  clause 
of  the  Bill,  which  provided  that  a  table 
of  fees  in  Schedule  A  and  no  other  higher 
fees  would  be  allowed  on  taxation.  A 
siibsequent  clause  provided  that  the  costs 
in  a  case  under  this  Act  should  not  ex- 
ceed £  1 .  How  was  that  clause  to  be  car- 
ried out  when  Schedule  A  provided  a 
higher  scale  of  fees,  for  if  Schedule 
A  fees  were  to  be  exacted  under  the 
Bill  they  would  amount  to  a  larger  sum 
than  £  1 .  How,  then,  was  this  consistent 
with  the  other  clause  of  the  Bill  that  no 
more  costs  than  £1  were  to  be  exacted? 

The  Eael  of  DALHOUSIE  said,  he 
could  not  answer  the  Question ;  but  if 
their  Lordships  would  allow  the  Bill  to 
pass  as  it  stood,  he  would  undertake  to 
get  the  explanation  of  that  point  when 
it  came  forward  on  the  Report. 

Lord  BALFOUR  of  BURLEIGH 
said,  he  was  satisfied  with  the  promise 
of  the  noble  Earl. 

An  Amendment  made :  The  Report 
thereof  to  be  received  on  Thursday  next. 

BURIAL  GROUNDS  (SCOTLAND)  ACT, 

1856,  AMENDMENT  BILL.— (No.  181.) 

{The  Earl  of  Camperdown.) 

SECOND   BEADINQ. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Read- 
ing, read. 

The  Earl  of  CAMPERDOWN,  in 
moving  that  the  Bill  be  now  read  a 
second  time,  said,  its  objects  was  to  give 
to  parochial  authorities  increased  powers 
with  regard  to  burial  grounds  or  ceme- 
teries in  Scotland.  At  the  present  time, 
when  a  parochial  authority  wished  to 
supply  a  burial  ground  they  were 
obliged  to  set  aside  the  half  of  the  ground 
for  the  use  of  the  poor.  It  was  found, 
in  practice,  that  the  portion  set  aside  for 
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geneTal   nee   was  all   allocated  before 
tiiat  reeerved   for  the  poor  was  used 
up.     It  then  became  necessary  to  pur- 
chase new  ground,  which  had  to  be  sub- 
divided in  the  same  proportion,  notwith- 
standing that  the  ground  of  the  poor 
was  not  nearly  exhausted.  The  arrange- 
ment was  needlessly  expensive,  and  the 
proposal  of  the  Bill  was  that,  with  the 
consent  of  the  Sheriff,  the  parochial  au- 
thorities should  be  allowed  to  allocate 
burial  grounds  for  such  purposes  and  in 
such  proportions  as  might  be  found  most 
oonvenient. 

Moved, "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2v" 
— (The  Barl  of  Camperdoton,) 

Motion  agreed  to :  Bill  read  2*  accord- 
ingly. 

TRIPOLI. 

ADDBESS  FOB  PAPEBS. 

Eabl  DE  la  WABB,  in  rising  to 
ask  a  question  of  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  Foreign  Affairs  as  to  the  alleged 
statement  of  M.  Tissot,  the  French  Am- 
bassador at  Constantinople,  to  the  effect 
that  instructions  had  been  given  to  the 
general  in  command  of  the  French  troops 
to  cross  the  Tunisian  frontier  into  Tri- 
poli, if  necessary  for  the  preservation  of 
order;  also  if  any  information  can  be 
given  with  re^rd  to  the  militaiy  organi- 
zation which  IS  stated  to  be  taking  place 
in  Tripoli  under  the  Turkish  governor, 
Nasif  Pacha,  in  consequence,  as  alleged, 
of  the  occupation  of  Tunis  by  the  French ; 
also  to  move  that  an  humble  Address  be 
presented  to  Her  Majesty  for  papers  and 
correspondence  relative  to  Tripoli  ?  said, 
Le  felt  that  he  ought  to  offer  an  apology 
for  again  bringing  this  question  under 
the  consideration  of  the  House.  His 
apology  was  the  great  urgency  of  the 
case,  and  the  more  than  usual  reserve 
on  the  part  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment in  withholding  information,  and  in 
not  giving  the  least  information  as  to 
what  would  be  their  policy  on  a  question 
which,  he  was  sure,  the  noble  Earl  op- 
posite would  admit  was  one  of  a  very 
grave  nature.  Arising  on  all  sides  were 
alarming  indications  of  what  mi&^ht  re- 
sult in  massacre  and  bloodshed,  and 
what  had  begun  in  Tunis  might  not  end 
there.  Already  we  heard  of  a  large 
mobilization  of  French  troops,  of  the 
probable  bombardment  of  Sfax,  which 
was  not  yery  far  distant  from  the  Fron- 


tier of  Tripoli,  of  the  pillage  of  the  town 
by  the  Natives,  of  British  subjects  being 
killed,  of  hundreds  of  Europeans,  in- 
cluding British  subjects,  taking  refuge 
on  board  ships,  though  no  English  ships 
of  war  were  there ;  of  the  probable  oc- 
cupation by  French  troops  of  the  town 
of  Oabes  and  of  the  Island  of  Djerba, 
near  the  extreme  limit  of  the  Frontier 
of  Tunis  adjoining  Tripoli — these,  and 
other  rapidly  progressing  events,  pointed 
most  unmistakably  to  two  things — the 
French  occupation  of  Tripoli,  or  a  rising 
among  the  Natives,  which  could  only  be 
repressed  by  military  force.  Granting, 
as  he  believed  the  noble  Marquess  below 
him  (the  Marquess  of  Salisbury)  did, 
that  there  was  a  legitimate  exercise  of 
French  influence  in  Tunis,  of  which  this 
countiy  need  not  be  jealous — granting 
this,  he  would  say  that  the  question  had 
now  assumed  a  new  phase,  as  the  occu- 
pation by  French  troops  of  a  portion  of 
the  territory  of  Tripoli  miffht  at  any 
moment  take  place.  It  had  been  staled, 
and  if  incorrectly,  he  hoped  the  noble 
Earl  opposite  would  say  so,  that  the 
French  troops  had  received  instructions 
to  cross  the  Tunisian  Frontier  into  Tri- 
poli, if  necessary,  for  the  preservation 
of  order.  Now,  there  was  a  very  re- 
markable resemblance  between  this 
statement  and  what  had  occurred  in 
connection  with  the  crossing  of  the 
Frontier  between  Algeria  and  Tunis. 
A  pretext  was  only  wanting,  and  an 
Arab  Tribe  had  only  to  be  irritated,  and 
the  pretext  was  at  hand.  But  what 
would  be  the  consequences?  Tripoli 
was  an  undoubted  portion  of  the  Otto- 
man Empire.  It  was  protected  by  Trea- 
ties as  fully  as  any  other  part  of  the 
Sultan's  Dominions ;  and  was  it  for  a 
moment  to  be  supposed  that  Turkey 
would  allow  French  troops  to  enter  any 
portion  of  the  territory  of  Tripoli  with- 
out the  consent  of  the  Sultan?  He 
trusted  that  the  nobleEarl  would  tell  their 
Lordships  whether  the  Governor  of  Tri- 
poli had  not  been  making  military  pre- 
parations in  the  event  of  this  emergency. 
Was  it  likely,  he  asked,  that  Italy  could 
remain  unmoved  by  events  which  were 
passing  almost  within  sight  of  her  own 
shores — events  which  must  have  a  great 
influence  upon  her  future  prospects  ?  This 
country  had  long  been  on  friendly  terms 
with  the  countries  of  Northern  Africa, 
and  they  had  placed  confidence  in 
England's  good  faith  and  in  English 
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influence ;  but  their  trust  bad  been  mucb 
shaken  by  recent  events.  He  desired  to 
give  credit  to  Her  Majesty's  Government 
for  their  intention  to  serve  the  interests 
of  this  country,  and  he  regretted  to  be 
obliged  to  differ  from  them  upon  this 
important  question.  He  sincerely  hoped, 
however,  that  they  would  be  able  to 
give  some  indication  of  the  policy  which 
would  be  pursued  with  regard  to  the 
daily  increasing  difficidties  in  the  coun- 
tries of  Northern  Africa. 

Lord  STANLEY  of  ALDEELEY 
said,  the  recent  complaint  of  the  French 
with  regard  to  the  measures  taken  for 
the  protection  of  Tripoli  had  no  more 
foundation  than  the  complaint  of  the 
wolf  against  the  lamb.  Tripoli  was  1 2 
degrees  to  the  East  of  the  Province  of 
Oran,  where  the  Algerine  insurrection 
had  taken  place,  and  it  was  impossible 
for  news  to  have  been  carried  in  that 
short  space  of  time  from  Tripoli  to  near 
Oran  through  the  Desert.  There  were, 
besides,  no  airect  lines  of  communication 
between  Tripoli  and  the  district  South  of 
Oran,  for  in  the  Sahara  the  roads  ran 
mostly  North  and  South,  and  there  were 
no  lateral  communications.  The  cause 
of  the  insurrection  in  Algeria  was 
due  to  the  French  themselves,  and  to 
their  conduct  only,  in  invading  Tunis, 
and  to  the  excesses  committed  by  some 
of  their  forces  on  entering  the  Eegency 
of  Tunis.  Since  that  it  was  reported 
that  the  division  of  General  Logerot,  on 
its  way  back  to  Constantina,  about  1 2 
days  ago,  had  burned  the  crops  and 
date  trees  of  the  tribes,  and  carried  off 
18,000  cattle  and  700  women,  the  women 
having  been  subsequently  released.  The 
French  papers  had  also  lately  adopted  a 
plan  of  writing  of  affairs  which  were 
totally  distinct  and  geographically  dis- 
tant in  the  same  paragraph,  so  as  to 
mislead  ignorant  persons  to  imagine 
that  they  were  connected  with  one  an- 
other. Thus  they  had  connected  the 
Khroumirs  with  the  slaughter  of  an  ex- 
pedition in  the  Sahara,  and  now  they 
were  mixing  up  a  rising  in  Tunis  with 
that  in  Oran.  It  had  been  stated  that 
the  French  Government  had  entered 
into  a  Convention  or  understanding  with 
the  Spanish  Government  under  which 
Spain  was  to  occupy  Morocco  and  France 
take  Tripoli.  He  did  not  believe  that 
such  an  understanding  had  been  actually 
come  to,  but  it  was  probable  that  it  had 
been  attempted ;  and  he  would  ask  the 
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noble  Earl  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affedrs  if  he  had  any  informa- 
tion on  the  subject?  In  the  recent  in- 
surrection in  the  Province  of  Oran  a 
large  number  of  Spaniards  had  beei 
killed  and  taken  prisoners.  From  the 
accounts  in  the  French  papers  it  ap- 
peared that  the  civil  and  military  autho- 
rities were  mutually  casting  the  blame 
upon  one  another  for  the  neglect  of 
proper  precautions,  which  had  rendered 
possible  the  loss  of  life  which  had  oc- 
curred, and  the  feeling  in  Spain  had 
been  turned  against  the  French  on  ac- 
count of  their  neglect  of  their  country- 
men ;  and  it  was  not  to  be-  feared  that 
this  unnecessary  loss  of  life  would  lead 
the  Spaniards  to  assist  the  French  in 
their  designs,  since  it  was  clear  that  the 
French  alone  were  to  blame  for  it.  If 
the  Government  continued  to  be  as  inert 
as  it  had  lately  shown  itself  to  be,  more 
harm  would  be  done,  and  a  beginning 
on  the  part  of  the  French  would  be 
made,  when  it  would  be  more  difficult 
to  stop  them  than  before  they  had  en- 
tered upon  a  further  course  of  aggres- 
sion on  Tripoli.  Moreover,  it  was  not 
Tripoli  only  that  was  threatened;  the 
French  papers  were  preparing  the  way 
for  designs  on  Syria.  He  valued  the 
friendship  and  goodwill  of  the  French 
for  this  country  as  much  as  any  man 
did ;  but  the  goodwill  of  Her  Majesty's 
Indian  Mussidman  subjects,  and  the 
goodwill  of  the  population  of  Western 
Asia,  was  equally  viduable  and  necessary 
to  this  country,  and  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment appeared  to  be  quite  indif- 
ferent to  the  loss  of  it.  If  Tripoli  were 
interfered  with  by  the  French  a  very 
large  British  trade  would  be  lost,  for 
the  trade  with  Central  Africa  went  from 
Tripoli  through  Mourzuk,  and  not  from 
Tunis,  as  had  been  stated  on  a  former 
:  occasion.  He  therefore  trusted  that  his 
I  noble  Friend  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
\  Foreign  Affairs  would  take  steps  in  oon- 
i  junction  with  the  Ottoman,  Italian,  and 
I  French  Governments  in  order  to  prevent 
I  further  aggressions. 

I      Address  for  papers  and  correspond- 
ence relative  to  Tripoli. — {The  Earl  Be 
I  La  Warr,) 

I  Eabl  GRANYILLE:  My  Lords,  I 
I  am  bound  to  say  that  the  noble  Earl 
;  opposite  (Earl  De  La  Warr)  always 
i  gives  me  Notice  of  the  numerous  Ques- 
tions which  he  is  in  the  habit  of  addre66« 
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ingto  me,  which  my  noble  Friend  at  the 
Table  (Lord  Stanley  of  Alderley)  does 
not.  I  imagine  that  the  noble  Marquess 
(the  Marquess  of  Salisbury),  to  whom 
the  noble  Earl  referred,  and  all  your 
Lordships  agree  with  the  Government 
that  the  cases  of  Tripoli  and  Tunis  are 
of  a  perfectly  distinct  and  separate  cha- 
racter, and  that  any  arrangements  which 
may  be  arrived  at  in  respect  of  Tunis 
are  not  in  the  slightest  way  applicable 
to  Tripoli.  I  agree  so  far  .with  the 
noble  Earl ;  but  I  repudiate  the  noble 
Earl's  interpretation  of  my  great  reti- 
cence about  this  matter.  A  Government 
is  placed  in  gpreat  difficulty  in  regard  to 
giving  information,  charged,  as  they 
are,  with  the  affairs  of  the  country  in 
relation  to  foreign  Powers,  and  is  under 
a  disadvantage  in  furnishing  informa- 
tion to  the  public  that  depends  upon  the 
consent  of  foreign  Governments.  But 
no  Government  can  be  blamed  for  not 
giving  information  which  they  have  not 
received,  and,  therefore,  do  not  them- 
Belves  possess.  My  noble  Friend  at  the 
Table,  who  gave  me  no  Notice  of  his 
Question,  asks  me  to  give  Eim  informa- 
tion as  to  what  has  happened  between 
France  and  Spain  with  regard  to  the 
partition  of  Morocco.  Now,  all  I  can 
say  is,  that  I  have  not  heard  a  word  of 
any  Treaty  concluded  between  France 
and  Spain  with  regard  to  Morocco.  I 
utterly  disbelieve  it ;  and  it  is,  therefore, 
impossible  for  me  to  give  any  informa- 
tion about  it.  The  noble  Earl  (Earl  De 
La  Warr)  complains  of  my  not  having 

fiven  information  as  to  the  first  part  of 
is  statement  in  reference  to  M.  Tissot. 
But  I  have  to  say  that  I  have  heard  no- 
thing about  the  military  occupation  of 
Tripoli.  The  only  report  we  have  heard 
was  that  on  the  28th  of  last  month  a 
Turkish  ship  of  war  had  arrived  at  the 
port  with  a  Turkish  General  of  Division 
on  board  and  two  battalions.  That  is 
the  only  report  we  have  heard.  The 
noble  Earl  moves  for  Papers.  I  shall 
be  only  too  ready  to  accede  to  his  re- 
quest if  he  thinks  they  will  be  of  the 
sh'ghtest  importance  to  him. 

Address  agreed  to, 

SUPREME     COTJKT     OF    JUDICATURE 

BILL. 

BILL    PKE9KNTED.      FIRST   READUTO. 

The     lord    CHANCELLOR,     in 
rising  to  present  a  Bill  to  amend  the 


Supreme  Court  of  Judicature  Acts,  and 
for  other  purposes,  said,  that  the  Bill 
was,  in  some  respects,  of  considerable 
importance ;  but  he  hoped  that  it  would 
not  excite  much  difference  of  opinion. 
A  number  of  changes  were  proposed, 
some  of  considerable  magnitude,  others 
comparatively  simple.  Their  Lordships 
were  aware  that  the  High  Court  of 
Justice  had  contained  three  separate 
Divisions  called  respectively  the  Queen's 
Bench,  the  Common  Pleas,  and  the  Ex- 
chequer Divisions,  and  that  these  three 
Divisions  had  recently  been  consolidated. 
In  consequence  of  that  consolidation  there 
was  now  but  one  Division  on  what  was 
popularly  called  the  Common  Law  side 
of  the  High  Court,  and  one  Lord  Chief 
Justice.  There  had  been  five  ex-offieio 
Judges  of  the  Court  of  Appeal — namely, 
the  Lord  Chancellor,  the  Lord  Chief 
Justice,  the  Master  of  the  Rolls,  the 
Chief  Justice  of  the  Common  Pleas,  and 
the  Lord  Chief  Baron.  Owing  to  the 
cessation  of  the  two  latter  offices,  the 
fiX' officio  Judges  were  now  reduced  to 
three.  The  Court  of  Appeal  further  con- 
sisted of  six  ordinary  Judges;  and  a 
vacancy  had  lately  taken  place  in  that 
number  by  the  loss  of  a  Judge  whose 
merits  it  would  be  very  difficult  to  do 
justice  to  and  impossible  to  exaggerate 
— Lord  Justice  James.  He  spoke  from 
long  knowledge,  and  an  intimate  per- 
sonal friendship  of  many  years ;  and 
he  could  not  speak  of  his  official  services 
to  the  country  without  recollecting  the 
generosity  of  his  noble  nature,  which 
greatly  endeeured  him  to  his  numerous 
friends.  But,  speaking  of  him  only  as 
a  Judge,  he  would  say  that  the  country 
had  never  been  served  by  a  Judge  of 
higher  character — of  a  sounder  and 
more  rapid  discrimination;  a  more 
ardent  love  of  justice  as  distinguished 
from  technicalities ;  a  more  accurate 
knowledge  of  law,  or  a  greater  power 
of  immediately  applying  that  know- 
ledge, with  an  uncommon  share  of  com- 
mon sense,  to  the  determination  of  the 
cases  which  came  before  him.  For 
several  years  those  qualities  had  been 
exhibited  by  the  late  Lord  Justice  as  a 
Vice  Chancellor,  and  for  more  than  10 
years  in  the  Court  of  Appeal ;  and 
whatever  arrangements  might  be  made 
for  filling  the  vacancy,  it  would  be  im- 
possible for  any  man  to  brinff  to  the 
fulfilment  of  the  duties  of  the  office 
higher  qualifications,  as  a  lawyer  and 
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a  man,  than  those  possessed  by  Lord 
Justice  James.  Now,  with  regard  to 
the  Court  of  Appeal,  although  the  busi- 
ness of  the  Court  had  been  ably  ad- 
ministered, and  arrears  prevented  from 
accumulating,  yet  it  was  of  an  arduous 
and  important  character,  and  it  required 
strong  Judges,  as  well  as  able  Judges,  to 
prevent  it  from  falling  into  arrear.  When 
the  question  arose  what  should  bo  done 
to  meet  this  state  of  things,  it  was  im- 
possible not  to  call  to  mind  the  proposals 
which  had  been  made  by  the  Judicature 
Commission.  In  their  first  Beport,  on 
which  the  Judicature  Act  of  1 873  was 
mainly  founded,  they  advised  that  the 
Master  of  the  Bolls  for  the  time  being 
should  be  a  Judge  of  Appeal  only,  and 
that  there  should  be  in  the  Court  of  Ap- 
peal three  Judges  of  the  Court  of  First 
Instance,  annually  selected  by  the  Crown. 
This  proposal  was  not  followed  in  the  Act 
of  1878,  which  provided  for  one  Final 
Court  of  Appeal,  comprehending  all  the 
judicial  strength  now  distributed  be- 
tween the  House  of  Lords,  the  Privy 
Council,  and  the  present  Court  of  Ap- 
peal as  actually  constituted.  But  that 
arrangement,  as  their  Lordships  were 
aware,  was  afterwards  changed;  and, 
in  the  Act  of  1875,  his  noble  aud  learned 
Friend  (Earl  Cairns)  proposed  to  intro- 
duce into  the  Court  of  Appeal  three 
Judges  of  First  Instance—  and,  under  ex- 
treme circumstances,  it  would  have  been 
possible  to  have  four — affording  tempo- 
rary assistance.  Now  they  had  come 
to  a  time  when  the  number  of  ex-officio 
Judges  was  reduced  from  ^vq  to  three. 
What  he  asked  their  Lordships  to  do 
with  regard  to  the  constitution  of  the 
Court  of  Appeal  was  this — He  proposed, 
in  the  first  place,  to  take  the  oppor- 
tunity of  reverting  to  the  recommenda- 
tion of  the  Judicature  Commission  with 
regard  to  the  position  of  the  Master  of 
the  Bolls  in  connection  with  tlie  Court 
of  Appeal.  Of  the  special  qualifications 
of  the  Master  of  the  Bolls  he  need  not 
speak ;  they  were  well  known  and  appre- 
ciated by  the  country  at  large.  It  was 
his  proposal  that  the  Master  of  the  Bolls 
for  the  time  being  should  be  transferred 
to  the  Court  of  Appeal.  The  present 
Master  of  the  Bolls  was  wUling  to  un- 
dertake that  position.  Instead,  there- 
fore, of  filling  up  the  vacancy  now  ex- 
isting among  the  ordinary  Judges  in 
the  Court  of  Appeal,  he  proposed  that 
ibe  Master  of  the  JBoHb  should  take 
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up  the  position  which  seemed  more  in 
accordance  with  the  superior  rank  of 
his  office  than  that  of  being  one  of  a 
number  of  Judges  of  First  Instance,  sit- 
ting separately  in  different  Courts  of  the 
Chancery  Division.  At  the  same  time, 
the  Master  of  the  Bolls  would  continue 
to  exercise  all  the  duties  of  his  office 
as  Keeper  of  the  Bolls,  and  would  re- 
tain his  present  rank,  salary,  and  offi- 
cial patronage.  The  Master  of  the 
Bolls,  therefore,  would  be — ^he  did  not 
say  transferred — but  confined  to  the 
Court  of  Appeal ;  and,  practically,  that 
would  make  it  unnecessary  to  fill  up 
the  present  vacancy  in  that  Court. 
Then  he  came  to  the  consideration  of  the 
ex'officio  Judges.  There  were  now  two 
less  than  had  been  contemplated,  and  if 
the  Master  of  the  Bolls  was  removed 
from  the  High  Court,  there  would  be 
three  less.  He  proposed  that  the  Pre- 
sident of  the  Probate,  Divorce,  and 
Admiralty  Division,  who  was  not  now 
an  eX'Officio  Judge  of  the  Court  of  Ap- 
peal, should,  without  any  other  change 
in  his  position,  become  such  a  Judge. 
He  proposed,  in  the  next  place,  that 
three  other  Judges  should  be  annuaUy 
selected  from  the  Judges  of  the  High 
Court  of  Justice,  who  might  serve  in 
the  Court  of  Appeal  when  their  other 
duties  permitted.  The  question  re- 
mained—  in  what  way  should  those 
annual  appointments  be  made  ?  He  did 
not  propose  that  they  should  be  nomi- 
nated by  the  Crown.  A  more  convenient 
mode  of  selection,  he  thought,  might 
be  found ;  they  might  be  selected  as 
the  Election  Judges  were  now  chosen. 
The  Judges  of  the  High  Court  might 
meet  together,  cmd  from  year  to  year 
nominate  for  the  succeeding  year  tliree 
of  their  body  to  serve  in  the  Court  of 
Appeal.  They  would  not  be  called 
upon  to  do  duty  in 'the  Court  of  Ap- 
peal, so  as  to  interfere  with  their  pri- 
mary obligations  as  Judges  of  the  High 
Court;  they  would  be  called  upon  to 
assist  when  the  state  of  business  in 
their  own  Courts  admitted  of  that  as- 
sistance being  given.  Provision  was, 
of  course,  made  for  the  appointment  of 
a  new  Judge  in  the  Chancery  Division 
of  the  High  Court,  to  take  the  plaoe  of 
the  Master  of  the  Bolls.  These  proposids 
would  not  subject  the  country  to  any 
substantial  increase  of  expense,  it 
was  also  sought  to  remove  a  doubt  as 
to  the  effect  of  the  Act  of  1877,  under 
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whieli  an  additional  Judge  of  Fir^t 
Instance  was  appointed  for  the  Olian- 
cery  Division  of  the  High  Court.  The 
language  of  that  Act  did  not  make  it 
absolutely  clear  whether  it  authorized 
an  appointment  on  a  single  occasion 
only  or  an  appointment  from  time  to 
time.  He  proposed  to  remove  that 
doubt,  and  to  enable  the  power  given 
by  that  Act  to  be  exercised  from  time 
to  time.  Occasion  had  also  been  taken 
to  alter,  in  some  respects,  the  exist- 
ing law  as  to  appeals.  By  the  Di- 
Toroe  and  Ifatrimonial  Oauses  Acts 
oertain  appeals  from  the  Divorce  Oourt 
Judge  were  given  to  a  Oourt  which 
was  called  the  Full  Oourt  for  Matri- 
monial Oauses.  He  had  consulted  with 
the  learned  Judge  who  presided  over 
that  Oourt,  and  found  that  he,  as 
well  as  others,  was  of  opinion  that  it 
would  be  desirable  that  that  appeal, 
which  was,  practically,  to  that  Judge 
himself,  with  the  assistance  of  others, 
should  no  longer  be  to  the  full  Oourt 
for  Matrimonial  Oauses,  but  should,  like 
all  other  cases,  go  to  the  Oourt  of  Ap- 
peal. He  also  proposed,  very  much  at  the 
instance  of  that  eminent  Judge,  to  correct 
what,  in  practice,  had  turned  out  to  be 
an  unsatisfactory  provision  in  the  same 
Acts,  which  gave  the  right  to  appeal 
from  decrees  for  dissolution  or  niUlity 
of  marriage,  not  in  the  first  instance 
when  the  decree  nUi  was  given,  but 
when  it  had  been  made  absolute  after 
a  certain  lapse  of  time,  which,  if  no  cause 
were  shown  in  the  meantime,  was  a 
matter  of  course.  He  proposed  that,  for 
the  future,  the  appeal  should  be  from  the 
decree  nisi,  and  there  should  not  be  a 
further  appeal .  With  regard  to  the  Acts 
which  related  to  Parliamentary  regis- 
tration and  elections,  they  had  proceeded 
on  the  footing  of  giving  final  autho- 
rity on  matters  of  law  to  the  Oourt  to 
wludiL  Parliament  had  thought  fit  to 
intrust  that  class  of  cases.  This  was 
overlooked,  or  not  sufficiently  considered, 
when  the  Judicaturo  Act  of  187f3  was 
passed;  and  no  distinction  was  then 
made  between  orders  on  those  subjects, 
and  other  orders  of  the  High  Oourt. 
It  was  now  proposed  to  make  the  de- 
cision in  such  cases  final  and  conclusive, 
unless  the  Oourt  thought  fit  to  give  a 
right  to  appeal,  in  which  case  the  Oourt 
of  Appeal  would  have  jurisdiction.  The 
fiill  also  gave  a  power  to  regulate 
the  holding  of  Assizes,  which,  having 


hitherto  been  limited  to  Winter  Assizes 
only,  would  now  extend  to  all  Assizes, 
by  which  means  it  was  hoped  that  an 
inconvenience,  at  present  felt,  would  be 
mitigated.  The  measure  likewise  dealt 
with  the  power  under  the  Act  of  1875 
for  making  rules  to  govern  the  practice 
of  the  High  Oourt.  It  also  contained  a 
clause  enabling  the  time  of  holding  the 
Sessions  of  the  Oentral  Oriminal  Oourt 
to  be  fixed,  not,  as  was  now  required 
by  Act  of  Parliament,  by  eight  Judges, 
but  by  four  Judges  of  the  Queen's 
Bench  Division.  It  further  contained 
provisions  as  to  the  appointment  of 
officers  of  the  Oourts  and  the  filling 
up  of  vacancies*  in  the  staff  of  aU 
the  Oourts.  There  were  various  other 
minor  provisions  in  the  Bill,  on  which 
he  need  not  now  trouble  their  Lord- 
ships. 

Bill  to  amend  the  Supreme  Oourt  of 
Judicature  Acts  ;  and  for  other  purposes 
— Presmted  (The  Lord  Ohanoblloe). 

Earl  OATRNS  said,  it  became  desir- 
able to  re-consider  the  question  of  the 
construction  of  the  Appellate  Oourt  when 
it  was  deprived  of  two  of  its  ex-offieio 
members,  the  Lord  Ohief  Baron  and  the 
Lord  Ohief  Justice  of  the  Oommon  Pleas. 
He  agreed  with  his  noble  and  learned 
Friend  that  the  occurrence,  so  much  to 
be  lamented  in  regard  to  the  Oourt  of 
Appeal,  of  the  death  of  Lord  Justice 
James  made  it  necessary  to  consider  the 
constitution  of  that  Oourt.  In  all  that 
liis  noble  and  learned  Friend  had  said 
about  that  very  eminent  man  and  his 
loss  he  wished  to  express  his  entire  con- 
currence. He  himself,  like  his  noble 
and  learned  Friend,  had  known  Lord 
Justice  James  for  a  very  long  time,  and 
had  been  an  observer  of  the  manner  in 
which  he  discharged  his  duties ;  and  he 
must  say  that  in  his  experience  he  had 
never  seen  a  Judge  who  brought  to  the 
discharge  of  his  duties  a  more  admirable 
knowledge  of  the  law  which  he  had  to 
administer,  and  a  more  admirable  share 
of  common  sense — which,  after  all,  was 
as  great  a  quality  for  a  Jud^e  as  a  know- 
ledge of  the  law — than  the  late  Lord 
Justice  James  had  always  done.  Turn- 
ing to  the  Bill  which  his  noble  and 
learned  Friend  had  presented  to  their 
Lordships,  he  did  not  desire  to  express 
any  definite  opinion  as  to  some  of  the 
changes  which  were  now  proposed.  He 
could  only  say   he  was  glad  that  the 
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Master  of  the  Bolls  was  willing  to  pre- 
side in  the  Court  of  Appeal.  With  re- 
gard to  future  holders  of'  the  office  of 
Master  of  the  Eolls,  he  did  not  know 
what  would  be  their  position  as  regarded 
emoluments.  The  present  Master  of  the 
Bolls  received  a  higher  salary  than  the 
Judges  of  the  Court  of  Appeal.  Of 
course,  it  was  quite  proper  that  the  pre- 
sent Master  of  the  Bolls  should  have 
that  advantage  continued  to  him ;  but, 
with  regard  to  future  holders  of  the  office 
of  Master  of  the  Bolls,  it  appeared  to 
him  that  it  would  be  somewhat  objec- 
tionable to  have  one  Judge  receiving  a 
higher  salary  than  that  of  the  other 
Judges.  He  could  not  quite  follow  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  as  to  the  position 
of  the  new  Judges  to  be  selected  an- 
nually from  the  rest  of  the  Judges  to  be 
Judges  of  the  Court  of  Appeal.  He 
would,  therefore,  reserve  any  expression 
of  opinion  on  that  proposal  until  they 
had  the  Bill  before  them.  All  he  would 
say  was  that  the  reason  for  having  ex- 
officio  Judges  in  the  Appeal  Court  was 
that  they  should  be  independent  of  the 
Court  below ;  but  he  did  not  see  how 
that  was  to  be  secured  by  tcJ^ing  the 
Judges  by  election  annually  from  the 
Court  below.  If  it  was  necessary  to 
strengthen  the  Court  of  Appeal  he  should 
prefer  to  do  that  by  adding  another 
Judge. 

The  LOBD  CHANCELLOB  was 
understood  to  say  it  was  proposed  that 
every  future  holder  of  the  office  of  the 
Master  of  the  Bolls  should  receive  the 
same  emoluments  as  the  present  Master 
of  the  Bolls,  because  the  holder  of  that 
office  had  certain  duties  to  perform  with 
regard  to  the  Becord  Office. 

Bill  read  !•;  to  he  printed,   (No.  147.) 

UNITED  STATES— ATTEMPTED  ASS  AS- 

SINATION  OF  THE  PRESIDENT. 

OBSERVATION. 

Earl  GBANYILLE  :  My  Lords,  I 
am  sure  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  on 
the  Woolsack  and  the  noble  and  learned 
Earl  opposite  will  forgive  me  for  the 
irregularity  of  interposing  in  the  Busi- 
ness of  the  House  ;  but  I  wish  to  inform 
your  Lordships  that  later  telegrams 
which  have  been  received  this  evening 
give  a  much  more  favourable  account  of 
the  condition  of  the  President  of  the 
United  States  than  those  received  in  the 
earlier  part  of  the  day. 

Earl  Cairns 


THE  GOVERNMENT  AND  THE  LAND 

LEAGUE. 

The  Earl  of  ANNESLEY  asked  the 
Lord  Privy  Seal,  Whether  it  was  true 
that  Mr.  FarreU,  the  president  of  the 
Local  Land  League  at  MuUingar,  who 
was  confined  in  Galway  Gaol  under  the 
provisions  of  the  Coercion  Act,  and  was 
lately  liberated  on  a  medical  certificate, 
was  still  on  the  commission  of  the  peace, 
and  signed  several  commitments  to  gaol 
last  week  ? 

Earl  SPENCER,  in  reply,  said,  that 
Mr.  Farrell  was  still  a  magistrate,  and 
he  believed  it  was  true  that  he  was  in 
the  discharge  of  the  duties  of  the  office ; 
but  the  Irish  Government  had  brought 
the  matter  under  the  consideration  of 
the  Lord  Chancellor  of  Ireland. 

The  Marquess  of  SALISBUBY 
said,  he  understood  that  Mr.  Farrell  was 
an  official  officer. 

CENSUS    OF    ENGLAND   AND   WALES, 
1881— PRELIMINARY  REPORT. 

OBSERVATIONS. 

Lord  C  ABBINGTON  :  My  Lords,  the 
Census  Act  requires  that  the  Preliminary 
Abstract  of  the  Census  taken  on  the 
4th  of  April  last  should  be  laid  before 
Parliament  within  three  months  after 
the  1  st  of  June.  It  is  satisfactory  that 
the  Begistrar  General  has  been  able  to 
complete  this  abstract  at  so  early  a  date. 
This  is  not  the  time  to  go  into  par- 
ticulars; but  it  may  be  interesting  to 
know  that  the  total  population  of  Eng- 
land and  Wales  is  now  25,968,286,  being 
an  increase  since  1871  of  3,256,020.  The 
rate  of  increase  was  higher  than  in  any 
decennium  since  1831-41.  The  birth-rate 
was  unusually  high,  while  the  death-rate 
was  still  more  unusually  low.  The  higher 
birth-rate  in  1871-81,  as  compared  with 
1861-71,  implies  the  addition  of  26,774 
persons  beyond  the  number  according  to 
the  previous  rate,  while  the  lower  death- 
rate  implies  that  299,385  persons  sur- 
vived, who,  according  to  the  previouB 
rate,  would  have  died — a  result  which 
seems  to  show  that  modem  sanitary 
legislation  has  produced  useful  and  im- 
portant effects.  It  may  be  added  that 
the  population  of  the  Metropolis  is 
now  3,814,571,  showing  an  increase  of 
560,311,  while  the  population  of  the 
City  of  London  has  decx^ased  by  24,414. 
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Preliminary  Beport  and  Tables  of  the 
Population  and  Houses  enumerated  in 
England  and  Wales  and  in  the  Islands 
in  the  British  Seas  on  4th  April  1881  : 
Pruented  (by  command),  and  ordered  to 
lie  on  the  Table. 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  before 

Seven  o'clock,  to  TTiurBday  next, 

a  quarter  before  Fire  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Tu$9day,  5th  July,   1881. 


MDTDTES.]— PuBLicBiLLs— Co*nmi«M— Land 

Law  (Lreland)  [136]— r.p. 
Committee  — Report  —  Solicitors*    Remuneration 

[100]. 
Third  Reading — Erne  Lough  and   Rivtr   («*«- 

comm^  *  [200],  and  passed. 

The  House  met  at  Two  of  the  clock. 
PETITION. 

xxOmx 

FRENCH  COMMERCIAL  TREATY. 

PETITION   FROM   BRADFORD. 

Mr.  mac  IVEE  said,  he  had  been 
intrusted  with  a  Petition  to  present  from 
Bradford  of  a  somewhat  remarkable  cha- 
racter. It  was,  in  the  main,  a  workmen's 
Petition ;  but  it  represented  alike  the  de- 
mand of  the  employer  and  of  those  who 
wished  for  work  and  wages,  but  which  they 
said  were  denied  them  by  the  pressure 
of  unfair  foreign  competition  with  those 
industries  on  which  the  prosperity  of 
Yorkshire  depended.  He  was  told  that 
the  Petition  was  nearly  250  yards  long, 
and  bore  about  21,000  signatures,  and 
that  it  had  been  signed  in  the  streets  of 
Bradford  by  persons  of  every  shade  of 
political  opinion.  He  trusted  the  House 
would  not  turn  a  deaf  ear  to  the  cry  for 
justice,  which  those  who  sent  the  Peti- 
tion asked  him  to  raise,  humbly  and  re- 
spectfully, on  their  behalf.  They  saw  no 
reason  why  French  looms  should  be  at 
work  while  theirs  stood  idle ;  and  they 
asked  that  honourable  House  to  renew 
no  Treaty  with  France  which  allowed 
France  to  tax  our  manufactures,  while 
we  received  theirs  duty  free  to  the  dis- 
placement of  our  own  industries. 

Mr.  8PEAKFB:  The  hon.  Member 
must  be  quite  aware  that  he  is  not  en- 
titled to  debate  a  Petition. 


Mr.  mac  IVER  said,  he  did  not  wish 
to  debate  anything,  but  merely  to  urge 
the  Prayer  of  the  Petition.  The  Peti- 
tioners asked. for  equal  treatment — for 
fair  play.  They  saw  no  reason  why  the 
working  men  of  France  should  receive 
the  wages  which  ought  to  be  spent  in 
this  country.  They  asked,  therefore,  that 
no  Commercial  Treaty  with  France  should 
be  entered  into  which  had  not  been  sub- 
mitted for  the  approval  and  consent  of 
that  House;  and,  further,  that  no  en- 
gagement should  be  entered  into  which 
should  bind  the  country  for  more  than 
12  months,  without  an  opportunity 
being  afforded  of  retiring  from  such  en- 
gagement if  they  found  it  did  not  suit 
them.  He  had  no  desire  or  right  to 
enter  into  matters  of  argument.  There 
was  much,  however,  that  he  could  wish 
to  say f  Crie%  of  "  Order ! "] 

Mr.  SPEAKEE  :  I  must  call  on  the 
hon.  Member  to  confine  himself  to  the 
Prayer  of  the  Petition. 

Mr.  mac  IYEE  said,  he  most  heartily 
and  cordially  concurred  in  the  Prayer  of 
the  Petition.  The  day  had  come  when 
that  House  could  no  longer  turn  a  deaf 
ear  to  the  working  population  of  these 
lands,  or  look  on  coldly  while  each  in- 
dustry was  in  turn  destroyed.  Why  had 
not  the  people  of  Bradford  intrusted  the 
Petition  to  the  hon.  Member  opposite 
(Mr.  niingworth)  ?  Because  they  wished 
to  protest  emphatically  against  such 
views  as  his,  and  because  they  no  longer 
believed  that  a  system  of  free  imports 
and  of  restricted  exports  was  entitled  to 
be  called  Free  Trade. 

Mr.  CHILDERS:  I  rise  to  Order,  Sir. 
A  Petition  cannot  contain  a  protest. 

Mr.  SPEAKEE :  I  have  already 
called  to  the  hon.  Member's  attention 
twice  the  fact  that  he  is  not  in  Order. 

Mr.  mac  IVEE  said,  he  begged 
humbly  and  respectfully  to  ask  that  the 
Petition  be  read  by  the  Clerk  at  the 
Table. 

Petition  read ;  and  ordered  to  lie  upon 
the  Table. 

Q  UESTI0N8. 


TUNIS— TREATIES  OF  1662,  1716, 
AND  1876. 

Sir  H.  DEUMMOND  WOLFF  asked 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
AfihirBi  Whether  in  the  Treaty  between 
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England  and  Tunis  of  October  5tli  1662, 
there  is  not  the  following  provision  :  — 

**  Article  8.  Ijo  Consul  ou  tout  autre  Anglais 
resident  k  Tunis  ne  sera  force  de  s'adresser  k 
aucune  autre  cour  de  justice  qu*  au  Dey  lui-meme 
par  lequcl  soul  justice  lui  sera  renduc  ;  *' 

whether  the  same  stipulation  does  not 
occur  in  Article  8  of  the  Treaty  of  1 3th 
August  1716  ;  whether  analogous  pro- 
visions do  not  exist  in  the  Treaties  of 
other  Powers,  which  are  still  in  force; 
and,  whether  in  consequence  the  privi- 
lege of  access  to  the  Bey  is  not  a  privi- 
lege and  immunity  conferred  by  Treaty 
on  Her  Majesty's  Agent  and  Consul 
General,  and  confirmed  by  Articles  11 
and  6  of  the  Treaty  of  1875  ? 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE :  Sir,  the 
Treaties  of  1662  and  1716  were  abro- 
gated by  the  Treaty  of  1875,  which  was 
substituted  for  all  existing  previous 
Treaties,  and  in  which  the  Article  in 
question  was  not  repeated.  I  may, 
however,  point  out  to  the  lion.  Member 
for  Portsmouth  (Sir  H.  Drummond 
Wolff)  that  even  if  this  Article  were 
still  in  force,  it  would  give  no  **  privi- 
lege of  access  "  to  the  Consul  any  more 
than  to  any  other  British  subject  who 
might  present  himself  before  the  Bey 
for  the  purpose  of  seeking  justice  ;  and 
its  effect  is  entirely  annulled  by  the  24th 
Article  of  the  Treaty  of  1875. 

Sir  H.  DRUMMOND  WOLFF  said, 
the  hon.  Baronet  had  not  stated  whether 
analogous  provisions  did  not  exist  in  the 
Treaties  ot  other  Powers  which  were 
still  in  force. 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE :  I  shall 
be  glad  if  the  hon.  Member  would  state 
what  those  Treaties  are.  I  have  on  four 
or  five  occasions  informed  the  House 
that  the  most  careful  search  has  failed 
to  find  any  Article  of  the  kind  in  any 
Treaty,  and  Lord  Granville  has  made  a 
statement  to  this  effect  in  ^*  another 
place.''  That  statement  has  been  elabo- 
rately contradicted,  especially  in  a  letter 
in  The  Times ;  but  in  none  of  these  con- 
tradictions have  Articles  in  Treaties  been 
quoted  to  upset  the  statement. 

THE  ROYAL   IRISH  CONSTABULARY- 
REMOVAL  OF  HEAD  CONSTABLE 
FRAZER  FROM  BANBRIDGE. 

Lord  ARTHUR  HILL  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  Whether  Head  Constable 
Frazer  has  been  removed  from  Ban- 

Sir  H.  Drummond  Wolff 


bridge,  after  having  been  stationed 
there  about  one  montn,  in  consequence 
of  the  Roman  Catholic  priest  of  the 
parish  having  demanded  that  a  head 
constable  of  his  own  persuasion  should 
be  sent  in  his  place ;  and,  whether 
there  would  be  any  objection  to  lay 
upon  the  Table  of  the  House  a  Copy  of 
the  Correspondence  between  the  priest 
and  the  authorities  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER,  in  reply,  said, 
the  reason  of  the  head  constable's  re- 
moval was  this  —  Catholics  and  Pro- 
testants were  about  the  same  number 
in  the  district,  and  there  appeared  to 
have  been  some  arrangement  that  if  an 
ofiicer  was  of  one  religion  the  head 
constable  should  be  of  the  other.  He 
could  not  say  that  he  liked  such  an 
arrangement ;  but  he  disliked  still  more 
the  condition  of  things  that  seemed  to 
make  it  necessary.  The  Gk>yemment, 
however,  thought  it  was  better  that  it 
should  be  practically  put  in  force ;  and 
that  was  the  reason  why  the  head  con- 
stable was  removed.  For  his  own  con- 
venience his  removal  was  delayed  for 
some  months. 

In  reply  to  Mr.  Macartney, 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER  said,  the  re- 
moval was  not  occasioned  by  the  inter- 
ference of  the  Catholic  priest ;  but  it 
was  a  fact  that  the  priest  reminded  the 
Government  of  the  arrangement  made 
some  time  since. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland,  whether  an 
equalization  of  the  persuasions  of  magis- 
trates would  not  still  further  get  rid  of 
the  religious  difficulty  in  Ireland  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER  said,  he  should 
require  Notice  of  the  Question. 

COURT  OF  SESSION  (SCOTLAND)— AD- 
MISSION  OF  REPORTERS. 

Mr.  DICK-PEDDLE  asked  the  Lord 
Advocate,  Whether  his  attention  has 
been  directed  to  the  circumstance  that 
in  two  recent  cases  in  the  Court  of  Ses- 
sion the  representatives  of  the  press  have 
been  denied  access  to  interlocutors  issued 
by  the  Lord  Ordinary  ;  and,  whether  the 
Clerks  of  the  Court  have  power  to  pre- 
vent the  judgments  of  the  Lord  Ordinary 
being  made  public ;  and,  if  they  have, 
whether  he  will  take  steps  to  deprive 
them  of  that  power  ? 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J. 
M'Laren)  :  Sir,  it  is  quite  clear  that,  in 
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Bomefonn,  the  public  are  entitled  to  be  put 
in  possession  of  the  opinions  and  decisions 
of  the  Judges  of  the  Court  of  Session  in 
contentious  cases.  In  consequence  of 
the  difficulty  referred  to  in  the  Question, 
the  Lords  Ordinary  have  resolved,  in 
future,  to  deliver  their  judgments  viva 
voce  in  open  Court,  instead  of  in  writing  ; 
and  the  Press  will,  in  future,  have  the 
same  facilities  for  reporting  the  judg- 
ments in  such  cases  as  exist  in  the  other 
Superior  Courts  of  the  United  King- 
dom. 

INTERNATIONAL  LAW  —  DETENTION 
OF  BRITISH  SUBJECTS  ON  A  RUSSIAN 
WAR-SHIP. 

Mr.  J.  STEWART  asked  the  Lord 
Advocate,  Whether  his  attention  has 
been  directed  to  the  circumstances  under 
which,  on  the  25th  ultimo,  two  British 
subjects  were  detained  for  one  night  on 
board  the  Bassian  war-ship  "  Peter  the 
Great,"  then  at  anchor  in  the  Clyde; 
and,  if  he  can  state  whether  such  deten- 
tion was  justifiable  and  in  accordance 
with  International  Law  ? 

Thb  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J. 
M'Laben)  :  Sir,  in  the  case  referred  to, 
one  of  two  boatmen  hired  by  the  Rus- 
sian naval  ofiicers  to  take  them  on  board 
their  ship,  being  intoxicated,  assaulted 
one  of  the  officers  without  provocation, 
and  attempted  to  prevent  him  going  on 
board.  The  Russian  commander  had 
to  send  a  launch  after  the  boat  to  rescue 
the  officer ;  and,  as  the  hour  was  late, 
he  detained  the  two  boatmen  over  night 
and  brought  them  before  the  police 
magistrate  next  morning,  by  whom 
Gemmell,  the  man  who  committed  the 
assault,  was  tried  and  convicted.  The 
Russian  officer,  in  so  doing,  did  not  ex- 
ceed the  power  which  the  law  accords  to 
every  private  citizen  to  arrest  a  person 
who  commits  a  crime  in  his  presence, 
and  bring  him  before  a  magistrate  with 
the  least  possible  delay. 

STATE  OF  IRELAND— REQUISITION  OF 
HORSES  AND  CARS. 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  (for  Mr. 
Healt)  asked  Mr.  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland,  Whether,  in  those  cases  where 
the  Iiiish  police  have  recently  seized 
horses  and  cars  by  force,  the  Crown 
will,  on  a  charge  being  duly  preferred 
against  them  by  the  owners,  undertake 
a  prosecution ;  and,  if  not,  if  he  would 


state  why  not ;  and,  whether,  if  persons 
not  policemen  were  similarly  to  impress 
horses,  &c.  the  Law  would  be  put  in 
force  against  them,  and  what  is  the 
statute  under  which  such  powers  are  ex- 
ercised, and  whether  they  invest  in  each 
individual  policeman  in  Ireland  ? 

Thk  attorney  general  poe 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law),  in  reply,  said, 
he  presumed  the  case  to  which  the 
Question  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Wex- 
ford (Mr.  Healy)  referred  occurred  a 
few  davs  ago  in  the  county  of  Louth. 
What  happened  was  this.  A  party  of 
Constabulary  hired  a  number  of  cars 
to  convey  them  six  or  seven  miles. 
After  proceeding  part  of  the  way  some 
of  the  drivers  refused  to  drive  any  fur- 
ther, and  the  police  accordingly  drove 
the  cars  themselves.  He  did  not  see 
any  offence  in  that.  It  was  quite  true 
that  there  was  no  law  authorizing  the 
police  to  forcibly  seize  cars. 

BULGARIA- PRINCE  ALEXANDER  OF 
BATTENBERG. 
Mr.LABOUCHERE  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
Whether  his  attention  has  been  directed 
to  a  conversation  between  Prince  Alex- 
ander of  Battenberg  and  a  correspondent 
of  the  **  Standard,"  in  which  the  Prince 
is  alleged  to  have  said  that  "  for  the 
Great  Powers,  Bulgaria  c'est  mer" 
(meaning  thereby  apparently  himself), 
and  that  when  he  asked  the  Emperors  of 
Austria,  Russia,  and  (Germany,  what  he 
ought  to  do  in  consequence  of  having 
sworn  to  maintain  a  Constitution,  which 
he  terms  a  '*  half  Republican  Constitu- 
tion," they  each  replied,  **  do  what  you 
like,  but  do  not  leave  Bulgaria ; "  and 
if  the  Government  have  received  any 
confirmation  of  the  alleged  conversation ; 
whether  Her  Majesty's  Government,  as 
one  of  the  Great  Powers,  accepts  the 
assertion  of  the  Prince  that  Bulgaria  is 
a  mere  diplomatic  expression,  meaning 
neither  the  country  nor  its  inhabitants, 
but  Prince  Alexander  of  Battenberg; 
whether  communication  has  been  re- 
ceived from  any  foreign  Government 
leading  to  the  conclusion  that,  in  the 
event  of  the  Bulgarians  declining  to 
grant  to  Prince  Alexander  a  dictator- 
ship, or  seeking  to  hinder  him  from  ex- 
ercising such  a  dictatorship,  a  foreign 
occupation  of  Bulgaria  would  ensue; 
whether  any  complaint  has  been  received 
respecting  the    manner  in  which  the 
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el^ions  to  the  Grand  National  Assem- 
bly have  been  conducted  ;  and  whether, 
considering  the  great  losses  that  have 
accrued  to  investors  by  lending  money 
to  foreign  countries  on  imperfect  se- 
curity, Her  Majesty's  Government  will 
make  public  the  fact  that,  by  the  Articles 
123 — 125  of  the  Constitution  of  Bulgaria, 
the  Prince  can  under  no  circumstances 
decree  a  loan  of  above  1,000,000  francs, 
nor  authorise  expenditures  from  the 
public  Treasury,  which  taken  together 
shall  exceed  the  sum  of  300,000  francs, 
and  that  consequently,  if  he  acquires 
dictatorial  power  by  unconstitutional 
means,  no  loan  incurred  by  him  for  more 
than  1,000,000  francs  would  be  valid  as 
against  Bulgaria  ? 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE:  Sir, 
we  have  not  received  any  confirmation  of 
the  language  alleged  to  have  been  used 
by  Prince  Alexander  in  the  conversation 
referred  to.  The  view  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government  with  regard  to  the  meaning 
of  the  term  "  Bulgaria  "  is  that  which 
may  be  drawn  from  a  perusal  of  the 
Treaty  of  Berlin.  We  have  not  heard 
that  any  foreign  occupation  has  been 
proposed  or  is  probable.  We  have  not, 
since  the  holding  of  the  elections,  re- 
ceived any  complaint  as  to  the  manner 
in  which  they  were  conducted.  The 
Constitution  of  Bulgaria  has  been  laid 
before  Parliament,  and  does  not,  there- 
fore, seem  to  lack  publicity. 

ITALY— FRANCE  AND  TUNIS. 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs,  Whether  it  is  a  fact 
that  the  Italian  Government  have  re- 
fused to  recognise  the  French  Protec- 
torate in  Tunis,  and  the  appointment  of 
Monsieur  Roustan  as  intermediary  for 
their  official  communications  with  the 
Government  of  the  Bey ;  and,  whether 
the  Italian  Government  have  more  than 
once  since  the  commencement  of  the 
French  hostilities  against  Tunis  pressed 
Her  Majesty's  Government  to  act  in 
concert  with  them,  particularly  with  re- 
spect to  the  appointment  of  Monsieur 
Roustan,  and  what  answer  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  have  made  to  those 
proposals  ? 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE :  Sir,  it 
is  not  the  fact,  so  far  as  Her  Majesty's 
Government  are  aware,  that  the  Italian 
Government  have  refused  to  recognize 
tiie  French  Protectorate  in  Tunis,  or  the 
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appointment  of  M.  Roustan.  The  Italian 
Government  have  inquired  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government,  through  the  Italian 
Ambassador  in  London,  what  are  the 
views  of  Her  Majesty's  Government  on 
certain  questions  arising  out  of  the  posi- 
tion of  France  in  Tunis,  and  Lord  Gran- 
ville has,  in  reply,  infbrmed  his  Excel- 
lency of  the  communications  which  Her 
Majesty's  Ambassador  in  Paris  has  been 
instructed  to  make  to  the  French  Go- 
vernment on  these  questions. 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHIXL : 
The  hon.  Baronet  has  not  answered  the 
last  part  of  my  Question.  Is  it  true 
that  the  Italian  Government  have  more 
than  once  pressed  Her  Majesty's  Gt>- 
vernment  to  act  in  concert  with  them, 
particularly  with  respect  to  the  appoint- 
ment of  M.  Roustan  r 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE:  The 
Question  will  be  best  answered  by  the 
Papers  before  the  House.  No  such 
phrase  as  '^  acting  in  concert"  was  used. 
Her  Majesty's  Government  has  been 
asked  its  opinion  on  certain  points,  and 
our  opinion  has  been  communicated  to 
the  Italian  Government. 

TUNIS— BRITISH  COLONISTS  AND 

TRADE. 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs,  Whether  he  will  lay 
upon  the  Table  a  Return  showing  the 
number  of  British  Colonists,  and  the 
extent  of  British  trade,  at  Susa,  Monastir, 
Medhia,  Sfax,  and  Gabes,  in  the  terri- 
tory of  Tunis ;  also  a  Return  giving  the 
same  information  with  respect  to  Tripoli 
and  Bengazi  ? 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE :  Sir,  I 
do  not  know  whether  the  noble  Lord 
has  read  the  Reports  furnished  yearly 
by  Her  Majesty's  Consular  Officers  in 
Tunis  and  Tripoli;  but  these  give  all 
the  information  which  Her  Majesty's 
Government  are  able  to  supply. 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL: 
I  would  point  out  that  my  reason  for 
asking  the  Question  is,  that  the  public 
might  be  made  aware  in  a  short  and  easy 
manner  of  our  interests  in  North  Africa  ? 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE :  I  do  not 
think,  as  regards  the  figures  up  to  a 
recent  period,  that  they  could  be  laid 
before  the.  public  in  a  shorter  form. 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
gave  Notice  that,  on  an  early  occasion, 
he  would  move  for  those  Returns. 
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TUNIS  AND  FRANCE— BOMBARDMENT 

OF  8FAX. 


LoBD  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs,  Whether  he  has  reason 
to  belieTe  that  the  French  Qovernment 
have  any  intention  to  proceed  to  a  bom- 
bardment of  Sfax,  or  to  take  any  hostile 
measures  towards  the  town  and  people 
of  Sfax ;  and,  whether  they  will  intimate 
to  the  French  Goyemment  that  any 
damage  to  British  property  arising  out 
of  such  hostile  measures  will  entitle  the 
owners  thereof  to  full  compensation  to 
be  demanded  by  the  Government  ? 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE:  Sir, 
as  a  French  Consul  and  several  French 
naval  officers  appear  to  have  been  at- 
tacked and  wounded  at  Sfax,  it  is  pos- 
sible that  each  measures  as  the  noble 
Lord  contemplates  may  be  taken  by 
France.  It  is  not  usual  to  make  before- 
hand any  such  intimation  as  the  noble 
Lord  suggests;  and  if  the  occasion 
arises,  Her  Majesty's  Government  will, 
of  course,  strictly  follow  the  precedents 
in  similar  cases  of  destruction  of  neutral 
property. 

FRANCE  AND  TUNIS  (POLITICAL 
AFFAIKS). 

The  Eabl  of  BECTIVE  asked  leave 
to  postpone  the  following  Question  which 
he  had  upon  the  Paper — namely,  to  ask 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  Whether  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  a  statement  in  the  public  press, 
that  M.  Roustan  directs  not  only  the 
Foreign  Office  of  Tunis  but  also  all  the 
Government  Departments,  and  claims 
by  the  municipality  and  other  bodies 
against  FiUropeans  are  made  by  M. 
Boustan ;  whether  he  can  inform  the 
House  what  guarantees  for  the  protec- 
tion of  British  interests  exist  under  such 
a  system ;  and  if  he  is  aware  that  in  one 
of  the  aforesaid  capacities  M.  Koustan 
has  adjudged  a  portion  of  ground  ad- 
joining the  English  Church,  and  secured 
in  perpetuity  to  the  British  colony  by  an 
ancient  deed  of  the  Beys  of  Tunis,  to  a 
French  subject  who  never  set  up  any 
daim  to  the  land  prior  to  the  French 
occupation  ? 

SiB  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  :  Sir,  I 
will  ask  the  House  to  excuse  me  if  I  in- 
form the  noble  Earl  that  I  have  already, 
on  several  occasions,  stated  to  the  House 
that  queations  arising  out  of  the  two- 


fold nature  of  the  functions  discharged 
by  M.  Roustan  were  imder  the  considera- 
tion of  Her  Majesty's  Gbvemment,  and 
were  the  subject  of  communications  with 
the  Government  of  France.  These  com- 
munications will  be  laid  before  Parlia- 
ment. We  have  no  information  up  to 
the  present  time  as  to  M.  Roustan  having 
adjudged  a  portion  of  ground  adjoining 
the  English  church  to  a  French  subject. 

I  must  be  allowed  to  point  out  that  a 
Question  of  this  nature  requires  a  search 
through  the  Papers  in  the  French  and 
Turkish  Departments  of  the  Foreign 
Office,  and  may  require  consultation 
with  the  Secretary  of  State  and  the 
Permanent  Under  Secretary.  This  Ques- 
tion was  placed  upon  the  Paper  at  the 
close  of  the  Sitting  of  last  night,  and 
reached  me  for  the  first  time  at  half -past 

I I  o'clock  this  morning.  I  may  add  that 
it  is  not  always  possible  to  accept,  with- 
out inquiry,  the  statements  of  fact  in  the 
questions  relating  to  Tunis  of  the  noble 
Earl,  for  one  which  he  put  to  me  on 
Thursday  last  has  been  the  subject  of- 
correspondence  between  myself  and  the 
principal  gentleman  named  init,  and  I  am 
assured  that,  as  far  as  he  is  concerned, 
there  is  no  foundation  for  the  statements 
referred  to 

The  Earl  op  BECTIVE :  With  refer- 
ence to  the  remarks  just  made  by  the 
hon.  Baronet,  I  beg  to  give  Notice  that 
I  will  repeat .  my  Question  of  Thursday 
last,  to  which  he  has  referred,  and,  on 
information  subsequently  received,  I 
will  make  a  statement  which  I  am  not 
without  hope  may  induce  him  very  con- 
siderably to  modify  the  remarks  he  has 
made. 

FRANCE  AND  TUNIS— REPORTED 
INSURRECTION. 

The  Eakl  of  BECTIVE  asked  the 
Secretary  to  the  Admiralty,  If  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government,  in  consideration  of 
the  probability  of  the  present  serious 
insurrection  caused  by  the  French  inva- 
sion spreading  to  the  immediate  neigh- 
bourhood of  the  city  of  Tunis,  intend 
sending  some  ships  of  war  to  Goletta 
in  place  of  those  sent  towards  Tripoli 
in  order  to  protect  British  subjects  resi- 
dent in  Tunis  and  its  neighbourhood  ? 

Mb.  TREVELYAN  :  Sir,  the  Condor 
has  been  ordered  back  to  Goletta.  It 
is  evident  that  the  danger  of  which  the 
noble  Lord  is  apprehensive  is  not  re- 
garded as  imminent,  because  the  French 
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have  no  sliip  at  Tunis  of  a  larger  class 
than  the  Condor.  The  Fleet  under 
Sir  Beauchamp  Seymour  is  cruising 
within  four  days'  call,  and,  if  further 
occasion  arises,  more  iron-clads  will  be 
sent. 

PEACE    PRESERVATION     (IRELAND) 
ACT,  1881— GUN  LICENCES. 

Mb.  O'SULLIVAN  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  L:e- 
land,  Whether  it  is  true  that  over  one 
hundred  respectable  farmers  and  others 
in  the  district  of  Newcastle  West,  county 
Limerick,  have  been  waiting  for  a  licence 
to  carry  arms  for  over  a  month,  though 
they  hold  duly  qualified  recommenda- 
tions ;  and,  if  so,  will  he  inform  the 
House  why  it  is  the  resident  magistrate 
does  not  perform  this  duty  ? 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER,  in  reply,  said, 
that  the  resident  magistrate  in  the  dis- 
trict of  Newcastle  West  informed  him  he 
was  unable  to  give  as  much  time  to  the 
,  examination  of  these  applications  for  arms 
licences  as  was  necessary  in  consequence 
of  the  disturbed  state  of  his  district.  He 
had  already  granted  400  licences,  and 
would  attend  to  the  other  applications  as 
soon  as  possible. 

SOUTH  AFRICA  — THE   TRANSVAAL 
WAR— THE  PORTUGUESE  CONSUL. 

Sib  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE  asked 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whether 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies 
has  received  an  application  from  Mr. 
Forssman,  Consul  General  for  Portugal 
in  the  Transvaal,  for  compensation  for 
losses  and  injuries  incurred  by  him 
during  the  siege  of  Potchefstroom,  and 
what  is  the  amount  of  compensation 
which  he  claims  ? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE:  Sir,  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Colonies  has  re- 
ceived such  an  application  as  that  to 
which  my  right  hon.  Friend  has  re- 
ferred. The  amount  claimed  by  way  of 
compensation  is  £219,000.  Probably  it 
would  be  premature,  and  not  altogether 
decorous,  for  Her  Majesty's  Government 
to  give  any  opinion  as  to  the  first  im- 
pression which  they  formed  with  respect 
to  the  claim.  Therefore,  on  that  ground, 
I  will  withhold  any  such  opinion.  But 
the  claim  itself  will  have  to  be  forwarded 
to  the  Commission  to  be  duly  examined 
by  them. 

Mr,  Trev^hjan 


THE  ROYAL  PRINCES— FALSE 
RUMOURS. 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  wish  to  ask 
the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty,  Whe- 
ther he  has  inquired  into,  and  can  give 
the  House  any  information  as  to,  the 
painful  rumour  circulated  in  London 
yesterday  of  a  disaster  to  one  of  the 
Boyal  Princes  ? 

Mb.  TEEVELYAN  :  I  am  veiy  glad 
to  be  able  to  state  that  we  received  a 
telegram  to-day,  a  little  before  noon, 
from  Lord  Clanwilliam,  the  commander 
of  the  Bacchante,  dated  yesterday  after- 
noon, from  Melbourne,  in  answer  to  our 
inquiry.  His  telegram  runs  as  follows : 
— '*No.  16  received.  No  foundation 
whatsoever." 

WAYS   AND    MEANS  —  REVENUE    RE- 
TURNS—DECREASE IN  THE  EXCISE. 

Mb.  LAING  asked  Mr.  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  If  he  is  in  a  position  to 
afford  the  House  any  information  which 
will  explain  the  unfavourable  account 
contained  in  the  last  Bevenue  Betums, 
as  regards  a  considerable  falling  off  in 
the  Excise  duties  ? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  Sir,  the  general 
state  of  the  Eevenue  is  not  very  familiar 
to  me ;  but  as  to  the  particular  point  of 
my  hon.  Friend's  inquiry,  I  think  I  can 
give  satisfactory  information.  The  House 
will  remember  that,  on  examining  the 
year's  Betums  of  the  Bevenue,  they 
could  not  but  be  struck  with  the  omi- 
nous fact  that  there  was  a  decrease  of 
£420,000  odd  on  the  Excise.  Now,  the 
reason  of  that  decrease,  which  is  the  one 
and  distinctly  unfavourable  and  striking 
feature,  is  the  different  distribution  of 
the  Malt  Duty  and  the  Beer  Duty  over 
the  four  quarters  of  the  year.  The 
Beer  Duty,  according  to  the  estimate 
which  has  been  formed  and  according 
to  experience,  is  receivable  in  the  four 
quarters  of  the  year  in  very  nearly  four 
equal  portions;  but  the  Malt  Duty  varies 
in  the  four  quarters,  according  to  normal 
experience,  as  much  as  from  14  per  cent 
in  one  quarter  to  40  per  cent  in  another. 
There  is  no  such  inequality  in  the  pre- 
sent case.  If  there  had  been,  the  dis- 
crepancy in  the  Excise  would  have  been 
very  much  greater;  but  the  difference 
in  the  present  case  is  that  30  per  cent 
of  the  Malt  Duty  was  received  in  a  nor- 
mal quarter,  in  the  three  months  ending 
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the  2nd  of  June,  and  only  24  per  dent 
of  tiie  Beer  Doty.  Now,  when  we  re- 
member that  1  per  cent  of  duty  amounts 
to  £87,000,  and  that  6  per  cent  amounts 
to  £512,000,  it  will  be  obvious  to  my 
hon.  Friend  that  these  figures  dispose  of 
the  whole  of  the  apparent  decrease. 

PABLIAHENT—BUSIKESS  OF  THE 

HOUSE. 

Mb.  STEVENSON  said,  that  the  first 
Order  of  the  Day  for  Wednesday  was 
the  Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  on 
Sunday  Bill.  He  wished,  therefore,  to 
ask  the  Prime  Minister  whether,  hav- 
ing regard  to  the  general  interest  taken 
in  that  question  out-of-doors,  there  was 
any  hope  that  precedence  would  be  given 
to  the  second  reading  of  the  measure 
with  which  he  (Mr.  Stevenson)  was 
charged  over  the  Land  Law  (Lreland) 
BiU? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE:  No,  Sir ;  no  hope 
whatever. 

THE  NEW  FRENCH  GENERAL  TARIFF. 
MOTION   FOR   ADJOrBNMENT. 

YisooxTNT  SANDON  said,  that  after 
what  had  passed  on  the  previous  day  on 
the  subject,  he  rose  with  regret  for  the 
purpose  of  making  an  appeal  to  the 
i^me  Minister  for  a  translation  in  Eng- 
Ush  of  the  Hetum  of  the  French  Taritf. 
In  doing  so,  the  House  was  aware  that 
he  was  within  the  fact  when  he  said 
there  was  no  question  at  that  moment 
wkich  was  more  discussed,  and  more 
constantly  in  the  mouth  of  every  work- 
man in  every  factory,  workshop,  and 
yard  in  the  country  than  the  question  of 
their  commercial  relations  with  France. 
He  was  exceedingly  sorry  to  make  that 
appeal  to  the  Prime  Minister ;  but  hon. 
Members  on  both  sides  of  the  House 
would  be  aware,  that  he  had  in  no  way 
interrupted  or  interfered  with  the  pro- 
cess of  the  Business  of  the  House. 
Durinfl;  the  discussion  on  the  Land  Bill 
he  had  restrained  his  feelings.  But  the 
conduct  of  the  Government  in  persist- 
ently withholding  all  or  any  information 
with  respect  to  the  French  Tariff,  and 
the  position  of  this  country  in  regard  to 
its  commercial  relations  with  France — 
what  he  should  call  the  persistent  con- 
odalment  on  the  part  of  the  Government 
with  regard  to  what  was  going  on  in  re- 
ference to  their  Treaty  relations  with 
France 


Mb.  AETHTJR  AENOLD  rose  to 
Order,  and  said  there  was  no  Question 
before  the  House. 

Viscount  SANDON  said,  he  would 
conclude  with  a  Motion.  The  conduct 
of  the  Government  had  made  it  abso- 
lutely necessary  for  him  to  take  that 
step— ["  Oh,  oh !  "]— and  he  would  re- 
mind hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  below 
the  Gangway,  who  had  not  been  so  long 
in  the  House  as  himself,  that  he  was 
only  following  the  example  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Duchy  of  Lancaster,  who  took  the  very 
step  he  (Yiscoimt  Sandon)  was  now  ob- 
liged to  take,  of  intruding  the  subject 
to  the  notice  of  the  House  from  those 
very  Benches  wheo  he  was  last  in  Oppo- 
sition a  few  years  ago.  He  would  just 
ask  them  to  remember  why  he  was  ob- 
liged to  take  that  step.  It  was  quite 
obvious  from  the  answer  that  had  been 
given  by  the  Prime  Minister  that  pri- 
vate Members  had  no  chance  of  bring- 
ing forward  any  subject  whatever ;  and 
yet  the  present  subject,  by  general  con- 
sent, was  one  which  was  exercising  the 
great  masses  of  the  people  very  much 
more  than  the  Irish  Land  Bill.  He 
should,  therefore,  have  been  happy  to 
obtain  a  discussion  on  the  subject  at 
half-past  12  at  night,  and  should  have 
been  perfectly  content  to  have  divided 
the  House  on  the  subject  at  that  late 
hour,  not  caring  for  a  long  discussion ; 
but  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Board  of  Trade  (Mr.  Oham- 
berlain)  had  thought  fit  to  take  a  course 
which,  in  former  Sessions,  was  con- 
sidered most  unusual,  and  had  prevented 
him  proceeding  with  the  Motion  for  a 
Betum  of  the  changes  contemplated  in 
their  commercial  relations  with  France. 
He  (Yiscount  Sandon)  was  one  of  the 
last  men  to  allude  to  former  services; 
but  he  must  just  ask  hon.  Members  to 
recollect  that  when  he  asked  for  a  Be- 
tum of  this  kind  he  did  so,  not  in  his 
personal  capacity,  but  as  one  who  had 
borne  an  important  Office  in  the  last  Go- 
vernment, as  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade,  and  as  one  who,  owing  to  his 
connection  with  the  important  port  of 
Liverpool,  had  some  right  to  assume 
that  he  knew  something  of  the  com- 
mercial feeling  of  this  country,  not  only 
as  to  Chambers  of  Commerce — for  he 
was  happy  to  say  he  did  not  confine  his 
inquiries  to  Chambers  of  Commerce — 
but  among  merchants  and  the   great 
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mass  of  men  who  gained  their  living  by 
means  of  commerce.  He  believed  it  to 
be  unprecedented  to  refuse  a  Return  of 
this  kind  when  asked  for,  and  he  was 
fully  aware  of  the  g^eat  responsibility 
of  taking  this  step.  The  question,  he 
would  point  out,  was  urgent ;  and  it  was 
urgent,  because  the  commercial  relations 
with  France  must  be  concluded  within 
a  very  few  weeks.  Now,  the  House  of 
Commons,  the  Prime  Minister  told  them, 
was  to  adjourn  about  the  6th  of  August 
— just  four  weeks'  time,  and  if  the  French 
Chambers  prolonged  the  negotiations  on 
the  subject,  they  would  only  be  pro- 
longed, they  were  told,  for  three  months, 
so  that  the  country  would  have  no  oppor- 
tunity whatever  of  expressing  an  opinion 
upon  its  g^eat  commercial  relations  with 
France  in  the  few  weeks  that  remained 
of  the  Session.  He  said  thathon.  Mem- 
bers on  the  opposite  side  of  the  House 
treated  this  subject  as  a  light  subject; 
but  the  constituencies  did  not  think  so, 
and  he  would  recommend  hon.  Members 
to  visit  their  constituents,  and  see  what 
they  thought  about  it.  He  thought  he 
had  established  urgency ;  for  the  House 
was  to  be  up  in  four  weeks,  and  nego- 
tiations for  the  Treaty  must  proceed 
very  shortly.  Perhaps  hon.  Members 
thought  he  was  making  a  good  deal  of 
a  Betum  which  they  had  not  seen,  or 
perhaps  the  Prime  Minister  had  not 
seen,  and  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  allow  him,  he  would  mcJ^e  him  a 
present  of  one.  [^Lauffhter.']  Some  hon. 
Members  regarded  that  as  a  joke ;  but 
it  was  no  joking  matter.  He  (Viscount 
Sandon)  observed  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  regarded  it  as  a  joke ; 
but  the  Heturn  was  a  very  serious  thing. 
It  was  not  his  desire  to  have  a  general 
account';  but  what  he  requested  was^that 
the  people  of  this  country  should  be  put 
in  possession  of  a  statement  of  their 
former  commercial  position  with  France, 
and  of  the  changes  proposed  to  be  in- 
troduced, so  that  they  might  compare 
the  two.  The  Beturn  he  wished  to 
have  in  English  was  in  three  columns. 
The  first  was  the  old  Tariff,  the  second 
the  commercial  arrangements  with 
Franco,  under  which  we  had  worked 
some  years  under  Cobden's  negotiations 
and  under  the  Most  Favoured  Nation 
Clause  ;  and  the  third  column  gave  tlic 
new  Tariff  as  proposed  by  the  ^French 
Chambers.  It  did  not  give  that  myste- 
rious document  which  nobody  was  al- 
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lowed  to  see  but  a  few  favoured  mem- 
bers of  the  Chambers  of  Commerce; 
and  it  did  not  g^ve  what  the  hon.  Baro- 
net (Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke)  had  called 
the  tariff  d  diseuUr  in  the  French  terms 
which  had  been  offered  by  the  French 
Commissioners.  There  was  a  tendency 
to  use  French  terms ;  but  he  thought 
that  was  a  practice  rather  to  be  aToided 
in  the  House.  He  thought  it  was  right 
to  use  English  terms  in  this  country. 
This  Paper  contained  about  600  articles 
in  print.  It  was  not  a  very  heavy  book, 
but  one  of  modest  extent,  consisting  only 
of  about  52  pages,  and  it  would  not  be 
a  matter  of  very  heavy  cost  if  nyen  in 
English.  He  moved  for  the  Itetums 
in  April  in  a  very  simple  and  natural 
manner,  and  as  it  was  produced  it 
showed  the  various  facts  in  English. 
He  therefore  expected  the  Betums  would 
be  given  in  the  same  language ;  but,  to 
his  astonishment,  when  he  was  prepared 
to  send  them  to  some  working- men's 
associations  in  Liverpool,  who  took  a 
keen  interest  in  this  matter — [^Ministerial 
laughter] — he  was  not  at  all  ashamed  to 
own  that  he  had  sent  it  to  a  working- 
men's  association;  he  was  sajdng  that 
to  his  astonishment  he  found  it  to  be  in 
French,  and  that  he  would  only  make 
himself  utterly  absurd  if  he  sent  it  to 
the  working  men  in  that  language,  with 
which  they  were  not  familiar.  So  the 
matter  first  came  to  his  notice.  After  a 
while,  hon.  Members  from  other  com- 
mercial constituencies  said  the  same 
thing,  when  the  constituencies  asked 
for  them.  He  had  asked  for  an  Eng- 
lish translation  ;  but  it  was  refused,  the 
Beturns  remaining  in  French ;  and  that, 
he  thought,  was  an  unprecedented  course 
for  the  Government  to  take  at  a  time  of 
great  excitement  on  commercial  matters. 
That  was,  however,  a  course  reserved 
entirely  for  that  most  enlightened  Libe- 
ral Government  to  adopt.  Now,  some 
of  the  supporters  of  the  Government 
might  regard  that  as  a  slight  matter ;  but 
that  it  was  not  so  would  be  apparent  when 
he  stated  tliat  the  new  Tariff  increased 
by  about  24  per  cent  the  duties  on  the 
great  bulk  of  the  important  articles  of 
Bnti»h  manufacture ;  and,  beyond  that, 
converted  to  our  detriment  into  specific 
duties  the  existing  ad  valorem  duties, 
which  appeared  to  have  been  raised.  It 
also  made  a  change  in  the  classification, 
which  the  English  people  would  have 
difficulty  in  uuderstanding  if  informa- 
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tion  suoh  88  he  asked  for  was  persist- 
entlj  withheld,  and  which  would  increase 
the  duties.  Anybody  who  knew  any- 
thing of  commercial  matters  was  aware 
that  the  change  implied  a  great  bur- 
den upon  the  British  trader.  It  was  a 
change  which  would  also  be  very  fatal 
to  the  English  people.  [ '  *  Hear,  hear ! ' ' 
from  the  OppoettionJ]  It  might  be  said 
by  some  that  the  proposed  changes 
would  affect  but  few  industries ;  but  the 
contrary  was  the  fact,  as  their  influence 
on  British  industries  would  be  wide- 
spread and  most  serious.  If  the  House 
would  allow  him,  he  would  show  how 
multiform  were  the  interests  affected, 
and  what  the  articles  affected  were. 
They  were  stone  and  slate,  marble  and 
stone,  all  minerals  and  stones,  iron  and 
steel,  chemicals,  soda,  soap  and  starch, 
feathers  and  down,  earthenware  and 
china,  glass  and  glass  ware,  prints  and 
textiles,  table-linen,  hosiery,  cotton, 
poplin,  Telyets,  silk,  tissue  and  fancy 
papers,  skins  and  leather,  furniture, 
carriages,  musical  instruments,  guns, 
fowling-pieces,  and  breech-loading  rough 
gun-barrels.  These  were  but  a  selec- 
tion of  the  articles  upon  which  a  seri- 
ously increased  Tariff  was  proposed  to 
be  placed;  and  the  selection  he  had 
given  would  show  how  widespread  and 
serious  were  the  changes  which  were 

Sroposed  by  our  French  neighbours. 
xaAj  by  tfaos  time  we  could  understand 
that  the  matter  was  a  very  important 
one.  He  would  ask  just  one  simple 
question,  which  perhaps  would  tend  to 
bring  this  discussion  to  an  issue.  Why  on 
earth  should  there  be  any  concealment 
whatever  on  the  part  of  the  Government 
on  a  matter  of  such  importance  to  the 
people  of  this  country  ?  If  they  did  not 
want  to  have  Betums,  why  did  the  Go- 
vernment grant  it  in  French  six  weeks 
ago  ?  But  the  Government  did  grant  a 
Ketum,  fuU  of  important  particulars  in 
three  columns,  showing  the  particular 
position  of  the  country  at  this  moment. 
It  was  important  that  the  country  should 
know  what  the  position  of  the  country 
was.  The  Ketum  was  granted  without 
hesitation  in  French ;  what  possible  ex- 
cuse could  the  Government  have  for  not 
giving  it  in  English?  He  was  quite 
sure  the  position  of  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man opposite  was  utterly  and  entirely 
untenable.  It  was  almost  like  saying 
to  a  boy,  who  was  growing  up — ''  These 
books  are  only  for  grown-up  people,  so 
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pray  do  not  read  them.  When  you  are 
grown  up  you  can  read  them.''  So  this 
was  saying  to  the  working  people — 
"  When  you  know  French,  you  can  read 
it;  it  is  not  for  the  present  working 
people,  and  you  shall  not  read  what 
your  betters  around  you  shall  read." 
He  would  venture  to  remind  the  House, 
from  his  own  knowledge,  what  was 
the  feeling  of  the  commercial  class-^ 
working-men,  manufacturers,  shipping- 

?eople — with  regard  to  the  French 
"reaty.  It  was  this,  that  they  cer- 
tainly ought  not  to  have  a  worse  French 
Treaty  than  the  Oobden  Treaty.  That, 
he  thought,  was  a  universal  feeling  on 
both  sides  of  the  House.  They  could 
not  afford  to  have  a  worse  Treaty  than 
the  Oobden  Treaty,  and  he  believed 
that  they  ought  to  have,  and  might 
have  by  careful  and  prudent  neffotia* 
tions,  a  better  Treaty.  Hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite,  no  doubt,  might  say  that  they 
ought  to  have  confidence  in  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  in  this  matter.  But 
he  (Viscount  Sandon)  did  not  wish  to 
raise  the  matter  as  a  question  of  confi- 
dence one  way  or  the  other.  It  was 
very  much  too  serious  a  question  in  the 
interests  of  this  country  for  that.  In 
the  interest  of  truth  and  facts,  he  must 
say  that  it  had  not  been  unobserved  by 
those  interested  in  these  industries  that 
in  the  division  led  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Gloucester  (Mr.  Monk),  both  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  and  the  hon.  Baronet 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 

Affairs  voted  against  his  Hesolution 

Sib  CHAELES  W.  DILKE :  I  stated 
at  the  time  that  the  Government  would 
vote  for  going  into  Committee  of  Supply, 
agreeing,  as  they  did,  with  the  terms 
of  the  hon.  Member's  Hesolution,  but 
thinking  it  tmdignified  to  pass  such  a 
Besolution  while  the  negotiations  were 
going  on. 

VisoouwT  SANDON  said,  he  wished 
to  point  out  that  the  names  which  ap- 
peared in  the  Division  List  gave  the 
impression  that  the  right  hon.  and 
hon.  Gentlemen  to  whom  he  had  re- 
ferred were  not  staunch,  and  the  con- 
duct of  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  with  regard  to  the  Sugar  Bounties 
had,  he  (Yiscount  Sandon)  ventured  to 
say,  probably  done  more  to  shake  the 
confidence  of  the  working  people  of  the 
country — [CriVf  of  "No,  no!"]— he 
hoped  he  might  be  allowed  to  finisn  the 
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sentence  —  had  done,  perhaps,  more 
than  was  imagined  to  shako  tho  con- 
fidence of  the  working  peoi)le,  not  with 
regard  to  his  economic  views,  hut  with 
regard  to  his  sympathy  towards  those 
engaged  in  the  sugar  refining  industries, 
as  indicated  by  the  tone  of  the  letters 
signed  by  the  Board  of  Trade.  He 
would  now  run  over  the  several  reasons 
given  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  for  re- 
fusing to  give  the  information  which 
they  had  a  right  to  demand. 

Mr.  CHAMBEEJLAIN  :  I  beg  the 
noble  Viscount's  pardon.  The  noble 
Yiscount  attributes  to  me  a  statement 
which  I  did  not  make  at  all,  and  in  re- 
gard to  which  I  have  on  more  than  one 
occasion  endeavoured  to  correct  him.  I 
did  not  refuse  the  translation  of  this 
Betum.  I  never  have  refused  it. 
p*Oh!"]  I.  merely  asked  the  noble 
Yiscount  to  wait  the  result  of  in- 
quiries which  I  was  making  of  the  re- 
presentatives of  the  commercial  classes 
with  regard  to  its  utility. 

Viscount  SANDON,  continuing,  said, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  seemed  to  for- 
get that  he  was  asked  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Shefiield  (Mr. 
Stuart- Wortley)  to  give  this  transla- 
tion. He  did  not  give  it,  and  he  re- 
peatedly refused  it.  He  declined  to 
give  it  for  the  following  reasons  : — He 
said  that  it  would  cause  a  g^eat  deal  of 
delay ;  but  the  real  delay  was  in  de- 
clining to  g^ve  the  Return,  because  if  it 
had  been  put  in  hand- three  weeks  ago, 
when  the  Question  was  asked,  the 
translation  would  have  been  made  and 
in  the  hands  of  the  public  by  this  time. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  went  on  to 
say  that  ''there  was  considerable  diffi- 
culty in  translation.''  He  also  said  he 
was  at  a  loss  to  find  English  equivalents 
for  some  of  the  French  denominations. 
He  (Viscount  Sandon)  thought  that 
rather  strengthened  the  reason  why 
they  should  have  the  translation.  The 
whole  of  the  commercial  community  in- 
terested in  the  question  of  the  French 
Commercial  Treaty  were  told  that  the 
Government  could  not  find  in  the 
Foreign  Office,  in  the  Board  of  Trade, 
or  among  the  experts  in  London,  men 
competent  to  find  English  equivalents 
for  these  French  terms.  One  comfort 
was,  however,  given  to  them.  They 
were  assured  that  the  working  men — 
the  artizans — the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
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(Mr.  Chamberlain)  said  so—were  all 
acquainted  with  the  French  terms  used. 
If  that  were  so,  it  simplified  the  matter, 
for  it  would  have  been  a  very  easy  thing 
to  have  sent  a  Circular  from  the  Board 
of  Trade  to  the  difi'erent  centres  of 
artizan  population,  asking  the  working 
men  what  was  the  meaning  of  the  terms  r 
That,  he  thought,  threw  some  light  on 
the  negotiations  which  had  been  pro- 
ceeding. It  turned  out  that  those 
grandees  sitting  in  Whitehall  did  not 
understand  the  meaning  of  some  of  the 
terms  they  were  discussing,  and  the 
whole  subject  was  wrapped  up  in  so 
much  mystery,  so  much  confusion,  that 
he  thought  it  would  be  best  cleared  up 
by  the  Frime  Minister  giving  the  Be- 
tums  in  English,  so  that  the  country 
might  know  exactly  what  the  position 
was.  There  was  one  thing,  however, 
which  stopped  the  way.  The  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  told  them  that  the 
Betum  might  be  an  expensive  one.  He 
(Viscount  SandonJ,  however,  could  not 
think,  when  so  much  expense  was  being 
incurred  in  connection  with  the  Com- 
mercial Treaty,  that  translating  into 
English  a  little  Beturn  of  52  pages 
would  be  a  very  heavy  burden  even 
upon  the  exchequer  of  a  Liberal  Govern- 
ment. He  was  supposed  to  be  crushed 
by  the  answer  of  the  hon.  Baronet  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  who  said  that  they  were  discuss- 
ing the  French  General  Tariff  in  the 
Commission ;  but  nobody  supposed  that 
they  were  discussing  the  French  General 
Tariff,  seeing  that  the  Commissioners 
from  France  brought  their  terms  in 
their  hands.  It  was  no  answer  what- 
ever to  his  appeal  to  say  they  were  not 
to  know  what  the  Cobden  Tariff  was,  to 
enable  them  to  compare  it  with  the  new 
French  Tariff,  because  of  this  mysterious 
document  which  they  were  not  allowed 
to  see  in  the  Chambers  of  Whitehall. 
He  thought  it  was  a  great  misfortune 
that  the  document  should  be  communi- 
cated singly  to  the  different  manufae* 
turers,  so  that  each  manufacturer  sepa- 
rately should  be  made  aware  of  the 
secret  proposals  of  the  French  Govern- 
ment. He  maintained  that  the  country 
had  a  right  to  be  made  acquainted  with, 
the  question  of  the  French  Tariff  as  a 
whole.  Anybody  who  knew  anything 
of  the  feelings  of  the  industrial  classes 
was  aware  that  there  was  what  might 
be  called  a  great   solidarity   between 
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them.  They  all  felt  that  if  one  class  of 
industry  was  injured,  the  others  would 
ultimately  suffer.  He  would  conclude 
hy  again  asking — What  was  the  mean- 
ing of  all  that  concealment  ?  Why  did 
not  the  Gk>yemment  at  once  give  way  ? 
He  had  told  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  that  he  should  not  be  satisfied 
with  the  mere  opinions  of  the  Chambers 
of  Oommerce.  Me  asked  hon.  Members 
opposite  whether,  if  the  Liverpool  Cham- 
ber of  Commerce  said  they  did  not  care 
for  a  translation,  he  (Yiscount  Sandon), 
representing  thousands  of  persons  inte- 
rested in  trade  and  oommerce,  would  be 
riffht  in  accepting  that  statement  ?  He 
felt  oonvincea  that  this  affair  had  arisen 
from  the  want  of  experience — with  which 
they  had  no  right  to  find  fault — of  the 
right  hon.  Oentleman  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade.  Nobody  could 
suppose  it  was  a  grave  fault ;  but,  of 
course,  they  all  Iraew  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  not  spent  a  great 
deal  of  time  within  those  walls.  He 
appealed  to  the  Prime  Minister,  who 
appreciated  deeply  and  truly  the  feel- 
ings of  the  masses  of  the  industrial 
classes,  and  who  knew  how  they  liked 
to  be  taken  into  confidence  in  these  mat- 
ters, which  affected  their  daily  bread  and 
daily  life ;  aaid  he  asked  him  to  take  one 
of  two  courses — first,  that  he  would  in* 
struct  the  Members  of  his  Government 
to  remove  the  block  from  the  Motion 
which  stood  in  his  (Viscount  Sandon's) 
name,  if  he  put  it  on  the  Paper.  He 
would  then  bring  it  on  after  half-past  1 2, 
when  he  would  be  content,  sparing 
them  another  speech,  to  take  the  opinion 
of  the  House  upon  it ;  and  if  the  Mouse 
thought  it  was  better  that  there  should 
not  be  an  English  translation  of  these 
French  Commercial  Treaties,  he  would 
not  say  more  about  the  matter.  What, 
however,  he  would  like  better  than  that 
course  would  be  for  the  Prime  Minister 
to  acknowledge  that  there  had  been  a 
slight  mistake,  and  to  say  that  on  the 
whole  he  thought  it  was  better  that  an 
English  tran&tion  shoidd  be  at  once 
laid  on  the  Table.  He  would  move  the 
adjournment  of  the  House. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''  That  this  House  do  now  adjourn." — 
(FM«0tm<  Sandon,) 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  Sir,  I  have  no 
complaint  to  make  of  either  of  the  alter- 
native proposals  with  which  the  noble 


Yiscount  opposite  (Yiscount  Sandon)  has 
concluded  his  speech,  as  they  are  per- 
fectly fair  ones — that  the  Government 
should  withdraw  the  expression  of  a  de- 
sire made  by  my  right  hon.  Friend  near 
me  (Mr.  Chamberlain)  not  to  have  an 
opportunity  of  discussing  this  Betum 
before  it  was  granted;  and  the  other, 
that  we  should  agree  to  withdraw  any 
obstacle  to  the  prosecution  of  the  Motion 
of  the  noble  Yiscount,  either  at  the 
proper  hour  of  the  evening,  or,  as  he 
lairly  says,  at  half-past  12,  and  allow 
him  to  take  the  judgment  of  the  House 
upon  it.  I  make  no  complaint  of  that 
proposition.  I  am  very  sorry  that  the 
noble  Yiscount,  who  is  not  accustomed 
to  deal  with  a  matter  of  this  kind,  should 
have  introduced  into  the  speech  one  or 
two  points  which  require  a  little  notice 
from  me.  He  made  it  matter  of  com- 
plaint that  when  he  appealed  to  me 
yesterday  I  was  silent.  The  noble  Yis- 
count did  appeal  to  me  yesterday,  and  I 
was  silent ;  out  the  reason  was  that  I 
requested  my  rieht  hon.  Friend  near  me 
to  speak  on  my  behalf.  The  reason  why 
I  said  nothing  was  because  I  knew  no- 
thing, a  rule  which,  I  think,  perhaps, 
would  be  advantageous — namely,  that 
those  who  know  nothing  of  a  subject 
should  say  less.  I  say  so  for  myself,  and 
perhaps  other  hon.  Members  may  apply 
the  remark  to  themselves.  The  noole 
Yiscount  quoted,  as  a  precedent  to  the 
conduct  of  my  right  hon.  Friend,  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster, 
in  having  previously  moved  the  adjourn- 
ment of  the  House  during  the  Question 
time.  That  precedent,  in  my  opinion, 
is  no  precedent  at  all,  as  the  cases  are 
not  in  the  slightest  analogous.  But  I 
make  no  complaint  whatever  of  the  noble 
Yiscount  moving  the  adjournment  of  the 
House,  because  I  think,  under  the  cir- 
cumstances in  which  he  stands,  he  not 
having  the  means  of  bringing  it  for- 
ward in  any  other  way,  he  has  a  perfect 
right  to  take  this  course — at  all  events, 
.  it  is  not  my  business  to  complain.  I  do, 
however,  really  feel  somewhat  disposed 
to  regret  that  the  noble  Yiscount  should 
have  assumed  the  patronage  of  my  right 
hon.  Friend  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  for  what  he  thinks  his  mis- 
carriage in  this  matter,  and  thrown  his 
shield  over  him,  by  referring  to  what  he 
considers  his  inexperience  in  Office.  My 
right  hon.  Friend  has  sat  in  this  House 
for  a  not  inconsiderable  number  of  years, 
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and  has  had  an  amount  of  practice  in 
what  may  be  called  Public  Business  before 
entering  this  House,  which  is  probably 
quite  unequalled  by  that  of  any  other 
non.  Member  within  tho  House.     The 
noble  Viscount  must  know  that  this  kind 
of  patronage,    especially  when  offered 
across  the  Table,  has  really  always  the 
appearance  of  an  intention  to  wound  and 
hurt  the  feelings  of  those  to  whom  it  is 
directed.  In  these  circumstances,  I  think 
that  the   tone   of  the  noble  Viscount's 
speech  was  most  inappropriate  and  most 
unfortunate,  and  I  trust  the  noble  Vis- 
count himself  will  a  little  regret  it.     I 
come  now  to  the  question  itself.     Tho 
noble  Viscount  asks  what  is  the  object 
of  all  this  concealment  on  the  part  of 
the  Government  ?    Here,  I  must  say,  I 
am  afraid  we  are  all  apt  to  be  more  tole- 
rant of  charges  against  our  moral  cha- 
racter than  against  our  understanding, 
and  I  own  I  do  feel  very  much  hurt  by 
the   estimate  the  noble   Viscount   has 
formed  of  our  understanding,  when  he 
actually  conceives  that  we  are  capable  of 
devising  a  plan  to  conceal  information 
from  the  House  and  the  public,  by  only 
publishing  it  in  the  French  language.  I 
think  the   estimate    he    forms   of    our 
motives  in  this  matter  is  one  he  might 
apply  to  the  lowest  aborigines  on  the 
face  of  the  earth,  or,  perhaps,  even  to 
go  further  back,  to  some  of  our  ancestors 
anterior  to  the  human  race ;  and,  even 
there,  he  might  have  detected  a  dawning 
of  intelligence,  such  as  if  they  had  de- 
sired to  conceal  anything  they   would 
never    have     adopted    this     particular 
course.    Now  I  come  to  the  main  matter 
— and  I  think  I  have  come  to  it  rather 
quicker  than  the  noble  Viscount — and, 
after  consulting  my  right  hon.  Friend,  I 
will  take  the  shortest  of  the  noble  Vis- 
count's suggestions,  and  for  this  reason 
— my  right  hon.  Friend  near  me  desired 
to  ^  secure  an  opportunity  for  discussing 
this  Motion,  because  he  thought  it  desir- 
able to  lay  before  the  House  the  posi- 
tion of  affairs.     But  to-day  the  question 
has  been  raised  in  a  manner  that  seems 
to  evoke  a  considerable  amount  of  warmth, 
and  that  warmth  is  not  an  immaterial 
fact  for  us  to  weigh.     I  must  say  that  if 
there  is  any  one  subject  on  which,  more 
than  another,  we  should  be  less  anxious  to 
practice  concealment  it  would   be  the 
tendency  to  establish  protective  Tariffs, 
whether  in  France  or  any  other  foreign 
countries.    That  is  a  subject  on  which, 
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80  far  as  we  can  prudently  do  it,  it  is  our 
interest  in  the  highest  sense,  and  emi- 
nently comformable  to  the  traditions  of 
my  right  hon.  Friend  and  all  those  who 
sit  on  this  side  of  the  House,  that  we 
should  endeavour  to  enlist  the  English 
public  upon  our  side.    There  are  several 
modes  of  enlisting  public  opinion.  Some 
of  those  modes  may  be  prudent,  and 
others  less   prudent.      The   noble  Vis- 
count has  read  out,  amidst  storms  of  in- 
dignant cheers  from  the  opposite  Benches, 
the  extravagant  rates  of  protective  duty 
which  the  French,  in  the  exercise  of  their 
discretion,  have  proposed  to  levy  upon 
a  multitude  of  English  imported  goods, 
of  which  the  noble  Viscount  only  gave 
us  a  very  short  statement.    For  my  own 
part,  I  am  delighted  to  find  manifested 
upon  the  opposite  side  of  the  House  so 
strong  a  sense  of  the  inexpediency  of  a 
country  resorting  to  such  practices.     I 
am  all  the  more  delighted  at  that  mani- 
festation   of   feeling    on    the   part    of 
hon.  Members  opposite  because,  unfortu- 
nately, it  is  not  supposed  to  be  expres* 
sive  of  the  sentiment  held  by  them  ;  and 
I  have  seen  in  journals  professing  to  re- 
present their  views,  and  I  have  read  in 
speeches    which    have    been   delivered 
through  the  length  and  breadth  of  the 
country,  lamentations  over  the  unwisdom 
of  this  country  in  exposing  its  markets 
to  be  flooded  by  all   sorts  of  manufac- 
tures,  and,    on   the   other  hand,  alto- 
gether commending  the  great  prudence 
and    wonderful    forethought    of   other 
countries,   France    amongst  them,    for 
protecting  their  trade   against  the  in- 
vasion of  the  stranger.     My  satisfaction 
at   that  expression  of  opinion  on  the 
part  of  hon.  Members  opposite  is  all  the 
greater  because  I  am  sure  they  will  ad- 
mit that  if  these  prohibitive  duties  are 
bad  in  the  case  of  one  country  they 
must  be  equally  bad  in  the  case  of  all 
countries,  and  that  will  show  that  they 
have  changed  their  minds  as  to  the  effect 
of  them  in  this  country.     What  I  de- 
sire, however,  to  point  out  is  that,  al- 
though the  expression  of  such  sentiments 
on  behalf  of  hon.  Members  opposite  may 
have  considerable  effect  in  rousing  and 
stirring  up   the   public  feeling  of  this 
country  against   protective  Tariffs,    the 
echo  of  those  sentiments  will  go  forth, 
and  the   speech  of  the  noble  Viscount 
will  go  forth,   and  be  heard  in  France, 
and  by  the  French  public  ;  and  the  con- 
sequence may  bo — I  do  not  hesitate  to 
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Bay  that  probably  it  will  bo — to  seriously 
increase  the  difficulties  of  carry  id  g  on 
the  negotiations  between  the  two  coun- 
tries. My  frank  opinion  is,  and  I  ap- 
peal to  hon.  Members  on  all  sides  of  the 
House,  to  remember  that,  while  it  is  de- 
sirable that  the  British  public  shall  be 
thoroughly  and  completely  informed  as 
to  what  is  going  on,  it  is  desirable  that 
these  matters  shall  not  become  the  theme 
of  a  rather  warm  debate  in  this  House 
at  the  present  moment  while  negotiations 
are  proceeding,  but  that  the  discussion 
in  respect  of  them  shall  be  postponed  to 
a  more  convenient  season.  My  right  hon. 
Friend  is  quite  ready  to  give  an  indica- 
tion of  bis  very  sincere  adhesion  to  that 
view  by  consenting  at  once  to  repress 
the  desire  be  has  felt  for  stating  what 
he  would  call  his  case  in  favour  of  the 
Betum;  and,  therefore,  instead  of  agree- 
ing to  the  suggestion  of  the  noble  Vis- 
count that  this  debate  shall  be  resumed 
at  a  late  hour,  I  am  willing  to  withdraw 
all  opposition  to  the  production  of  the 
Beturn .  Her  Maj  esty '  s  Government  feel 
that  it  is  far  better  that  they  should 
remain,  in  some  degree,  misapprehended, 
and  that  their  motives,  not  for  refusing, 
but  for  postponing,  the  production  of 
these  Papers  should  be  misunderstood, 
than  that  they  should  enter  upon  a  de- 
bate on  the  subject  at  the  present  mo- 
ment which  may  lead  to  misconstruction. 
No  doubt  the  noble  Viscount  felt  himself 
justified  in  bringing  forward  this  ques- 
tion-if  he  believed  that  the  Government 
were  shrouding  themselves  behind  the 
impenetrable  mysteiies  of  the  French 
language  in  order  to  gain  their  object 
of  concealment.  I  am  not,  therefore,  in 
any  way  finding  fault  with  the  noble 
Viscount;  but  I  appeal  to  him,  after 
the  concession  I  have  made,  to  withdraw 
his  Motion,  for  the  adjournment  of  the 
House. 

Viscount  SANDON  said,  he  would 
answer  the  appeal  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman by  doing  his  best  to  prevent  the 
discussion  from  going  any  further.  All  he 
could  say  was  that  if  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  (Mr.  Chamberlain)  thought  that 
he  (Viscount  Sandon)  had  said  anything 
personally  discourteous  towards  him  he 
bogg^  to  tender  to  him  his  most  hearty 
apologies,  because  the  last  person  to- 
wards whom  he  should  desire  to  be  dis- 
courteous would  be  his  Successor  in 
Office^  who  had  always  shown  the  most 


friendly  feeling  towards  him.  After  the 
very  handsome  way  in  which  the  Prime 
Minister  had  consented  to  his  applica- 
tion, he  should  place  his  Notice  of  Mo- 
tion for  the  Eetum  on  the  Table  to-night, 
so  that  it  might  be  moved  to-morrow 
as  an  unopposed  Beturn,  and  he  would 
trust  to  tlie  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  to 
lay  a  translation  of  the  document  in 
question  before  the  House  as  speedily 
as  possible.  He  trusted  that,  in  future, 
the  error  of  giving  Betums  in  foreign 
languages  would  not  be  repeated,  and 
that  they  would  have  them  laid  upon 
the  Table  in  their  own  old  English 
tongue,  of  which  they  were  so  proud. 
In  conclusion,  he  begged  to  be  allowed 
to  withdraw  his  Motion  for  the  Adjourn- 
ment of  the  House. 

Me.  NEWDEGATE  said,  he  desired 
to  give  expression  to  the  feeling  of  the 
people  of  this  coimtry,  whose  industries 
were  likely  to  be  affected  by  the  new 
French  Tariff,  with  respect  to  the  im- 
portance of  their  beiog  suppHed  with  an 
authentic  translation  of  the  recently 
adopted  French  Tariff.  A  meeting  had 
lately  been  held  by  his  constituents  at 
Coventry,  which  was  attended  by  2,000 
or  3,000  persons,  and  they  had  urged 
him  not  to  allow  this  subject  of  the 
French  Tariff  to  proceed  without  their 
being  afforded  all  the  information  he 
could  obtain  for  them  respecting  it. 
Now,  if  he  sent  them  the  Tariff  in 
French,  what  would  be  their  answer  to 
him?  Why,  they  would  at  once  turn 
upon  him  as  the  author  of  the  work 
which  he  held  in  his  hand,  and  which 
he  had  just  brought  from  the  Library, 
and  say  to  him — **  Do  you,  as  the  author 
of  The  Tariffs  of  All  Nations ^  translated 
into  English,  with  the  foreign  weights, 
measures,  and  monies  reduced  to  their 
English  equivalents,  expect  us  to  under- 
stand this  foreign  document?^'  The 
question  was  by  no  means  a  new  one. 
The  unwillingness  of  the  Department  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  to  furnish  this 
House  and  the  country  with  information 
as  to  foreign  Tariffs  was  an  old  failing. 
[(7rw«o/»*  Order!"] 

Me.  DILLWYN  rose  to  Order.  The 
hon.  Member  for  North  Warwickshire 
(Mr.  Newdegate)  was  discussing  a  sub- 
ject which  had  been  withdrawn,  and 
his  conduct  in  doing  so  appeared  to 
be  approaching  the  confines  of  Obstruc- 
tion. 
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Mr.  speaker  ruled  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  North  Warwickshire  was  in 
Order. 

Mb.  NEWDEGATE,  resuming,  said, 
that  from  the  year  1 847  to  1 852  he  endea- 
Toured  to  induce  the  successive  Presi- 
dents of  the  Board  of  Trade  to  furnish 
that  information  as  to  foreign  Tariffs  in 
English ;  but  successive  Administrations 
supported  that  Department  in  withhold- 
ing that  information  until,  in  the  year 
1852 — ^for  that  system  of  concealment 
was  practised  equally  by  the  Govern- 
ment of  Lord  Bussell  and  that  of  the 
late  Lord  Derby — he  (Mr.  Newdegate) 
stated  in  that  House  that  he  would  un- 
dertake the  task  himself.  Here,  in  the 
volume  which  he  held  in  his  hand,  was 
the  result  of  that  undertaking.  This 
work  was  to  be  found  in  the  Library  of 
the  House.  It  was  as  much  acknow- 
ledged as  an  authority  in  the  United 
States  as  in  this  country ;  and  he  asked 
whether  the  House  meant  again  to  de- 
volve upon  one  of  its  Members,  as  an 
individual,  a  task  that  ought  to  be  exe- 
cuted by  the  Foreign  Office  or  the 
Board  of  Trade  ?  The  work  to  which 
he  referred  was  produced  in  1855.  He 
(Mr.  Newdegate)  took  it  to  Lord  Pal- 
merston  when  Prime  Minister,  and  that 
noble  Lord  did  him  the  honour  of  con- 
sulting him  with  respect  to  the  orders 
which  should  be  issued  to  the  various 
Embassies  of  this  country  for  the  purpose 
of  continuing  the  information  he  (Mr 
Newdegate)  had  condensed  up  to  1855. 
Lord  Palmerston  did  more  than  that,  he 
showed  him  (Mr.  Newdegate)  the  orders 
before  he  issued  them ;  and  if  the  hon. 
Baronet  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
(Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke)  would  turn  to 
the  records  of  his  Department  he  would 
find  Lord  Palmerston's  order  for  fur- 
nishing the  information  in  English, 
which  was  issued  to  every  Embassy  and 
every  Consulate  of  this  country  abroad. 
That  order  was  signed  by  Lord  Pal- 
merston in  his  (Mr.  Newdegate)  pre- 
sence, and  if  the  Embassy  in  Paris  had 
not  furnished  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment with  the  information  which  the 
noble  Viscount  the  Member  for  Liver- 
pool (Viscount  Sandon)  required,  the 
order  given  by  Lord  Palmerston  when 
Prime  Minister  must  have  been  either 
cancelled  or  disobeyed.  Ho  (Mr.  New- 
degate) would  not  have  troubled  the 
House,  but  he  thought  the  House  would 
find  itself  at  a  great  disadvantage  if 


hon.  Members  undertook  to  discuss  this 
matter — the  contemplated  Commercial 
Treaty  with  France — ^in  the  dark ;  in 
other  words,  upon  imperfect  informa- 
tion, or  upon  data  given  in  a  foreign 
tongue,  which  the  constituents  of  hon. 
Members  and  the  people  of  this  country 
generally  did  not  understand.  He  held 
that  the  production  of  such  documents 
relating  to  or  descriptive  of  foreign 
Tariffs,  or  negotiations  relating  to  such 
Tariffs  in  foreign  languages,  giving 
foreign  weights  and  measures  and  foreign 
monies  unconverted  into  their  English 
equivalents,  was  simply  inviting  this 
House  to  debate  in  the  dark ;  and  he 
now  put  this  question  plainly  to  the  hon. 
Baronet  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  Foreign  Affairs — he  asked  the  hon. 
Gentleman  to  inform  the  House  whether 
the  order  which  he  (Mr.  Newdegate) 
had  seen  Lord  Palmerston  sign,  and 
which  was  issued  to  the  Embassies  of 
this  country  aboad,  enjoining  them  to 
give  accounts  of  all  changes,  and  of  all 
proposed  changes,  in  the  Tariffs  of  the 
countries  to  which  they  were  accredited 
in  English,  giving  the  foreign  weights 
and  measures  and  the  foreign  monies 
converted  into  their  English  equivalents, 
had  been  withdrawn,  cancelled,  or  dis- 
obeyed ? 

No  reply  was  given  to  the  Question. 
Motion,  by  leave,  mthdrawn, 

Mr.  monk  gave  Notice  that,  on 
Thursday  next,  he  should  ask  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
Whether  he  would  lay  upon  the  Table 
the  tariff  d  discuter,  which  formed  the 
basis  of  negotiations  as  to  the  French 
demands  ? 

Sib  CHAELES  W.  DILKE,  in  reply, 
said,  that  he  would  prefer  to  answer  the 
Question  at  once.  At  the  last  meeting 
of  the  High  Commissioners  on  Saturday 
they  had  asked  their  French  Colleagues 
whether  the  Protocol  of  the  proposed 
Tariff  was  a  document  which  might  be 
made  public  now,  or  whether  it  was  still 
to  be  concealed,  as  the  English  Commis- 
sioners had  no  object  in  concealing  any 
of  the  documents.  The  French  Com- 
missioners then  stated  that  the  negotia- 
tions were  not  at  an  end,  but  were 
merely  suspended  for  some  weeks.  And 
they  invited  the  English  Commissioners 
to  resume  the  negotiations  in  Paris  at 
the  end  of  a  month ;  and  they  added 
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that  pending  the  negotiations  the  Pro- 
tocols and  the  conventional  Tariff  were 
BtiH  confidential  documents. 

PABLIAMENTAKY    OATH    (MR.   BRAD- 
LAUGH)— THE  ORDER  OF  10th  MAY. 

Colonel  MAKINS  :  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
rise  to  a  point  of  Order.  I  desire  to  ask 
jou,  whether  it  is  true,  as  has  heen 
stated  in  the  newspapers,  that  you  have 
received  a  threatening  letter  from  Mr. 
Bradlaugh — that  is  to  say,  not  a  letter 
threatening  you  with  personal  violence, 
but  threatening  to  use  violence  for  the 
purpose  of  impugning  a  Besolution 
passed  by  the  House;  whether  it  is 
your  intention  to  take  official  notice  of 
the  letter ;  and  whether  you  will  take 
such  steps  as  may  be  advisable  for  pro- 
tecting the  Serjeant-at-Arms  and  the 
other  officers  of  the  House  from  such 
violence  in  discharging  their  duties  in 
pursuance  of  that  Besolution  ? 

Mb.  SPEAKER:  Before  the  hon. 
Member  arose,  I  was  about  to  inform . 
the  House  that  I  had  received  a  com- 
munication from  Mr.  Bradlaugh,  Mem- 
ber for  Northampton ;  and  I  was  about 
to  communicate  that  letter  to  the  House. 
I  will  do  so  now.     It  is  in  the  following 

LoKi)  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL: 
Might  I,  Mr.  Speaker,  ask  you  a  ques- 
tion on  a  point  of  Order,  before  you 
froceed  to  read  that  letter?  [**  Order ! "] 
n  spite  of  interruptions  from  the 
Prime  Minister,  Mr.  Speaker  having 
allowed  me  to  put  a  point  of  Order,  I 
insist  upon  continuing.  I  wish  to  ask 
you,  Sir,  whether  it  is  competent  for 
any  hon.  Member  to  move,  after  you 
have  communicated  that  letter  to  the 
House ;  that  it  be  not  inserted  on  the 
Journals  of  the  House,  that  it  be  not 
considered  by  the  House ;  and  that  you, 
Sir,  be  requested  by  the  House  not  to 
give  any  reply  to  it  ? 

Mb.  SPEAKER;  The  letter,  after  I 
have  read  it  to  the  House,  will  be  laid 
upon  the  Table  ;  it  will  then  appear  in 
the  Votes,  and  it  will  be  competent  for 
any  hon.  Member  to  found  a  Motion 
upon  it  if  he  should  think  proper  here- 
after to  do  so.  I  will  now  proceed  to 
read  the  letter  to  the  House  : — 

"  To  the  Right  Honourable 

''  The  Speaker  of  the  House  of  Ck)mmons. 

"  Sir, 

**  I  beg  most  respectfully  to  submit  to  your 
soiioe  the  foUowisg  points : — 


''  1.  I  am  advised  that  the  interruption  on  the 
27th  April,  and  my  remOTal  on  the  10th  May 
last  from  the  House  by  the  Serjeant  at  Arms, 
when  engaged  according  to  Law  and  in  precise 
compliance  with  the  Rules  and  Orders  of  the 
House  in  attempting  to  perform  the  duty  of 
taking  my  seat,  was  on  eacn  occasion  absolutely 
illegal,  and  was  an  infringement  of  my  rights 
ana  in  breach  of  my  privileges  as  a  duly  re- 
turned Member  of  the  House. 

"  2.  I  am  advised  that  the  House  of  Com- 
mons had  not  any  authority  either  by  statute, 
or  according  to  its  own  precedents,  to  pass  any 
Resolution  interrupting  me  or  authorising  the 
Serjeant  at  Arms  so  to  remove  me,  I  being  then 
in  the  exercise  of  my  lawful  right  and  attempt* 
ing  the  orderly  performance  of  my  legal  duty. 

*'  3.  I  am  advised  that  I  should  have  been 
justified  in  resisting  the  use  of  the  illegal  and 
therefore  unjustifiable  physical  force  on  the  part 
of  the  Serjeant  at  Arms. 

"  4.  I  am  advised  that,  notwithstanding  the 
illegality  of  the  said  forcible  removal  of  myself 
by  the  Serjeant  at  Arms,  I  have  no  remedy  in 
any  Court  of  Law  against  the  said  Serjeant  at 
Arms,  as  the  privileges  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons protect  its  Officer  even  in  wrongful  acts, 
if  such  acts  are  done  in  pursuance  of  the  Order 
of  the  House. 

"5.  I  am  advised  that  the  Order  of  the 
House  of  the  10th  May  last,  a  copy  of  which 
Order  has  been  served  upon  me,  does  not  autho- 
rise the  Serjeant  at  Arms  to  use  force  or  to 
employ  force  to  prevent  my  re-entry  into  the 
House,  to  the  Table  of  which  I  have  been  pro- 
perly introduced,  for  the  purpose  of  completely 
complying  with  the  Law  in  order  to  take  my 
seat  at  the  time  and  in  the  manner  provided  by 
the  Standing  Orders. 

"  6.  That  if  such  Order  should  be  construed 
to  authorise  the  said  Serjeant  at  Arms  to  at- 
tempt by  force  to  prevent  me  from  entering  the 
House  to  complete  and  fulfil  the  duty  required 
from  me  by  Jaw,  in  the  manner  provided  by 
the  Standing  Orders,  then  that  any  such  user  of 
force  would  be  absolutely  illegal,  and  may  be 
lawfully  resisted  and  overcome  by  me. 

"  I  beg  therefore.  Sir,  most  respectfully  to 
give  notice  that  I  claim  to  disregard  the  Order 
of  the  House  of  the  10th  day  of  May  last,  and 
to  treat  the  same  as  not  requiring  obedience 
from  me,  on  the  ground  that  such  Order  is  abso- 
lutely illegal.  I  do  not  dispute  the  power  of 
the  House  in  its  pleasure  to  vacate  my  seat  if 
once  I  have  taken  it.  In  such  case  it  would  be 
for  the  Electors  of.  Northampton  to  decide  on  a 
new  Election  as  to  whom  they  would  wish  fur- 
ther to  represent  them.  I  do  not  question,  nor 
should  I  resist,  the  authority  of  the  House  to 
arrest  me,  this  right  it  has  exercised  over  Eng- 
lishmen far  more  more  important  than  mysoli, 
but  I  do  deny,  and,  if  it  unhappily  becomes 
necessar}',  shall  feel  it  my  duty  to  resist,  tlio 
claim  to  prevent  me,  in  spite  of  the  Law,  and  by 
physical  force  alone,  from  complying  with  the 
Return  and  Mandate  of  my  Constituents,  whoHO 
lawful  representative  I  am. 

'*In  the  name  of  the  Law,  Sir,  and  of  my 
Constituents,!  also  most  respectfully  give  notice 
that  I  shall,  in  the  manner  and  at  the  time  pro- 
vided by  the  Standing  Orders  of  the  House, 
again  present  myself  at  the  Table  of  the  House 
to  complete  the  fulfilment  of  the  duty  imposed 
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on  xne  by  Law,  and,  in  the  couno  of  tho  per- 
formance of  which  duty  I  have  been  most  im- 
properly and  ille^lly  interrupted  and  hindered. 
**I,  having  obtained  tho  leave  of  my  Con- 
Btitaenta  to  this  effect,  would  have  waited,  and 
would  Btill  wait  the  reasonable  pleasure  of  the 
House,  as  to  any  Legislation  with  reference  to 
tho  manner  of  my  taking  my  Seat;  but,  as 
the  House  does  not  express  any  opinion  on 
thia  subject,  and  does  not  challenge  in  any 
way  the  lawfulness  of  my  Return,  it  is  due 
to  my  Constituents  that  I  should  insist  on  the 
performance  of  my  duty  in  my  unchallenged 
lawful  right,  and  thus  put  an  end  to  a  state 
of  things  without  precedent  in  the  history  of 
Parliament. 

**  I  have  the  honour  to  be.  Sir, 

"  Your  most  obedt.  Servant, 
'*  Ch«  Bradlaugh. 

"4  July,  1881." 

I  have  deemed  it  to  be  my  duty  to  com- 
municate this  letter  to  the  House,  be- 
cause it  contests  the  authority  and  the 
Order  of  the  House  itself.  I  may  add 
also  that  I  have  g^ven  special  directions 
to  the  Serjeant-at-Arms  to  enforce  the 
Order  of  the  House  of  the  10th  May. 

Lop  RAJ^DOLPH  CHURCHILL : 
In  view,  Sir,  of  the  last  obserrations 
that  fell  from  you,  that  the  letter  con- 
tests the  authority  of  the  House,  and 
that  you  have  deemed  it  your  duty  to 
take  extra  precautions,  in  consequence 
of  that  letter,  to  see  that  the  authority 
of  the  House  is  not  disregarded,  I  pre- 
sume I  shall  be  in  Order  in  treating  the 
commtmication  which  you  have  just  read 
as  a  matter  affecting  the  Privileges  of 
the  House,  in  the  same  way  as  the  hon. 
Baronet  the  Member  for  Carlisle  (Sir 
Wilfrid  Lawson)  proposed  to  treat  the 
former  letter  of  Mr.  Bradlaugh.  Sir,  I 
beg  to  move 

Mr.  speaker  :  I  must  point  out 
to  the  noble  Lord,  who  wishes  to  know 
whether  he  can  found  his  Motion  upon 
a  question  of  Privilege  upon  the  pre- 
ceoent  of  the  former  letter  of  Mr.  Brad- 
laugh, that  the  case  upon  which  the 
hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Carlisle 
(Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson)  made  the  Motion 
and  the  present  case  are  not  at  all 
analogous.  On  the  occasion  of  the  hon. 
Baronet  the  Member  for  Carlisle  making 
his  Motion  the  matter  was  one  of  ur- 
gency; but  on  this  occasion  the  noble 
Lord  is  unable  to  plead  urgency. 

LoED  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL: 
Does  this  not  affect  the  Privileges  of 
the  House  in  any  way  ?  The  letter  of 
Mr.  Bradlaugh  does  not— [*' Order  I"] 
—I  would  say  that  my  sole  object  is  to 

Mr.  Speaker 


prevent  the  letter  being  printed  in  the 
Votes ;  and  that,  I  think,  is  a  distinctly 
intelligible  object.  But  I  beg  to  give 
Notice  that  I  shall  take  the  earliest 
opportunity  of  moving  that  this  letter 
be  not  inserted  in  the  Journals  of  the 
House,  that  it  be  not  considered  by  the 
House,  and  that  you.  Sir,  be  requested 
to  make  no  reply  to  it. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  :  I  should  like 
to  ask,  as  a  point  of  Order,  whether  the 
Motion  of  the  noble  Lord  will  come  on 
as  a  matter  of  Privilege,  or  whether  it 
will  have  to  eo  through  the  ordinary 
process  of  the  ballot? 

Mr.  SPEAKER :  A  Motion  of  this 
kind  could  not  come  on  as  a  matter  of 
Privilege ;  and  I  may  add  that,  if  the 
noble  Lord  proposes  to  take  that  course, 
it  will  be  entirely  without  precedent. 
I  apprehend  that  any  communication 
which  the  Speaker  makes  to  the  House 
must,  as  a  matter  of  course,  be  printed 
in  the  Votes. 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL : 
I  did  not  g^ve  the  Notice,  Mr.  Speaker, 
in  any  sense  as  antagonistic  to  the  com- 
munication you  have  made  to  the  House, 
and  I  did  not  know  that  what  I  pro- 
posed to  do  would  have  that  effect. 
What  I  want  to  do  is  to  prevent,  if 
possible,  a  letter  of  that  kind — a  letter 
which  is  of  such  a  very  peculiar  cha- 
racter— being  printed  in  the  Journals  of 
the  House.  Of  course,  after  what  has 
fallen  from  you,  I  shall  not  proceed  with 
the  Motion  of  which  I  have  given  Notice. 

Mr.  SPEAKER:  I  apprehend  that 
if  the  noble  Lord  wishes  to  take  the 
action  that  he  indicates,  the  best  course 
for  him  or  any  other  hon.  Member 
sharing  his  views  to  adopt  will  be  to 
move,  subsequently,  that  the  letter  be  ex* 
punged  from  the  Journals  of  the  House. 

Mr.  GORST  :  Should  I  be  in  Order, 
Sir,  if  I  were  now  to  move  that  the 
Order  of  the  House  of  the  10th  May  be 
read  by  the  Clerk  at  the  Table  ?  Sir, 
you  have  stated  that  you  have  given 
instructions  that  that  Order  of  the  House 
shall  be  executed  by  the  proper  officers 
of  the  House,  and  I  therefore  desire 
that  it  should  be  read  at  the  Table, 
so  that  the  House  may  see  whether 
the  terms  of  that  Order  are  such  as  to 
give  the  House  the  strongest  protection 
against  violence  or  a  violent  interruption 
of  its  proceedings.  I  will  move  that  the 
Order  of  the  House  of  the  10th  May  be 
read  by  the  Clerk  at  the  Table. 
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Sib  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE : 
Sarely,  Sir,  the  House  would  best  con- 
sult its  own  dignity  and  the  dignity  of 
the  Chair  by  leaving  this  in  your  hands. 
The  action  of  the  House  was  quite  clear 
some  time  ago.  You  have  entirely  given 
expression  to  the  feeling  of  the  House, 
and  the  House  may  safely  trust  this 
matter  in  the  hands  of  its  Chair. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  I  entirely  concur 
with  what  has  just  fallen  from  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  North 
Devon.  It  would,  in  my  view,  be  im- 
prudent on  the  part  of  the  House  to 
interfere  with  its  own  Executive,  so  to 
speak,  in  the  discharge  of  the  duties 
which  appertain  merely  to  that  Execu- 
tive. It  is  the  business  of  the  Execu- 
tive to  look  after  the  fulfilment  of  the 
Orders  of  the  House ;  and,  if  that  were 
not  80,  there  would  be  no  use  in  having 
an  Executive.  When  the  Executive  finds 
it  necessary  to  do  so,  no  doubt  it  will 
come  forward  and  appeal  to  the  House 
for  the  purpose  of  having  effect  given 
to  its  action. 

Mb.  SPEAKER  :  It  may  be  con- 
venient to  the  House  that  I  should  read 
the  Order  of  the  10th  May.    It  is — 

''  That  the  Serjeant-at-Arms  do  remove  Mr. 
Bradlaugh  from  this  Houfie  until  he  shall  en- 
gage not  further  to  disturb  the  proceedings  of 
the  House/' 

Mb.  DILLWYN  :  There  is  one  point 
•which  I  wish  to  see  cleared  up  before  this 
matter  is  allowed  to  drop.  It  is  said 
that  the  Motion  is  absolutely  made,  and 
that  the  letter  of  Mr.  Bradlaugh  will  be 
printed,  and  that  the  proper  course  for 
the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Wood- 
stock to  take  would  bo  to  move  that  it 
be  expunged  from  the  Votes.  I  should 
like  to  ask  whether,  if  the  noble  Lord 
moves  to  expunge  it,  that  Motion  will 
be  one  of  Privilege  or  not  ?  Can  it  be 
sprung  upon  us  without  due  Notice? 

Mb.  speaker  :  It  could  not. 

LoBD  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL : 
I  beg  to  gfive  Notice  that  I  will  make 
the  Motion  at  the  earliest  possible  mo- 
ment. 

ArSTRO-SERVIAN  COMMERCIAL 

TREATY. 
Sib  H.DRUMMOND  WOLFF  asked, 
When  the  text  of  the  Austrian  and  Ser- 
vian Treaty   would  be  laid  upon  the 
Table  of  the  House  ? 

Sib  CHARLES  W.  DILKE,  in  reply, 
said,  that  he  had  given  orders  yesterday 


that  it  should  be  pressed  forward  with 
all  despatch,  and  he  hoped  it  would  be 
ready  that  week. 

THE  TREiiTY  OF  COMMERCE  WITU 

FRANCE. 

Mb.  BOURKE  said,  he  wished  to  ask 
a  Question  arising  out  of  an  answer  given 
by  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  to  the 
hon.  Member  for  Gloucester  (Mr.  Monk). 
He  wished  to  know.  Whether  the  French 
Treaty  was  to  be  extended  for  three 
months  after  the  8th  of  November  ? 

Sib  CHARLES  W.  DILKE,  in  reply, 
said,  the  French  Treaty  Tariffs  would 
come  to  an  end  on  the  ftth  of  November, 
and  there  was  a  Bill  now  before  the 
French  Chambers  to  enable  the  Govern- 
ment to  prolong  them  for  a  further 
period  of  three  months  in  the  event  of 
negotiations  for  the  conclusion  of  a  new 
Tariff  being  still  pending.  The  French 
Government  had  made  proposals  to 
several  other  Powers  to  enter  into  nego- 
tiations, and  if  the  negotiations  were 
still  proceeding  on  the  8th  of  November, 
the  French  Government  would  propose 
the  prolongation  of  the  Tariffs  for  three 
months. 

PARLIAMENT-ORDER— THREATEN- 
ING A  MEMBER. 

Mb.  MAC  IYER,  rising  to  a  point  of 
Order,  said,  he  wished  to  ask  Mr.  Speaker, 
whether  the  hon.  Member  for  Oldham 
(Mr.  Lyulph  Stanley)  was  entitled  to 
threaten  him  in  the  Lobby  of  the  House  ? 

Mb.  SPEAKER :  The  hon.  Member 
is  appealing  to  me  on  a  point  of  Order 
with  reference  to  a  matter  which  has 
occurred  in  the  Lobby.  I  am  bound  to 
say  I  must  decline  to  give  an  opinion 
upon  occurrences  in  the  Lobby. 

Mr.  MAC  IVER :  The  hon.  Member 
for  Oldham  stated  that  you,  Sir,  had 
made  a  communication  to  him  in  refer- 
ence to  a  Petition  which  I  presented.  I 
am  bound  to  ask  you,  whether  you  did 
make  such  a  communication  to  the  hon. 
Member?     [** Order!"  and  *'Chair!"] 

Mr.  speaker  :  The  hon.  Member, 
in  speaking  to  a  point  of  Order,  has 
asked  me  whether  I  made  a  communi- 
cation to  the  hon.  Member  for  Oldham. 
I  am  not  aware  of  that  communication  ; 
but  I  must  tell  him  that  he  should  not 
appeal  to  the  Chair  on  a  point  of  Order 
of  that  kind. 
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Mb.  MAO  IVER  (who  rose  amid  cries 
of  '*  Order!")  said,  that  he  was  sorry  for 
the  interruplion,  but  to  put  himself  iu 
Order  he  would  conclude  with  a  Motion. 
The  facts  were  these.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Oldham  had,  in  the  Lobby,  ac- 
cused him  of  having  gone  much  beyond 
the  terms  of  the  Petition  which  he  had 
presented,  and  said  he  had  been  consult- 
ing Mr.  Speaker  on  the  subject,  and  was 
advised  to  bring  his-  (Mr.  Mac  Ivor's) 
conduct  before  the  House.  He  (Mr. 
Mac  Iver),  having  a  perfectly  good  de- 
fence, wished  the  hon.  Member  to  do  so 
—if  it  was  true  that  he  had  been  so 
advised  ;  but  on  saying  this  to  the  hon. 
Member,  that  Gentleman  declined  to 
proceed.  He  was  aware  that  he  did 
use  language  which  was  out  of  Order ; 
but  he  stated  nothing  whatever  beyond 
what  the  Petitioners  wished  him  to  say, 
and  he  left  much  unsaid  that  they  desired 
him  to  say.  He  simply  wished  now  to 
ask  Mr.  Speaker  whether  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Oldham  had  had  any  conversa- 
tion with  him  on  the  subject;  whether 
he  had  told  the  hon.  Member  that  the 
matter  was  one  which  he  ought,  if  he 
felt  aggrieved,  to  bring  before  the  House 
publicly?  The  hon.  Member  had  not 
done  that,  but  threatened  him  with  a 
communication  from  Mr.  Speaker,  the 
existence  of  which  he  (Mr.  Mac  Iver) 
had  ventured  to  doubt,  and  had,  iu  one 
of  the  Lobbies,  charged  him,  in  the 
first  place,  with  having  gone  beyond  the 
Prayerof  the  Petition,  and,  in  the  second, 
with  obstructing  the  Business  of  the 
House.  That  was  a  charge  which  could 
not  be  reasonably  brought  against  him. 

Mb.  speaker  :  I  must  put  it  to  the 
hon.  Member  that  he  is  now  abusing  the 
Privileges  of  the  Motion  for  the  Adjourn- 
ment of  the  House.  If  he  moves  the 
Adjournment  of  the  House  for  the  pur- 
pose of  asking  me  whether  the  hon. 
Member  for  Oldham  had  a  certain  con- 
versation with  me,  he  is  committing  a 
gross  abuse  of  Privilege. 

Mb.  MAC  IVER,  rising  amid  cries  of 
''Name  him!"  said,  he  had  not  the 
slightest  wish  to  trespass  further  upon 
the  House.  He  had  only  mentioned  the 
matter,  because  he  thought  the  conduct 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Oldham  most 
improper  and  unbecoming. 

Mb.  LYULPH  STANLEY :  Perhaps 
I  may  be  allowed  to  make  a  personal 
explanation.  The  House  is  probably 
awar^  that  the  hon.  Member  for  Birken- 


head (Mr.  Mac  Iver),  in  presenting  a 
Petition,  was  somewhat  discursive  in  his 
remarks.  Several  hon.  Members  on  this 
side  of  the  House  rose  to  Order ;  but,  on 
receiving  an  assurance  from  the  hon. 
Member  that  he  was  only  repeating  the 
Prayer  of  the  Petition,  he  was  allowed 
to  proceed.  I,  afterwards,  ascertaining 
that  the  hon.  Member  had  travelled 
beyond  the  Prayer  of  the  Petition,  con- 
sulted the  hon.  Member  for  Swansea 
(Mr.  Dillwyn),  who  is  one  of  the  most 
experienced  Members  of  the  House  after 
yourself,  Sir,  whether  the  matter  was 
one  to  which  the  attention  of  the  House 
should  be  drawn.  On  the  whole,  we 
have  come  to  the  conclusion  that  we  had 
better  not  waste  the  time  of  the  House 
when  there  was  so  much  more  important 
Business  before  it ;  but,  having  consulted 
with  the  hon.  Member  for  Swansea  in 
this  matter,  and  meeting  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Birkenhead  in  the  Lobby,  I 
thought  it  more  candid  to  tell  him  what 
I  had  done.  I  told  him,  that  though  I 
would  not  waste  the  time  of  the  House 
by  drawing  attention  to  an  assurance 
which  enabled  him  to  be  out  of  Order, 
and  thereby  take  advantage  of  the  House, 
that  if  such  a  thing  occurred  again  I 
should  call  the  attention  of  the  House 
to  it.  That  is  the  substance  of  what 
passed. 

Mb.  mac  iver  :  One  word.  The 
hon.  Member  spoke  of  a  communication 
from  you,  Sir,  and  said  he  wanted  to 
[*'  Order,  order  !  "] 

Mb.  speaker  :  The  Clerk  will  now 
proceed  to  read  the  Orders  of  the  Day. 

ORDERS    OF   THE   DAY. 

LAND  LAW  (IRELAND)  BILL.— [Bill  135.] 
Mr,  Gladstone^  Mr.  Forster,  Mr,  Bright,  Mr, 
{Attorney  General  for  Ireland,    Mr,  Solicitor 
General  for  Ireland,) 

COMMITTEE.      [TWENTIETH  NIGHT.") 

[^Progress  ith  July.'] 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Pabt  II. 

Intebvention  of  Coubt. 

Clause  7  (Determination  by  Court  of 
rent  of  present  tenancies). 

Mb.  CHAPLIN  having  placed  upon 
the  Paper  the  following  Amendment: — 
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In  page  8,  at  end,  add  the  following 
sub-sections : — 

"(12)  If  the  judicial  rent  of  any  holding 
Ifl  less  than  the  rent  payable  by  the  tenant 
at  the  date  when  the  application  was  made, 
tiie  landlord,  on  shewing  to  the  Land  Com- 
missioxi  that  the  reduced  rent  that  will  pro- 
bably be  actually  received  from  the  estate  will 
not  be  sufficient  to  pay  taxes^  rates,  cesses,  in- 
terest, and  instalments  on  public  loans,  and 
other  charges  of  a  public  nature,  on  the  estate, 
and  to  keep  down  the  interest  or  yearly  charge 
for  incumbrances  thereon,  and  to  leave  for  the 
landlord  a  reasonable  surplus,  may  require  the 
Land  Commission  to  purchase,  and  the  Land 
Commission  shall  purchase  the  estate,  under  the 
Lands  Clauses  Consolidation  Acts  incorporated 
with  this  Act ; 

"  (13)  The  purchase  money  shall  be  applied 
and  distributed  by  the  Land  Commission,  first, 
in  discharge  of  incumbrances,  as  far  as  the  pur- 
chase money  extends,  and  then  according  to  the 
rights  of  the  landlord  and  others  interested  in 
the  estate ;  and  for  that  purpose  any  trustees 
may  be  appointed  by  or  with  the  approval  of  the 
Land  Commission ; 

"  (14)  The  application  and  distribution  afore- 
said shall  be  valid  and  binding  to  all  intents, 
and,  in  case  of  a  deficiency,  any  proportion  or 
part  of  the  purchase  money  allocated  by  the 
Land  Commission,  and  paid  in  respect  of  any 
incnmbiunce,  shall  be  deemed  to  be  paid  and 
received  in  full  discharge  of  that  incumbrance, 
as  far  as  the  estate  was  a  security  for  the 
same; 

"(15)  For  the  purposes  of  this  section,  in- 
cumbrance includes  mortgage  in  fee  or  for  a 
less  estate,  trust  for  securing  money,  registered 
judgment,  decree,  or  order,  legacy,  portion,  lien, 
or  capital  or  other  sum  charged  in  any  manner 
on  an  estate." 

The  chairman  :  It  may  save  dis- 
cussions upon  Order  if  I  state,  before 
asking  the  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lin- 
colnshire (Mr.  Chaplin)  to  propose  his 
Amendment,  that  I  have  carefully  com- 
pared it  with  the  Money  Besolution  of 
the  30th  May,  and  that  I  consider  it  is 
within  the  wide  terms  of  that  Besolu- 
tion. By  it  the  Committee  can  consider 
proposals  for  ''  advancing  or  purchasing 
of  estates/'  no  limiting  words  being  at- 
tached to  such  purchases  except  provi- 
sions which  may  ultimately  be  enacted 
in  the  Bill  before  us. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE:  On  a  point  of 
Order,  Sir,  perhaps  you  will  be  kind 
enough  to  explain  to  us  the  difference  be- 
tween a  Committee  of  this  character  and  a 
Committee  of  Supply,  in  which  the  power 
of  makinff  proposals  for  taking  money, 
throuffh  the  authority  granted  to  it  by 
the  ^^use,  is  entirely  limited  to  Minis- 
ters of  the  Crown  ?  I  understand  you, 
Sir,  to  say  that  it  is  open  to  any  hon. 


Member  to  propose  an  outlay  of  public 
money  in  a  Committee  on  a  Bill,  pro- 
vided only  that  the  terms  of  the  Beso- 
lution of  the  30th  May  do  not  exclude 
the  purpose  for  which  the  money  is  pro- 
posed to  be  taken. 

The  OHAIBMAN  :  The  difference  is 
that  in  Supply  the  sums  are  fixed  and 
may  be  reduced,  but  cannot  be  increased, 
either  as  a  Vote  or  a  tax,  by  a  private 
Member.  Any  increase  of  a  Vote  or  a  tax 
can  only  be  moved  by  a  responsible  Mi- 
nister of  the  Crown  ;  but,  in  a  Commit- 
tee on  a  Bill,  the  Ministers  of  the  Crown 
have  no  privileges  as  to  "Money  Clauses 
beyond  private  Members,  after  the  House 
has  come  to  a  Besolution  regulating  the 
monies  to  be  voted  by  Parliament  for 
the  purposes  of  the  Act.  Both  are  go- 
verned by  the  Money  Besolution  of  the 
House,  and  any  proposals  made  within 
the  terms  of  this  Besolution  may  be 
considered,  whether  they  are  made  by 
private  or  official  Members  of  the  House. 

Mr.  CHAPLIN  said,  the  object  of  the 
Amendment  which  had  been  referred  to 
was  to  provide  for  those  cases  which  it 
appeared  to  him  might  possibly  arise 
under  the  Bill  in  consequence  of  a  re- 
duction of  rent  by  the  Court.  He  was 
quite  aware  it  was  a  somewhat  startling 
proposal  to  make  that  landlords  or  any 
other  classes  of  the  community  should 
be  relieved  of  debts  which  they  had 
legally  incurred,  and  he  quite  admitted 
it  was  a  choice  of  evils.  It  was  a  pain- 
ful dilemma  in  which  to  be  placed  ;  but 
the  fault  was  not  his.  The  fault  lay 
with  the  Government  who  introduced 
this  legislation,  and  it  seemed  to  him 
that  it  would  be  even  worse  that  any 
class  of  the  community  should  suddenly 
be  reduced  to  beggary  and  ruin  through 
no  fault  of  their  own,  but  owing  to  the 
action  of  the  Government  who  intro- 
duced legislation  of  this  kind.  It  ap- 
peared to  him  that  this  was  another 
illustration  of  the  difficulty  which  Par- 
liament must  necessarily  encounter  the 
moment  it  departed  from  sound  prin- 
ciples of  legislation,  and'  from  that  strict 
regard  for  the  rights  of  property  which 
had  hitherto  been  recognized  by  the 
Administration  of  every  country  in  the 
world  with  the  exception  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government.  No  doubt,  it  would 
be  a  very  considerable  shock  to  those 
persons  and  those  classes  in  this  country 
who  had  invested  their  money  in  securi- 
ties of  this  nature  to  find  that  it  was  im- 
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perilled  by  this  legislation,  or  by  Amend- 1 
ments  moved  in  consequence  of  it,  and 
no  one  regretted  more  than  he  did  the 
necessity  of  moving  an  Amendment  of 
this  nature.  But  he  confessed  that  he 
would  regard  it,  to  a  certain  extent,  as 
a  mitigating  feature  of  that  necessity  if 
it  brought  home  to  the  general  public 
some  sense  of  the  dangers  which  were 
incurred  at  the  present  time  by  property 
of  all  classes  and  descriptions  through 
the  legislation  introduced  by  the  present 
Government,  and  the  dangers  they  must 
necessarily  encounter  the  moment  Go- 
vernment or  Parliament  began  to  tamper 
with  the  rights  of  property,  and  devise 
legislation  which  he  looked  upon  as  no- 
thing less  than  confiscation.  The  effect 
of  the  Amendment  would  be  this — if  the 
judicial  rent  was  lessened  by  the  Court 
to  such  an  extent  that  it  was  not  suffi- 
cient to  meet,  in  the  first  place,  either 
the  taxes  or  the  encumbrances  of  the 
estate,  and,  in  the  second  place,  to  leave 
some  reasonable  surplus  for  the  land- 
lord, then  the  landlord  might  require 
the  Land  Commission  to  purchase  the 
whole  estate  under  certain  terms.  The  2nd 
section  provided  that  the  estate,  having 
been  purchased  in  this  way,  the  pur- 
chase money  should  be  applied  and  distri- 
buted, in  the  first  place,  to  the  discharge 
of  all  the  encumbrances  on  the  estate, 
and,  if  there  were  any  surplus,  it  should 
be  applied  to  the  rights  of  the  landlord, 
or  the  rights  of  any  others  who  might 
possess  an  interest  in  the  estate.  The 
3rd  section  provided  for  the  case  where 
there  was  a  deficiency  of  funds  after  the 
estate  had  been  purchased  to  meet  all 
the  charges  and  encumbrances  on  the 
estate.  In  that  case  it  enacted  that  the 
purchase  money  having  been  allocated  by 
the  Land  Commission,  if  there  was  not 
sufficient  to  pay  the  whole,  it  should  be 
treated  as  a  discharge  of  the  debt  in 
full — that  was,  so  far  as  it  related  to 
the  State  giving  security.  Before  he 
moved  the  Amendment,  however,  he 
wished,  on  a  point  of  Order,  to  ask  the 
Chairman's  opinion,  because  he  had  ob- 
served there  was  another  Amendment, 
somewhat  of  the  same  nature,  on  Clause 
20,  page  13,  line  23,  standing  in  the 
name  of  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
Eastern  Division  of  the  West  Riding  of 
Yorkshire  (Sir  John  Ramsden).  He 
wished  to  know,  by  the  Chairman's  rul- 
ing from  the  Chair,  whether,  in  the 
event  of  his  moving  this  Amendment, 

Mr.  Chaplm  ' 


and  it  being  negatived,  it  would  pre- 
vent the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  Eastern  Division  of  the  West 
Riding  of  Yorkshire  from  coming  on  ? 
If  his  (Mr.  Chaplin's)  Amendment  were 
moved  and  negatived,  and  the  position 
of  the  hon.  Member's  Amendment  was 
not  thereby  interfered  with,  he  should 
be  glad  to  go  on  with  his  proposal. 

The  CHAIRMAN  :  The  Amendment 
referred  to  by  the  hon.  Member  (Mr. 
Chaplin)  is  much  further  on,  and  I  do 
not  like  to  give  a  definite  opinion  so  far 
in  advance  of  the  Business  of  the  Com- 
mittee. There  is  a  difference  between 
the  two  Amendments.  In  the  Amend- 
ment the  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lincoln- 
shire proposes  to  move,  I  apprehend 
he  suggests  that  if  the  judicial  rent  is 
lower  than  than  which  existed  before, 
that  the  whole  estate  should  be  pur- 
chased ;  but  in  the  Amendment  of  the 
hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  the  Eastern 
Division  of  the  West  Riding,  it  is  sug- 
gested that  if  the  holding  has  a  judicial 
rent  fixed  lower  than  formerly,  that  that 
holding  should  be  purchased.  But  I  am 
not  prepared  to  say  whether  they  are  sub- 
stantially the  same,  until  I  have  given 
further  consideration  to  the  subject. 

Mil.  CHAPLIN  said,  that  as  he  un- 
derstood if  he  pressed  his  Amendment  it 
was  possible  that  the  subsequent  Amend- 
ment to  which  he  had  referred  would  be 
placed  out  of  Court,  he  would  refrain 
from  bringing  forward  his  proposal. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'^  That  the  Clause,  as  amended,  stand 
part  of  the  Bill." 

Mu.  GLADSTONE :  The  reason  that 
I  rise  now  is  that  I  desire  to  state  to  the 
Committee  what  is  the  view  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  as  to  the  principles 
contained  in  the  clause  ;  and  that  I  shall 
do  in  the  briefest  manner,  as  the  discus- 
sion has  already  ranged  over  a  very 
wide  field.  It  has  been  observed  that 
there  is  more  than  one  point  involved  in 
the  present  clause.  There,  are,  how- 
ever, only  two  to  which  I  will  refer,  and 
the  first  of  them  is  that  which  relates  to 
judicial  rents,  whilst  the  second  is  that 
which  concerns  the  renewal  of  the  sta- 
tutory term.  Those  are  the  two  main 
principles  of  the  clause,  and,  undoubtedly, 
those  two  principles  might  have  been 
separated  and  put  into  two  different 
clauses.  This  case  might  have  arisen. 
Some   hon.    Gentlemen,    or    important 
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numbers  of  hon.  Gentlemen,  might  have 
been  adverse  to,  and  others  in  favour 
of,  the  proposition ;  but  it  would  have 
been  perfectly  competent  for  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen, if  they  had  thought  fit,  to  en- 
deavour to  remove  themselves  from  this 
difficulty,   to    move    to   omit  from  the 
clause  80  much  of  it  as  to  have  enabled 
the  portion  struck  out  to  be  renewed  in 
the   statutory  term  later  on.     In  that 
way  it  would  have  been  open  for  us  to 
bring    up    that  matter  on   a  separate 
clause.      No  such  difference,  however, 
so  far  as  I  am  able  to  ascertain,  exists 
in  the  views  of  the  Committee  as  to  this 
clause.      The   right   hon.  Baronet   the 
Leader  of  the  Opposition  (Sir  Stafford 
Northcote),  when  he  was  dealing  with 
the  question  of  judicial  rents,  stated  that 
he  intended — I  presume  that  he  intended 
on  behalf  of  his  Party — to  .  record  his 
objection  to  the  judicial  rent  when  the 
question  was  put  for  the  adoption  or  re- 
jection of  the  clause.  Since  that,  general 
objection  has  been  taken  to  the  renew- 
able statutory  term,  so  that  I  conceive 
that  there  is  no  practical  difficulty  under 
which  we  lie  in  having  these  two  ques- 
tions in  the  same  clause.    As  to  the  ju- 
dicial rent,  I  shall  hardly  say  a  word, 
because  I  am  under  the  impression  that 
a  very  great  majority  of  this  Commit- 
tee— a  greater  majority  probably  than 
voted  for  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill 
— are  friendly  to  the  adoption  of  a  judi- 
cial rent.    And,  then,  again,  this  judicial 
rent   was   recommended  by  two  Com- 
missions, one  of  which  embraced  and  in- 
cluded many  Members  of  this  Commit- 
tee, amongst  them  being  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  Tower  Hamlets  (Mr.  Ritchie) 
and  the  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lincoln- 
shire  (Mr.  Chaplin).      [Mr.   Chaplin  : 
No.]     The  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lin- 
colnshire says  "  No."     The  Eeport  of 
Her  Majesty's  Commissioners  for  inquir- 
ing into  Agricultural  Distress  was  un- 
doubtedly signed  by  the  hon.  Member, 
and  it  contains  a  paragraph  which  ap- 
pears to  me  to  be  a  recommendation,  and 
if  it  is  not  a  recommendation  it  would 
be  well  that  the  matter  should  be  ex- 
plained.  It  contains  this  statement,  that 
I  understand  to  be  a  recommendation — 
''Considering    that  improvements    are 
generally  the  work  of  the  tenant.**    I 
will  not  quote  the  whole  of  the  words  ; 
but  a  general  proposition  which  goes 
far  beyond  that  principle  is  embodied  in 
the  Beport,  and  the  proposition  is  this — 


''  The  desire  for  leg;islative  interference  to 
protect  the  tenant  from  an  arbitrary  increase 
of  rent,  docs  not  seem  unnatural ;  and  we  are 
inclined  to  think  that  by  the  majority  of  land- 
lords legislation  properly  framed  to  accomplish 
this  end  would  not  be  objected  to." 

So  far  as  I  am  able  to  understand  the 
English  language,  this  appears  to  me  to 
be  a  recommendation  of  judicial  rents. 
It  does  not  say  that  it  is  a  judicial  rent 
in  cases  affecting  the  tenant's  improve- 
ments, but  it  speaks  of  rent  at  large, 
and    states    that    legislation,   properly 
framed    for  checking  increase  of  rent 
without  distinction  between  rent  on  im- 
provements and  any  other  rent,  should 
not  be  objected  to.     It  may  be  said  that 
this  legislation  is  not  properly  framed ; 
but  that  answer  can  hardly  be  made,  be- 
cause the  framing  of  the  legislation  has 
not  been  objected  to.     No  other  form  of 
legislation  of  this  kind  for  checking  in- 
crease of  rent  has  been  proposed  against 
it.     It  has  been  accepted  as,  perhaps, 
on   the  whole,   not  perfect  legislation, 
but  as  being  as  free  from  objection  as 
any  that  we  can  devise.     But  that  is  not 
the  main  question  as  to  what  is  to  be 
said  on  judicial  rent,  and  on  this  point  I 
do  not  propose  to  detain  the  Committee. 
What  I  wish  to  say  is  that  there  has 
been  language  used  in  this  House  which, 
in  my  opinion,  is  altogether  loose  and 
inaccurate,  to  the  effect  that  this  is  a 
clause  for  giving  perpetuity  of  tenure. 
In  my  opinion,  and  not  in  my  opinion 
only,  but  as  a  matter  of  fact,  I  think  it 
can  be  shown  to  be  no  such  thing.     I 
am  not  saying  this  in  the  interest  of  any 
particular  Party,  or  to  acquire  the  favour 
of  any  particular  section  of  the  Commit- 
tee.    There  are  those  who  would  wish 
that  this  clause  did  confer  perpetuity  of 
tenure,  and  there  are  those  who  entirely 
object  to  perpetuity  of  tenure.     It  ap- 
pears to  me  to  be  absolutely  undeniable 
that  this  clause  does  not  confer  perpetuity 
of  tenure,  and  that  the  use  of  the  phrase 
"perpetuity  of  tenure"  in  connection  with 
it  is  an  abuse  of  language.     It  is  alto- 
gether a  misapprehension.    Now,  this  is 
my  proposition — is  this,  or  is  it  not,  per- 
petuity of  tenure  ?    What  is  perpetuity 
of  tenure?     I   should  say  that  it  was 
a    tenure    which  was  incapable  of  for- 
feit even  by  a  breach  of  covenant ;  but, 
whether  that  is   so  or   not,   it    is  un- 
doubtedly a  tenure  which  is  absolutely 
incapable  of  being  interfered  with  by 
the  expression  of  a  man's  will  to  take  the 
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tenancy  in  his  possession,  or  when  he 
transfers  it  to  another  person.  If  I  do 
not  call  this  clause  perpetuity  of  tenure, 
I  call  it  durability  of  tenure,  reasonable 
ecurity  of  tenure — security  such  as  is 
ntended  to  obviate  apprehensions,  rea- 
sonable security  such  as  is  intended  to 
give  confidence,  and  such  as  is  intended 
to  set  free  both  the  mind  and  the  arm  of 
the  tenant  for  the  improvement  of  his 
holding,  and  to  give  confidence  that 
the  whole  of  the  fruits  of  ^his  labour 
will  be  secured  for  his  own  use  and  en- 
joyment. That  is  the  extent  of  what  we 
gfive ;  and  for  this  purpose,  in  our  judg- 
ment, it  is  absolutely  necessary  that  a 
durable  tenure  should  be  given  to  the 
tenant.  That  perpetual  tenure  should 
be  given  to  a  tenant  is  a  totally  different 
matter.  There  are  many  who  urge  that 
perpetual  tenure  ought  to  be  given  to 
the  tenant.  With  very  slight  exception, 
indeed,  I  think  it  might  be  said  that  the 
Commission  of  Lord  Bessborough  recom- 
mended perpetuity  of  tenure.  Even  that 
is  not  altogether  true ;  but  it  is  not  very 
far  from  true.  But,  with  respect  to  this 
clause,  it  is,  in  my  opinion,  whether  as  a 
matter  of  praise,  or  as  a  matter  of  blame, 
inaccurate  to  speak  of  it  as  giving  per- 
petuity of  tenure  to  the  people  of  Ireland 
fenerally.  As  regards  the  people  of 
reland  generally,  many  of  them  may 
not  go  to  the  Court  at  all.  I  do  not  be- 
lieve there  is  anyone  in  this  House  com- 
petent at  this  moment  to  form  a  trust- 
worthy judgment  as  to  what  proportion 
of  the  tenantry  of  Ireland  will  go  to 
the  Court.  There  are  some  of  the  con- 
ditions under  which  the  Court  will 
operate  which  will  make  them  very 
desirous  to  go  before  it,  and  there  are 
other  conditions  that  will  make  them,  in 
my  opinion,  very  unwilling  in  some 
cases  to  go  before  it.  But,  however  that 
may  be,  many  of  them  may  not  ask  to 
go  to  the  Court.  Many  may  be  abso- 
lutely repelled  from  going,  because  there 
are  particular  cases — such,  for  instance, 
as  the  limited  enactment  as  to  estates 
conducted  on  what  is  called  the  English 
custom,  and  this  matter  as  to  judicial 
leases — that  may  be  the  means  of  ex- 
cluding the  action  of  the  Court  alto- 
gether so  far  as  stututory  terms  are  con- 
cerned, and  so  far  as  anything  except 
the  terminable  interest  is  concerned. 
Well,  that  disposes  of  some  people  in 
Ireland.  Is  perpetuity  given  to  those 
who  go  into  the  Court,  whose  applica- 
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tion  is  accepted  and  approved  by  the 
Court,  and  who  receive  from  the  Court 
a  judicial  rent  and  a  statutory  term  ? 
And  now,  what  I  state  appears  to  me  to 
be  so  plain  that  I  cannot  conceive  how 
it  can  oe  contested.  I  can  conceive  any- 
one saying,  ''this  is  a  tenure  of  dura- 
bility which  you  have  no  right  to  give," 
and  I  can  conceive  all  sorts  of  objections 
on  the  merits  of  it ;  but  let  the  objection 
be  raised  on  the  merits,  and  do  not  let  it 
be  described  as  "perpetual  tenure."  It 
is  not  a  perpetual  tenure  for  various 
reasons ;  because,  for  instance,  of  the 
distinction  between  present  tenancies 
and  future  tenancies,  and  because  of  the 
modes  provided  by  the  Bill,  by  which 
what  has  been  a  present  tenancy  becomes 
a  future  tenancy.  In  the  first  place, 
there  is  the  mode  of  forfeiture  of  a 
present  tenancy,  and  the  replacement  of 
it  by  a  future  tenancy,  in  consequence 
of  a  breach  of  conditions  by  the  tenant. 
A  present  tenancy  may  cease  on  any  and 
every  ^of  the  occasions  when  a  tenant 
right  is  transferred.  When  the  landlord 
exercises  his  right  of  pre-emption  the 
future  tenancy  is  entered  upon,  which 
does  not  reserve  to  the  tenant  the  right 
to  apply  to  the  Court,  though  it  does 
reserve  to  the  tenant  his  interest  in  his 
holding,  and  places  certain  restrictions 
on.  his  rent.  When  a  tenancy  is  trans- 
ferred, there  is  a  power  in  the  hands  of 
the  landlord  of  converting,  if  he  thinks 
fit,  a  present  tenancy  into  a  future  ten- 
ancy. But  this  is  not  all.  It  would  be 
no  perpetuity  of  tenure  if  a  man  were 
not  free  to  hand  it  over  to  someone 
else.  A  tenant  is  subject  to  the  provi- 
sion I  have  mentioned,  and  he  is  subject 
to  the  choice  or  the  veto  of  the  landlord 
over  the  vendee.  The  landlord  can,  on 
any  reasonable  cause — and  the  interpre- 
tation of  a  reasonable  cause  is  a  thing 
traditional  in  Ireland — the  landlord  can 
oppose  and  object  to  the  transfer.  This 
shows,  again,  that  you  will  be  misusing 
language  to  call  this  a  perpetuity  of 
tenure.  But  even  this  is  not  all;  be- 
cause whilst  a  tenancy  continues  in  the 
hands  of  the  existing  tenant,  it  is  liable 
to  resumption  by  the  landlord  upon  rea- 
sonable and  sufficient  cause.  I  admit 
that  for  15  years,  which  is  the  first  sta« 
tutory  period,  it  is  not  liable  to  resump- 
tion. The  exception  which  we  havB 
made  with  regard  to  labourers'  cottages 
is,  I  am  afraid,  one  of  a  narrow  scope ; 
but  whatever  it  is,  itis  only  for  this  par* 
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ticular  purpose,  and  can  hardly  be  con- 
sidered as  greatly  affecting  the  measure 
before  us.     For  15  years  there  will  be, 
practically,  fixity  of  tenure  ;  and  the  fact 
remains,  that  after  every  statutory  term, 
where  the  landlord  can  show  sufficient 
cause,  the  tenant  can  be  displaced  with 
compensation,  and  the  holding  may  be 
resumed  by  the  landlord.     Therefore, 
when  the  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lincoln- 
shire, or  any  other  hon.  Member,  thinks 
it  worth  while  to  refer  to  speeches  made 
by  me  against  perpetuity  of  tenure,  my 
answer  is  a  simple  one.     I  can  reply 
simply,  that  I  adhere  to  the  statements 
contained  in  those  speeches.    I  do  not 
think    perpetuity  of  tenure  desirable. 
What  is  desirable,  what  is  necessary, 
what  is  absolutely  yital  to  this  Bill,  and 
what  in  this  Bill  cannot  be  departed  from 
by  its  framers,  is  that  we  should  give 
the  tenantry  of  Ireland  a  durable  interest 
sufficient  to  become  the  basis  of  a  real 
practical  security.    Unless  we  were  pre- 
pared to  do  that,  we  had  better  not  have 
drafted  the  Bill  at  all.    Without  a  pro- 
vision of  tills  kind  the  Bill  would  be  a 
departure  from  our  duty.    It  would  be 
a  mockery,  and  would  satisfy  neither  the 
Committee  nor  the  Irish  nation — it  cer- 
tainly would  not  give  peace  to  that  still 
unhappily  disturbed  country.    We  have 
got  to  attain  this  end  without  granting 
perpetuity  of  tenure.    Why  do  we  not 
grant  perpetuity  of  tenure?    Because 
we  cannot  reconcile  perpetuity  of  tenure 
with  the    maintenance,  or,  still  more, 
the  duties   of  the  landlords.     I  grant 
you  that  it  was  this  very  difficulty  that 
we  endeavoured  to  deal  with ;  but  we 
made  an  endeavour  to  obtain  security 
to  the  Irish  tenant,  not  only  security 
for  compensation  when  removed  from 
his  holding,  but  something  more  than 
that  —  namely,   an  assurance  that  he 
would  not  be  removed  from  his  holding 
except  for  grave  and  sufficient  reasons. 
We  have  endeavoured  to  secure  this  in 
a  manner  compatible  with  retaining  the 
position,  the  privileges,  and  the  duties 
of  the  landlords.     It  is  difficult,  per- 
haps, to  bring  these  things  together; 
but,  Sir,  we  have  made  the  attempt, 
and  we  have  endeavoured  to  adhere  to 
the  basis  on  which  the  attempt  isfounded. 
If,   in  the   future,  other  attempts  are 
made  which  are  to  become  the  law  of 
that    country,   they  will    be    attempts 
which  will  be  likely  to  be  in  the  direc- 
tion of  greater  fixity  of  tenure.    This 


is  an  important  opportunity ;  this  divi- 
sion is  an  important  division,  because 
the  maintenance  of  the  clause,  which, 
as  I  have  said,  seems  to  us  to  be  abso- 
lutely essential  and  vital  to  the  Bill,  is 
in  the  balance ;  it  is  a  question  of  the 
standing  or  the  falling  of  the  labours 
of  the  year — the  work  of  the  Parliament 
during  the  year — and  not  only  that,  but 
upon  this  rests  our  hopes  for  the  tran- 
quillity aiid  good  order  of  Ireland.  But 
I  have  said  that  I  have  no  title  to  re- 
strain the  liberty  of  objection  to  and 
impeachment  of  this  clause,  and  I  only 
wish  to  express  the  hope  that  in  all 
justice  we  may  not  be  credited  with 
praise  that  we  do  not  deserve  nor  be 
charged  with  imputations  that  do  not 
attach  to  the  course  which  we  have 
taken.  I  know  that  what  I  have  said 
— almost  every  word  of  what  I  have 
said  —  will  be  characterized  by  hon. 
Members  as  depreciatory  of  the  Bill.  I 
am  not  here  to  conceal  the  character  of 
the  Bill ;  I  am  here,  on  the  contrary,  to 
make  its  true  character  appreciated  and 
understood.  Take  it  for  what  it  is  worth. 
It  aims  to  give  the  tenant  a  durable 
interest;  it  does  not  aim  to  give  him 
perpetuity  of  tenure.  Let  us  discuss 
this  clause  and  the  Bill  on  the  ground 
that  they  are  for  the  purpose  of  giving 
a  durable  interest  to  the  Irish  tenant 
without  dispossessing  the  landlord  of 
his  social  position  and  the  responsibili- 
ties that  belong  to  it.  We  do  not  seek 
to  dislocate  society,  and  we  have  never 
had  that  object  in  view  ;  but  we  cannot 
offer  less  to  the  Irish  tenant  than  is  here 
offered  to  him,  that  is,  the  pledge  in- 
volved in  this  Bill — a  pledge  which  is 
the  more  consolidated,  and,  if  I  may 
say  so,  consecrated  by  the  reception 
which  this  measure  has  had  from  the 
masses  of  the  people  of  England,  Scot- 
land, and  Ireland. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  said,  that,  as 
he  had  a  Motion  on  the  Paper  for  re- 
jecting the  clause,  he  might,  perhaps, 
be  allowed  to  say  a  few  words  with  re- 
gard to  it.  He  imagined  that  the  Prime 
Minister  had  an  object  in  view  in  taking 
the  unusual  course  of  commencing  a 
debate  on  the  Motion  for  rejecting  the 
clause;  but  with  that  object  he  (Mr. 
Balfour)  had  nothing  whatever  to  do. 
It  was,  no  doubt,  to  warn  his  followers 
that  he  regarded  the  fate  of  the  Govern- 
ment as  depending  upon  the  clause 
itself.   That  was  a  matter  of  the  internal 
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policy  of  the  Liberal  Party  with  which 
he  (Mr.  Balfour)  was  in  no  way  con- 
cerned. But  the  first  part  of  the  Prime 
Minister's  speech  was  intended,  no  doubt, 
to  restrict  the  area  of  the  discussion  on 
the  clause,  and  with  that  object  the 
Committee  would  sympathize.  He  (Mr. 
Balfour)  should  not  like  to  extend  the 
discussion  ;  but  the  Prime  Minister  had 
tried  unduly  to  restrict  the  discussion, 
and  to  put  it  into  limits  which,  he 
thought,  they  on  that  side  of  the  House 
would  find  themselves  impossible  to 
keep  within.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  said  that  there  were  two  principles 
contained  in  the  clause — namely,  judi- 
cial rent  and  fixity  of  tenure.  With 
regard  to  the  second  question,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  referred  to  the  Be- 
ports  of  two  Royal  Commissions,  which, 
he  said,  supported  the  view  of  the 
Government.  Well,  as  to  the  Bess- 
borough  Commission,  he  (Mr.  Balfour) 
shoula  have  thought,  after  the  recent 
debate  which  had  occurred  in  *'  another 
place,"  it  would  have  been  well  to  have 
made  no  further  allusion  to  it.  He 
should  have  thought  that  no  Govern- 
ment would  have  been  rash  enough  to 
have  urged  the  authority  of  that  Com- 
mission in  any  way.  But  with  regard 
to  the  other  Commission  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  claimed  that  it  had  pro- 
nounced in  favour  of  valued  rents ;  and 
when  the  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lincoln- 
shire (Mr.  Chaplin)  dissented  from  that 
proposition,  the  Prime  Minister  pro- 
ceeded to  read  out  from  the  Report 
words  which  he  regarded  as  conclusive 
on  the  point.  He  would  point  out  to 
the  Prime  Minister  that  if  the  hon. 
Member  for  Mid  Lincolnshire  showed 
half  the  ingenuity  in  explanation  that 
he  did  not  report  in  favour  of  valued 
rents  that  the  Prime  Minister  had  shown 
in  demonstrating  that  the  Bill  did  not 
give  fixity  of  tenure,  he  would  find  it  a 
very  easy  task  to  escape  from  the  stric- 
tures of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
What  did  the  Report  say?-  It  stated 
that  there  was  a  very  general  feeling 
throughout  Ireland  that  valued  rents 
would  be  desirable,  and  that  many  land- 
lords would  not  object  to  a  measure 
framed  on  those  principles.  He  did 
not  think  that  that  Dound  the  Commis- 
sioners in  any  way.  He  must  confess 
that  he  (Mr.  Balfour)  himself  should 
not  have  signed  those  words,  because 
they  were  really  a  misinterpretation; 
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but,  at  the  same  time,  he  was  sure  that 
the  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lincolnshire, 
when  he  came  to  speak  on  this  question, 
would  find  no  difficulty  in  escaping  from 
the  net  which  the  Prime  Minister  had 
attempted  to  throw  round  him.     Now, 
with  regard  to  the  question  which  the 
Prime  Minister  had  raised  as  to  fixity 
of  tenure,   the  right  hon.   Gentleman 
argued  elaborately  to  show  that   this 
measure    did    not    give    perpetuity  of 
tenure.     He  (Mr.  Balfour)  did  not  wish 
to  waste  the  time  of  the  Committee  over 
wl^at  was,  after  all,  a  mere  yerbal  ex- 
cuse.    The  Prime  Minister  said  the  Bill 
gave  durability  of  tenure ;  but  it  seemed 
to  him  that  durability  of  tenure,  which 
lasted,  practically,  for  ever,  was  undis- 
tinguishable  from  perpetuity  of  tenure. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman's  contention 
was  that  to  call  it  perpetuity  of  tenure 
was  nothing  more  nor  less  than  abase 
of  the  English  language.     Those  were 
the  two  questions  which  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister said  were  raised  by  this  clause ; 
but  there  was  another  question  which, 
though  it  was  intimately  connected  with 
them,    might    be    distinguished    from 
them,  and,  in  his  opinion,  it  was  by  far 
the    most    important.      That  was    the 
handing  over  to  to  the  Court,  with  no 
directions  whatever,  the  regulation  of  a 
gigantic  industry  like  agriculture.     Yet 
that  was  what  the  Government  did  in 
this  clause.     Was  the  Court  to  deal  with 
a  country  of  5,000,000  of  people  who 
practically  supported  themselves  by  but 
this  one  industry  ?    A  little  section  of 
the  people  of  Ireland  showed  a  sense  of 
discontent,  and  the  Government  came 
down  to  this  House  and  actually  pro- 
posed, as  a  remedy,  that  all  the  most 
delicate  and  important  interests  of  that 
great  industry,  by  which  a  whole  people 
were  supported,  should  be  handed  over, 
without  any  regulations,  to  a  Court  not 
yet  named.     It  was  against  this   pro- 
posal that  he  should  protest,  more  espe- 
cially when    he  voted,   as  he  shortly 
should  vote,  against  including  this  clause 
in  the  Bill.     In  deciding  this  question 
of   rents    they  could  not  possibly  act 
without  determining  also  the  question 
of  the  interest  in  the  capital  and  the 
question  of  wages;  because,  whatever 
might  bo  the  elements  that  the  Court 
would  take  into  account  in  deciding  fair 
rents,  there  could  be  no  doubt  that  the 
Court  would  have  to  also  take  into  con- 
sideration the  fair  value  of  the  labour^ 
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and  the  fair  value  of  the  capital,  of  the 
landlord.    He  admitted  that,  so  far  as 
the  Bill  went,  they  were   at   present 
only    determining   the    wages    of  the 
farmer ;  but  did  they  think  they  would 
be  able  to  stop  there  ?    There  had  al- 
ready been  brought  to  bear  upon  the 
Government  a  great  deal  of  pressure  to 
induce  them  to  deal  with  the  question 
of  the  agricultural  labourers,    lliey  had 
dealt  with  the  farmers ;  would  they  be 
able   to  resist  the  appeal  of   500,000 
agricultural  labourers  when  they  came 
and  asked  them  to  determine — as  they 
had  already  determined  what  was  a  fair 
day's  rent — what  was  a  fair  day's  wages? 
The  action  of  hon.  Members  who  came 
from  Ireland  showed  that  they  did  not 
mean  to  let  the  question  rest,  and  they 
would  be  weakening  their  hands  when 
asked  to  deal  with  it  if  they  assented  to 
the  principle  of  the  clause  now  presented 
for  their  acceptance.    This  was  a  subj  ect 
on  which  he    confessed   he    felt  very 
strongly ;  and  if  there  was  any  one  con- 
sideration which  would  make  him  take 
a  more  serious  view  of  it  than  another 
it  was  that  the  Government  and  hon. 
Members   opposite  appeared  to    think 
that    in    establishing    this   omnipotent 
Court  they  were  doing  the  most  ordi- 
nary legi^tive  act  in  the  world.    No 
doubt,  the  Prime  Minister  had  made 
some  statements  showing  that  he  fully 
considered  that  the  position  was  one  not 
without  gravity ;  but  he  (Mr.  Balfour) 
had  not  heard  that  sentiment  echoed 
from  the  Benches  behind  the  right  hon. 
(Gentleman.  Nor  did  he  think  there  was 
in  the  Party  opposite,  nor  in  the  coun- 
try at  large,  a  just  apprehension  on  this 
matter.     This  was  an  experiment  that 
had  never  before  been  made  in  any  civi- 
lized country.     [An  hon.  Membeb:  In 
India.]     He  was  talking  of  Western 
Europe  and  the  civilized  world.     No 
country  had  ever  ventured  on  an  expe- 
riment analogous  to  this ;  and  not  only 
was  the  experiment  destined  to  failure, 
but  it  was  one  that  would  have  serious 
consequences  in  the  interests  of  legisla- 
tion generally.     Hitherto  they  in  Eng- 
land had   prided  themselves  on  their 
principles  of  free  contract  between  man 
and  man,  and  they  had  regarded  those 
principles  as  the  highest  mark  of  civi- 
lization;   and  there  was  a  right  hon. 
Gentleman  sitting  on  the  Front  Bench 
opposite  who,  during  the  past  40  years, 
in  season  and  oat  of  season,  had  preached 
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that  doctrine,  and  who  had  gained  and 
maintained  his  popularity  by  preaching 
it.  He  did  not  know  what  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  thought  of  it  now. 
What  did  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster 
(Mr.  John  Bright)  think  of  the  speeches 
he  had  delivered  in  years  gone  by  on 
the  Ten  Hours'  Bill,  and  other  measures 
in  which  that  great  principle  was  in- 
volved ?  Had  they  any  right  to  suppose 
that  they  might  not  in  the  future,  and  in 
the  not  very  far  distant  future,  see  large 
classes  coming  to  the  Government  and 
declaring — "You  must  step  forward  and 
protect  us  from  free  contracts?  "  That 
was  what  was  said  now  in  Germany.  In 
this  country  they  desired  no  interference 
with  the  operation  of  the  laws  of  free 
contracts ;  and  if  such  a  movement  ever 
spread  to  England,  and  if  large  num- 
bers of  the  working  classes  of  this  coun- 
try ever  came,  in  the  future,  to  the  Go- 
vernment, and  said — "Our  lot  is  press- 
ing hardly  upon  us;  we  are  su&ring 
extremely  from  the  want  of  equality  in 
the  distribution  of  wealth,  which  is  the 
result  of  your  economic  laws  with  which 
you  can  interfere,  as  you  have  shown  in 
the  case  of  Ireland  that  you  are  able  to 
do" — he  wished  to  know  what  reply 
could  be  given  by  the  Government  or 
their  successors  ?  The  question  was  one 
on  which  he  had  already  troubled  the 
House  at  the  time  of  the  second  reading; 
and  it  was  one  which,  he  thought,  on 
account  of  its  great  importance,  ought 
to  be  raised  again  on  the  third  reading 
of  the  Bill.  He  should  certainly  divide 
the  Oommittee  on  the  question  tiiat  this 
clause  be  omitted  from  the  Bill. 

Mr.  VILLIEES  STUART:  I  am 
much  surprised  that  the  hon.  Member 
opposite  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  should 
have  proposed  the  omission  of  this 
clause  from  the  Bill;  for,  if  there  is 
one  portion  of  it  above  all  others  justi- 
fied, not  only  by  the  necessity  and  cir- 
cumstances of  the  present  crisis,  but 
also  by  sound  policy,  it  is  this  clause, 
which  creates  a  tribunal  securing  fair 
rents  to  the  tenant  farmers  of  Ireland. 
It  is  the  duty  of  every  Government,  it 
is  the  duty  of  every  statesman  who  legis- 
lates for  any  country,  to  see  that  all  ob- 
stacles are  removed  out  of  the  way  of 
the  fullest  development  of  national  in- 
dustries. That  applies  just  as  much  where 
the  national  industry  is  agriculture  as 
where  it  is  manufacture  or  commerce. 
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TlieBtatesman  would  be  neglecting  his 
duty,  therefore,  if  he  allowed  agricultural 
improvements  to  be  obstructed  by  the 
imposition  of  a  fine  upon  them.  In  the 
case  of  all  sciences,  the  sole  sanction 
for  whose  laws  is  experience,  Adam 
Smith  defines  political  economy  to  be 
the  science  which  deals  with  the  nature 
and  causes  of  the  wealth  of  nations. 
Stuart  Mill  defines  it  as  the  science 
which  treats  of  the  production  and  dis- 
tribution of  national  wealth ;  that  which 
promotes  the  production  of  national 
wealth  and  prosperity  best  accords  with 
the  principles  of  political  economy.  That 
which  hinders  it  is  most  opposed  to  it. 
What  can  hinder  it  more  than  taxes  on 
industry  and  enterprize?  What  can  be 
more  impolitic  than  to  leave  in  private 
hands  the  power  to  tax  a  national  in- 
dustry by  raising  rent  in  proportion  to 
improvement  ?  Theoretically,  it  is  open 
to  the  farmer  to  refuse  increased  rent ; 
to  accept  his  compensation  and  go ;  but, 
in  practice,  he  has  hitherto  preferred  to 
submit,  though  with  a  deep  sense  of 
wrong,  because  over  and  above  the 
money  value  of  his  improvements  was 
the  attachment  he  felt  for  the  farm,  the 
improvement  of  which  had,  perhaps, 
been  the  great  object  and  interest  of 
his  life.  Is  it  politic  to  allow  the  state 
of  the  Land  Laws  to  endure  which  leaves 
it  open  to  owners  to  confiscate  the  capital 
and  labour  which  tenants  have  invested 
in  their  farms,  by  clapping  on  additional 
rent  for  every  additional  improvement  ? 
Is  not  this  to  make  improvement  penal? 
Does  this  not  account  for  the  backward 
state  of  agriculture  in  Ireland?  Can 
legislators,  honestly  attempting  to  remedy 
this  evil,  deserve  the  term  impolitic  ? 
I  know  that  the  great  majority  of  Irish 
landlords  would  scorn  to  take  advantage 
of  their  tenants  in  this  way ;  they  are, 
in  fact,  much  better  than  the  laws. 
Most  of  them  are  sincerely  anxious  to 
deal  justly  with  their  tenants;  but  a 
very  small  percentage  of  grasping  and 
unscrupulous  men  stiffice  to  do  the  mis- 
chief. Nay,  the  very  fact  that  the  law 
renders  it  possible  is  enough  to  frighten 
the  farmers  and  deter  them  from  doing 
justice  to  their  farms ;  and,  if  their  pre- 
sent landlord  is  too  just  to  take  advan- 
tage of  the  law,  what  security  have  they 
that  his  successor  will  not  do  so,  and 
thus  fine  them  heavily  for  their  own 
industry  and  enterprize  ?  Such  a  state 
of  law  is  enough  to  kill  all  enterprize 
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and  all  improvement.  Is  it  politic  to 
allow  the  law  to  remain  unaltered  ?  Is 
it  not  the  duty  of  the  State  to  remove 
out  of  the  way  all  obstacles  to  the 
development  of  the  resources  of  the 
country  they  govern,  and  I  see  no  better 
means  of  remedying  this  serious  evil 
than  the  establishment  of  land  tribunals 
to  insure  fair  play  in  the  matter  of  rent. 
If  it  be  objected  to  on  the  principle  of 
political  economy,  I  ask,  has  there  been 
a  divine  revelation  from  heaven  on  tiie 
subject,  that  we  can  claim  infallibility 
for  the  existing  theories  of  politick 
economists?  Political  economy  is  not 
an  exact  science  like  mathematics,  the 
premisses  and  conclusions  of  which  admit 
of  no  dispute,  nor  has  any  heaven-sent 
gospel  on  the  subject  come  down  to  us; 
no,  it  is  a  science  built  up  by  experience, 
but  the  conclusions  of  human  experience 
are  continually  subject  to  modification. 
New  experience  and  new  combinations 
in  endless  succession  arise,  requiring  us 
to  admit  new  exceptions  to  our  rules,  in 
the  case  of  all  sciences,  the  sole  sanc- 
tion for  whose  laws  was  experience. 
At  all  events,  in  the  problem  before  us, 
necessity  is  the  unanswerable  argument. 
When  the  alternative  lies  between  re- 
form and  revolt,  we  cannot  afford  to  be 
too  nice ;  when  a  conflagration  is  in 
progress,  we  must  use  the  engine  we 
have  at  hand,  and  not  wait  to  consider 
whether  we  might  not  get  a  better  one. 
Liability  to  rack  rent  causes  smouldering 
discontent,  which  periodically  passes 
from  the  chronic  to  the  acute  stage.  A 
very  acute  stage  prevails  at  present. 
When  the  pasions  are  aroused,  when 
men  are  dragged  from  their  beds  to  be 
shot  in  the  presence  of  their  families, 
or  murdered  while  attending  a  father's 
funeral,  or  have  their  houses  blown  up, 
all  which  incidents  occurred  last  week, 
it  is  high  time  to  strike  at  the  root  of 
causes  which  give  excuse  for  such  pas- 
sions to  blaze  out.  I  say  the  excuse — 
God  forbid  that  I  should  say  the  justifi- 
cation—  of  the  crimes  that  have  been 
committed,  and  that  are  now  daily  being 
committed,  must  fill  us  with  indignation 
and  horror.  The  state  of  the  law  cannot 
justify  them  any  more  than  it  can  justify 
the  unholy  work  of  sowing  hatred  be- 
tween class  and  class  of  their  fellow- 
countrymen,  in  which  some  of  thepopular 
leaders  have  been  employed ;  but  defects 
in  the  law  furnish  the  excuse,  and  it  is 
not  politic  to  leave  that  excuse  in  exist- 
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enoe.  Of  oourse,  State  interference  in 
what  have  been  regarded  as  matters  of 
private  contract  do  clash  with  the  notions 
which  have  hitherto  prevailed.  But  I 
am  one  of  many  landlords  in  Ireland 
who  have  been  compelled  to  come  to  the 
conclusion  that  such  interference  is  ne- 
cessary, and  that  it  would  have  been 
well  for  us  if  it  had  taken  place 
long  ago.  I  have  no  hesitation  in 
saying  that  it  is  for  the  interest  not 
oidy  of  the  tenant,  but  also  of  the  land- 
lord, that  this  interference  should  take 
place.  I  believe  the  Heports  of  the  two 
Commissions  prove  that  the  great  majo- 
rity of  the  Irish  landlords  would  shrink 
from  exacting  an  exorbitant  rent ;  but, 
unhappily,  there  are  a  small  minority  of 
landlords  who  are  not  guided  by  the  just 
and  humane  principle  of  ''  Live  and  let 
live,"  who  regard  their  tenants  as  mere 
rent-paying  animals  from  whom  to  wring 
the  last  feurthin^  that  can  be  extracted. 
The  mischief  which  even  a  small  num- 
ber of  such  men  can  cause  is  immea- 
surable. Men  of  the  class  I  refer  to 
have  no  scruple  in  turning  their  own 
improvements  aeainst  their  tenants,  and 
in  pushing  up  me  rent  in  proportion  to 
the  amoimt  of  improvement  that  has 
been  effected  upon  the  farm.  There  is 
nothing  which  the  Irish  farmer  dreads 
so  much  as  having  his  improvements 
turned  against  himself  in  this  way.  Any 
one  sinele  case  of  this  kind  will  frighten 
all  the  farmers  in  an  entire  district ;  and 
it  is  impossible  to  over-estimate  the 
mischievous  consequences  to  the  develop- 
ment of  Irish  agriculture  which  have 
followed  from  this  cause.  The  State  is 
undoubtedly  justified  in  interfering  in 
the  matter  of  rent — for  what  might  hap- 
pen if  they  were  absolutely  precluded 
frt>m  doing  so  ?  It  was  the  State  that 
originally  conferred  their  land  upon  the 
landlords ;  but  there  must  always  have 
been  this  condition  reserved — that  they 
should  not  use  the  powers  conferred  to 
the  detriment  of  the  State.  The  land- 
lord who  tried  to  carry  out  to  its  extreme 
logical  conclusion  the  theory  that  he  had 
a  right  to  do  what  he  liked  with  his 
own  would  soon  find  out  that  there 
were  limits  to  that  right  as  regards  the 
public.  It  would  be  intolerable,  for 
instance,  if  he  were  to  proceed  to  con- 
vert a  populous  manufacturing  district 
into  a  grouse  moor  by  evicting  the  en- 
tire population,  and  levelling  every  town 
and  village  upon  it;  but  he  might  do 


this  if  the  State  had  no  power  to  inter- 
fere in  the  matter  of  rent,  for  he  mieht 
demand  impossible  rents.  In  this  last 
resort,  therefore,  the  State  is  justified 
in  interfering  in  the  matters  of  rent ;  and 
it  is  for  the  U^ovemment  of  any  country 
to  determine  when  such  a  crisis  has 
arisen  as  renders  it  expedient  to  inter- 
fere ;  this  right  to  interfere  is  not  limited 
to  land,  it  was  at  one  time  deemed  ex- 
pedient to  interfere  with  the  interest  to 
be  charged  for  money,  as  was  done  in 
the  case  of  the  usury  laws,  when  it  was 
declared  unlawful  to  exact  a  higher  rent 
or  rate  of  interest  than  5  per  cent.  A 
still  more  arbitrary  exercise  of  the  right 
to  interfere  with  the  interest  to  be 
charged  for  the  use  of  that  which  is  a 
man's  own  property  in  a  sense  more  ab- 
solute than  can  be  predicated  of  land  is 
the  case  of  the  London  cab-drivers. 
Their  cabs,  their  horses,  and  their  time 
is  their  own.  Yet  they  are  precluded 
from  charging  what  they  please  for  the 
use  of  them.  And  a  fair  rent  has  been 
fixed  for  them  in  a  very  arbitrary  fashion, 
and  the  plea  in  this  case  was  not  neces- 
sity but  convenience.  There  is,  there- 
fore, plenty  of  precedent  for  interference 
by  the  State  in  the  case  of  land  rents. 
Of  course,  it  is  open  to  dispute  whether 
the  necessity  for  such  interference  Jias 
arisen.  But  the  most  impressive  argu- 
ment in  favour  of  the  necessity  is  the 
united  testimony  of  two  special  Oommis- 
sions,  one  of  them  appointed  by  a  Con- 
servative Administration,  the  other  by 
a  Liberal  one.  I  joined  an  association 
last  Autumn  called  the  Land  Tenure 
Heform  Committee,  of  which  such  land- 
lords as  Lords  Monck,  Monteagle,  and 
Emly,  and  Judge  Longfield  were  mem- 
bers ;  they  were  all  unaAimouBly  of  opi- 
nion that  a  Land  Court,  as  a  security 
against  rack-rent,  was  necessary;  and 
a  number  of  the  most  enlightened  land- 
owners in  Ireland  have  come  to  see 
the  danger  of  their  own  order,  which  is 
threatened,  if  some  security  against  the 
unlimited  exactions  for  rent  is  not  de- 
vised. Nor  have  I  seen  any  other  effec- 
tive measure  for  this  purpose  suggested, 
except  tribunals  empowered  to  control 
and  regulate  the  relation  between  land- 
lord and  tenant,  and  insure  to  the 
people  the  use  of  the  land  at  a  fair  rent. 
Speaking  as  a  landlord  myself,  I  would 
say  that  it  is  vitally  necessary  for  the 
landlord  as  for  the  tenant  that  this  in- 
teif  erence  should  now  take  place.    Had 
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such  control  been  established  long  ago, 
we  should  not  be  involved  in  the* dan- 
gerous crisis  which  now  prevails. 

Mb.  CHAPLIN  said,  his  first  objec- 
tion to  the  clause  was  that  it  was  wholly 
unpractical  and  unworkable.  ThatwouUl 
become  more  apparent  when  they  consi- 
dered, on  the  ground  of  time  alone,  the 
work  the  Court  would  have  to  do.  The 
first  and  most  elementary  duty  of  the 
Court  would  be,  after  hearing  the  par- 
ties and  considering  all  the  circum- 
stances of  the  case,  holding,  and  dis- 
trict, to  fix  a  judicial  rent  for  all  the 
parties  who  might  apply  to  it.  He  was 
informed  by  the  highest  authority  that, 
at  a  moderate  estimate,  it  would  take 
two  hours  to  hear  each  case;  and  he 
understood  there  were  about  600,000 
tenants  in  Ireland.  There  were  three 
classes  of  tenants  in  Ireland — the  highly- 
rented,  the  lowly-rented,  and  the  mode- 
rately-rented. The  highly-rented  ten- 
ants would  all,  of  course,  go  into  the 
Court  at  once;  while  the  Govern- 
ment had  now  empowered  the  land- 
lord also  to  go  into  Court ;  and 
it  would  bo  unfair  to  suppose  that 
if  the  landlord  were  taken  into  Court 
by  the  highly-rented  tenant,  the  land- 
lord would  not  be  likely  to  take  the 
low-rented  tenant  into  Court.  But  they 
were  told  by  the  Prime  Minister  that 
rent  was  not  the  only  thing  which  would 
induce  the  tenant  to  apply  to  the  Court ; 
that  he  would  go  into  Court  to  obtain 
stability  also.  What  would  bo  the  con- 
sequence ?  The  whole  case  of  the  Go- 
vernment was  that  this  stability  of  secu- 
rity which  the  Bill  insured  to  the  tenant 
was  the  one  thing  which  the  tenants  in 
Ireland  wanted,  and  that  it  was  the  ab- 
sence of  that  which  the  tenants  com- 
plained of.  That  was  the  essential 
grievance  which  they  said  they  were 
about  to  remove ;  and  the  consequence 
would  be  that  unless  the  Bill  had  been 
introduced  on  grounds  totally  false,  the 
great  majority  of  the  tenants  in  Ireland 
would  go  into  Court  at  once,  not  on  ac- 
count of  rent  only,  but  in  order  to  get 
the  stability  which  the  Government  said 
was  essential  for  them,  and  which  they 
also  said  was  one  of  the  main  causes  for 
the  introduction  of  the  measure.  If  that 
were  so,  he  entreated  the  Committee  to 
consider  for  one  moment,  before  the 
clause  was  finally  accepted,  what  was  the 
gigantic,  the  impossiole  task  they  were 
about  to    impose    on    the  Court.    He 
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might  quote  the  words  of  the  Prime 

Minister  on  the  first  introduction  of  the 

Land  Bill,  when  he  said — 

"I  have  very  great  doubts  indeed  whether 
— if  we  were,  by  compulsory  law,  to  refer  the 
ultimate  regulation  of  overj-  bargain  relating  to 
land  to  a  Judicial  Commission  sitting  in  Court 
— any  judicial  authority  you  could  create  would 
not  break  down  under  the  weight  so  imposed 
upon  it.*'— [3  Hansard,  cclx.  907.] 

Well,  it  did  not  appear  to  him  to  matter 
much  whether  the  action  of  the  Court 
was  to  be  compulsory  or  permissive,  the 
result  would  be  the  same,  that  the  great 
majority  of  tenants  would  go  into  Court. 
He  would  take  the  number  applying  to 
the  Court  at  the  moderate  estimate  of 
half  of  the  entire  number — namely, 
300,000;  and,  on  the  supposition  that 
each  case  would  take  an  average  of  two 
hours  to  try,  it  would  require  600,000 
hours  to  decide  all  the  cases,  and,  allow- 
ing that  the  Court  sat  six  hours  each 
day,  something  like  12  years  would  have 
passed  before  all  the  cases  could  be  de- 
cided. Such  was  the  position  in  which 
the  Court  would  be  placed,  and  after  all 
the  inducements  they  had  held  out  to 
the  Irish  tenants,  after  the  manner  in 
which  the  Irish  people  had  been  excited, 
what,  he  asked,  would  bo  their  feelings, 
when  they  found  everything  brought  to 
a  dead-lock,  and  the  security  ofiEered  to 
them  a  sham  and  a  delusion,  because, 
owing  to  the  weight  and  bulk  and  clum- 
siness of  the  Bill,  it  was  absolutely  un- 
workable? But  if  the  primary  diffi- 
culties were  got  over,  what  were  the 
particular  dimculties  that  remained  t 
He  regretted  to  detain  the  Committee ; 
but  he  would  remind  hon.  Members  that 
that  was  the  last  opportunity  they  would 
have  of  discussing  the  most  novel,  if  not 
most  revolutionary,  proposal  that  had 
ever  been  submitted  to  the  House  of 
Commons.  He  asked  the  Committee  to 
consider  what  were  the  principal  diffi- 
culties in  the  way  of  arriving  at  a  judicial 
rent  by  the  machinery  provided  by  the 
Bill ;  and  here  he  must  refer  to  some  of 
the  observations  which  fell  from  the 
Prime  Minister  upon  this  point,  and  in 
support  of  his  (Mr.  Chaplm's)  conten- 
tion, because  he  was  aware  of  his  in- 
ability to  adduce  any  arguments  so  able 
and  so  unanswerable  as  those  which, 
had  been  used  by  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman himself.  What  did  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  say  1 1  years  ago  as  to 
the  difficulties  attending  the  valuation  of 
rents  in  Ireland  ?    He  said — 
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**  NoW|^  look  at  its  practical  difficulty.  We 
are  to  Talue  these  rents.  What  an  army  of 
public  officers  are  you  to  send  abroad  to  de- 
termine from  year  to  year  the  conditions  of 
the  600,000  holdings  in  Ireland,  conditions  which 
are  satUed  with  comparative  ease  when  settled 
by  private  intercourse,  but  conditions  the  fixing 
of  which  beforehand  by  a  public  authority 
would  be  attended  with  tenfold  difficulty/' — 
[3  Mansard,  cxciz.  1846.] 

The  right  hon.  Gentleman  added — 

**  How  are  these  rents  to  be  valued  P  What 
is  the  test  P  The  prices  of  produce  ?  Of  what 
produce  P  Of  one  kind  of  produce  or  of  all 
lands  P  Can  any  man  fix  by  law  any  system 
upon  which  it  will  be  possible  to  adjust  rents 
by  calculation  founded  upon  prices  of  agricul- 
tural produce  of  all  kinds It  is  im- 
possible, in  my  opinion,  to  get  ^he  prices  of 
produce  so  as  to  found  the  rent  upon  them  by 
a  public  authority ;  and  if  you  coiUd  get  them 
it  would  be  absolutely  impossible  to  apply  a 
standard  according  to  the  varying  circumstances 
of  each  particular  holding,  and  its  capacity  to 
produce  this  or  that  kind  of  produce.  But  wliat 
are  we  to  say  with  regard  to  the  quantity 
of  produce  P  Supposing  the  quantity  of  pro- 
duce is  doubled,  is  the  landlord  to  receive  the 
same  price  for  the  increased  quantity,  or  is  he 
not  P  If  he  is  to  receive  the  same  price  for  the 
increased  quantity  where  is  the  tenant's  induce- 
ment to  increase  the  quantity  ?  But  if  the 
quantity  is  to  remain  the  same,  by  what  autho- 
rity do  you  cut  off  the  whole  of  the  landlord's 
interest  in  the  prospective  increase  in  the 
quantity  of  produce  ?  "-~[J6«c/.  1847-8.] 

And  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  wound  np 
hy  saying — 

*'  If  I  state  these  things  it  is  that  I  may  pro- 
voke confutation.  I  disbelieve  in  the  possi- 
biUty."— [J*iV/.  1848.J 

He  (Mx,  Chaplin)  disbelieved  in  it  too, 
and  he  could  not  but  say  that  he  thought 
the  Committee  had  been  treated  very 
unfairly  throughout  the  discussion,  be- 
cause no  Member  of  the  Government 
had  risen  in  his  place  to  say  in  what  re- 
spect the  Prime  Minister  in  those  days 
was  so  completely  deceived.  But  what 
was  the  objection  of  applying  that  prin- 
ciple of  valued  rents  to  Ireland?  He 
must  again  trouble  the  Committee  by 
quoting  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  who 
said — 

''If  I  could  conceive  a  plan  more  calculated 
than  anything  -else,  first  of  all,  for  throwing 
into  confusion  the  whole  economical  arrange- 
ment of  the  country ;  secondly,  for  driving  out 
of  the  field  all  solvent  and  honest  men  who 
might  be  bidders  for  farms,  and  might  desire  to 
carry  on  the  honourable  business  of  agriculture; 
thirdly,  for  carrying  widespread  demoralization 
throughout  the  whole  mass  of  the  Irish  people, 
I  must  say,  as  at  present  advised — to  confine 
myself  to  the  present  and  until  otherwise  con- 
vinced— it  is  this  plan,  and  this  demand,  that 


we  should  embody  in  our  Bill,  as  a  part  of  per- 
manent legislation,  a  provision  by  which  men 
shall  be  told  that  there  shall  be  an  authority 
always  existing,  readv  to  release  them  from  the 
contracts  they  have  deliberately  entered  into.*' 
— [/*iW.  1845.] 

He  regretted  extremely  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was  not  in  his  place ; 
but  he  asked,  was  it  conceivable,  on  any 
principle  of  morality  or  justice,  and  in 
the  face  of  those  declarations,  that 
neither  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  him- 
self, nor  any  of  his  Colleagues,  should 
not  have  had  the  manliness  or  courage 
to  explain,  maintain,  or  contradict  them? 
But  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  said 
that  he  (Mr.  Chaplin)  was  a  party  to 
that  plan  ;  that  the  Bichmond  Com- 
mission had  recommended  it,  and  that  his 
name  was  affixed  to  the  document  which, 
as  he  had  endeavoured  to  explain  to  the 
Committee,  distinctly  recommended  the 
adoption  of  the  plan  by  which  rents  in 
Ireland  should  be  fixed  by  some  judicial 
tribunal.  He  supposed  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  thought  nothing  of  the  fact 
that  he  had  repudiated  all  connection 
with  such  a  plan  or  such  a  recommenda- 
tion ;  and,  further,  he  supposed  it  was 
nothing  to  him  that  that  recommenda- 
tion had  also  been  repudiated  by  the 
President  of  the  Richmond  Commission 
in  '*  another  place."  If  the  Committee 
would  allow  him  to  explain,  he  would, 
in  a  very  few  words,  endeavour  to  show 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  mis- 
taken. His  (Mr.  Chaplin's)  contention 
had  always  been  that  the  institution  of 
a  Court  of  public  authority  was  not 
necessary  to  give  the  tenant  legislative 
protection  against  the  arbitrary  raising 
of  rents.  There  were  a  variety  of  ways 
in  which  that  protection  might  be  given. 
He  would  submit  one  to  the  Committee 
— he  did  not  say  it  was  the  right,  or  the 
only  one;  but  it  would  insure  protec- 
tion to  the  tenant,  and  was  preferable  to 
the  clumsy  machinery  of  that  ingenious  ' 
Bill,  introduced  for  the  purpose  of 
puzzling  tenants,  and  enriching  all  the 
lawyers  in  Ireland.  What  objection 
was  there  to  this — when  a  tenant  made 
improvements  on  a  farm  to  give  him 
power  by  statute,  before  the  landlord  was 
allowed  to  raise  his  rent,  to  call  upon 
the  landlord  to  buy  up  all  the  improve- 
ments ?  So  in  the  case  of  tenant  right. 
WTiere  the  tenant  had  been  encouraged 
to  give  large  prices  for  tenant  right  he 
had  always  said  it  was  both  reprehen- 
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sible  and  undesirable  to  allow  the  land- 
lord 80  to  raise  the  rent  as  to  eat  up  the 
tenant  right.  What  was  the  objection 
in  such  cases  to  giving  the  tenant  the 
same  power  to  call  upon  his  landlord, 
before  the  rent  was  raised,  to  purchase 
the  tenant  right  ?  This  he  mentioned 
in  order  to  show  that  there  were  other 
waja  of  carrying  out  the  recommenda- 
tion of  the  Bichmond  Commission  be- 
sides the  way  proposed  by  the  Bill. 
Again,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
dwelt  at  some  length  upon  the  subject 
of  perpetuity  of  tenure,  and  knowing, 
pTobablyi  that  "  conscience  doth  make 
oowards  of  us  all,"  said  "that  he  did 
not  care  what  quotations  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Mid  Lincolnshire  made  from  his 
speeches  delivered  in  1870."  He  was 
sorry  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was 
not  present,  as  he  believed  he  was  in  a 
position  to  convince  him  by  his  own 
words  that  perpetuity  of  tenure  was  in 
the  Bill.  What  did  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman say  as  to  perpetuity  of  tenure  ? 
He  said — 

"My  proposition  is  that  if  you  value  the 
rents  you  may  as  well,  for  every  available  pur- 
pose, adopt  perpetuity  of  tenure  at  once.  It  is 
perpetuity  of  tenure,  only  in  a  certain  dis- 
guise. It  is  the  first  link  in  the  chain ;  but  it 
draws  after  it  the  last.'*— [3  Hansard^  cxdx. 
1846.] 

Well,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
argued  at  great  length,  in  1870,  against 

Serpetuity  of  tenure ;  and  what  was  the 
escription  of  the  scheme  against  which 
his  arguments  were  directed  ?  He  would 
give  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  descrip- 
tion of  it,  and  leave  it  to  the  Committee 
to  say  whether  his  speech  delivered  that 
day  was  consistent  with  that  which  he 
delivered  1 1  years  ago.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  said — 

<*  As  I  understand  it,  the  scheme  itself  amounts 
to  this — that  each  and  every  occupier,  as  long 
as  he  pays  the  rent  that  he  is  now  jmying,  or 
else  some  rent  to  be  fixed  by  a  public  tribunal 
charged  with  the  duty  of  valuation,  is  to  be 
secured,  for  himself  and  his  heirs,  in  the  occu- 
pation of  the  land  that  ho  holds,  without  limit 
of  time."— [i*?rf.  3ol.J 

There  was,  at  that  moment,  on  the  Trea- 
sury Bench  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  and  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster.  Had 
either  of  those  right  hon.  Gentlemen  the 
manliness,  courage,  or  candour  to  get  up 
and  state  to  the  Committee  in  what  respect 
the  scheme  denounced  by  the  Prime 
Minister  differed  from  that  which  was 

Mr,  Chaplin 


now  proposed ;  and  why  did  the  right 

hon.  Gentleman  object  to  perpetuity  of 

tenure  ?    He  objected  to  it  because  of 

its  effects — its  malevolent  effects,  as  they 

might  be  called.     The  words  of  the 

right  hon.  Gentleman  were — 

'*  As  I  understand  it,  the  scheme  itself 
amounts  to  this — ^that  each  and  every  occupier, 
as  long  as  he  pays  the  rent  that  he  is  now  pay- 
ing, or  else  some  rent  to  be  fixed  by  a  public 
tribunal  charged  with  the  duty  of  valuation,  is 
to  be  secured,  for  himself  and  his  heirs,  in  the 
occupation  of  the  lands  that  he  holds,  without 
limit  of  time.  He  will  be  subject  only  to  this 
condition — somewhat  in  the  nature  of  &e  lltho 
Ck>mmutation  Act — that  with  a  variation  in  the 
value  of  produce  the  rent  may  vary ;  but  it  will 
be  slightly,  and  at  somewhat  distant  periods. 
The  effect  of  that  provision  will  be  uiat  the 
landlord  will  become  a  pensioner  and  rent- 
charger  upon  what  is  now  his  own  estate.  The 
Legislature  has,  no  doubt,  the  perfect  right  to 
reduce  him  to  that  condition,  giving  him  proper 
compensation  for  any  loss  he  may  sustain  in 
money." — [Ibid,"] 

What  distinction  was  there,  he  asked, 
between  the  two  cases — that  denounced 
in  1870,  and  that  advocated  in  1881  by 
the  Prime  Minister  —  which  justified 
him  in  refusing  compensation  to  the 
landlord  to-day,  seeing  that  he  had  said 
in  1870  that  the  landh>rd  ought  in  jus- 
tice to  receive  compensation?  Under 
this  Bill  every  tenant  might  apply  to  the 
Court  to  fix  a  judicial  rent ;  when  that 
was  fixed,  it  became  subject  to  a  sta- 
tutory term  of  15  years,  and  the  tenant 
might  apply  from  time  to  time  for  the 
renewal  of  that  statutory  term ;  and  the 
sole  limitation  upon  it  was  that,  by  the 
10th  section  of  the  7th  clause,  no  re- 
newal could  take  place  untU  the  end  of 
the  first  statutory  term,  and  that  the 
rent  could  not  be  altered  at  a  less  in- 
terval than  fl5  years.  However  much 
the  Prime  Minister  might  choose  to  play 
on  the  words,  the  real  effect  of  the  ^ill 
was  that  it  gave  the  tenant  optional  per- 
petuity of  tenure  —  a  perpetual  lease 
with  the  option  of  a  break  at  the  end  of 
15  years,  but  with  regard  to  which  no 
option  whatever  was  given  to  the  land- 
lord. If  that  were  true — and  he  defied 
any  hon.  Member  opposite  to  contradict 
his  description — what  were  they  to  think 
of  the  speech  delivered  that  day  by  the 
Prime  Minister,  and  of  the  consistency 
of  his  Colleagues  ?  He  had  never 
withheld  or  concealed  his  opinion  of 
the  Bill.  He  believed  it  to  be  a  bad 
Bill,  an  unjust  Bill,  and  a  confis- 
catory Bill  from  beginning  to  end. 
But  there  was  Bometmng  worse  which 
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he  had  seen  in  the  coune  of  those 
discussions,  and  it  was  the  levity  with 
which  expressions  of  opinion  on  the  part 
of  the  Prime  Minister  of  England,  not 
on  matters  of  fact  or  circumstance,  but 
expressions  of  opinion  on  the  great 
principles  of  morality  and  justice,  were 
brushed  aside  by  the  transparent  speciid 
pleading  they  had  heard,  and  dismissed 
anparently  without  a  thought  or  feeling 
of  compunction,  and  in  a  manner  which 
he  could  not  but  feel  would  be  fatal  to 
the  public  life  of  England,  when  the 
people  of  this  country  reflected  on  the 
character  for  consistency  of  their  fore- 
most public  men. 

Mb.  W.  E.  FOESTER  observed,  that 
the  ohai^  just  made  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber (Mr.  Cnaplin),  that  his  right  hon. 
Friend  at  the  head  of  the  Oovemment 
was  capable  of  treating  that  or  any  other 
important  subject  with  levity,  was  one 
wluch  would  be  regarded  with  surprise 
by  all  who  heard  it. 

Mb.  CHAPTiTN  said,  he  was  sure  the 
right  hon.  Oentleman  did  not  wish  to 
misrepresent  him.  He  had  made  no 
charge  against  the  Prime  Minister  of 
having  treated  this  question  with  levity. 
What  he  said  was  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  brushed  aside,  without,  ap- 
parently,  the  smallest  thought  or  feeling, 
all  allusions  to  his  statements  in  former 
years,  with  regard  to  which  he  (Mr. 
Chaplin)  had  charged  him  with  incon- 
sistency. 

Mb.  W.  E,  FOESTER  said,  he  dis- 
tinctly heard  the  expression  "  levity  of 
opinion  of  the  Prime  Minister."  He 
was  very  much  struck  by  it  at  the 
time. 

Mb.  CHAPLIN :  I  said  nothing  of 
the  kind.  I  alluded  to  the  levity  with 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  treated 
allusions  to  his  past  statements.  I  used 
the  word  '*  levity  "  deliberately,  and  I 
adhere  to  it  now. 

Mb.  W.  E.  FOESTEE  said,  he  was 
quite  content  to  accept  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber's explanation,  although  he  thought 
it  would  not  carry  conviction  to  the 
country.  He  was  not,  however,  going 
to  take  up  the  time  of  the  Committee  on 
that  subject.  He  would  not  say  that 
the  hon.  Member  would  not  have  used 
the  same  words  if  his  right  hon.  Friend 
had  been  present ;  but  when  he  charged 
Members  of  the  Government  with  want 
of  courage  and  manliness  in  not  an- 
swering his  charges',  he  had  to  remind 
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him  that  his  right  hon.  Friend  had  over 
and  over  again  done  so.  He  was  willing 
to  leave  the  defence  of  his  right  hon. 
Friend  to  what  he  had  said  that  day, 
and  to  what  the  House,  the  Committee, 
and  the  country  would  think  of  what 
his  right  hon.  Friend  had  advanced. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  had  dwelt,  as  he 
had  dwelt  before,  on  the  fact  that  his 
right  hon.  Friend  had  expected  better 
results  from  the  Bill  of  1870  than  it  had 

5 reduced ;  and  he  congratulated  the  hon. 
[ember  on  the  industry  with  which  he 
had  read  the  speeches  of  his  right  hon. 
Friend.  But  it  was  too  late  then  to 
bring  forward  those  speeches,  as  both 
on  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill  and  in 
Committee  they  had  been  repeatedly  ex- 
plained. They  had  now  to  consider  a 
very  important  matter — namely,  whe- 
ther they  would  accept  the  clause ;  whe- 
ther, in  fact,  they  would  accept  the  Bill, 
for  without  the  clause  the  Bill  would 
never  have  been  brought  in  by  the  Go- 
vernment. He  might,  in  passing,  refer 
to  the  inconsistency  of  the  hon.  Ghentle- 
man  in  signing  the  Eichmond  Report. 
If  the  hon.  Gentleman  thought  he  had 
acted  consistently,  let  him,  by  all  means, 
remain  of  that  opinion.  He  (Mr. 
Forster)  would  only  refer  him  to  the 
speech  of  the  hon.  Member  who  had 
given  Notice  of  moving  the  rejection  of 
the  clause  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour),  because 
it  conveyed  to  the  Committee  that  the 
impression  of  the  hon.  Member's  incon- 
sistency was  not  an  unnatural  one.  But 
they  had  got  more  or  less  into  a  second 
reading  debate.  He  did  not  complain 
of  that,  because  that  clause,  the  7th, 
was  the  most  important  clause  of  the 
Bill.  Its  principles  had  been  challenged 
on  the  second  reading,  and  fully  dis- 
cussed. Nobody  supposed  on  either 
side  of  the  House  that  the  Government 
would,  as  a  matter  of  choice,  have  cre- 
ated a  tribunal  for  the  fixing  of  rent ; 
but  the  majority  of  the  House  had  re- 
corded their  belief  that,  in  the  present 
circumstances  of  Ireland,  they  must  cre- 
ate such  a  tribunal.  And  he  asked  hon. 
Members  opposite,  if  they  were  in  power 
and  administering  the  affairs  of  Ireland, 
would  they  leave  matters  as  they  now 
were?  Almost  every  person  who  had 
studied  the  question  felt  that,  in  the 
present  exceptional  circumstances  of  Ire- 
land, they  were  bound  to  have  an  out- 
side tribunal  to  fix  the  amount  of  fair 
rents.    Several  hon.  Members  had  tried 
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to  frighten  the  Committee  by  drawing 
fancy  pictures  of  the  view  both  land- 
lords and  tenants  would  take  of  the 
Court.  But  in  a  very  short  time  after 
they  had  begun  to  have  any  experience 
of  the  working  of  the  Act  both  landlords 
and  tenants  would  get  a  pretty  close 
idea  of  what  the  decision  of  the  Court 
was  likely  to  be  in  any  particular  event, 
and  they  would  settle  the  rents  for  them- 
selves, and  so  avoid  the  trouble  and  ex- 
pense of  going  to  the  Court.  He  could 
assure  the  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lin- 
colnshire that  if  he  would  make  in- 
quiries in  any  part  of  Ireland,  alike  of 
landlords  and  tenants,  he  would  find 
that  no  such  feeling  existed  with  regard 
to  the  Court  as  that  with  which  he  cre- 
dited them.  So  far  from  that  being  the 
case,  they  looked  forward  to  the  estab- 
lishment of  the  Court  as  their  hope  and 
resource,  in  order  to  enable  them  to  get 
out  of  their  present  difficulties.  If  the 
hon.  Member  for  Hertford  were  to  be 
successful  in  getting  the  clause  struck 
out  of  the  Bill,  it  would  be  a  matter  of 
g^at  disappointment,  he  might  even 
say  of  dismay,  to  the  receivers  of  rent, 
as  much  as  to  the  payers  of  rent.  He 
did  not  mean  to  say  that  the  working  of 
the  Court  would  not  be  attended  with 
inconveniences  and  difficulties;  but  he 
maintained  that  these  would  not  be  so 
g^eat  as  the  inconveniences  and  diffi- 
culties which  they  would  remove.  He 
doubted  whether  they  could  continue  to 
use  the  power  of  the  law  in  the  landlord's 
interest,  in  order  to  compel  the  fulfil- 
ment of  a  contract,  when  they  knew  that 
the  tenants  had  not  been  by  any  means 
as  free  to  contract  as  they  ought  to  be, 
and  as  free  as  tenants  were  in  other 
countries.  The  hon.  Member  objected 
to  the  proposal  of  the  Government  on 
the  ground  that  it  would  give  perpetual 
tenure  to  the  tenant.  The  Qovernment 
did  not  so  regard  it ;  and  ho  could  not 
see  how  it  could  be  so  regarded  by  any- 
one in  view  of  the  fact  that  it  gave  to 
the  landlord  power  to  resume  possession 
of  his  estate  at  the  end  of  15  years. 
They  did  not  for  a  moment  deny — in- 
deed, it  was  their  pride  and  boast — that 
though  the  Bill  did  not  enact  perpetual 
tenure,  it  would  give  ^eat  stability  and 
security  of  tenure,  and  unless  it  did  so 
the  Bill  would  not  bo  worth  the  paper 
on  which  it  was  drafted.  He  did  not 
think  that  any  measure  short  of  that 
which  the  Government  had  introduced 
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would,  in  the  present  strained  state  of 
relations  between  landlords  and  tenants 
in  Ireland,  have  done  any  real  g^ood  to 
either  party.  He  could  not  complain 
that  the  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lincoln- 
shire had  taken  another  opportunity  of 
referring  to  the  speeches  of  the  Premier 
and  explaining  away  his  own  Beport 
There  were,  however,  no  points  in  re- 
gard to  the  clause  on  whicn  hon.  Mem- 
bers had  not  had  ample  opportunity  of 
forming,  and  probably  had  formed,  an 
opinion ;  and  ne,  therefore,  hoped  the 
Committee  would  go  to  a  division  with- 
out further  delay. 

Sir  STAFFOED  NOBTHCOTE  :  It 
may  be  perfectly  true.  Sir,  as  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  says,  that  there  are  no 
points  which  can  very  well  be  raised 
with  regard  to  this  Bill  upon  which 
hon.  Members  have  not  probably  formed 
their  opinions ;  but  I  wul  endeavour,  in 
a  few  words,  to  show  why  I  think,  at 
the  present  moment,  on  the  passing  of 
the  7th  clause,  it  is  important  that  we 
should  put  on  record  the  impression 
made  upon  us  by  the  manner  in  which 
the  clause  has  been  handled  since  it 
went  into  Committee.  It  is  not  my  in- 
tention to  throw  myself  into  the  contro- 
versy which  has  been  raised  with  regard 
to  the  consistency  of  the  Prime  Minister; 
but,  at  the  same  time,  I  would  point  out 
that  I  think  it  ought  to  be  borne  in 
mind,  when  references  are  made  to  the 
previous  opinions  of  the  Prime  Minister, 
they  are  made  in  these  circumstances. 
Ten  or  1 1  years  ago  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, after  great  care  and  study  of 
the  question,  brought  forward  a  scheme 
for  dealing  with  the  land  system  of  Ire< 
land.  In  so  doing,  he  discussed  at  great 
length,  and  with  very  great  ability, 
several  leading  and  fundamental  ques- 
tions connected  with  the  tenure  of  land. 
He  laid  down  certain  principles,  and 
argued  them  out  with  gpreat  ability, 
thought,  and  clearness.  We  are  now 
brought  face  to  face  with  a  measure, 
also  introduced  by  him,  in  which  we 
find  a  considerable  number  of  the 
principles  adopted  by  him  in  former 
times  set  aside,  and  we  complain  that 
no  sufficient  reason  has  been  given, 
either  by  the  Prime  Minister  or  any  of 
his  Colleagues,  why  those  views  are  now 
set  aside.  Therefore,  while  I  do  not 
think  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Mid  Lincolnshire  (Mr.  Chaplin)  ought 
to  be  rebuked  for  the  course  he  has 
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taken,  I  think  we  should  not  be  wise  to 
spend  much  time  upon  this  question. 
What  we  haye  to  consider  is  the  7th 
danse,  which  has  been  truly  said  to  be 
the  most  important  part  of  the  Bill,  and 
concerning  which  I  will  say  that,  as 
originally  drawn,  it  was  very  different 
in  character  from  the  clause  as  we  are 
now  asked  to  pass  it.  It  began,  in  the 
firat  instance,  by  providing  that  the  ten- 
ant shonld  have  the  power  of  demand- 
ing a  fair  rental  to  be  fixed  by  the 
Court,  and  it  went  on  to  define  the 
manner  in  which  the  Court  were  to  ar- 
rive at  what  a  fair  rent  would  be.  The 
clause,  as  it  originally  stood,  contained 
rather  minute  and  complicated  direc- 
tions to  the  Court  —  namely,  that,  in 
settling  what  the  fair  rent  would  be, 
they  were  to  take  into  account  what  was 
called  the  ''tenant's  interest,"  and  the 
manner  of  calculating  this  was  set  out 
at  full  length  in  the  clause.  On  looking 
at  that  part  of  the  clause  I  was  of  opi- 
nion that  the  manner  in  which  it  was 
proposed  to  calculate  the  tenant's  in- 
terest was  unfair,  in  that  it  would  not 
only  have  given  to  the  tenant  that  which 
I  believe  he  had  no  right  to  claim,  but 
also  more 'than  had  been  claimed  for 
him,  especially  in  recent  years,  by  as 
great  a  friend  of  the  tenant  as  the  late 
Mr.  Butt.  It  was  my  intention  to  chal- 
lenge the  definition  given  as  to  the 
manner  in  which  the  tenant's  interest 
was  to  be  arrived  at,  and,  if  possible,  to 
make  the  definition  correspond  more 
precisely  with  that  which  would  meet, 
as  I  believed,  the  fair  justice  of  the 
case.  But  before  we  reached  the  dis- 
cussion of  that  part  of  the  Bill,  the  Go- 
vernment changed  their  view  and  struck 
out  those  minute  directions  intended  for 
the  guidance  of  the  Court,  and  which  I 
intended  to  oppose,  and  in  place  of  them 
proposed  that  it  should  be  left  to  the 
Court,  with  due  regard  to  the  circum- 
stances of  the  case,  holding,  and  district, 
to  fix  what  was  to  be  the  fair  rent.  If 
the  matters  had  been  so  left,  I  think  it 
might  have  been  satisfactory,  because 
we  could  then  have  concentrated  our  at- 
tention on  the  construction  and  constitu- 
tion of  the  Court  and  the  powers  which 
ought  to  be  given  to  it.  And,  as  I  have 
said,  the  clause  in  its  amended  form 
would  have  been  one  which  we  might 
have  been  content  to  allow  to  pass  un- 
challengedy  in  order  to  concentrate  our 
attention  on  the  Court,  to  whose  power 


of  discernment  the  question  of  the  fair 
rent  was  to  be  intrusted.  But,  Sir,  in 
the  course  of  the  discussion  an  alteration 
was  made,  not  by  the  Government,  but 
on  the  suggestion  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Dundalk  (Mr. 
Charles  Bussell),  who  took  an  active 
part  in  the  discussion  and  with  very 
great  ability.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Dundalk  introduced  some 
words  which  I  think  may  lead  to  some 
difficulties  hereafter — I  mean  the  words 
''  having  regard  to  the  interests  of  the 
landlord  and  tenant  respectively."  These 
sound  very  harmless  words ;  but  I  think 
that,  to  a  certain  extent,  they  are  words 
which  may  be  held  to  imply  that  very 
direction  to  the  Court  which  it  was  our 
object  to  do  away  with.  [^Cheers  from 
the  Home  Rule  Members.']  The  cheers 
from  that  part  of  the  House  rather  con- 
firm me  in  my  opinion,  and  render  it 
all  the  more  important  that  we  should 
bear  in  mind  what  the  possible  effect  of 
the  words  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman was,  and  what  effect  they  may 
have  on  our  future  proceedings.  OtR* 
view  has  been  that  it  is  necessary, 
and  I  am  far  from  saying  that,  in  my 
own  view,  it  may  not  be  necessary,  to 
make,  as  a  temporary  arrangement, 
under  the  peculiar  circumstances  of  Ire- 
land, provisions  for  fixing  the  rent.  If 
it  is  necessary,  then  I  think  it  should 
be  made  without  letting  in  a  principle 
which  is  of  such  a  character  that  I  do 
not  think  the  Committee  ought  to  accept 
it.  It  is  a  principle  which  has  been  re- 
cognized almost  accidentally,  and  with- 
out the  knowledge  even  of  the  authors 
of  the  Act  of  1870— certainly  without 
the  knowledge  of  a  large  portion  of 
Parliament  who  acceptea  and  passed 
that  Act,  and  it  is  a  principle  which  not 
only  recognizes  the  right  of  the  tenant, 
but  largely  extends  it.  When  we  say 
that  the  right  was  not  only  recognized, 
but  intended  to  be  stereotyped  by  the 
clause  relating  to  compensation  for  dis- 
turbance, we  certainly  did  feel  that  the 
proposal  was  one  which  must  necessarily 
challenge  a  great  deal  of  criticism  on 
our  part.  Then  there  is  the  other  point 
to  which  reference  has  been  made,  and 
upon  which  I  will  not  delay  the  Com- 
mittee now — ^the  question  of  perpetuity, 
or  fixity,  or  durability,  or  whatever  else 
it  may  be  called.  Undoubtedly,  the 
effect  of  these  clauses  is  to  give  some- 
thing very  much  beyond  the  mere  rent 
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for  a  statutory  term  of  15  years.  The 
effect  is  to  give  a  power  of  renewal,  and 
a  power  of  renewal  which  may,  subject 
to  a  few  exceptions,  be  exercised  over 
and  over  again  for  all  time,  and  which 
I  think  can  hardly  be  distinguished  from 
what  may  be  called  perpetuity  of  tenure. 
Exceptions  they  are,  but  they  prove  the 
rule  and  go  beyond  the  necessity  which 
we  recognize  in  the  case ;  and,  under 
these  circumstances,  it  becomes  our  duty 
to  express  our  opinion  by  dividing 
against  the  clause.  I  think  that  is 
necessary,  for  this  reason — if  we  did  not 
divide  against  the  clause  in  its  present 
shape,  we  should  always  be  told  in 
future  discussions  on  other  parts  of  the 
Bill — "  Oh,  but  that  was  included  in 
the  7th  clause,  which,  after  a  great  deal 
of  discussion  and  a  great  deal  of  amend- 
ment, was  accepted  by  the  Committee 
without  a  division."  Therefore,  I  am 
not  prepared  to  accept  it  without  a  divi- 
flion.  While  I  recognize  in  the  Bill 
some  things  which  are  not  bad,  I  recog- 
nize also  in  it  some  things  which  I  think 
we  are  bound  to  protest  against ;  and, 
therefore,  it  is  my  intention  to  advise 
my  hon.  Friends  to  join  me  in  dividing 
against  the  clause. 

Mb.  SHAW  said,  the  hon.  Member 
who  introduced  the  Amendment  (Mr. 
Chaplin)  had  made  a  reference  to  the 
Bessborough  Commission  which  ho  (Mr. 
Shaw)  considered  most  unfair.  Indeed, 
it  was  not  the  first  time  that  unfair  re- 
ferences had  been  made  to  that  Commis- 
sion, and  he  thought  it  would  be  much 
better  if  hon.  and  right  hon.  Gentlemen 
would  give  Notice  of  a  Motion  in  regard 
to  that  Commission.  There  might  have 
been  a  dozen  witnesses  who  gave  their 
evidence  very  absurdly ;  but  he  was 
quite  prepared  to  defend  the  recommen- 
dations of  the  Commission  and  the  con- 
clusions to  which  they  arrived.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  also  referred  to  a  de- 
bate which  had  taken  place  in  **  another 
place.''  Until  that  day  he  (Mr.  Shaw) 
had  not  read  the  speech  of  the  Duke  of 
Argyll.  He  had  been  more  pleasantly 
occupied  in  taking  a  few  days*  holiday ; 
but  lie  had  not  the  slightest  hesitation 
in  saying  that  a  more  incorrect  and  a 
more  unfair  speech  he  had  never  read. 
[GriMo/"  Order!"] 

The  CHAIRMAN :  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber  is  at  present  referring  to  a  debate  in 
the  other  House,  and  he  is  not  in  Order 
in  so  doing. 

JB^  Stafford  Norihcoie 


Mr.  SHAW  thought  he  might  be 
allowed  to  refer  to  the  debate  in  ques- 
tion, seeing  that  the  Chairman  had  not 
interposed  when  it  was  referred  to  by  a 
previous  speaker. 

The  CHAIEMAN:  I  did  not  hear 
the  reference,  or  I  would  have  stopped 
it  at  once. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  asked  if  it 
was  not  a  fact  that  a  noble  Lord  in 
''  another  place  "  referred  to  a  speech 
made  in  the  House  of  Commons  this 
Session  by  the  Prime  Minister  ? 

The  CHAIRMAN :  I  have  no  know- 
ledge  whatever  of  what  has  taken  place 
in  **  another  place." 

Mr.  BIGGAR  said,  he  wished  to  ask 
a  question  on  a  point  of  Order. 

The  chairman  :  The  point  of 
Order  is  already  settled. 

Mr.  BIGGAR  said,  he  wished  to  ask 
a  question  on  another  point  of  Order. 
Of  course,  it  was  perfectly  clear  that 
any  Member  of  that  House  would  not 
be  justified  in  referring  to  what  had 
been  said  by  a  Peer  in  ^'another  place;" 
but  would  he  not  be  justified  in  referring 
to  a  published  report  of  that  Peer's 
speech  which  had  appeared  in  the  news- 
papers ? 

Mr.  SHAW,  continuing,  said,  he 
had  been  asked  by  a  friend  whether  he 
did  not  intend  to  reply  to  that  speech, 
and  his  answer  was  that  he  could  not 
very  well,  in  the  present  hot  weather, 
answer  it  by  a  letter  in  The  Times,  It 
was  only  a  Scotchman  who  was  able  to 
do  that.  However,  he  had  expressed 
his  willingness  to  answer  the  speech  at 
any  time  in  the  place  in  which  it  was 
made.  [ Cries  o/  ♦'  Oh !  "]  He  did  not 
mean  what  hon.  Members  seemed  to 
think  he  meant.  He  hoped  that  Provi- 
dence would  preserve  him  from  acquir- 
ing a  right  to  speak  in  that  House ;  and 
wliat  he  meant  was,  that  he  was  ready 
at  any  time  to  appear  at  the  Bar  of  the 
House  of  Lords  and  answer  the  speech, 
and  he  had  no  doubt  that  Baron  Dowse 
would  also  bo  quite  ready  to  appear 
there.  [  Cries  of  ' '  Order !  "  ]  He  really 
did  not  think  he  was  out  of  Order ;  but- 
he  would  address  himself  now  to  the 
clause  under  discussion.  He  regarded 
it  as  containing  what  he  understood  to 
be  a  real  and  perfect  security  for  the 
present  tenant,  and  for  the  present 
tenant  alone.  As  such  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers had  always  regarded  it;  not  as 
giving  security  in  perpetuity,   but  as 


85 


Zand  Law 


{July  5,  1881) 


Clrehni)  BiU. 


86 


ffiving  security  to  the  present  tenants. 
If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Prime 
Minister  were  now  to  withdraw  the 
clause,  he  (Mr.  Shaw)  was  sure  the 
Irish  Members  would  entirely  disso- 
ciate themselves  from  the  Bill,  and  cast 
upon  the  hon.  and  right  hon.  Gentle- 
men who  threw  out  the  clause  the  re- 
sponsibility of  passing  the  measure.  He 
considered  It  absolutely  essential  that  on 
every  change  of  tenancy  the  tenant  right 
and  the  improvement  rights  of  the  tenant 
should  be  purchased,  and  he  understood 
that  to  be  the  recommendation  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lincolnshire. 
•  Mb,  CHAPLIN  said,  he  had  not 
stated  that  he  recommended  that  as  the 
right  plan  to  adopt ;  but  he  had  men- 
tioned it  to  show  that  the  recommenda- 
tion of  the  Commission  was  not  incon- 
sistent with  the  possibility  of  doing  it. 

Mb.  SHAW  said,  he  could  not  un- 
derstand why  the  hon.  Member  should 
propound  a  plan  of  this  kind  without 
being  prepared  to  give  the  Court  power 
to  cany  it  out.  He  understood  that  the 
hon.  Member  propounded  it  as  a  great 
political  scheme  ;  but  it  was  a  plan  that 
would  work  absolute  and  entire  ruin  to 
the  landlords. 

Mb.  CHAPLIN  :  Will  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman explain  why  ? 

The  CHAIRMAN :  If  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Mid  Lincolnshire  desires  to  make 
an  explanation  he  will  have  an  oppor- 
tunity of  doing  BO  after  the  speech  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  (Mr.  Shaw) 
is  oonclttded. 

Mb.  SHAW,  continuing,  said,  it  had 
been  suggested  that  he  should  move  an 
Amendment  to  the  clause ;  but  he  be- 
lieved that  the  clause  as  it  stood  was 
sufficient  to  protect  all  the  interests  con- 
cerned. It  was  absurd  to  suppose  that  any 
valuer  in  Ireland,  being  required  to  enter 
into  the  whole  question  of  the  interest 
of  the  tenant  and  of  the  landlord,  would 
not  take  everything  into  consideration. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided: 
Noes  157  :  Majority  132.- 
No.  291.) 


-Ayes  289  ; 
(Div.  List, 


Clause  8  (Equities  to  be  administered 
by  Court  between  landlord  and  tenant). 

Mb.  BIGGAB  said,  that  as  his  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  the  Member  for  the 
County  of  Hoscommon  (Dr.  Commins) 
was  not  present,  he  would  move  formally 


the  Amendment  which  stood  in  the  name 
of  his  hon.  Friend,  in  order  to  give  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  an  oppor- 
tunity of  deciding  whether  the  substitu- 
tion of  '' inequitable"  and  '* inequit- 
ably'* for  the  words  "unreasonable" 
and  '*  unreasonably "  would  make  any 
difference  in  the  view  of  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman.  As  a  non-legal 
Member,  he  (Mr.  Biggar)  could  see  no 
difference ;  but,  on  the  other  hand,  there 
might  be  a  difference  in  the  legal  mind. 
If  there  should  prove  to  be  a  material 
difference  he  would  not  press  the 
Amendment.  He  begged  to  move,  in 
line  31,  to  leave  out  the  words  "  unrea- 
sonable" and  ''unreasonably,"  and  sub- 
stitute for  them  the  words  ''inequitable " 
and  "  inequitably." 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  page  8,  line  31,  to  leave  out  the  Word 
''  unreasonable,"  in  order  to  substitute  the 
word  "inequitable." — {Mr,  Biggar.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  word 
'unreasonable'  stand  partof  the  Clause." 

The  ATTOENEY  GENEEAL  for 
lEELAND  (Mr.  Law)  said,  he  must 
decline  to  accept  the  Amendment.  If 
the  landlord  demanded  too  hieh  a  rent, 
it  would  come  under  the  word  "  unrea- 
sonable," as  the  Court  would  have  to 
decide  whether  the  demand  was  unrea- 
sonable or  not.  The  insertion  of  the 
word  "  inequitable  "  would  not  be  any 
improvement. 

Mr.  BIGGAE  said,  that  after  that 
explanation  he  would  withdraw  the 
Amendment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn, 

Mr.  GIBSON  moved,  as  an  Amend- 
ment, in  line  34,  after  "same,"  to  insert 
"  or  postpone  the  same."  It  would  be 
grossly  unjust  to  the  landlord  who  had 
originally  placed  a  farm  in  the  hands  of 
a  tenant  in  a  thoroughly  good  condi- 
tion to  give  power  to  the  Court  to  accede 
to  the  tenant's  ^application,  and  declare 
the  landlord's  conduct  unreasonable  so 
long  as  the  farm  continued  in  a  bad 
condition.  He  wished  to  have  these 
words  inserted  in  the  clause  in  order  to 
indicate  to  the  Court  that  it  should 
have  power  to  say  to  the  tenant — "  I 
will  not  give  any  decision  yet  as  to  rent, 
owing  to  the  scandalous  condition  into 
which  you  have  allowed  the  holding  to 
run ;  but  if  you  will  come  back  to  me 
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in  two  or  three  years'  time,  I  will  then 
consider  your  application,  and,  in  the 
meantime,  you  must  put  the  farm  into 
good  heart  and  condition."  The  Court 
in  such  a  case  would  be  able  to  say — 
"  I  do  not  dismiss  your  application  ab- 
solutely ;  but  I  postpone  the  considera- 
tion of  it  for  two,  two  and  a-half,  or 
three  years,  and  at  the  end  of  that 
period  you  may  come  back,  and  I  will 
then  see  what  the  condition  of  the  farm 
is."  The  tenant  might  receive  the  farm 
in  a  perfectly  good  condition,  and  might 
by  the  worst  conceivable  husbandry  re- 
duce it  to  the  worst  possible  condition, 
in  which  it  might  be  worth  only  28,  6d. 
an  acre.  The  words  he  proposed  to  in- 
sert in  the  clause  were  *'  or  postpone  the 
same,"  subject  to  certain  terms ;  and 
the  terms  he  assumed  would  be  that  the 
tenant  should  put  the  holding  into  some- 
thing like  a  reasonable  tenantable  con- 
dition. The  Court  would  always  have 
an  opportunity  of  seeing  whether  the 
tenant  had  bond  Jide  carried  out  the 
terms  and  conditions  of  the  clause. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  8,  line 
84,  after  "same,"  insert  **or  postpone 
the  same." — {Mr.  Gibson.) 

Question  proposed,  '^  That  those  words 
bo  there  inserted." 

The  ATTOENEY  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.LAw)  said,  he  did  not  like 
to  refuse  anything  proposed  to  him  by  his 
right  hon.  and  learned  Friend ;  but  he 
did  not  see  that  it  was  desirable  to  accept 
the  proposal  now  made,  which  was  alto- 
gether unnecessary.  When  a  man  en- 
tered upon  a  farm,  he  ought  to  be 
wise  enough  to  keep  his  farm  in  the 
highest  possible  state  of  cultivation,  so 
that  he  might  realize  the  highest  pos- 
sible sum  from  it.  If  a  tenant  who  had 
allowed  his  farm  to  run  out  of  condition 
applied  to  the  Court,  the  Court  would  at 
once  be  able,  under  that  8th  clause,  to 
deal  with  it  at  its  discretion.  It  might 
consider  whether  the  tenant  had  done 
anything  that  was  unreasonable,  and 
might  thereupon  refuse  the  application. 
But  there  was  nothing  to  prevent  the 
Court  from  entertaining  the  application 
again  at  the  end  of  two  or  three  years. 
The  clause,  as  it  stood,  would  enable  the 
Court  either  to  grant  the  application,  or 
to  refuse  it  until  the  tenant  had  restored 
the  holding  to  a  satisfactory  condition. 
When  the  farm  had  beer  placed  in  a 
tenantable  condition,  there^  was  nothing 
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to  prevent  the  tenant  from  making  an 
application  again  ;  and  if  the  application 
was  a  proper  one,  it  would,  no  doubt,  be 
heard. 

Mr.  BIGGAR  failed  to  see  that  any 
advantage  would  be  deriyed  from  the 
adoption  of  the  Amendment  of  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  the  Uni- 
versity of  Dublin  (Mr.  Gibson).  The 
Court  would  have  power  to  take  into 
consideration  the  rent  that  was  substan- 
tially paid,  and  in  a  case  where  the  hold- 
ing had  been  very  much  impoverished 
and  allowed  to  run  into  a  very  bad  con- 
dition the  interest  of  the  tenant  would 
be  exceedingly  small.  The  case  put  by 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman, 
where  a  tenant  had  allowed  a  farm 
worth  SOs.  an  acre  to  become  so  im- 
poverished that  it  was  only  worth  2«.  6d. 
an  acre,  was  a  very  extreme  one ;  and  the 
Court  had  ample  power,  as  the  clause 
now  stood,  to  deal  with  such  a  case. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Mn.  GIVAN  said,  he  proposed  to  move 
the  omission  of  the  last  paragraph  of 
the  clause,  which  provided  that — 

"  The  Court  in  considering  wliether  the  land- 
lord or  tenant  has  unreasonably  refused  any 
proposal  made  by  the  other,  may  take  into  ac- 
count any  proposal  that  may  have  been  made  of 
the  grant  by  the  landlord  to  the  tenant  of  such 
a  lease  as  is  hereafter  in  this  Act  referred  to 
as  a  judicial  lease ;  but  the  conduct  of  the  tenant 
in  refusing  the  grant  of  any  such  lease  shall 
not  bo  deemed  unreasonable  unless  the  Court  is 
satisfied  that  the  interest  of  the  tenant,  having 
regard  to  the  value  of  his  tenancy,  would  hare 
been  sufficiently  secured  by  such  lease.*' 

The  object  of  that  part  of  the  clanse  was 
to  protect  the  tenant  from  any  undue 
force  the  landlord  might  bring  to  bear 
upon  the  tenant  to  compel  him  to  accept 
a  judicial  lease,  and  then  from  setting 
up  such  lease  in  opposition  to  the  ten- 
ant's claim.  The  clause,  in  the  first 
paragraph,  provided  that — 

**  Where  the  Court,  on  the  hearing  of  an  ap- 
plication of  cither  landlord  or  tenant  respecting 
any  matter  under  this  Act,  is  of  opinion  that 
the  conduct  of  either  landlord  or  tenant  has 
been  unreasonable,  or  that  the  one  has  unreason- 
ably refused  any  i>roposal  made  by  the  other," 

the  Court  might  do  certain  things  speci- 
fied in  the  second  paragraph  of  the 
clause,  and  which  were  to  be  a  direction 
to  the  Court  in  regard  to  the  matters  that 
wore  reasonably  l^ft  to  its  discretion. 
The  words,  as  they  stood  in  the  first 
part  of  the  clause;  were,  ho  thought, 
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quite  sufficient,  and  it  was  not  expedient 
to  dra^  into  the  clause  the  offer  of  a 
judicial  lease  to  the  tenant  for  the  pur- 
pose of  enabling  the  landlord  to  go  before 
the  Court  with  what  he  might  consider 
to  be  a  reasouable  offer  in  satisfaction  of 
the  claims  of  the  tenant.  At  the  present 
moment,  he  proposed  to  move  the  omis- 
sion of  the  third  paragraph  of  the  clause. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  8,  line 
38,  to  leave  out  from  the  word  ''jus- 
tice "  to  end  of  Clause. — {Mr,  Gwan.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
proposed  to  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Clause." 

Lord  EANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
hoped  that  the  (Government  would  ad- 
here to  the  clause  as  it  stood.  The  pro- 
vision which  the  hon.  Member  proposed 
to  strike  out  was  only  an  invitation 
'to  the  landlord  and  tenant  to  settle 
their  differences  out  of  Court.  The 
paragraph  itself  simply  enabled  the 
landlord  to  draw  the  attention  of  the 
Court  formally  to  the  lease  which  the 
Government  proposed  to  call  a  judicial 
lease ;  otherwise  the  Court  might  not 
have  regard  to  the  perfectly  equitable 
and  fair  terms  of  the  lease.  It  was 
open  to  the  tenant  to  refuse  it  if  he 
thought  it  would  bind  him  too  much ; 
but,  on  the  other  hand,  if  he  did  accept 
it,  the  landlord  ought  to  be  able  to  take 
advantage  of  it. 

Ma.  caARLES  RUSSELL  said,  he 
did  not  attach  very  much  importance 
either  one  way  or  the  other  to  the 
Amendment.  As  to  the  paragraph  of 
the  clause  against  which  the  Amendment 
was  directed,  he  did  not  think  it  im- 
proved the  first  part  of  the  section,  which 
might  be  described  as  the  general  equity 
section.  The  first  part  of  it  was  suffi- 
ciently comprehensive  in  its  general 
terms  to  give  the  Court  power  to  deal 
with  all  applications  by  the  landlord  or 
tenant ;  and  he  did  not  think  it  good 
drafting,  after  having  laid  down  general 
principles,  to  proceed  to  point  out  parti- 
cular cases. 

Mr.  SYNAN  thought  the  tenant  was 
protected  by  the  words  at  the  end  of  the 
sub-section — 

*'  Bat  the  condaot  of  the  tenant  in  refusing 
the  grant  of  any  snch  lease  shall  not  be  deemed 
unreasonable  unless  the  Court  is  satisfied  that 
the  interest  of  the  tenant,  having  regard  to  the 
Talue  of  his  tenancy,  would  have  been  suffi- 
ciently secured  by  such  lease." 


In  fact,  the  lease  was  not  forced  by  the 
landlord  on  the  tenant;  but  it  was  a 
lease  accepted  by  the  Court  on  be- 
half of  the  tenant,  and  approved  by 
the  Court  on  behalf  of  the  tenant.  It 
therefore  stood  upon  entirely  ^different 
lines  from  the  clause  of  the  Act  of  1 870, 
which  provided  that  a  31  years'  lease 
should  take  the  tenant  out  of  the  Act. 
This  clause  did  not  take  the  tenant  out 
of  the  provisions  of  the  Bill ;  but  it  left 
it  directed  that  a  lease,  when  accepted 
by  the  tenant  and  approved  by  the  Court, 
should  be  binding  upon  the  landlord. 
If  the  Court  said  that  the  refusal  of  the 
tenant  was  not  unreasonable,  that  would 
be  a  sufficient  protection  for  the  tenant. 

Mr.  LITTON  said,  he  was  of  opinion 
that  it  would  be  undesirable  to  allow  the 
Court  to  say  that  the  offer  of  a  judicial 
lease  was  to  be  a  receipt  in  full  to  the 
tenant  for  all  claims  under  the  Act.  He 
did  not  suppose  that  a  single  tenant  out 
of  a  lunatic  asylum  would  dream  of  ac- 
cepting a  lease  of  31  years  in  lieu  of  the 
benefits  conferred  by  the  Act.  Now, 
what  were  the  benefits  of  the  Act  ?  The 
right  of  getting  a  perpetual  renewal  of 
a  term  of  15  years,  so  long  as  the  tenant 
thought  proper  to  go  to  the  Court  and 
prove  that  he  had  observed  the  condi- 
tions of  a  statutory  tenancy.  What, 
then,  could  be  the  object  of  placing  the 
Court — recollecting  that  the  Court  would 
probably  be  the  County  Court  Judges  in 
Ireland,  who,  whatever  their  abilities 
were,  had  their  feelings — would  it  be 
wise  or  just  to  place  upon  them  the  in- 
vidious duty  of  determining  that  a  lease 
of  31  years  offered  to  the  tenant  was  a 
lease  that  ought  to  be  accepted  by  the 
tenant  ?  It  was  quite  true  that  the  words 
were  ** thirty-one  years  or  upwards;'* 
and  it  might  be  contended  that  the 
County  Court  Judge,  before  he  refused 
the  application,  might  say  that  unless  it 
was  a  41,  or  a  51,  or  a  61  years'  lease, 
he  would  not  consider  it  reasonable. 
Under  all  the  circumstances,  he  appre- 
hended that  it  would  be  a  great  improve- 
ment to  the  Bill  if  these  words  were 
struck  out,  as  was  proposed  by  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  the  County  of 
Monaghan  (Mr.  Givan).  They  were 
quite  unnecessary  for  the  general  pur- 
posesof  equity  ;  and,  under  the  first  part 
of  the  clause,  the  matter  might  very  well 
be  left  to  the  discretion  of  the  Court. 

Mr.  LALOE  wished  to  remind  the 
Committee  and  the  Government   that 
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many  of  the  evils  which  afflicted  Ireland 
at  the  present  moment  had  arisen  out 
of  the  power  given  by  the  Land  Act  of 
1870  to  force  judicial  leases  upon  the 
tenants.  Much  bitterness  of  feeling  and 
heartburning  had  originated  from  that 
practice.  He  said  that  the  leases  had 
been  forced  upon  tenants.  They  had 
never  been  more  forced  upon  them  than 
now.  It  might  be  said  that  the  ten- 
ants were  open  to  refuse  them ;  but 
if  they  had  refused  them  they  knew 
what  the  inevitable  consequence  would 
be.  He  was  satisfied  that  no  man  in 
Ireland  would  accept  one  of  these  judi- 
cial leases  in  lieu  of  his  rights  under 
the  present  Bill. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  Two  distinct 
questions  have  been  raised  in  the  course 
of  the  observations  of  hon.  Members 
who  have  taken  part  in  the  discussion. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Dun- 
dalk  (Mr.  Charles  Bussell)  did,  how- 
ever, place  the  matter  suggested  by  the 
Amendment  on  its  proper  ground.  The* 
suggestion  is  this — the  two  first  para- 
graphs of  the  clause  are  quite  ample  to 
cover  any  judgment  the  Court  may  form 
as  to  the  offer  of  a  judicial  lease.  Now, 
I  think  it  is  not  expedient  to  argue,  on 
the  present  occasion,  the  question  whe- 
ther these  leases  are  desirable,  or,  if 
they  are  desirable,  what  should  be  their 

Erecise  terms.  The  Committee  will 
ave  to  consider  that  question  under  the 
9th  clause,  and  they  will  have  not  only 
to  consider  the  whole  of  the  terms  of 
the  leases,  but  to  give  their  judgment 
upon  the  9th  clause  itself.  Therefore, 
I  would  respectfully  suggest  that  we 
would  do  well  to  postpone  that  subject 
entirely,  and  confine  ourselves  now  to 
the  narrow  question  whether  it  is  expe- 
dient for  the  purposes  of  the  Bill  that 
after  investing  the  Court  with  general 
power  to  consider  and  determine  and 
draw  its  own  conclusions  upon  every 
question  of  a  reasonable  offer  between 
the  parties  we  should  proceed  to  point 
out  one  particular  kind  of  reasonable  or 
unreasonable  contracts.  I  am  bound  to 
say  that  I  think  we  should  do  much 
more  wisely  to  trust  to  the  general 
powers  contained  in  the  first  part  of  the 
clause.  No  doubt,  under  the  general 
powers  conferred  by  the  clause,  it  will 
1)6  in  the  competency  of  the  Court  to 
deal  with  the  question  of  unreasonable 
contracts ;  and  the  refusal  to  entertain 
the  offer  of  a  lease  would,  under  the 

Mr*  Lalcr 


first  part  of  the  clause,  undoubtedly 
come  within  the  jurisdiction  of  the 
Court.  The  closing  words  of  the  first 
paragraph  in  line  31  are — 

"  Or  that  the  one  has  unreasonably  refused 
any  proposal  made  by  the  other  the  Conit 
may  ao  as  follows.*' 

Then  the  clause  goes  on  to  say  what 
the  Court  may  do,  and  the  altematiye 
is  that — 

"  It  may  refuse  to  accede  to  the  ap^licatioa, 
or  that  it  may  accede  to  the  application  sab- 
ject  to  conditions." 

Under  these  circumstances,  I  think  it 
will  probably  be  better  to  drop  the  third 
paragraph,  especially  as  the  matter  may 
be  considered  better  on  the  9th  clause, 
which  contemplates  the  duration  and 
consequences  of  judicial  leases  upon  the 
settlement  of  the  whole  condition  of  the 
tenancy,  whereas  this  clause  does  not 
contemplate  such  matters,  but  only  the 
settlement  of  the  amount  of  rent. 

Lord  EANDOLPH  CHUEOHILL 
thought  the  Qovernment  had  acted  very 
unwisely  in  giving  up  this  section.  Ju- 
dicial leases  were  the  particular  inven- 
tion of  the  Prime  Minister  himself.  He 
recollected  quite  well  the  speech  made 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in  intro- 
ducing the  Bill.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman said,  in  effect — **  We  recognize 
that  there  are  good  landlords  in  Ire- 
land, and  we  wish  to  make  a  distinction 
between  them  and  bad  landlords,  and 
to  keep  them,  if  possible,  out  of  Court 
by  permitting  them  to  make  arrange- 
ments with  their  tenants.  We  wish  to 
give  them  an  opportunity  of  continuing 
to  their  tenants,  for  some  considerable 
time,  the  benefits  the  tenants  now  enjoy 
under  them  ;  and,  therefore,  the  tenant 
who  enjoy  judicial  leases  will  not  come 
under  the  clause."  The  offer  of  a  judi- 
cial lease  was  to  be  considered  by  the 
Court  as  a  reasonable  offer,  not  to  be 
refused  by  the  tenant;  but  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  now  proposed  to  leave 
the  Court  to  say  that  the  tenant  might 
be  free  to  refuse  it  or  not.  As  the 
clause  originally  stood  the  tenant  could 
not  refuse  a  judicial  lease,  as  long  as  it 
preserved  the  fair  interests  of  the  ten- 
ant. He  thought  the  concession  of  the 
Government  was  really  a  very  important 
one;  and  he  deprecated  the  readiness 
which  they  displayed  in  abandoning 
their  proposals  in  order  to  meet  the 
views  of  the  extreme  Party* 
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LoBD  JOHN  MANNERS  regretted 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Prime 
Minister  had  not,  on  other  occasions, 
displayed  the  same  readiness  to  make 
concessions  which   he  had  manifested 
now.     He  (Lord  John  Manners)    also 
entertained  an  objection  to  the  mode  in 
which  it  was  proposed  to  deal  with  ju- 
dicial leases ;  and  if  the  3rd  section  of 
the  present  clause  had  been  allowed  to 
remain  in  it,  it  would  have  been  his 
duty  to  move  the  insertion  of  the  larger 
and  more  liberal  words  which  appeared 
in  the  18th  section  of  the  Act  of  1870. 
The  Act  of  1870  was  not  to  be  displaced 
from  the  Statute  Book ;  and  as  they  had 
heard  nothing  in  condemnation  of  the 
operation  of  the  18  th  section,  he  thought, 
if  the  words  of  the  present  clause  were  to 
be  changed  at  all,  it  was  expedient  that 
the  Amendment  should  be  in  the  direc- 
tion of  adopting  the  phraseology  of  the 
18th  section  of  the  Act  of  1870.    There- 
fore, if  the  section  had  been  retained  he 
should  certainly  have  felt  it  necessary 
to  move  the  Amendment  which  stood  in 
his  name. 

Mr.  WARTON  wished  to  put  a  ques- 
tion  to  the  Prime  Minister.  The  right 
hon.  Oentleman,  if  he  understood  him 
rightly,  seemed  to  be  abandoning  the 
third  paragraph  of  the  8th  clause  of  the 
Bill  on  the  ground  that  judicial  leases 
were  not  worth  having.  He  wished, 
therefore,  to  know  whether  it  was  also 
the  intention  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man to  abandon  the  9th  section  ? 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Words  struck  out  accordingly. 

Mb.  WARTON  said,  that  nothing  in 
the  conduct  of  the  Bill  had  struck  him 
with  more  surprise  than  the  observations 
of  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland  (Mr. 
Law)  upon  the  meaning  of  the  word 
*'  unreasonable."  He  did  not  dispute 
that  there  might  have  been  cases  since 
the  passing  of  the  Act  of  1870  which 
the  iTourt  might  fairly  hold  to  be  un- 
reasonable; but  if  they  were  to  make 
the  Bill  understood  and  effective  they 
ought  not  to  leave  out  of  consideration 
the  important  question  of  the  deteriora- 
tion of  the  holding.  As  the  clause  was 
at  present  drawn,  the  only  questions  the 
Court  could  really  consider  were  ques- 
tions relating^  to  that  which  happened  at 
the  time  the  landlord  and  tenant  came 
into  Court,  or  nearly  about  that  time ; 


and,  in  reality,  they  did  not  go  back  far 
enough  into  the  history  of  the  conduct 
of  the  parties,  and  especially  into  the 
important  question  whether  the  tenant 
had  or  had  not  deteriorated  the  condi- 
tion of  the  soil.  In  passing,  he  wished 
to  put  a  question  to  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  upon  a  point 
which  had  agitated  his  mind  very  con- 
siderably, in  regard  to  the  provisions 
of  the  4th  clause.  Long  as  it  was  since 
the  Committee  disposed  of  that  clause, 
some  of  them  would  remember  that,  in 
the  4th  section,  a  number  of  conditions 
were  defined  which  were  called  ''  statu- 
tory conditions."  At  first  it  was  thought 
that  a  breach  of  these  conditions  would 
lead  to  the  loss  of  the  holding  and  to  the 
re-entry  of  the  landlord.  It  was  now 
found  that,  nevertheless,  the  tenant  was 
to  be  compensated  by  damages.  He 
wished  to  know  whether,  in  the  event  of 
the  tenant  breaking  any  of  the  statutory 
conditions,  such,  for  instance,  as  break- 
ing up  the  farm  and  sub-dividing  it, 
that  was  a  question  which  was  to  come 
up  for  the  consideration  of  the  Court, 
because  the  words  of  the  clause,  as  they 
stood,  were — "  Or  that  the  one  has  un- 
reasonably refused  any  proposal  made 
by  the  other,  the  Court  may  do  *'  — cer- 
tain things.  All  the  statutable  condi- 
tions made  by  the  4th  clause  were 
interfered  with  by  the  present  clause ; 
and  he  was,  therefore,  anxious  to  move 
the  Amendment  which  stood  on  the 
Paper  in  his  name. 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  page  9,  line  4,  at  the  end  of  the  Clause  to 
add — ''Provided  always,  That  in  considering 
the  question  whether  the  conduct  of  the  tenant 
has  or  has  not  been  unreasonable,  the  Court 
may  take  int*  consideration  whether  the  tenant 
of  the  holding  in  which  such  tenancy  subsists, 
or  his  predecessors  in  title,  has  or  have  caused 
or  suffered  such  holding  to  become  and  be  then 
deteriorated  contrary  to  the  express  or  implied 
conditions  constituting  the  contract  of  ten- 
ancy."—(3fr.  Wartoft.) 

Question  proposed,  **  That  those  words 
be  there  added." 

The  attorney  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  hoped  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  would  accept 
the  same  answer  as  that  which  ho  had 
given  to  his  right  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  opposite  (Mr.  Gibson).  The 
word  "  unreasonaole,"  which  was  al- 
ready in  the  Bill,  would  include  waste, 
and  all  the  deterioration  which  the  hon. 
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and  learned  Gentleman  wished  to  guard 
against  was  already  provided  for  by  the 
Bill. 

Mr.  WARTON  intimated  that,  after 
the  clear  statement  made  by  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  he  was  satis- 
fied, and  would  withdraw  the  Amend- 
ment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to;  and 
ordered  to  stand  part  of  the  Bill. 

Part  IH. 

Exclusion  of  Act  by  Aqreemext. 

Judicial  Zeases, 

Clause  9  (Lease  approved  by  Court 
during  its  continuance  to  exclude  pro- 
visions of  the  Act). 

Mr.  LITTON  moved,  as  an  Amend- 
ment, to  leave  out  *' thirty,"  and  insert 
«*  sixty.*'  He  thought  that  30  years 
were  too  short  a  term,  and  that  60  or  61 
years  would  be  much  better.  He  was, 
however,  unwilling  to  press  the.  Amend- 
ment, unless  he  had  reason  to  believe 
that  it  would  be  favourably  received  bj 
the  Committee.  He  should,  therefore, 
ask  the  Chairman  to  put  the  Amend- 
ment. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  9,  line 
12,  to  leave  out  **  thirty'*  and  insert 
"  sixty."— (1/r.  Zition,) 

Question  proposed,  **  That  the  word 
*  thirty  *  stand  part  of  the  Clause." 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  As  the  hour  for 
reporting  Progress  has  nearly  arrived, 
it  IS  hardly  worth  while  to  call  upon  the 
Committee  to  discuss  the  Amendment, 
which  is  of  some  importance,  now.  I 
will,  therefore,  move  that  the  Chairman 
report  Progress. 

Motion  made,  and  Question,  ''That 
the  Chairman  do  report  Progress,  and 
ask  leave  to  sit  again," — (Mr.  Gladstone,) 
— put,  and  agreed  to. 

Committee  report  Progress;  to  sit 
again  thii  day. 

And  it  being  now  ten  minutes  to 
Seven  of  the  clock  the  House  suspended 
its  Sitting. 

House  resumed  its  Sitting  at  Nine 
of  the  dock. 

The  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 


LAND  LAW  (IRELAND)  BILL. 
Progress  resumed. 

Amendment  again  proposed,  in  page 
9,  line  12,  to  leave  out  the  word  "  thirty," 
and  insert  **  sixty." — {Mr,  Zitton.) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  the  word 
'  thirty '  stand  part  of  the  Clause." 

Mr.  LITTON  explained,  that  he  pro- 
posed the  Amendment  with  a  view  to 
ascertaining  the  views  of  the  GK)vom- 
ment  upon  the  subject.  It  appeared  to 
him  that  it  would  be  a  very  g^reat  ad- 
vantage, where  an  equivalent  was  to  be 
offered  to  the  tenants,  that  a  real  equiva- 
lent should  be  offered,  and  not  simply 
SO  years,  which  appeared  to  him  to  be 
totally  inadequate.  He  did  not  wish  to 
press  the  Amendment,  if  the  Gt>vem- 
ment  did  not  see  their  way  to  accept  it ; 
because  he  thought  the  necessity  was 
somewhat  removed  by  reason  of  the 
Amendment  made  on  the  latter  portion 
of  the  prior  clause.  If  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  the  Attorney  Ge- 
neral for  Ireland  was  able  to  state  to 
the  Committee  that  he  preferred  to  keep 
the  term  "  thirty  years  "  in  the  daase, 
he  (Mr.  Litton)  would  withdraw  the 
Amendment. 

Mr.  BIGGAB  said,  he  did  not  know 
what  the  intention  of  the  Government 
was  as  to  this  particular  Amendment. 
Under  the  clause,  as  it  at  present  stood 
with  31  years,  the  tenant,  instead  of 
being  entitled  to  a  renewal  from  time  to 
time  at  the  end  of  15  years,  would,  at 
the  end  of  31  years,  become  a  future 
tenant.  That  was  an  objectionable  pro- 
vision, because  a  landloi*d  might  bring 
pressure  to  bear  on  the  tenant,  and 
threaten  that  if  he  did  not  agree  to  his 
terms  he  would  take  him  into  the  Court 
and  put  him  to  expensive  litigation. 
Although  provisions  of  leases  heretofore 
had  not  been  always  insisted  upon  by 
the  landlords,  it  had  been  customary  to 
put  in  leases  conditions  which  would  be 
thoroughly  unreasonable  if  acted  upon, 
and  would  deprive  the  tenant  of  his 
rights.  Nothing  could  be  more  natural 
than  that  a  landlord  should  say  that  the 

g revision  was  the  same  as  leases  which 
ad  been  signed  from  time  to  time ;  and 
thus  the  tenant  of  a  large  property  might 
be  induced  to  accept  leases  entirely  takmg 
away  his  rights. 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER  said,  the  Com- 
mittee  must  remember  that  the  positiou 


07 


Zand  Law 


(July  5,  1881] 


(Ireland)  BiU. 


98 


of  the  tenant  would  be  very  different 
after  this  Bill  became  law  from  his  posi- 
tion hitherto,  and  the  power  of  the  land- 
lord to  force  the  tenant,  or  to  bring  pres- 
Biire  to  bear  upon  him,  in  order  to  take 
away  a  lease,  would  be  very  much  dimi- 
nished ;  because,  by  this  clause,  the  Bill 
would  enable  a  tenant,  under-  pressure 
or  threat,  to  apply  to  the  Court  in  oases 
where  there  was  a  judicial  rent  to  resist 
more  or  less  the  powers  of  the  landlord. 
Everything  which  would  apply  to  the 
Act  of  1 870  would  not  apply  now  ;  the 
landlord  would  not  be  able  to  force  upon 
the  tenant  a  lease  as  he  could  under  the 
Act  of  1870,  and  the  arrangement  would 
not  in  future  be  one-sided.    It  was  not 
absolutely  to  the  advantage  of  a  tenant 
to  have  a  long  lease ;  on  the  contrary,  it 
might  in  many  cases  be  an  advantage 
to  have  a  shorter  lease ;  therefore,  he 
thought  the  proposed  Amendment  was 
not  desirable.    If  they  were  to  look  for- 
ward to  the  judicial  lease  at  all,  they 
must  take  care  not  to  make  the  tenancy 
so  large  as  to  take  away  the  landlord's 
interest.    Both  sides  ought  to  be  con- 
sidered. 

Oaptain  AYLMEB  was  glad  the  Go- 
vernment did  not  support  the  Amend- 
ment. He  would  remind  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Tyrone  (Mr.  Litton) 
of  the  necessity  of  not  making  more  ab- 
sentee landlords,  and  that,  he  feared, 
would  be  the  result  of  the  Amendment. 

Mb.  LITTON  asked  permission  to 
withdraw  the  Amendment. 

Mb.  BIGOAB  objected  to  the  Amend- 
ment being  withdrawn,  observing  that 
Irishmen  had  not  derived  any  advantage 
in  past  times,  and  did  not  expect  to  do 
BO  m  timee  to  come,  as  to  leases.  It  was 
perfectly  well  known  that  since  1870 
landlords  had  been  constantly  urging 
their  tenants  to  agree  to  leases.  If  a 
tenant  was  to  be  entitled  to  appeal  to 
the  Court  with  regard  to  leases,  ne  had 
better  not  have  the  powers  proposed  as 
to  leases  at  all ;  for  if  he  were  a  free 
agent  he  could  please  himself  whether 
he  agreed  to  a  lease  or  not,  whereas 
under  the  Bill  the  lease  must  be  subject 
to  the  whim  of  the  Judge. 

Mb.  LALOB  hoped  the  Qovemment 
would  accept  the  Amendment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  ivithdraum. 

Captain  AYLMEB  said,  he  rose  to 
propose  an  Amendment  on  behalf  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Oxfordshire  (Mr.  Har- 
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court).  The  clause,  as  it  stood,  provided 
that  the  landlord  and  tenant  might 
agree  to  a  lease  mutually  made,  ''if 
sanctioned  by  the  Court,  after  consider- 
ing the  interest  of  the  tenant  and  the 
value  of  his  tenancy."  His  hon.  Friend, 
however,  proposed  to  insert,  instead  of 
**  the  interest  of  the  tenant,"  the  words 
''rights  and  interests  of  the  landlord 
and  tenant  respectively."  He  had  not 
the  slightest  doubt  that  the  Qovemnient 
in  introducing  this  Bill  desired  to  do  jus- 
tice to  all  parties,  and  he,  therefore,  felt 
sure  they  would  agree  to  the  Amendment. 

Amendment  proposed^ 

In  page  9,  lines  15  and  16,  to  leave  ont  "in- 
terest of  the  tenant  and  the  value  of  his  t^i- 
ancy,"  in  order  to  insert  '*  rights  and  interests 
of  the  landlord  and  tenant  respectively." 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
'  interest  of  the  tenant  and  the  value  of 
his  tenancy '  stand  part  of  the  Clause." 

Mb.  WABTON  agreed  with  the  ob- 
ject of  the  Amendment,  but  objected  to 
the  words  "rights  and  interests  of  the 
landlord  and  tenant  respectively ; "  be- 
cause that  might  imply  that  the  landlord 
only  had  rights  and  the  tenant  inte- 
rests. He  suggested  the  words  should 
be  "  rights  and  interests  both  of  the 
landlord  and  the  tenant." 

Thb  attorney  GENEEAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  regretted  that 
he  could  not  accept  the  Amendment.  He 
explained  that  a  judicial  lease  was  not  a 
lease  which  the  landlord  of  his  own  mere 
motion  was  to  have  the  power  of  grant- 
ing to  a  tenant.  The  Court  was  brought 
in  not  to  look  after  the  interest  of  the 
landlord — who  was  perfectly  well  able  to 
take  care  of  himself — but  to  protect  the 
tenant,  and  it  was  with  that  view  that 
the  Court  was  to  be  empowered  to  sanc-^ 
tion  a  lease. 

Mb.  PLUNKET  said,  he  understood 
that  the  object  of  this  clause  was  to 
carry  on  in  this  Bill  the  policy  which 
was  introduced  into  the  Act  of  1870 — 
namely,  the  system  of  leases,  which 
exempted  a  landlord  from  the  provi- 
sions of  that  Act.  The  object  of  the 
clause,  as  he  understood  it,  was  to  in* 
troduce  a  similar  provision;  but  the 
intervention  of  the  Court  was  to  be  per- 
mitted. He  did  not  wish  to  insist  on 
the  language  of  the  Amendment ;  but  he 
desired  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
to  explain  exactly  what  was  the  mean- 
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ing  in  this  clause  of  the  words  *'  after 
considering  the  interest  of  the  tenant, 
and  the  value  of  the  tenancy  ?  " 

The  attorney  GENEHAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  explained  that  it 
would  be  the  duty  of  the  Court  to  ensure 
the  interests  of  the  tenant  being  re- 
spected. 

Captain  AYLMER  pointed  out  that 
the  clause  distinctly  stated  that  the  land- 
lord might  propose,  and  the  tenant 
agree  to  accept,  a  lease,  and  the  thing 
would  then  practically  be  done  on  such 
conditions  as  the  parties  agreed  upon. 
Then  came  the  words  *'  if  sanctioned 
by  the  Court,"  and  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  said  the  Court  was 
to  see  the  interests  of  the  tenant  re- 
spected ;  but  surely  they  ought  to  look 
at  both  sides  of  the  question,  and  it  was 
monstrous  to  say  that  the  Court  was 
only  to  look  after  the  tenant's  interest. 

Mb.  GIVAN  thought  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  (Captain  Aylmer)  was 
labouring  under  a  slight  misapprehen- 
sion, for  he  seemed  to  forget  that  in 
accepting  a  judicial  lease  the  tenant  sur- 
rendered certain  important  rights  which 
he  possessed  if  he  had  not  accepted  the 
judicial  lease.  He  had  a  right  to  go  and 
get  a  statutory  term  and  have  the  rent 
fixed ;  but  as  he  surrendered  those 
rights  by  accepting  a  judicial  rent, 
the  clause  properly  provided  that  the 
Court  should  have  supervision  over  his 
interests.  It  was  not  necessary  that 
the  rights  of  the  landlord  should  be 
protected,  because  those  rights  were  sub- 
sisting rights  which  were  not  surren- 
dered. The  tenant  might  be  an  igno- 
rant man  and  not  understand  the  effect 
of  the  clause,  and  so  he  might  be  in- 
duced to  accept  a  lease  which  would  be 
prejudicial  to  his  interests,  while  he  sur- 
rendered all  the  privileges  he  would  have 
as  a  statutory  tenant ;  and  that  was  the 
reason,  as  he  understood,  why  the  rights 
of  the  tenant  and  not  those  of  the  land- 
lord were  to  be  protected. 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
thought  the  argument  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber (Mr.  Givan)  was  based  entirely  upon 
a  misapprehension  as  to  the  meaning  of 
the  words.  The  judicial  leases  were 
suggested  by  the  Government,  because 
the  Government  recognized  that  in  deal- 
ing with  the  Land  Question  in  Ireland, 
they  had  to  deal  with  two  distinct 
classes  of  landlords  —  good  landlords 
and    bad    landlords.      Good  landlords 

Mr.  FlunM 


would  allow  their  tenants  to  hold  on 
for  a  great  many  years  at  a  moderate 
rent,  while  other  landlords  would,  to  a 
certain  extent,  rack-rent  the  tenant.  The 
good  landlord,  who  had  been  in  the 
habit  of  allowing  the  tenant  to  hold  on 
at  a  certain  rent  for  many  years,  would 
have  power  under  this  clause  to  suggest 
to  the  tenant  that  they  should  not  go 
to  the  Court  to  fix  a  rent,  but  shoiud 
agree  together  to  continue  the  tenancy 
on  its  old  terms.  In  that  way  he  would 
exclude  the  action  of  the  Bill ;  but  he 
would  give  the  tenant  a  certain  amount 
of  permanency  in  his  lease.  That  was 
the  object  of  the  clause.  The  landlord 
would  grant  a  judicial  lease  which  would 
be  accepted  by  the  Court,  and  the  land- 
lord's and  tenant's  interest  would  be 
equal.  He  considered  the  Amendment 
on  the  whole  a  reasonable  one,  and  the 
only  ground  upon  which  he  disliked  the 
language  of  the  Amendment  was  that 
it  was  the  same  as  the  hon.  Member  for 
Dundalk  had  inserted  in  the  7th  clause, 
to  which  he  (Lord  Randolph  Churchill) 
had  objected  as  having  an  insidious 
meaning.  It  had,  no  doubt,  an  insidious 
meaning  in  that  clause ;  but  he  did  not 
think  it  would  have  in  this  clause.  He 
attached  very  considerable  value  to  the 
provision  as  to  judicial  leases,  because 
the  landlords  in  Ireland  who  had  man- 
aged  their  property  fairly  and  well 
would  be  glad  to  give  the  tenant  for  31 
years  or  more  all  the  advantages  they 
had  hitherto  enjoyed,  but  on  the  under- 
standing that  the  tenant  was  not  then 
to  be  at  liberty  to  take  hostile  proceed- 
ings against  the  landlord.  That  was 
the  value  of  the  judicial  lease,  and  he 
considered  that  it  was  being  seriously 
interfered  with  by  the  Amendment  which 
the  Government  had  accepted  earlier  in 
in  the  Sitting,  and  with  regard  to  which 
he  should,  on  Report,  move  the  re- 
insertion of  the  words  then  omitted. 

Mr.  PLUNKET  suggested  that  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  (Captain 
Aylmer)  should  not  put  the  Committee 
to  the  trouble  of  dividing  upon  the 
Amendment.  He  still  preferred  the 
language  of  the  Amendment  to  that  of 
the  Bill,  and  he  could  not  understand  the 
necessity  of  the  words  *'  after  consider- 
ing the  interest  of  the  tenant*"  If  any 
reference  was  to  be  made  to  the  in- 
terests of  either  landlord  or  tenant,  it 
would,  he  thought,  be  better  not  to  have 
a  one-sided  afiftir.    But,  under  the  cir> 
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cmnstcuicefly  be  would  advise  the  with- 
drawal of  the  Amendment  if  the  Go- 
vernment persisted  in  opposing  it. 

Captain  AYLMER  observed,  that 
there  was  nothing  in  the  clause  to  bind 
the  tenant  to  give  up  his  statutory  term, 
and  that  if  he  accepted  a  lease  he  did 
80  bj  his  own  free  will.  Both  landlord 
and  tenant  were  on  equal  terms,  and  he 
maintained  that  the  interests  of  both 
parties  ought  to  be  considered  by  the 
Court  in  deciding  whether  the  terms  on 
both  sides  were  just.  He  regretted  that 
the  Government  did  not  look  at  the 
matter  in  the  same  light ;  but  he  would 
not  take  up  the  time  of  the  Committee 
by  dividing.  At  the  same  time,  he  thought 
it  was  extremely  unfair  and  unjust  for  the 
Government  to  refuse  the  proposal. 

Mb.  WAETON  asked,  whether  it 
would  still  be  in  the  power  of  the  land- 
lord and  tenant  to  agree  to  a  lease  on 
any  terms  apart  from  the  lease  ? 

The  attorney  GENERAL  foe 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  :  Certainly  not. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Mr.  CHARLES  RUSSELL  proposed, 
in  lines  15  and  16,  to  leave  out  ''and 
the  value  of  his  tenancy  ;'*  and  explained 
that  if  any  hon.  Member  thought  it 
neoeasary  to  raise  a  discussion  he  should 
not  press  it. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  9,  lines 
15  and  16,  to  leave  out  the  words  ''  and 
the  value  of  his  tenancy." — {Mr.  Charles 
RueseU.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  struck  out  stand  part  of 
the  Clause." 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER  said,  in  agree- 
ing to  the  Amendment,  he  did  not  mink 
the  proposed  words  were  required. 

Mb.  PLUNKET  said,  he  did  not  wish  to 
raise  a  controversy  upon  the  Amendment, 
and  he  should  not  therefore  oppose  it. 

LoBD  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
pointed  out  that  ''the  interest  of  the 
tenaht  and  the  value  of  the  tenancy  " 
might  be  two  distinct  things.  "  The  in- 
terest of  the  tenant "  meant  what  was 
established  under  the  Common  Law, 
fortified  by  the  Act  of  1870;  but 
''  the  value  of  the  tenancy "  meant 
any  sum  of  money  which  the  tenant 
had  paid  on  going  into  the  farm ;  so 
that  aU  the  Court  had  to  consider 
was  what  the  Common  Law  assigned 
\/o  him.    Therefore,  he  thought  that  the 


framers  of  the  Bill  were  not  open  to  the 
charge  of  tautolo^,  and  it  was  not  ne- 
cessary that  all  judicial  leases  shoiild 
take  into  account  "  the  interests  of  the 
tenant  and  the  value  of  the  tenancy," 
because  the  two  things  were  distinct. 
On  the  whole,  he  was  inclined  to  think 
that  the  clause  would  be  better  as  it 
stood,  than  if  amended  as  proposed. 

Question  put,  and  negatived;  words 
etrmh  out  accordingly. 

Mb.  PLUNKET  (for  Mr.  Nobthootb) 
proposed  an  Amendment.  The  Amend- 
ment would  do  no  possible  harm,  and  he 
thought  the  Government  would  not  ob- 
ject to  it. 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  page  9,  line  16,  after  "  tenancy,"  to  insert 
"and  where  such  lease  is  made  by  a  limited 
owner,  as  defined  by  tbe  twenty-sixth  section  of 
'  The  Landlord  and  Tenant  (Ireland)  Act,  1870,' 
the  interest  of  all  persons  entitled  to  any  estate 
or  interest  in  the  holding  subsequent  to  the 
estate  or  interest  of  such  limited  owner." — {Mr, 
Flnnhit,) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

The  attorney  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  Mreed  in  the 
object  of  the  Amendment,  out  explained 
that  that  object  was  already  provided 
for  in  the  18th  section  of  the  Bill. 

Mb.  WARTON  pointed  out  that  the 
18th  section  applied  only  to  a  fixed  ten« 
ancy,  and  not  to  a  judicial  lease. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  repUed,  that  that 
might  be  quite  true ;  but  the  clause 
with  regard  to  rules  met  the  difficulty. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Mb.  a.  M.  SULLIVAN  proposed  an 
Amendment  with  the  object  of  intro- 
ducing, at  that  point  of  the  Bill,  that 
system  of  Parliamentary  tenant  right 
with  which  the  name  of  Judge  Long- 
field  was  associated.  When  the  Land 
Act  of  1870  was  passing  through  Far- 
liament.  Judge  Longfield,  in  a  Tetter  to 
The  Times,  on  the  26th  March,  1870, 
pointed  out,  or  gave  expression  to,  some 
apprehensions  he  had  as  to  the  failure 
of  that  well-intentioned  measure,  then 
being  carried  through  Parliament,  in 
some  respects,  and  he  made  a  sus^gestion 
as  to  a  principle  which  he  called  ^*  Par- 
liamentary tenant  right,"  which  was 
that  leases  might,  on  the  agreement 
of  the  parties,  be  indefinitely  renewed, 
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with  a  self-adjusting  meclianisin  for 
settling  a  fair  rent  without  reduction. 
He  (Mr.  Sullivan)  hoped  the  Committee 
would  agree  that  in  this  Bill  it  was  de- 
sirahle  to  introduce  this  principle,  which 
could  be  introduced  without  dislocating 
or  damaging  in  any  way  any  of  the 
other  useful  provisions  of  the  measure, 
especially  if  it  could  be  shown  that  the 
Amendment  would  enable  the  landlord 
and  tenant  to  adjust  the  question  on  a 
fair  rent  from  time  to  time  without 
approaching  the  Court.  The  proposal 
which  Judge  Longfield  made  was  that 
every  tenant  in  Ireland  should  be  made 
to  purchase  a  Parliamentary  right  in 
his  holding  equivalent  to  the  Ulster 
tenant  right,  which  the  tenant  might 
have  purchased  for  a  considerable  sum 
of  money.  In  Ulster,  a  tenant  would 
have  the  Parliamentary  tenant  right 
based  upon  the  sum  which  the  tenant 
had  paid  for  his  interest  in  the  holding. 
Outside  Ulster,  Judge  Longfield  pro- 
posed that  a  similar  system  should  be 
introduced  by  enabling  the  tenant  to 
buy  the  tenant  right  in  either  one  of 
these  ways — by  the  payment  of  a  sum 
of  money  down,  or  by  money  paid  by 
the  lessee  to  his  predecessor  in  title 
with  the  expressed  or  implied  consent 
of  the  landlord,  or  by  money  to  be  spent 
in  improvements  agreed  on  by  the 
parties;  or,  in  a  vast  majority  of  cases, 
which  under  this  Bill  were  called  pre- 
sent tenancies — that  was  to  say,  tenan- 
cies outside  Ulster  where  the  Ulster 
Custom  had  not  been  localized,  but 
where  the  tenants,  nevertheless,  had 
succeeded,  through  many  generations 
of  occupancy,  to  an  interest  in  the 
holding,  as  well  as  to  their  actual  im- 
provements— he  would  allow  the  ten- 
ant right  to  purchase  by  estimating 
the  value  of  such  equitable  interest  as 
the  tenant  had  in  the  farm,  including 
therein  the  Ulster  tenant  right  where  it 
existed.  The  question  of  fair  rent  would 
be  adjusted  in  this  way.  The  tenant 
having  agreed  upon  a  fair  rent  for  a 
certain  term  of  years,  which  the  Amend- 
ment proposed  should  be  15,  if,  at  the 
end  01  the  15  years,  the  landlord  claimed 
a  higher  rent,  the  tenant  might  either 
assent  to  it  or  elect  to  go  out ;  but  in 
the  latter  case,  the  landlord  would  be 
bound  to  pay  the  tenant  10  years'  pur- 
chase of  the  increased  rent  which  he  de- 
manded. On  the  other  hand,  if  a  tenant 
demanded  a  reduction  of  rent,  and  the 
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landlord  did  not  consent  to  the  redac- 
tion, the  tenant  would  be  bound  to  sell 
to  the  landlord  at  10  years'  of  the  re- 
duced rent.  The  effect  of  this  proposal 
would  be  this — if  the  tenant  attempted 
to  extort  from  the  landlord  by  demand- 
ing a  reduced  rent  which  was  less  than 
a  mir  rent,  he  would  be  cut  by  the  land- 
lord, who  would  buy  from  him,  on  the 
basis  of  10  years*  purchase  of  the  reduced 
rent ;  on  the  other  hand,  if  the  landlord 
endeavoured  to  extort  from  the  tenant 
by  asking  an  increased  rent,  he  would 
be  cut  by  the  tenant,  who  left  the  farm, 
and  received  10  times  the  increase 
asked  for  by  the  landlord.  In  that  way 
it  would  be  the  interest  of  the  landlord 
not  to  ask  too  much,  and  the  interest  of 
the  tenant  not  to  insist  upon  too  low  a 
rent.  That  would  be  what  he  would  call 
a  self-acting  mechanism  for  effecting 
a  fair  rent  without  recourae  to  liti- 
gation, and  by  the  simplest  of  all  pro- 
cesses— namely,  self-protection  and  self- 
interest,  which  enabled  both  landlord 
and  tenant  to  prevent  either  over-reach- 
ing the  other.  The  system  had  been  in 
operation  on  some  farms  belonging  to  a 
relative  of  Judge  Longfield,  in  Ulster ; 
and  not  only  had  the  instalments  of  the 
money  advanced  to  tenants  to  purchase 
tenant  right  been  regularly  paid,  but 
there  was  not  at  this  moment  on  any  of 
those  farms  one  farthing  of  uncollected 
arrear  even  for  past  bad  seasons.  The 
security  which  this  Parliamentary  tenant 
right  had  given  to  those  tenants  had, 
somehow  or  other,  brought  about  a 
thrift  and  a  saving  on  the  part  of  the 
tenants,  which  tenants  elsewhere  had 
not  exhibited.  He,  therefore,  wished  to 
move  this  Amendment,  the  nature  of 
which  he  had  explained.  The  power  to 
be  created  by  the  Amendment  would  be 
purely  permissive,  and  the  Court  might 
or  might  not  permit  a  lease  on  which 
the  landlord  and  tenant  had  agreed. 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  page  9,  line  20,  after  '*  applies,*'  insert 
**  Provided  always,  That  a  judicial  lease  may  be 
a  lease  for  a  Parliamentary  tenant  right,  ac- 
cording to  the  form  in  the  Schedule  to  this  Act 
annexed,  or  such  similar  form  as  the  Ck)art  may 
prescribe  from  time  to  time."— (ifr.  A.  M. 
Sullivan.) 

Question  proposed,  '^  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

The  attorney  GENERAL  foe 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  thought  it  would 
be  certainly  inconvenient  to  introduce 
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the  Amendment  into  the  clause,  and  he 
pointed  out  that,  as  the  clause  stood, 
there  was  no  reason  why  the  Court 
should  not  adopt  leases  such  as  those 
indicated  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
her,  if  only  they  were  agreed  upon  by 
landlord  and  tenant.  The  Court  had  to 
see  that  the  conditions  were  fair,  and  it 
would  be  quite  competent,  under  the 
clause,  for  the  Court  to  consider  and 
adopt  the  Longfield  Lease  if  they  liked. 

Mb.  PLUNKET  said,  the  proposal 
had  attracted  a  great  deal  of  attention 
in  Ireland,  and,  like  everything  which 
Judge  Longfield  had  brought  before  the 
pubHo,  it  was  extremely  ingenious.  It 
was  brought  forward  in  1870 — but  then 
he  (Mr.  Plunket)  thought  rather  as  a 
rival  scheme  to  the  Bill  of  the  Govern- 
ment— and  during  the  debate  the  Prime 
Minister  had  announced  that  if  it  was 
intended  as  a  rival  scheme,  he  preferred 
his  own  proposal.  He  (Mr.  Plunket) 
should  not  regret  the  adoption  of  the 
scheme  in  the  present  Bill,  and  he 
thought  it  had  some  recommendations  as 
compared  with  the  general  scheme  of 
the  Government.  In  the  first  place,  it 
avoided  the  constant  interference  of  the 
Court,  and  would  work  easily,  if  volun- 
tarily adopted  by  both  parties.  In  the 
second  place,  it  did,  to  some  extent, 
make  provision  for  bad  years  and  vary- 
ing seasons,  for  it  regulated  the  rent  at 
times  when  the  landlord  might  be  in- 
clined to  ask  for  increased  rent,  or  a 
tenant  might  be  inclined  to  ask  for  a  de- 
crease. If,  however,  as  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  the  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  had  stated,  the 
Longfield  Lease  might  be  adopted  under 
the  present  clause,  he  would  not  now 
advance  any  further  argument. 

Mb.  PAKNELL  said,  he  believed 
that  the  proposal  for  the  Longfield  Lease 
was  brought  forward  in  1870,  not  as  a 
permissive  proposal,  but  rather  as  some- 
thing the  Court  might  do  instead  of 
giving  the  tenant  compensation  for  dis- 
turbance under  the  Act  of  1870 — that 
the  Court  might,  upon  application,  grant 
such  a  lease.  It  appeared  to  him  that 
the  gte&t  objection  to  the  Amendment, 
as  at  present  proposed,  was  that  it  would 
not  be  operative.  As  had  been  pointed 
out  by  tne  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman the  Attorney  General  for  Ire- 
land, practically  speaking,  the  Court 
could  adopt  this  lease  under  the  present 
Bill  if  it  chose;  and  undoubtedly  the 


9th  clause  was  sufficiently  wide  to  cover 
the  Longfield  Lease,  if  the  parties  agreed 
to  such  a  lease.  But  he  (Mr.  Pamell) 
should  like  to  see  the  Amendment 
brought  forward  in  a  different  shape — 
in  the  shape  of  a  new  clause,  after  the 
7th  clause,  empowering  the  Court,  after 
it  had,  on  the  application  of  the  land- 
lord or  the  tenant,  determined  upon  a 
judicial  rent,  to  grant  to  the  tenant 
some  such  lease  as  this,  instead  of  on  a 
15  years'  statutory  term.  In  this  way 
the  difficulty  as  to  fixing  the  future  rent 
after  the  expiration  of  the  statutory 
term,  mieht  oe  got  rid  of.  The  rent 
would  be  nxed  according  to  the  arrange- 
ment under  the  Longfield  system.  The 
landlord  and  tenant  would  be  able  to 
agree  upon  the  rent  at  the  expiration 
of  the  statutory  term,  and  there  would 
be  no  more  reference  to  the  Court. 
This  would  provide  a  certain  practicable 
plan  for  settling  future  rents,  after  the 
judicial  fair  rent  had  been  once  settled. 
This  was  a  subject  which  he  thought 
well  worth  the  consideration  of  the  Go- 
vernment in  the  interval  before  coming 
to  the  new  clauses ;  and  if  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  (Mr.  A.  M.  Sullivan)  were 
to  withdraw  the  Amendment  now,  in 
order  to  see  how  he  might  bring  it  up 
again  as  a  new  clause  after  Clause  7, 
the  Government  might  perhaps  be  in- 
duced to  agree  to  some  such  proposal. 
The  proposal,  if  adopted,  would  get  rid 
of  a  great  deal  of  the  friction  which 
would  undoubtedly  arise  under  the  pro- 
visions of  the  Bill,  as  it  at  present 
stood,  with  regard  to  future  revision. 

Me.  GLADSTONE:  The  whole  of 
this  debate  has  been  exceedingly  inte- 
resting, and  the  tone  of  the  Committee 
is  pacific.  I  have  not  the  slightest  in- 
clination  to  vary  it.  But  there  is  no- 
thing to  prevent  the  inclusion  of  the 
Amendment  within  the  terms  of  the 
judicial  lease.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  (Mr.  A.  M.  Sullivan)  wants  to 
have  a  judicial  lease  fixed,  and  the  Bill 
fixed,  so  as  to  have  the  movement  of 
the  rent  according  to  the  Longfield 
Lease,  and  not  according  to  the  statu- 
tory judicial  lease. 

Me.  PAENELL:  To  give  power  to 
the  Court. 

Me.  GLADSTONE :  Yes,  on  the  ap- 
plication  of  the  parties. 

Me.  PAENELL:  Not  of  both  parties. 

Me.  GLADSTONE :  It  appears  to  me 
that  the  proposal  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
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Member  for  Meath  is  for  both  parties, 
and  it  would  be  dangerous  to  start  it  as 
a  provision  which  might  be  adopted  on 
the  application  of  one  party  only.  Un- 
der the  judicial  lease  it  will  be  the  duty 
of  the  Court  to  see  if  the  rent  is  a  fair 
rent;  and  therefore,  if  the  parties  agree, 
it  is  clearly  within  the  power  of  the 
Court  to  give  a  judicial  lease  with  the 
Longfield  Lease,  subject  to  a  statutory 
term  of  15  years.  But  if  it  is  to  be 
adopted  on  the  application  of  one  of  the 
parties  only,  I  confess  I  think  that  is 
rather  a  peculiar  plan,  and  one  which  it 
would  be  unsafe  to  start. 

Mb.  GBAY  obseryed,  that  the  Long- 
field  Lease  was  theoretically  perfect;  but 
it  appeared  to  him  to  be  utterly  inap- 
plicable to  small  tenancies.    It  would 
only  be  applicable  to  large  tenancies, 
where  the  tenants  were  able  to  deal  at 
arms-length  with  their  landlords.     It 
gaye  power  to  the  landlord  at  any  time 
to  propose  an  increased  rent,  and  the 
only  remedy  the    tenant  had  was    to 
demand  a  decrease.    In  the  case  of  ten- 
ants holding  large  interests,  this  was  a 
substantial  check  on  the  landlords ;  but 
in  the  case  of  small  tenancies  it  was  no 
check  whatever,  because  the  extra  power 
which  the  tenant     gained  would  be  no 
compensation  for  his  increased  rent,  and 
he  would  agree  to  an  excessive  rent  rather 
than  risk  being  paid  off.     He  thought 
it  was  tolerably  evident  that  the  Long- 
field  Lease  must  be  one  of  the  many 
forms  of  judicial  lease  sanctioned  by  the 
Court ;  but  it  was  a  different  thing  to 
introduce  it  by  a  Schedule;  and  although 
he  would  object  to  any  power  imposing 
the  Longfield  Lease  on  the  tenant,  it 
would  be  desirable  in  cases  whore  hard- 
ship existed  to  encourage  the  adoption 
of  that  lease.  When  the  Longfield  Lease 
was  first  brought  before  the  public  in 
1870,  there  was  a  marvellous  consensus 
of  opinion  in  its  favour  in  Ireland — 
Conservatives  and  Liberals  and  all  classes 
united  in  pressing  on  the  Government 
the  desirability  of  adopting  that  lease 
as  a  permissive  lease  under  the  Act. 
But,  at  that  time,  the  Prime  Minister 
held  different  views  from  his  present 
views,  and  he  was  so  opposed  to  it  that 
the  proposal  had  to  be  pressed  to  a  divi- 
sion.   If  there  was  no  substantial  objec- 
tion to  the  Longfield  Lease  itself — and 
he  had  not  heard  of  any  objection — it 
might  be  well  worth  the  consideration 
of  the  Government  whether  they  woidd 
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^mbody  it  aa  a  penni«ive  lease  in  the 

Sir  GEOEGE  CAMPBELL  thought 
the  proposal  would  cause  g^eat  compli- 
cation m  many  cases,  and  he  hopea  it 
would  not  be  pressed  upon  the  Conmiit- 
tee,  but  that  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Meath  (Mr.  A.  M.  Sullivan) 
would  be  satisfied  with  the  general  ap- 
proval which  had  been  expressed  by  the 
Qt)vemment. 

Captain  AYLMEE  said,  it  was  not 
often  that  he  agreed  with  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Meath ;  but  in  this 
case  he  did  agree  with  him,  and  his 
view  was  not  a  thing  of  the  moment, 
because,  last  year,  when  the  Compensa- 
tion for  Disturbance  Bill  was  under  con- 
sideration, he  spoke  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land about  the  advantages  of  the  Long- 
field  Lease.  At  the  same  time,  while  he 
would  support  the  Amendment  he  would 
not  exactly  follow  the  Schedule  which 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  proposed  to 
attach,  because  he  thought  the  Schedule 
of  the  Longfield  Lease  required  some 
alteration.  It  was  sound  in  its  general 
principles,  but  in  some  parts  it  was 
defective.  Some  landlords  had  altered 
it,  and  had  then  found  it  work  well. 
He  hoped  the  Government  would  adopt 
the  proposal. 

Mr.  a.  M.  SULLIVAN  said,  he  was 
exceedingly  rejoiced  to  hear  from  the 
Government  that  this  was  a  lease  which 
it  might  be  quite  within  the  power  of 
the  Court,  under  Clause  9,  to  award. 
His  own  conception  of  the  lease  was 
that  it  must  necessarily  be  a  matter  of 
agreement  between  the  parties.  The  ob- 
ject of  the  Longfield  Lease  was  to  avoid 
friction,  and  he  thought  the  virtue  of 
the  plan  would  be  destroyed  if  it  were 
to  be  imposed  on  the  parties.  He  should 
ask  permission  to  withdraw  the  Amend- 
ment, with  a  view  to  consider  whether, 
at  a  later  stage  of  the  Bill,  he  could 
introduce  something  which  might  g^ve 
expression  to  as  much  of  the  agreement 
of  opinion  as  he  had  collected  from  the 
speeches  of  hon.  Members. 

Mr.  BRODRICK  thought  it  would 
be  well  if,  before  the  Amendment  was 
finally  withdrawn,  the  Committee  should 
be  aware  of  the  previous  views  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Meath 
(Mr.  A.  M.  Sullivan)  on  this  subject, 
and  of  the  change  that  had  taken  place 
in  those  views.    The  hon.  and  learned 
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Member  wrote  a  letter  to  The  Freeman's 
Journal  on  October  5,  1880,  in  whicli  he 
said  the  idea  of  a  redaction  of  rents  oyer 
all  Ireland  would  be  entirely  repug- 
nant to  the  principles  of  commercial 
freedom  of  the  English  people. 

The  chairman  :  I  think  the  hon. 
Gentleman  is  going  beyond  the  Amend- 
ment. 

Mb.  BBODEIOK  said,  he  was  merely 
going  to  point  out  that  there  had  been 
a  great  deal  done  since  that  time ;  and 
that  the  principle  which  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  now  wished  to  with- 
draw and  re-introduce  in  a  fresh  form 
as  an  alternative,  was  one  which  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member,  representing, 
no  doubt,  a  large  section  of  the  Irish 
people,  previously  held  up  necessarily 
as  sufficient  to  meet  the  case  at  issue. 
He  thought  it  was  not  legitimately 
brought  forward  as  an  alternative.  If 
the  lease  proposed  was  held  sufficient 
nine  months  ago  to  preclude  the  neces- 
sity of  any  revision  of  rents,  it  was 
equally  so  now;  and  if  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  brought  it  forward,  he 
ought  to  be  prepared  to  vote  against 
any  interference  with  the  provisions  in 
the  7th  clause. 

Mb.  BIGGAR  thought  it  was  rather 
hard  on  the  Irish  Members,  that  each 
of  them  should  be  held  responsible  for 
what  his  Colleagues  might  have  said  10 
years  ago. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn, 

Mb.  PLUNKET  (for  Mr.  Gibson) 
moved,  as  an  Amendment,  in  page  9, 
line  21,  to  leave  out  after  '*  lease ''  to 
the  end  of  line  24,  and  insert  "the 
landlord  shall  be  entitled  to  resume  pos- 
session of  the  holding."  This,  of  course, 
was  a  serious  and  important  proposal ; 
but  he  hoped  to  be  able  to  show  that  it 
was  a  fair  proposal  and  well  worthy  of 
consideration.  Supposing  that  the  pro- 
posal of  the  Government  were  adopted, 
and  that  after  the  expiration  of  the 
judicial  lease,  the  lessee  should  be 
deemed  to  be  the  tenant  of  a  future  ordi- 
nary tenancy  from  year  to  year  at  the 
rent  and  subject  to  the  conditions  of  the 
lease,  so  far  as  such  conditions  were  ap- 
plicable to  such  tenancy,  that  amounted, 
practically,  to  perpetuity  of  tenure. 
What  was  the  good  of  contracting  this 
judicial  lease,  and  having  all  the  condi- 
tions of  the  tenancy  laid  down  by  the 
Court  for  a  certain  period,  if,  after  the 


termination  of  the  period,  the  landlord 
was  again  to  find  himself  face  to  face 
with  what  was  called  a  future  tenant  ? 
The  present  clause  applied  not  only  to 
the  landlord  and  tenant  of  any  ordinary 
tenancy,  but  also  to  the  landlord  and 
tenant  of  a  proposed  holding  to  which 
the  Act  applied,  which  was  not  subject 
to  the  conditions  of  an  existing  tenancy ; 
and  in  that  case,  though  the  lease 
offered  by  the  landlord  and  accepted  by 
the  tenant  was  entirely  fair,  and  the 
lease  would  be  submitted  to  the  Court 
and  sanctioned  by  the  Court,  still  when 
the  lease  expired  the  landlord  would 
find  that  the  tenant  stood  in  the  position 
of  a  future  tenant.  The  clause,  at  all 
events,  so  far  as  concerned  the  cases  to 
which  he  had  referred,  was  of  a  very 
extraordidary  character,  and  the  Com- 
mittee would  perceive  that  although  the 
number  of  years  mentioned  was  31, 
there  might  be  a  60  or  100  years'  lease ; 
and,  no  matter  how  long  it  lasted,  at  the 
end  the  tenant  would  be  in  the  position 
of  a  future  tenant.  What  the  Amend- 
ment suggested  was  that  at  the  expira- 
tion of  the  judicial  lease  the  landlord 
should  be  entitled  to  resume  possession. 
That  seemed  to  him  to  be  a  fair  and 
natural  conclusion  to  a  tenancy  which 
was  strictly  guarded  against  all  those 
infirmities  wmoh  were  supposed  by  some 
to  attach  to  contracts  of  tenancy  made 
in  Ireland,  because  this  lease,  volun- 
tarily entered  into  between  landlord  and 
tenant,  was  supposed  to  have  already 
obtained  the  sanction  of  the  Court. 
Therefore,  with  great  confidence,  he 
submitted  that  the  Amendment  would 
make  the  state  of  affairs  more  logical, 
and  was  more  in  consonance  with  the 
idea  of  freedom  of  contract  than  the 
proposal  of  the  Government,  that  in  all 
cases  where  a  judicial  lease  was  granted, 
whether  in  the  case  of  an  ordinary  ten- 
ancy or  not,  the  landlord  should  after- 
wards find  himself  face  to  face  with  a 
future  tenant.  He  moved  the  Amend- 
ment accordingly. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  9,  line  21, after  "lease,**  leave  out  to 
the  end  of  lino  24,  and  insert  "the  landlord 
shall  be  entitled  to  resume  possession  of  the 
holding."— (Jfr.  ^lunket.) 

Question  proposed,  <*  That  the  words 
'  the  lessee,  &c.,'  stand  part  of  the 
Clause.'' 

Mr.  CHARLES  EU8SELL  said,  he 
did  not  understand  the  difficulty  felt  in 
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this  matter.  Where  was  the  hardship  of 
the  landlord's  position,  if,  at  the  end  of 
the  lease,  he  could  exercise  the  landlord's 
ordinary  power  of  control  by  raising  the 
rent,  and  could  compel  the  tenant  to  go  or 
pay  an  increased  rent  ?  [Lord  Eaa'dolph 
Chtjkchill  :  No.]  He  said  **  Yes,"  cer- 
tainly; and  his  noble  Friend  (Lord 
Bandolph  Churchill)  was,  he  submitted, 
quite  wrong  upon  the  point.  Applying 
this  to  the  case  of  a  future  tenant,  he 
could  not  go  to  the  Court  for  a  judicial 
rent.  He  failed  to  see  the  object  of  the 
proposed  Amendment,  or,  rather,  what 
was  the  hardship  it  proposed  to  remedy. 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHUEOHILL 
said,  at  the  end  of  a  lease  a  tenant  be- 
came a  future  tenant,  so  that  if  the  land- 
lord demanded  an  increased  rent,  and 
the  tenant  did  not  pay  it,  ho  could  take 
him  into  the  Court.  That  was  what,  in 
plain  English,  seemed  to  him  to  bo  the 
position  of  the  matter;  and  if  the  point 
required  any  further  explanation,  perhaps 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Solicitor  General  for  Ireland  would  get 
up  and  give  them  the  necessary  informa- 
tion. To  his  mind,  there  could  be  no 
doubt  at  all  about  it.  The  tenant,  by 
the  words  of  the  Bill,  became  a  future 
tenant  at  the  expiration  of  the  judicial 
lease.  He  thought  the  words  of  the  Bill 
were  very  much  better  than  those  of  the 
Amendment,  because  he  was  clear  upon 
this  point,  that  the  landlord,  upon  the 
termination  of  a  judicial  lease,  could 
evict  the  tenant  if  he  liked,  just  as  a 
landlord  could  evict  the  tenant  of  any 
holding  where  the  lease  had  expired. 
The  tenant  became  an  ordinary  yearly 
tenant,  and  was  no  longer  protected  by 
the  Bill,  and  the  landlord  could  go  and 
evict  him.  What  did  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  (Mr.  Plunket)  pro- 
pose ?  He  said  that  the  landlord  should 
resume  possession  of  the  holding,  and 
that  was  an  artificial  expression  which 
they  had  had  some  conversation  about 
before.  The  resumption  meant  the  ques- 
tion of  very  full  compensation. 

Sib  GEOEGE  CAMPBELL  really 
thought  that  the  words  proposed  to  be 
omitted  could  not,  and  ought  not,  to  stop 
as  they  were.  It  might  bo  desirable  to 
leave  to  the  parties  freedom  of  contract 
as  to  new  tenants  coming  in ;  but  this 
section  would  apply  to  an  existing  tenant, 
and  especially  to  a  present  tenant. 
[**  No !  ^']  WeU,  if  it  did  not  apply  to 
a  present  tenant,  he  had  nothing  more  to 
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say.  He  had  read  the  clause,  and  it 
appeared  to  him  to  be  the  fact  that  any 
present  tenant  who  accepted  a  leaae 
under  this  provision  would  sacrifice  hia 
tenant  right.  He  thought  they  should 
encourage  the  landlords  to  grant  long 
terms  and  keep  themselves  out  of  the 
Court. 

Mr.  GEEGOEY  thought  it  would  be 
desirable  that  they  should  have  some  ex- 
planation from  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment as  to  what  would  be  the  practical 
operation  of  this  provision,  because  he 
confessed  for  himself,  it  mi^ht  be  from 
ignorance,  that  he  felt  considerable  diffi- 
culty about  the  matter.  If  it  was  a  mat- 
ter of  English  law  he  should  not  feel  that 
difficulty,  because  there  the  principle  was 
clear  that  a  tenant,  after  the  expiration  of 
alease  or  agreement  held  under  the  terms 
of  such  lease  or  agreement,  and  subject 
to  all  the  conditions  of  a  yearly  tenancy 
as  regarded  notice  to  quit.  But  now  the 
tenant  was  turned  into  what  was  called 
a  future  tenant ;  and  what  a  future 
tenant  in  the  Bill  really  meant  he  was  at 
a  loss  to  know,  and  it  was  upon  this 
point  that  he  thought  the  Committee 
were  entitled  to  some  infoimation.  If 
the  position  of  a  tenant,  after  the  ex- 
piration of  a  judicial  lease,  was  to  be 
the  position  an  English  tenant  would 
occupy  under  similar  circumstances,  there 
would  be  an  end  of  the  matter.  He 
would  merely  hold  at  the  will  of  the 
landlord ;  but  if  there  was  anything  be- 
yond, any  inchoate  right  to  the  continu- 
ance of  the  tenancy,  he  thought  the 
Committee  ought  to  know  it. 

Mr.  LITTON  said,  that  if  the  pro- 
posal of  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman (Mr.  Plunket)  were  agreed  to,  the 
clause  would  read  thus — 

**  At  the  expiration  of  the  judicial  lease  the 
Inndlonl  shall  bo  entitled  to  resume  possession 
of  the  holding." 

Now,  he  would  ask  what  was  the  object 
of  putting  in  this  Amendment  ?  Because 
this  was  the  state  of  things  that  would 
follow  in  the  absence  of  any  words  of 
the  kind.  The  Amendment  ought,  there- 
fore, to  have  been  to  strike  out  the 
clause,  because  precisely  that  result 
would  follow  if  the  clause  were  not  there. 
There  was  no  distinction  whatever  be- 
tween the  law  of  England  and  the  law  of 
Ireland  as  regarded  an  over-holding 
tenant.  An  over-holding  tenant  might 
be  evicted  at  the  expiration  of  a  lease. 
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With  regard  to  the  question  what  should 
take  place  on  the  termination  of  a  judi- 
cial leasei  that  divided  itself  into  two 
branches.  There  might  be  a  judicial 
lease  in  the  case  of  a  present  and  of  a 
future  tenant.  The  question  might  arise, 
what  should  be  the  position  of  a  judicial 
lessee  on  the  termination  of  his  lease? — 
first,  where  he  happened  to  be  a  present 
tenant ;  and,  secondly,  where  he  was  a 
future  tenant.  It  was  manifest  that  the 
position  of  the  two  ought  to  be  different ; 
and  it  was  quite  dear  that  the  man  who 
was  a  present  tenant,  and  came  and  took 
from  his  landlord  a  judicial  lease,  should, 
on  the  expiration  of  that  lease,  be  in  the 
position  of  a  present  tenant  and  not  a 
future  tenant. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  :  Her  Majesty's 
GkiTemment  do  not  propose  to  accept 
this  Amendment.  I  am  not  quite  cer- 
tain— indeed,  it  would  be  presumption 
in  me  to  say  what  would  be  its  legal 
effect — ^but  I  take  it,  as  expressed  by  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  who 
moved  it  (Mr.  Plunket),  to  be  a  notice 
to  the  tenant  who  accepted  the  judicial 
lease,  and  at  the  end  of  all  the  relations 
between  him  and  the  landlord,  that  all  the 
tenant's  interest  should  terminate.  That 
is  exactly  the  thing  to  which  the  Govern- 
ment cannot  agree,  and  if  we  did  agree 
to  it  the  clause  would  be  rendered  abso- 
lutely a  dead  letter.  No  tenant  in  Ire- 
land would  accept  a  lease  on  conditions 
that  at  the  end  of  that  lease  his  whole 
interest  should  expire.  I  will  quote  a 
Tory  ancient  anecdote  upon  this  point, 
but  is  also  a  very  short  one.  It  is  one 
which  the  late  Lord  Devon,  who  was  at 
the  head  of  the  Commission  of  1843, 
told  me.  He  said  that  when  inquiries 
were  going  forward  in  Ireland  it  was 
found  to  be  usual  for  a  man  who  held 
a  lease  for  life  to  bequeath  it  on  his 
death-bed  to  somebody  else.  That  was 
the  expression  of  a  deeply-engrained 
idea,  and  the  Government  are  not  pre- 
pared to  come  into  conflict  with  that 
idea.  I  do  not  say  anything  about  the 
other  Amendments  that  may  be  moved, 
but  I  must  object  to  this  one. 

Mb.  GIBSON  said,  that,  speaking  with 
great  frankness,  his  opinion  as  to  the 
judicial  lease  and  the  subsequent  pro- 
posal as  to  fixed  tenancies  was  that  they 
partook  very  much  of  the  nature  of 
padding.  He  did  not  attach  very  much 
importance  to  all  this  elaborate  phrase- 
ology about  jadioialleases,  andhethought 


that  fixed  tenancies,  to  which  two  clauses 
of  this  remarkable  Bill  were  devoted, 
would  not  be  called  in  question  10  times 
during  the  next  100  years.  As,  how- 
ever, the  clause  was  there  they  should 
try  and  give  it  something  like  an  in- 
telligible construction,  and  try  to  arrive 
at  something  like  a  reasonable  conclusion 
upon  it.  The  reason  that  he  had  put 
down  on  the  Paper  the  Amendment 
which  had  been  moved  by  his  right  hon. 
and  learned  Colleague  (Mr.  Plunket) 
was  that  he  wished  to  arrive  at  a  clear 
and  definite  idea — if  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment had  one — as  to  what  would  be 
the  position  of  a  tenant  of  a  judicial 
lease  at  the  termination  of  it.  They 
appeared  to  intend,  by  adding  this  se- 
cond paragraph  to  Clause  9,  to  give  a 
construction  to  the  position  of  a  lessee 
on  the  termination  of  his  lease  entirely 
at  variance  with  the  construction  that 
would  be  put  upon  his  position  on  the 
termination  of  an  ordinary  lease.  It 
was  intended,  by  adding  the  second 
paragraph  at  the  end  of  Clause  9,  prac- 
tically to  give  real  perpetuity  of  tenure 
in  that  case  as  in  all  others — real,  but 
not  avowed.  Now,  what  was  the  posi- 
tion of  the  tenant  of  an  ordinary  lease, 
leaving  the  word  "judicial"  out  of  the 
case  altogether  ?  If  the  tenant  of  an 
ordinary  lease  was  permitted  by  his 
landlord  to  continue  in  occupation  on 
the  termination  of  his  lease,  and  if  the 
landlord  elected  to  accept  from  that  ten- 
ant payment  of  rent,  that  tenant  be- 
came a  tenant  from  year  to  year  upon 
the  terms  and  conditions  of  his  lease 
which  had  just  expired.  There  coidd 
be  no  question  about  that ;  but  the  Go- 
vernment did  not  leave  the  tenant  over- 
holding  on  the  expiration  of  his  judicial 
lease  to  the  legal  implication  which 
every  lawyer  understood.  They  stepped 
in  and  said  that  at  the  very  moment  the 
judicial  lease  terminated  the  tenant  be- 
came clothed  with  all  the  powers  and 
authorities  of  a  future  tenant ;  and  it 
was  there  that  he  thought  it  right  to  step 
in  and  present  to  the  Committee  nakedly 
and  clearly  what  it  was  that  they  were 
asked  to  decide  in  this  clause.  What  was 
the  meaning  of  saying  that  the  lessee 
would  be  deemed  to  be  the  tenant  of  a 
future  ordinary  tenancy  ?  Did  the  Go- 
vernment mean  to  suggest  that  that  was 
exactly  the  same  position  as  if  the  land- 
lord of  an  ordinary  lease,  on  its  expira- 
tion, had  permitted  the  tenant  to  oon- 
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tinue  in  occupation,  had  accepted  rent 
from  him,  ana  had  so  accepted  him  as  a 
tenant  from  year  to  year  ?  If  they  did 
mean  that,  why  did  not  the  Government 
put  it  in  the  clause  ?  As  a  matter  of 
fact,  they  must  mean  something  more, 
because  they  had,  in  the  preceding  part 
of  their  Bill,  given  to  future  tenants 
certain  rights  entirely  independent  of  a 
tenant  holding  on  at  the  expiration  of  a 
lease.  For  instance,  under  sub-section 
2  of  Clause  3,  the  tenant  of  a  future 
lease,  if  asked  by  his  landlord  to  pay  an 
increased  rent,  had  a  right  to  sell  his 
tenancy,  and  to  compel  the  landlord 
then  to  pay  the  amount  of  difference 
that  the  Court  would  hold  was  lost  in 
the  purchase  money  by  the  fact  of  a  rise 
of  rent  being  asked  in  excess  of  what 
the  Court  would  hold  was  a  fair 
rent.  The  tenant  would  have  the  right 
of  free  sale,  and  it  might  be  that 
they  would  compel  the  landlord  by 
these  words,  instead  of  having  an  abso- 
lute right  to.  resume  possession  on  the 
termination  of  a  lease,  to  admit  that 
the  very  day  the  lease  terminated  a 
future  tenancy  was  created.  They  would 
compel  the  landlord,  if  he  wanted  to  get 
possession,  to  serve  a  notice  to  quit. 
They  would,  therefore,  compel  the  land- 
lord, by  the  words  which  the  Govern- 
ment now  said  meant  nothing — [Mr. 
Gladstone  :  I  never  said  so] — it  had 
been  suggested  by  silences  and  by  ges- 
tures, which  were  sometimes  liable  to  be 
misinterpreted;  but,  no  doubt,  he  had 
made  a  mistake,  as  his  statement  had 
not  been  accepted.  But,  at  any  rate,  as 
he  had  understood  it,  it  was  suggested 
by  several  speakers  that  these  words  in 
the  second  paragraph  of  the  9th  section 
really  said,  in  reference  to  a  lessee  on 
the  termination  of  a  judicial  lease,  that 
he  was  to  be  in  exactly  the  same  posi- 
tion as  a  lessee  on  the  termination  of  an 
ordinary  lease.  He  (Mr.  Gibson)  ventured 
to  say  that  that  was  not  a  fair  way  in 
which  to  treat  the  landlord.  The  Prime 
Minister  said  that  nothing  could  be  more 
absurd  than  to  say  that  this  Bill  con- 
tained anything  in  the  nature  of  per- 
petuity of  tenure ;  and,  unless  he  was 
very  much  mistaken,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  said  that  it  was  an  abuse 
of  language  to  use  any  such  phrase  in 
connection  with  the  Bill.  Well,  he  (Mr. 
Gibson)  spoke  with  entire  sincerity,  and 
with  great  respect  for  the  opinion  of  the 
Prime  Minister  on  a  question  of  this 

Mr.  Oibson 


kind ;  but,  really,  with  some  misgiving, 
he  must  venture  to  say  that,  although 
he  might  lay  himself  open  to  the  same 
charge  from  the  Prime  Minister  of  being 
absurd,  he  had  arrived  at  the  conclusioii 
that,  though  not  avowed  and  put  in 
terms,  there  was  actual,  real,  and  sub- 
stantial perpetuity  of  tenure  in  this  Bill. 
He  was  not  going  into  any  other  clause 
of  the  Bill  except  for  the  purpose  of 
illustration ;  but  if  a  tenant  from  year 
to  year  expanded  to  a  statutory  15  years* 
tenancy,  and  then  at  the  end  of  15 
years  he  could  expand  that  tenancy 
into  another  15  years,  he  called  that,  if 
not  perpetuity  of  tenure,  at  any  rate, 
the  best  imitation  of  perpetuity  of  tenure 
that  he  had  over  heard  of.  The  Court 
could,  with  the  sanction  of  the  parties, 
give  a  judicial  tenancy  for  31  years  as 
a  minimum,  and  might  go  up  to  500 
years,  or  even  1,000  years.  Few  of 
them  would  really  speculate  as  to  how 
long  the  world  was  likely  to  last ;  but 
if  a  lease  was  granted  for  300  or  400 
years,  or  for  1,000  years,  it  was  a 
tolerably  substantial  instalment  towards 
perpetuity.  But  take  it  that  it  stopped 
short  of  that,  the  tenant  could  have 
the  holding  for  31  years,  and  that 
was  the  minimum.  He  asked  in  what 
time  on  the  expiration  of  a  lease  had 
a  landlord  the  shadow  of  a  ghost  of 
a  chance  of  resuming  possession  ?  He 
could  not  do  it,  because  they  did  not 
give  him  the  power.  They  said  a  ten- 
ant at  the  end  of  the  lease  was  a  future 
tenant,  and  they  clothed  the  tenant 
with  the  character  and  fixed  conditions 
under  which  the  landlord  could  not  re- 
sume possession.  [^'  No,  no  I  "]  Yes, 
that  was  the  case.  The  landlord  could 
not  get  back  possession,  except  under 
conditions  where  he  would  have  to  buy 
over  again  the  fee-simple  of  the  tenancy. 
Was  that  giving  the  landlord  any  power 
whatever  of  resuming  possession  ?  To 
deny  that  the  Bill  gave  perpetuity  of 
tenure  was  the  merest  play  upon  words. 
He  called  it  perpetuity  from  the  land- 
lord's point  of  view.  No  matter  how 
the  tenancy  might  change,  or  what 
machinery  might  be  contained  in  the 
Bill  with  regard  to  change  or  sale,  there 
could  be  no  doubt  that  the  proposal  of 
the  Government  involved  perpetuity  of 
tenure  as  against  the  landlord,  who 
could  not,  under  any  circumstances,  re- 
sume possession  of  the  holdings.  The 
proposal  contained  in  the  clause  cer- 
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tainly,  in  his  mind,  involved  perpetuity 
of  possession  as  against  the  landlord ; 
and  be  ventured  to  say  that  the  pro- 
position could  not  be  gainsaid,  or  even 
qualified.  It  had  been  his  (Mr.  Gibson's) 
good  fortune  to  hear  almost  all  of  the 
speeches  which  had  been  made  by  the 
Prime  Minister  on  this  Bill,  and  he 
had  endeavoured  to  derive  all  the  in- 
struction   and    information    that    was 
possible  from  them.      The  Prime  Mi- 
nister had    addressed    the    Committee 
that   afternoon,   with   his   usual  force 
and  eloquence,  to  this  particular  branch 
of  the    matter  before  the  Committee, 
and  had    endeavoured    to    show    that 
it  was  an  abuse  of  language  to  suggest 
the  idea  that  the  Bill  intended  or  was 
framed  to  procure  perpetuity  of  tenure ; 
but  in  doing  that  the  Prime  Minister 
looked  at  the  question  only  from  one 
point  of  view,  and  absolutely  ignored 
every  other.    The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
said  it  was  an  abuse  of  language  to  say 
that   the    Bill    involved  peroetuity  of 
tenure,  because  in  certain  conditions  one 
tenant  might  be  compelled  to  sell  his  in- 
terest to  another  tenant ;  but  he  ignored 
the  fact  that  all  this  might  be  mere  bye- 
play  on  the  part  of  the  tenant,  and  that 
it  £d  not  bring  the  landlord  one  whit 
nearer  the  possibitity  of  resuming  pos- 
session of   his   estate.     The   tenant  in 
possession,  or  the  one  who  might  suc- 
ceed him,  had  in  his  hands  perpetuity 
of  tenure  as  against  the  landlord,  in  that 
the  landlord  could  not  resume  possession, 
but  could  only  under  certain  conditions 
compel  his  tenant  to  transfer  the  tenancy 
to  someone  else,  which  would  not  bring 
him  an  atom  nearer  to  the  re-possession 
of  his   estate.     He  would  remind  the 
right  hon.  G-entleman  that  on  the  pre- 
vious evening  he  had  been  prevented,  by 
a  ruling  from  the  Chair  which  was  de- 
fended by  the  hon.  and  learned  Solicitor 
General  in  a  well-considered  speech,  from 
raising  this   question  on  Clause  7,  and 
he  was  now  dealing  only  with  the  par- 
ticular clause  under  discussion.     He  did 
not  wish  to  go  back  upon  Clause  7,  ex- 
cept for  purposes  of  illustration  as  far  as 
his  present   argument  was  concerned. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman,  in  his  speech 
that  day,  denied  that  the  Bill  contained 
the  principle  of  perpetuity  of  tenure — in 
saying  that  he  (Mr.  Gibson)  ventured 
to  urge  that  he  was  not  misrepresenting 
what  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  said — 
bat  asked  why  there  was  not  perpetuity 


of  tenure  ?  He  would  give  an  answer  to 
this  which  he  thought  no  one  who  had 
considered  what  occurred  on  the  pre- 
vious evening  would  gainsay. 

SiE  GEORGE  CAMPBELL,  rising  to 
Order,  said,  he  wished  to  ask  whether 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
was  discussing  the  Amendment  now 
before  the  Committee  or  one  in  Clause  7 
— a  matter  which  had  been  disposed  of 
at  the  Morning  Sitting  ? 

The  chairman  said,  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  (Mr.  Gibson) 
was  certainly  illustrating  his  argument 
very  fully  by  references  to  what  had 
taken  place  in  the  course  of  the  pre- 
vious Sitting. 

Mb.  GIBSON  said,  his  complaint  was 
that  the  perpetuity  of  tenure,  which  in 
his  view  the  Bill  certainly  involved,  was 
disguised  instead  of  being  thoroughly 
and  frankly  avowed.  He  supposed  this 
was  due  to  the  fact  that  in  the  year 
1870  the  highest  authority  in  the  House 
laid  down  the  proposition,  and  supported 
it  by  the  most  persuasive  reasoning, 
that  if  perpetuity  of  tenure  was  granted 
as  against  the  Irish  landlords  they  would 
have  an  absolute  claim  to  compensation. 
It  was  in  order  to  avoid 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  rose  to  Order,  and 
said  that  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  (Mr.  Gibson)  had  been 
speaking  for  nearly  20  minutes,  and 
had  said  no  single  word  on  the  subject 
of  the  Amendment  before  the  Com- 
mittee. 

The  chairman  said,  that,  as  far 
as  he  could  gather,  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  (Mr.  Gibson)  had 
certainly  addressed  his  observations 
much  more  to  Clause  7,  and  the  argu- 
ments which  were  used  in  support  of 
it,  than  to  the  Amendment  immediately 
before  the  Committee. 

Mb.  GIBSON  said,  the  clauses  were 
absolutely  connected  together.  He  did 
not  wish  to  refer  to  the  speech  which 
the  Prime  Minister  had  made  in  the 
course  of  that  day,  further  than  to  say 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  com- 
mitted himself  to  the  opinion  that  the 
Bill  was  free  from  the  charge  of  giving 
perpetuity  of  tenure.  He  had  endea- 
voured to  show  that  this  clause  in  its 
2nd  paragraph,  instead  of  giving  to 
the  landlords  a  right  to  resume  posses- 
sion  of  the  holdings  which  they  had  let, 
so  hampered  the  landlords  as  to  imperil, 
if  not  altogether  to  prevent,  their  right 
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OT  power  to  resume  possession.  He  was, 
therefore,  asking  why  the  Government, 
instead  of  frankly,  plainly,  and  directly 
giving  perpetuity  of  tenure,  were  doing 
that  particular  thing  in  a  round-about, 
involved,  and  disgruised  way,  so  as  to 
obscure  the  landlord's  right  to  compen- 
sation ?  The  object  of  his  Amendment 
was  to  bring  into  perfect  clearness  the 
landlord's  position.  This  was  a  per- 
fectly clear  proposition  which,  if  denied 
by  the  Government,  made  it  clear  to  his 
mind  that  there  was  something,  at  all 
events,  very  like  perpetuity  of  tenure 
to  be  granted  under  this  Bill. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  fok 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  said,  he  thought 
his  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  (Mr. 
Gibson)  had  been  labouring  under  some 
delusion  in  respect  to  this  clause,  or  that 
his  brain  was  oppressed  by  the  weight 
of  arguments  which  he  had  intended  to 
bring  forward  on  a  previous  occasion. 
To  contend  that  the  clause  practically 
conferred  or  involved  perpetuity  of 
tenure,  disguised  in  some  marvellous 
way,  required  a  considerable  amount  of 
courage,  and  that  courage  had,  he  must 
admit,  been  displayed  by  his  right  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  on  the  present  occa- 
sion. His  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
had  told  the  Committee  that  the  Court 
might  give  leases  for  J30  years,  100  years, 
or  even  600  or  1,000  years,  as  against  the 
landlords,  the  fact  being  that  the  Court 
coidd  give  nothing,  but  that  the  land- 
lord could  give  what  he  pleased  in  agree- 
ment with  his  tenants.  To  talk  of  what 
the  Court  could  give,  as  against  the 
landlords,  was,  therefore,  only  misleading 
the  Committee.  If  his  right  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  would  look  at  the  last 
paragraph  of  the  clause,  he  would  find 
that  a  tenant,  at  the  determination  of 
his  lease,  became  the  ordinary  tenant 
of  a  future  tenancy.  His  right  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  then  went  on  to 
ask  how  the  landlord  was  to  regain 
possession  of  his  property,  and  to  urge 
that  he  might  be  deluded  by  a  series 
of  mock  ejectments — in  short,  he  had 
mixed  up  the  clause  now  before  the 
Committee  with  the  one  which  preceded 
and  the  one  which  was  to  follow  it, 
without  any  over  scrupulous  reference 
to  the  matter  with  which  the  Committee 
was  now  asked  to  deal.  But,  after  all, 
what  did  the  whole  of  this  come  to  ? 
Everyone  who  knew  anything  of  Irish 
agricultural  life  knew  that  a  lease  only 

Mr.  Gibion 


meant  a  settlement  of  the  amount  of  rent 
for  a  certain  number  of  years ;  and  that, 
although  according  to  the  letter  of  the 
lease,  the  landlord,  at  its  termination, 
was  to  get  back  possession  of  the  hold- 
ing, still,  according  to  the  almost  uni- 
versal custom,  the  landlord,  instead  of 
resuming  possession,  had  a  revision  of 
the  rent,  and  on  the  revised  scale  the 
tenant  retained  possession.  A  judicial 
lease,  as  proposed  by  the  Bill,  was  a  pure 
matter  of  agreement,  to  which  the  land- 
lord was  not  compelled  to  assent  if  he 
thought  the  terms  proposed  to  him  were 
unjust.  His  right  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  had  suggested  that  the  clause 
would  not  be  used  in  many  cases.  This 
might,  or  might  not,  happen  ;  but,  in 
any  case,  it  was  clear  that  the  landlords 
were  not  bound  to  grant  leases  on  terms 
which  they  thought  would  be  unfair  to 
themselves.  He  could  see  no  injustice 
in  a  proposal  which,  in  accordance  with 
the  Irish  custom,  allowed  tenants,  on 
the  expiration  of  their  leases,  to  retain 
possession  of  their  holdings,  subject  to 
a  revision  of  rent.  No  one  could  sup- 
pose that  a  man  would  take  a  31  years' 
lease  of  his  holding  if  he  was  liable  to 
be  turned  out  of  it  on  the  day  follow- 
ing the  completion  of  his  term.  If 
the  tenants  were  expected  to  accept 
those  leases,  they  must  be  presented 
to  them  in  a  form  likely  to  be  accept- 
able. 

Sir  WALTER  B.  BARTTELOT 
said,  there  were  two  points  which 
seemed  to  arise  out  of  this  Amendment. 
The  first  was,  whether,  at  the  end  of  a 
lease  which,  in  Scotland,  was,  as  a  rule, 
19  years,  and  in  England  far  less,  the 
landlord  was  or  was  not  to  resume 
possession  of  his  holding  ?  The  value 
of  an  estate  in  Ireland  was  from  22  to 
25  years'  purchase,  yet  it  was  proposed 
to  give  leases  for  3 1  years ;  and  he 
asked  whether  it  was  fair  that,  in  such 
circumstances,  the  landlords  should  not 
have  a  perfect  right  to  resume  posses- 
sion of  their  properties  ?  The  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  the  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  said  that  course 
would  have  the  effect  of  being  contrary 
to  all  Irish  opinion.  The  second  point 
was  that  which  had  been  raised  by  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Woodstock 
(Lord  Randolph  Churchill),  which  was 
whether  a  future  tenant  would  have  a 
right  to  a  statutory  term  in  the  event 
of  his  rent  being  raised  ? 
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Tn  ATTORNEY  GENERAL   fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  said,  it  was  an 
effiential  feature    of  the   Bill,    as   set 
foHh  in  Clause  3,  that  the  future  ten- 
ants were  not  entitled  to  go  to  the  Court 
in  order  to  have  a  rent  judicially  fixed, 
or  procure  a  statutory  term.    It  was 
only  the  present  tenant  who  had  those 
]^nyileges. 

Mb.  STNAN  said,  the  mistake  into 
which  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman 
(Sir  Waltor  B.  Barttelot)  had  fallen 
was  in  confounding  the  **  future  tenant " 
with  the  "future  ordinary  tenant,"  the 
different  phrases  being  used  in  different 
clauses  of  the  Bill.  He  should  be  glad 
to  see  the  word  **  ordinary  "  struck  out  of 
the  clause;  but  unless  that  was  done, 
there  must  remain  a  marked  distinction 
between  tenants  under  this  and  under 
the  drd  clause. 

Mb,  MULHOLLAND  said,  he  would 
admit  that,  according  to  the  Irish  cus- 
tom, it  was  not  usual  for  tenants  to  give 
up  their  holdings  at  the  expiration  of 
their  leases,  but  to  go  on  after  there  had 
been  a  re-valuation  and  a  re-adjustment 
of  the  rent ;  but,  on  that  point,  he 
thought  there  was  somewhat  of  am- 
biguity in  the  clause,  as  it  stood  in  the 
Bill,  in  relation  to  the  meaning  of  the 
words  **  a  future  tenant." 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  they  on  that 
Bench  had  not  been  arguing  about  the 
clause  as  it  stood,  but  as  to  the  Amend- 
ment which  had  been  proposed.  When 
that  had  been  disposed  of,  they  would 
consider  what  should  be  the  ultimate 
form  of  the  clause,  bearing  in  mind  the 
importance  of  several  of  the  sugges- 
tions which  had  been  made. 

Sib  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE  said, 
he  hoped  the  Amendment  would  be  dis- 
posed of  forthwith,  in  order  that  they 
might  get  at  the  substance  of  the  clause 
which  the  Prime  Minister  said  had  yet 
to  be  reached. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Mb.  CHARLES  RUSSELL  said,  he 
had  altered  his  Amendment  as  it  stood 
on  the  Paper.  Hon.  Members  would 
see  that,  as  it  had  first  stood,  it  applied 
to  all  cases  in  which  a  judicial  lease  was 
agreed  to  between  a  landlord  and  ten- 
ant, without  making  any  distinction  be- 
tween the  case  where  a  judicial  lease 
was  accepted  by  a  present  tenant  or  a 
future  tenant.  The  object  of  the  Amend- 
ment was  to  make  a  distinction  between 


those  two  cases.  He  said  "  the  Amend- 
ment," but  there  were  really  two  Amend- 
ments— although  the  first  was  only  for- 
mal and  rendered  necessary  to  make  the 
other  intelligible.  Possibly,  the  second 
Amendment  would,  in  the  eyes  of  many 
hon.  Members  opposite,  raise  a  very 
important  question.  The  question  was' 
one  that  must  be  raised  and  dealt  with 
by  the  Committee,  if  justice  was  to  be 
done.  There  were  two  classes  of  cases 
— first,  those  where  the  future  tenant, 
so-called,  had  had  no  previous  relations 
with  the  occupancy  or  contact  with  the 
landlord,  as  in  the  case  where  a  previous 
tenancy  was  determined,  and  a  future 
tenant  came  in  fresh,  as  referred  to  by  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Tyrone  (Mr.  Litton),  where  a 
landlord  let  out  some  of  his  demesne 
lands.  The  distinction  drawn  in  the  Bill 
between  future  and  ordinary  present 
tenants — although  he  agreed  that  there 
probably  ought  to  be  some  distinction — 
was  too  sharp  ;  and  he  therefore  trusted 
that  that  sharpness,  which  would  cause 
inconvenience,  would  be  avoided.  But,  for 
the  moment,  ho  did  not  wish  to  deal  with 
that.  He  wished  to  deal  with  the  case 
of  the  man  who  was  a  present  tenant  of 
the  land,  and  who  agreed  with  his  land- 
lord to  take  a  judicial  lease — that  was,  a 
lease  which  received  the  sanction  of  the 
Court.  The  Bill,  unless  amended  as  he 
proposed,  said  that  the  present  tenant — 
such  at  the  time  of  the  acceptance  of  the 
judicial  lease — was,  by  reason  of  his 
acceptance  of  the  judicial  lease,  alto- 
gether to  lose  at  the  expiration  of  tho 
lease  the  character  and  advantages  given 
to  a  present  tenant.  If  this  were  to  be 
the  case,  they  would  get  no  people  to 
accept  these  judicial  leases.  The  Go- 
vernment ought  to  be  consistent,  and, 
after  the  course  they  had  taken  yester- 
day with  regard  to  the  Amendment  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Hertford  (Mr. 
A.  J.  Balfour),  they  should  accept  his 
(Mr.  Charles  Russell's)  proposal.  The 
hon.  Member's  (Mr.  Balfour's)  Amend- 
ment was  to  the  effect  that  the  statutory 
term  should  come  to  an  end  at  the  end 
of  the  second  statutory  term — in  other 
words,  the  statutory  term  for  the  purpose 
of  his  Amendment  should  be  two  terms 
of  15  years,  equal  to  30  years.  The  Go- 
vernment, desiring  to  see  this  an  effi- 
cient Bill,  resisted  that  Amendment. 
But,  having  resisted  the  Amendment, 
which  sought  to  fix  30  years  as  tho  limit 
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at  the  end  of  which  time  a  tenant  was 
to  cease  to  be  a  present  tenant,  in  the 
sense  of  having  the  benefit  of  any  appli- 
cation which  ho  might  make  for  a 
statutory  term,  it  seemed  to  him  that 
the  Government  must  accept  his  Amend- 
ment as  giving  effect  to  the  action  they 
•had  already  taken.  In  the  case  of  the 
Ulster  tenants  there  was  an  express 
provision  that  at  the  end  of  their  leases 
they  should  have  the  benefit  he  wished 
to  give  to  tenants  under  judicial  leases. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  9,  at  end  of  Clause,  add — "Pro- 
vided always,  That,  at  the  expiration  of  such 
lease  either  the  landlord  or  the  tenant  shall  be 
at  liberty  to  apply  to  the  Court  to  fix  the  rent, 
and  thereupon  the  Coiu^  shall  make  such  order 
as,  in  view  of  all  the  circumstances  of  the  case, 
shall  seem  to  be  just.** — {Mr  Charles  Russell.) 

Question  proposed,  **That  those  words 
be  there  added." 

Me.  W.  H.  SMITH:  I  certainly 
think  the  time  has  come  when  the  Prime 
Minister  ought  to  give  us  some  state- 
ment as  to  the  views  of  the  Government 
on  the  subject  of  this  clause.  It  appears 
to  me  that  if  the  words  of  this  clause 
are  adopted,  the  occupier  under  a  judi- 
cial lease  will  be  in  a  position  of  having 
agreed  with  the  landlord  for  that  which 
will  enable  him  to  say — **  I  am  now 
entitled  to  compensation  for  disturbance 
if,  at  the  end  of  this  judicial  lease,  you 
do  not  agree  with  me  either  for  a  new 
tenancy  or  a  new  lease."  This,  in 
reality,  transfers  to  the  occupier  so  much 
of  the  property  of  the  landlord  as  is  ex- 
pressed by  the  compensation  to  be  given 
to  him,  and  enables  the  occupier  to  say 
to  the  landlord — *'  Make  terms  with  me, 
or  I  will  place  you  under  this  fine."  The 
landlord  wiU  say — **It  is  true  I  have 
agreed  with  you  for  a  judicial  lease." 
Well,  I  suppose  he  may  not  have  agreed, 
because  a  judicial  lease  is  different  from 
any  other  document  which,  in  the  past, 
has  been  looked  upon  as  a  lease. 
Hitherto  it  has  always  been  understood 
that  at  the  end  of  the  lease  the  property 
reverts  to  him  who  granted  it ;  but  it  is 
not  to  be  so  in  this  case.  The  tenant  is 
to  enjoy  his  occupation  for  31  years ;  and 
the  landlord,  at  the  end  of  that  period, 
is  to  be  subject  to  a  fine,  if  an  arrange- 
ment is  not  come  to  which  is  satisfac- 
tory to  the  leaseholder.  That  is  a  real 
transfer  of  property  from  the  one  to  the 
other.  If  they  are  to  negotiate  a  new 
lease,  the  tenant  says  to  the  landlord — 
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**  Here  is  my  right  to  seven  years'  rent, 
in  the  case  of  a  £30  tenancy ;  five  years' 
rent,  in  the  case  of  a  £50  tenancy."  And 
in  that  way  he  extracts  from  the  land- 
lord— who  does  not  wish  to  be  subject 
to  a  fine — an  arrangement.  That  can 
hardly  be  the  intention  of  the  Gt>vem- 
ment.  It  is  not  just.  It  places  the  tenant 
at  the  end  of  a  lease  in  a  better  position 
than  he  was  at  the  beginning  of  the  ten- 
ancy. The  landlord  may  have  fulfilled 
all  his  engagements ;  and  it  cannot  be 
the  intention  of  the  Government  that  at 
the  end  of  the  lease  he  should  be  in  a 
worse  position  than  at  the  beginning. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE:  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith),  I  am 
afraid,  has  not  gathered  the  effect  of 
the  clause.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
is  under  the  impression  that  the  tenant 
will  be  invested  with  a  kind  of  indefea- 
sible tenancy,  which  it  will  rest  with 
him  to  retain,  which  he  has  a  right  to 
retain,  and  on  account  of  which,  if  he  is 
not  allowed  to  retain  it,  he  may  demand 
from  the  landlord  compensation.  I  can 
assure  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  he 
is  entirely  incorrect.  The  tenant  may 
continue  in  the  tenancy  under  the  terms 
of  the  lease,  and,  if  he  demands  any 
modification  of  those  terms,  the  only 
mode  of  enforcing  it  will  be  by  quitting 
the  tenancy;  and,  if  he  does  that,  the 
only  privilege  accruing  to  him  will  be 
the  privilege  of  selling  his  interest. 
That  will  be  the  position  of  the  future 
tenant  at  the  expiration  of  the  lease 
under  this  clause. 

Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  Then  I  under- 
stand the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  say 
that  a  lease  for  31  years  becomes  a  lease 
practically  for  ever,  according  to  the 
terms  and  conditions  of  the  lease. 
[*'  No,  no  !  "]  Well,  at  the  expiration 
of  the  judicial  lease,  the  lessee  is  to  be 
deemed  to  be  the  tenant  of  the  future 
ordinary  tenancy  from  year  to  year  at 
the  rent  and  subject  to  the  conditions  of 
the  lease,  and  he  can  only  be  turned 
out — that  is  to  say,  the  landlord  can  only 
resume  possession — under  the  penalties 
contained  in  the  Bill;  in  other  words, 
by  giving  compensation  for  disturbance. 
Under  the  Act  of  1870  these  leases  were 
subject  to  the  conditions  of  all  leases, 
and  at  the  end  of  them  the  landlord 
could  resume  possession,  or  a  new 
arrangement  was  come  to  by  the  parties. 
There  was  no  idea  of  compensation  for 
disturbance  at  the  end  of  tne  lease. 
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The  attorney  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  said,  it  was  an 
essential  feature  of  the  Bill,  as  set 
forth  in  Clause  3,  that  the  future  ten- 
ants were  not  entitled  to  go  to  the  Court 
in  order  to  have  a  rent  judicially  fixed, 
or  procure  a  statutory  term.  It  was 
only  the  present  tenant  who  had  those 
privileges. 

Mr.  SYNAN  said,  the  mistake  into 
which  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman 
(Sir  Walter  B.  Barttelot)  had  fallen 
was  in  confounding  the  *'  future  tenant  " 
with  the  "  future  ordinary  tenant,"  the 
different  phrases  being  used  in  different 
clauses  of  the  Bill.  He  should  be  glad 
to  see  the  word  "  ordinary  "  struck  out  of 
the  clause;  but  unless  that  was  done, 
there  must  remain  a  marked  distinction 
between  tenants  under  this  and  under 
the  3rd  clause. 

Mb.  MULHOLLAND  said,  he  would 
admit  that,  according  to  the  Irish  cus- 
tom, it  was  not  usual  for  tenants  to  give 
up  their  holdings  at  the  expiration  of 
their  leases,  but  to  go  on  after  there  had 
been  a  re- valuation  and  a  re-adjustment 
of  the  rent ;  but,  on  that  point,  he 
thought  there  was  somewhat  of  am- 
biguity in  the  clause,  as  it  stood  in  the 
BUI,  in  relation  to  the  meaning  of  the 
words  *'  a  future  tenant." 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  they  on  that 
Bench  had  not  been  arguing  about  the 
clause  as  it  stood,  but  as  to  the  Amend- 
ment which  had  been  proposed.  When 
that  had  been  disposed  of,  they  would 
consider  what  should  be  the  ultimate 
form  of  the  clause,  bearing  in  mind  the 
importance  of  several  of  the  sugges- 
tions which  had  been  made. 

Sib  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE  said, 
he  hoped  the  Amendment  would  be  dis- 
posed of  forthwith,  in  order  that  they 
might  get  at  the  substance  of  the  clause 
which  the  Prime  Minister  said  had  yet 
to  be  recM^hed. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to, 

Mb.  CHARLES  RUSSELL  said,  he 
had  altered  his  Amendment  as  it  stood 
on  the  Paper.  Hon.  Members  would 
see  that,  as  it  had  first  stood,  it  applied 
to  all  cases  in  which  a  judicial  lease  was 
agreed  to  between  a  landlord  and  ten- 
ant, without  making  any  distinction  be- 
tween the  case  where  a  judicial  lease 
was  accepted  by  a  present  tenant  or  a 
future  tenant.  The  obj  ect  of  the  Amend- 
pient  was  to  make  a  distinction  between 


those  two  cases.  He  said  ''  the  Amend- 
ment," but  there  were  really  two  Amend- 
ments— although  the  first  was  only  for- 
mal and  rendered  necessary  to  make  the 
other  intelligible.  Possibly,  the  second 
Amendment  would,  in  the  eyes  of  many 
hon.  Members  opposite,  raise  a  very 
important  question.  The  question  was' 
one  that  must  be  raised  and  dealt  with 
by  the  Committee,  if  justice  was  to  be 
done.  There  were  two  classes  of  cases 
— first,  those  where  the  future  tenant, 
so-called,  had  had  no  previous  relations 
with  the  occupancy  or  contact  with  the 
landlord,  as  in  the  case  where  a  previous  . 
tenancy  was  determined,  and  a  future 
tenant  came  in  fresh,  as  referred  to  by  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Tyrone  (Mr.  Litton),  where  a 
landlord  let  out  some  of  his  demesne 
lands.  The  distinction  drawn  in  the  Bill 
between  future  and  ordinary  present 
tenants — although  he  agreed  that  there 
probably  ought  to  be  some  distinction — 
was  too  sharp  ;  and  he  therefore  trusted 
that  that  sharpness,  which  would  cause 
inconvenience,  would  be  avoided.  But^for 
the  moment,  he  did  not  wish  to  deal  with 
that.  He  wished  to  deal  with  the  case 
of  the  man  who  was  a  present  tenant  of 
the  land,  and  who  agreed  with  his  land- 
lord to  take  a  judicial  lease — that  was,  a 
lease  which  received  the  sanction  of  the 
Court.  The  Bill,  unless  amended  as  he 
proposed,  said  that  the  present  tenant — 
such  at  the  time  of  the  acceptance  of  the 
judicial  lease — was,  by  reason  of  his 
acceptance  of  the  judicial  lease,  alto- 
gether to  lose  at  the  expiration  of  the 
lease  the  character  and  advantages  given 
to  a  present  tenant.  If  this  were  to  be 
the  case,  they  would  get  no  people  to 
accept  these  judicial  leases.  The  Go- 
vernment ought  to  be  consistent,  and, 
after  the  course  they  had  taken  yester- 
day with  regard  to  the  Amendment  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Hertford  (Mr. 
A.  J.  Balfour),  they  should  accept  his 
(Mr.  Charles  Russell's)  proposal.  The 
hon.  Member's  (Mr.  Balfour's)  Amend- 
ment was  to  the  effect  that  the  statutory 
term  should  come  to  an  end  at  the  end 
of  the  second  statutory  term — in  other 
words,  the  statutory  term  for  the  purpose 
of  his  Amendment  should  be  two  terms 
of  15  years,  equal  to  30  years.  The  Go- 
vernment, desiring  to  see  this  an  effi- 
cient Bill,  resisted  that  Amendment;. 
But,  having  resisted  the  Amendment, 
which  sought  to  fix  30  years  as  the  limit 
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vrould  saj  something  as  to  the  view  the 
Gbyeniment  took.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  however,  had  not  done  so. 
It  appeared  to  him  (Lord  Eandolph 
Churchill)  that  if  they  accepted  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Dundalk  (Mr.  C.  Hussell), 
they  would  be  altogether  departing  from 
the  plan  they  had  in  view  when  they  in- 
serted these  judicial  leases  in  the  Bill. 
He  had  tried  to  point  out  before  dinner, 
but  had  not  been  successful  in  his  en- 
deavour to  attract  the  attention  of  the 
Government,  that  the  Amendment  they 
had  accepted  to  the  8th  clause  seriously 
interfered  with  their  plan.  They  had 
cut  out  that  which  was  part  and  parcel 
of  their  plan.  If  the  Amendment  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Dun- 
dalk was  accepted,  judicial  leases  would 
be  wholly  worthless.  He  wished  to  dis- 
embarrass the  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  from  the  con- 
sideration raised  by  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Westminster 
(Mr.  W.  H.  Smith).  Ho  could  not 
understand  the  contention  of  that  right 
hon.  Member  that  any  part  of  this  sub- 
section, as  it  stood,  conferred  perpetuity 
of  tenure.  It  appeared  to  him  to  be 
nothing  more  nor  less  than  what  would 
be  the  existing  law  with  the  modifica- 
tion that  the  tenant  at  the  end  of  the 
lease  could  be  put  out  on  an  ejectment. 
By  this  clause  he  became  ipso  facto  a 
yearly  tenant,  and  would  have  to  be  put 
out  by  a  notice  to  quit.  But  a  future 
tenant  at  the  end  of  a  lease  was  as  un- 
protected from  eviction  as  any  tenant  in 
Ireland.  And,  more  than  that,  the 
future  tenant  at  the  end  of  a  judicial 
lease  was  debarred  from  claiming  com- 
pensation for  disturbance  under  the  Act 
of  1870.  He  could  not  imagine  that 
that  point  would  be  pressed  by  his  right 
hon.  Friend  so  as  to  embarrass  the  Com- 
mittee in  deciding  the  point  raised  by 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Dun- 
dalk. He  attached  great  importance  to 
this  question  of  granting  judicial  leases, 
and  ho  thought  it  distinctly  in  the  in- 
terests of  the  landlords.  The  advan- 
tages were  these — the  landlord  would  bo 
saved  from  hostile  litigation  on  the  part 
of  the  tenant,  who  would  be  bound  by 
the  conditions  of  his  lease.  There  would 
bo  many  landlords  who  would  say — 
'*  We  do  not  want  to  be  bothered  by 
ffoing  to  the  Court ;  we  will  give  them 
judicial  leases  for  31  years,  that  will 
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last  our  lifetime,  and  when  our  hein 
follow  us  they  will  have  to  make  their 
own  arrangements  with  the  tenants  on 
the  basis  of  free  contract."  But  if  they 
made  a  tenancy  at  the  end  of  a  judicial 
lease  of  a  present  tenant,  they  would 
destroy  any  advantage  that  could  be  got . 
in  this  way,  because  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Dundalk  wished  to  pat 
judicial  leases  on  the  same  basis  as 
leases  executed  before  the  passing  of  the 
Act.  The  hon.  and  learned  Member  ap« 
peared  to  forget  that  a  tenant  under  a 
judicial  lease  used  all  the  rights  that  the 
Act  would  confer  upon  him.  He  had 
great  advantages.  He  obtained  secu- 
rity for  two  statutory  terms ;  the  land- 
lord had  no  right  of  pre-emption  at  the 
end  of  the  second  statutory  termi,  and  he 
could  not  raise  the  rent.  It  was  said 
that  no  tenant  would  take  a  judicial 
lease.  Certainly  he  would  not  if  they 
accepted  the  Amendment.  As  the  BiU 
stood,  under  certain  circumstances,  the 
tenant  would  have  no  option  but  to 
accept  a  judicial  lease. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  I  would  point 
out  to  the  Committee  that  the  Oourt 
would  still  be  enabled  to  judge,  under 
the  8th  clause,  whether  a  refusal  togive 
a  lease  is  or  is  not  unreasonable.  I^Km 
what  principle  is  the  Court  to  pro<^ed 
in  order  to  judge  this  question?  It 
would  ask  the  tenant  to  show  whether 
it  was  or  was  not  to  his  interest  to 
accept  a  lease;  and  if  we  pass  this 
clause  we  must  take  care  that  the  inte- 
rests of  the  two  parties  are  so  balanced 
that  there  can  be  no  reason  why,  if  the 
landlord  offers  a  lease  and  sees  his  inte- 
rest in  offering  it — because,  of  course, 
he  cannot  be  compelled  in  the  matter — 
the  tenant  should  not  have  a  reasonable 
interest  or  inducement  to  accept  it.  As 
the  clause  stands,  I  confess  that  I  am 
bound  to  say  it  is  not  drafted  so  as  to 
meet  all  the  merits  of  the  case.  The 
clause  as  it  stands  is  applicable  both  to 
present  tenants  and  to  persons  who  are 
not  present  tenants;  but  the  general 
effect  is  to  give  somewhat  less  than 
is  due  to  present  tenants  and  some- 
what more  than  is  due  to  persons 
who  are  not  present  tenants.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Westminster  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith) 
will,  I  think,  find  his  horror  at  the 
clause  considerably  diminished  if  he 
bears  in  mind  that  our  intention  really 
is  this  —  the  future  tenant  shall  far9 
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Mb.  OrVAN  said,  the  matter  was  one 
of  considerable  gravity.  They  should 
be  able  to   carry  with   them  on  this 

clause 

The  chairman  :  I  must  point  out 
to  the  Committee  that  the  discussion  is 
going  very  much  on  the  whole  clause, 
instead  of  on  the  Amendment  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Dundalk 
(Mr.  0.  Russell). 

Mr.  GIVAN  said,   it  was  on  the 
Amendment  that  he  was  about  to  speak. 
It  was  important  that  they  should  carry 
with  them  the  sense  and  judgment  of 
those  who  were  inclined  to  agree  with 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
opposite   (Mr.    Gibson),    who    had    a 
facility  for  putting  matters  in  such  a 
way  as  to  carry  many  people  away  with 
him.     In  order  that    the    Committee 
might  understand  the  position  of  the 
tenant  under  the  judicial  lease  it  was 
necessary  that  the  Committee  should 
consider  what  was  the  present  position 
of  the  tenant  from  year  to  year.     The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  asked  what 
was  the  position  of  a  tenant  under  an 
existing  ^ase?    Well,  they  would  see 
in  a  moment  whether  the  Amendment 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Dundalk  (Mr.  C.  Russell)  was  reason- 
able or  not,  when  they  considered  what 
was  the  position  of  the  tenant  under  the 
existing  lease.     The  tenant,  under  the 
existing  lease  in  the  Province  of  Ulster, 
was  entitled  to  tenant  right  at  the  end 
of  that  lease,   because   the   lease,    in 
most  oases,    had    been  proved  to    be 
a  mere  interregnum  in  the  tenancy ; 
consequently,  at  the  end  of  the  lease,  all 
the  incidence  of  the  tenancy  returned, 
and  the  tenant  became  entitled  to  all 
the  rights   and  privileges  he  enjoyed 
previous  to  the  date  of  the  lease.  Then, 
what  was  the  position  of  the  lessee  out- 
side the   Ulster  Custom?    Under  the 
4th  clause  of  the  Act  of  1870,  he  was 
entitled  to  his  improvements.     Now,  if 
the  Amendment  of  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  opposite  had  been 
carried,  or  if  the  tenancy  was  to  be  a 
future  tenancy  under  the  Act,  not  only 
would  the  tenant  not  have  the  privileges 
of  the  Ulster  tenant  under  the  4th  clause 
of  the  Act  of  1870,  but  he  would  be 
turned  out  of  h.is  improvements  and  alto- 
gether deprived  of  his  holding.    There- 
lore,  it  was  clear  with  regard  to  future 
tenancies  created  after  the  passing  of 
the  Act,  where  there  had  been  a  pre- 


contract between  the  landlord  and  ten- 
ant, and  where  he  had  no  existing 
interest  in  the  land,  the  true  principle 
to  adopt,  and  the  principle  wnich  the 
Bill  enforced  was  this — that  the  tenant 
should,  at  the  determination  of  the 
lease,  become  a  future  tenant;  but  if 
the  tenant  had  at  the  commencement  of 
the  judicial  lease  an  interest  in  the  land 
as  a  tenant  from  year  to  year,  then  why 
should  he  be  deprived  of  the  tenancy  by 
accepting  a  judicial  lease  ?  Unless  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Dundalk  (Mr.  C.  Russell) 
were  accepted  a  tenant  now  accepting  a 
judicial  lease  would  be  put  in  the  posi- 
tion in  which  no  tenant  ever  was  before. 
He  would  neither  be  a  tenant  under  the 
Ulster  Custom,  nor  entitled  to  fuU  com- 
pensation for  disturbance  under  the  Act 
of  1870. 

Mb.  GIBSON  wanted  to  ask  a  ques- 
tion of  the  Government.  As  he  under- 
stood the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Dundalk  (Mr.  C. 
Russell),  it  was  this.  He  proposed  to 
leave  the  drafting  of  the  second  paragraph 
of  the  clause  as  it  stood,  and  tlien  to  say 
that  as  to  certain  tenants  who  might  have 
been  present  tenants  at  the  commence- 
ment of  a  judicial  lease,  they  should 
maintain  their  status  as  tenants  at  the 
expiration  of  the  judicial  lease.  If  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  would  look  at 
the  earlier  words  of  the  clause,  he  would 
find  that  it  was  not  at  all  general — ^it  did 
not  purport  to  give  power  to  all  tenants 
coming  under  the  Act  to  obtain  a  judicial 
lease.  It  was  limited  to  two  very  specific 
classes — first,  the  landlord  and  tenant  of 
an  ordinary  tenancy ;  and  then,  the  land- 
lord and  tenant  of  any  holding  to  which 
the  Act  applied  which  was  not  subject 
to  a  subsisting  tenancy.  That  was  aU. 
He  could  not  exactly  reconcile  the 
Amendment  with  the  glossary.  He 
asked  for  information  —  whether  the 
clause-  contemplated,  in  its  rather  pecu- 
liar phraseology,  that  the  present  ten- 
ant could  at  all  have  entered  into  a 
judicial  lease? 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  said,  the  first 
sentence  of  the  clause  expressly  included 
both  present  and  future  tenancies. 

LoBD  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
wished  to  know  what  they  were  going  to 
do  with  regard  to  this  Amendment  ? 
When  the  Prime  Minister  rose,  he  (Lord 
Randolph  Churchill)  had  hoped  that  he 
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drafting,  he  thought  he  could  easily  ac- 
commodate his  Amendment  to  the  sug- 
gstion  made  by  the  Prime  Minister, 
e  was,  however,  willing  to  leave  the 
necessary  Amendment  conceded  by  the 
Government  to  be  dealt  with  by  the 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  (Mr.  Law). 

Sir  GEOEGE  CAMPBELL  under- 
stood the  Prime  Minister's  proposal  to 
be  that  the  present  tenant  should  not  be 
altogether  thrown  on  one  side  at  the  ex- 
piration of  the  lease.  He  quite  approved 
of  that  proposal,  and  thought  it  quite 
wrong  that  the  present  tenant  should  be 
BO  sacrificed,  though  he  did  not  so  much 
care  for  the  future  tenant. 

Mr.  MACARTNEY  pointed  out  that 
the  present  practice  in  the  North  of  Ire- 
land was,  as  a  matter  of  custom  or  of 
l|iw,  that  upon  the  expiration  of  the  lease 
the  tenant  should  continue  as  a  tenant 
from  year  to  year  until  he  was  disturbed ; 
but  he  had  no  right  to  remain  on  if  the 
landlord  gave  him  notice  to  quit.  The 
right  which  belonged  to  him  was  the 
tenant  right,  which  he  was  able  to  dis- 
pose of  to  another  tenant  who  wanted  to 
come  in,  or  to  the  landlord  who  might 
wish  to  purchase.  He  (Mr.  Macartney) 
thought  he  had  understood  the  Prime 
Minister  to  say  that  the  future  tenant, 
after  the  judicial  lease  had  expired, 
though  he  would  not  be  subject  to  the 
conditions  of  the  Act  in  regard  to  other 
matters,  would  have  a  right  to  sell  his 
holding.  Had  he  correctly  understood 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  What  I  said  was 
that,  as  the  clause  now  stands,  it  is  too 
much  to  place  him  in  a  better  position. 
There  is  no  reason  when  a  man  gets  a 
judicial  lease  why  he  should,  at  the  ex- 
piration of  that  lease,  be  in  a  better 
position  than  another  future  tenant,  and 
the  landlord  would  fix  the  initial  rent. 
We  propose,  therefore,  to  leave  the  main 
subject  to  the  general  operation  of  the 
law. 

Mr.  macartney  wished  to  know 
whether  the  tenant,  at  the  end  of  his 
judicial  lease,  was  to  have  the  right 
which  the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  (Mr.  C.  Russell)  would 
give  him,  and  which  would  place  him  in 
as  good  a  position  as  the  tenant  who  had 
had  two  successive  statutory  terms,  and 
was  entitled  to  a  third?  He  did  not 
know  whether  the  Bill  intended  to  give 
that  power,  even  to  the  present  tenant. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

^r.  Charlee  Euseell 


Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to,  and 
ordfrfd  to  stand  part  of  the  Bill. 

Fixed  Tenancies, 

Clause  10  (Present  ordinary  tenancy 
converted  into  fixed  tenancy). 

Mr.  BIGGAR  rfor  Mr.  Hkaly)  moved 
the  omission  of  tne  word  ^'  present"  in 
page  9,  line  26. 

Question,  '* That  the  word  'present' 
stand  part  of  the  Clause,"  put,  and 
negatived. 

Words  druck  out  accordingly. 

Sir  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  moved, 
in  page  9,  line  26,  the  omission  of  the 
word  **  ordinary,"  lest  it  should  have 
the  effect  of  precluding  the  parties  from 
entering  into  any  voluntary  arrange- 
ment at  the  end  of  the  first  15  years. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  9,  line 
26,  to  leave  out  the  word  "  ordinary." — 
{Sir  George  Campbell.) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  the  word 
'  ordinary '  stand  part  of  the  Clause." 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  I  do  not  think 
any  inconvenience  would  arise  from  the 
retention  of  the  word  "ordinary;"  be- 
cause at  the  close  of  the  statutory  term 
the  tenancy  would  become  an  ordinarj 
one. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHUEOHILL 
moved,  in  page  9,  line  26,  the  omission 
of  the  word  "  tenancy,"  in  order  to  in- 
sert the  word  "holding." 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  9,  line  26,  to  leave  out  the  word 
<*  tenancy,"  in  order  to  substitute  the  word 
"holding."— (Zord  Randolph  Churchill.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  word 
'  tenancy '  stand  part  of  the  Clause." 

The  attorney  GENERAL  pob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  trusted  that  the 
Committee  would  allow  the  word  "  ten- 
ancy" to  stand,  for  it  had  been  deli- 
berately determined  before  that  the  word 
"  tenancy  "  should  be  used  when  the  in- 
terest of  the  tenant  was  spoken  of. 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
pointed  out  that  the  definition  of  "  ten- 
ancy," as  g^ven  in  the  Interpretation 
Clause,  was  "  the  tenant's  interest  in  a 
holding."  But  the  words  in  this  part  of 
the  clause  were  governed  by  the  word 
"  landlord."    Now,  there  could  not  be  a 
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subsequently  like  anj  future  tenant,  so 
that  he  will  come  in  at  the  end  of  his 
jadicial  lease  like  any  other  third  party. 
Bat  I  admit  that,  as  the  law  stands,  he 
ffets  more,  because  he  gets  a  lease; 
whereas,  if  he  came  in  as  a  future  ten- 
ant, the  landlord  would  be  entitled, 
when  he  had  separated  his  holdings 
into  several  parts,  to  fix  upon  whatever 
initial  rent  he  pleased;  whereas,  those 
who  are  not  present  tenants  may  be 
willing  to  take  leases  under  favourable 
conditions,  yet  we  may  release  the  land- 
lord from  all  special  restraints  at  the 
termination  of  the  lease,  and  allow  him 
\o  deal  with  respect  to  the  initial  rent 
^ust  as  he  would  if  there  had  been  no 
judicial  rent  at  all.  It  is  not  to  be 
doubted  that  it  is  the  result  of  general 
testimony  with  regard  to  opinion  and 
practice  in  Ireland  that  the  reputation 
of  leases  is  at  this  moment  not  good  in 
Ireland.  There  is  an  ill  savour  about 
them  in  the  nostrils  of  the  Irish  tenant 
generally,  and  he  will  be  very  cautious 
indeed  about  taking  a  judicial  lease, 
and  the  Court  will  certainly  not  con- 
sider his  refusal  to  take  a  judicial  lease 
as  an  unreasonable  refusal,  unless  it 
can  be  shown  on  the  face  of  the  lease 
that  the  conditions  of  that  judicial  lease 
are  constructed  upon  the  principles  of  a 
fair  balance,  giving  him  an  equivalent 
for  his  rent.  Therefore  I  believe  that, 
as  regards  tenants,  the  foundation  of 
sound  legislation  with  regard  to  this 
matter  of  judicial  leases  will  depend 
upon  our  drawing  a  distinction,  in  the 
first  instance,  between  persons  who  are 
not  present  tenants  at  the  outset  of  the 
lease,  and  persons  who  are.  As  regards 
persons  who  are  not  present  tenants  at 
the  outset,  I  believe  tneir  case  will  be 

Suite  provided  for,  and  the  Court  will 
ave  the  utmost  discretion  and  jurisdic- 
tion in  regard  to  them,  if  we  drop  the 
words  in  the  second  portion  of  the  clause. 
But  then  there  is  the  question  of  those 
who  are  present  tenants.  My  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  (Mr.  C.  Hussell)  proposes 
to  provide  a  declaration  that,  whatever 
the  length  of  the  lease  may  be,  at  its 
termination  the  tenancy  should  be  a 
present  tenancy.  We  are  rather  dis- 
posed, I  think,  to  meet  my  hon.  and 
teamed  Friend  half  way,  and  to  say  that 
there  are  cases  in  which,  where  leases 
of  great  length  are  given,  we  think  it 
might  fairly  be  expected  that,  in  com- 
pensation for  such  security,  the  tenant 

yOL.  COLXIII.    [thibp  sTOiBs.] 


should  give  up  the  advantage  of  being 
a  present  tenant  at  the  expiration  of 
the  lease.  For  the  sake  of  argument,  I 
may  refer  to  the  amicable  conversation 
we  have  had  to-night  upon  the  Long- 
field  Lease,  which,  it  appears,  is  a  lease 
for  500  years.  I  confess  I  do  not  see 
any  necessity  for  providing  that,  at  the 
termination  of  a  Longfield  Lease  in  the 
year  2381,  the  holder  of  that  lease  shall 
be  a  present  tenant.  But  what  my  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  evidently  has  in 
view  is  the  currency  of  leases  such  as 
are  usually  given  in  Ireland  upon  agri- 
cultural holdings.  We  have  taken  that 
here  as  81  years.  What  I  think  we 
might  do  is  that  we  might  accept  the 
Amendment  of  my  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  with  regard  to  all  judicial  leases 
which  do  not  extend  beyond  a  certain 
term  of  years ;  but  we  must  place  that 
term  of  years  sensibly  higher  than  31 
years,  or,  if  the  practice  of  31 -year  leases 
were  adopted  under  this  clause,  it  would 
be  entirely  inoperative  if  we  adopt  the 
provision  of  my  hon.  and  learned  iriend. 
If  we  are  to  have  judicial  leases  at  all, 
we  must  make  it  reasonably  worth  the 
while  of  the  tenant  to  accept  them,  or 
the  Court  would  never  give  them.  I 
think  we  may  say  that  if  the  currency 
of  the  lease  does  not  extend  to  60  years 
or  upwards,  we  shall,  in  all  those  cases, 
accept  the  Amendment,  and  that  would 
fairly  strike  the  balance  between  the 
various  interests  involved. 

Mb.  GIBSON  could  not  see  how  the 
suggestion  of  the  Prime  Minister  could 
be  worked  in  with  the  Amendment  now 
before  the  Committee.  He  thought  the 
Amendment  ought  to  be  withdrawn  for 
the  present,  and  then  it  could  be  brought 
up  again  subsequently  in  an  altered 
form.  The  hon.  and  learned  Member 
(Mr.  C.  Eussell)  seemed  to  think  it  rea- 
sonable that  the  present  tenant  should 
be  dealt  with  in  an  entirely  exceptional 
way,  and  that  he  should  be  reinstated 
at  the  expiration  of  his  lease  as  a  pre- 
sent tenant.  He  (Mr.  Gibson)  thought, 
however,  that  the  best  thing  to  do  would 
be  to  leave  the  question  to  be  dealt  with 
on  Beport,  when  he  was  sure  his  right 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  would  present  the 
matter  in  a  way  which  they  could  all 
understand. 

Me.  CHARLES  RUSSELL  said,  he 
would  be.  quite  willing  to  do  whatever 
was  reasonable;  but,   as  a   matter  of 
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drafting,  be  thought  he  could  easily  ac- 
oommodate  his  Amendment  to  the  sug- 
gestion made  by  the  Prime  Minister. 
He  was,  however,  willing  to  leave  the 
necessary  Amendment  conceded  by  the 
Government  to  be  dealt  with  by  the 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  (Mr.  Law). 

Sir  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  under- 
stood the  Prime  Minister's  proposal  to 
be  that  the  present  tenant  should  not  be 
altogether  thrown  on  one  side  at  the  ex- 
piration of  the  lease.  He  quite  approved 
of  that  proposal,  and  thought  it  quite 
wrong  that  the  present  tenant  should  be 
80  sacrificed,  though  he  did  not  so  much 
care  for  the  future  tenant. 

Mr.  macartney  pointed  out  that 
the  present  practice  in  the  North  of  Ire- 
land was,  as  a  matter  of  custom  or  of 
l|kw,  that  upon  the  expiration  of  the  lease 
^e  tenant  should  continue  as  a  tenant 
from  year  to  year  until  he  was  disturbed ; 
but  he  had  no  right  to  remain  on  if  the 
landlord  gave  him  notice  to  quit.  The 
right  which  belonged  to  him  was  the 
tenant  right,  which  he  was  able  to  dis- 
pose of  to  another  tenant  who  wanted  to 
come  in,  or  to  the  landlord  who  might 
wish  to  purchase.  He  (Mr.  Macartney) 
thought  ho  had  understood  the  Prime 
Minister  to  say  that  the  future  tenant, 
after  the  judicial  lease  had  expired, 
though  he  would  not  be  subject  to  the 
conditions  of  the  Act  in  regard  to  other 
matters,  would  have  a  right  to  sell  his 
holding.  Had  he  correctly  understood 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  What  I  said  was 
that,  as  the  clause  now  stands,  it  is  too 
much  to  place  him  in  a  better  position. 
There  is  no  reason  when  a  man  gets  a 
judicial  lease  why  he  should,  at  the  ex- 
piration of  that  lease,  be  in  a  better 
position  than  another  future  tenant,  and 
the  landlord  would  fix  the  initial  rent. 
We  propose,  therefore,  to  leave  the  main 
subject  to  the  general  operation  of  the 
law. 

Mr.  MACARTNEY  wished  to  know 
whether  the  tenant,  at  the  end  of  his 
judicial  lease,  was  to  have  the  right 
which  the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  fMr.  C.  Russell)  would 
give  him,  and  which  would  place  him  in 
as  good  a  position  as  the  tenant  who  had 
had  two  successive  statutory  terms,  and 
was  entitled  to  a  third?  He  did  not 
know  whether  the  Bill  intended  to  give 
that  power,  even  to  the  present  tenant. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Mr,  Charles  Eueeell 


Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to,  and 
ordered  to  stand  part  of  the  Bill. 

Fixed  Tenancies, 

Clause  10  (Present  ordinary  tenancy 
converted  into  fixed  tenancy). 

Mr.  BIGGAR  rfor  Mr.  Healy)  moTed 
the  omission  of  tne  word  "  present"  in 
page  9,  line  26. 

Question,  ** That  the  word  'present' 
stand  part  of  the  Clause,"  put,  and 
negatived. 

Words  struck  out  accordingly. 

Sir  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  moyed, 
in  page  9,  line  26,  the  omission  of  the 
word  ''  ordinary,"  lest  it  should  have 
the  effect  of  precluding  the  parties  from 
entering  into  any  voluntary  arrange- 
ment at  the  end  of  the  first  15  years. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  9,  line 
26,  to  leave  out  the  word  **  ordinary." — 
(/Sir  George  Campbell,) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  the  word 
'  ordinary  '  stand  part  of  the  Clause." 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  I  do  not  think 
any  inconvenience  would  arise  from  the 
retention  of  the  word  "  ordinary; "  be- 
cause at  the  close  of  the  statutory  term 
the  tenancy  would  become  an  ordinaxy 
one. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

LoED  RANDOLPH  CHUEOHILE 
moved,  in  page  9,  line  26,  the  omission 
of  the  word  "  tenancy,"  in  order  to  in- 
sert the  word  "holding." 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  page  9,  line  26,  to  leave  out  the  word 
''tenancy,"  in  order  to  substitute  the  woird 
''holding."— (Xordi?a«r/o(pA  Churchill,) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  word 
*  tenancy '  stand  part  of  the  Clause." 

The  attorney  GENERAL  pob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  trusted  that  the 
Committee  would  allow  the  word  '*  ten- 
ancy" to  stand,  for  it  had  been  deli- 
berately determined  before  that  the  word 
"  tenancy  "  should  be  used  when  the  in- 
terest of  the  tenant  was  spoken  of. 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
pointed  out  that  the  definition  of  "  ten** 
ancy,"  as  given  in  the  Interpretation 
Clause,  was  ''  the  tenant's  interest  in  a 
holding."  But  the  words  in  this  part  of 
the  clause  were  governed  by  the  word 
"  landlord."    Now,  there  could  not  be  a 
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landlord  of  an  interest — he  must  be  the 
landlord  of  a  holding. 

Mb.  WAETON  thought  there  was  a 
great  deal  of  force  in  the  observationB 
of  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Wood- 
stock (Lord  Bandolph  Churchill).  The 
&ot  was  they  were  rapidly  drifting  away 
from  all  the  definitions  given  in  the 
Interpretation  Clause.  They  had  just 
omitted  the  word  '' ordinary /'  without 
considering  what  an  ''  ordinary  tenant " 
meant ;  and  now  they  were  going  to  do 
worse,  by  leaving  the  word  ''  tenancy  " 
where  it  should  be  ''  holding." 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Clause,  as  amended,  stand 
part  of  the  BUI." 

Mb.  GBEOOEY  wished  to  make  an 
inquiry  on  behalf  of  an  individual  who 
had  been  ignored  throughout  the  Bill — 
he  meant  the  mortgagee  upon  Irish 
estates.  The  Bill,  as  he  understood  it, 
enabled  any  landlord  and  tenant  to  enter 
into  any  contract  to  convert  any  holding 
into  a  fee-farm  rent.  All  he  asked  was 
that  the  mortgagee  should  have  an  op- 
portunity of  being  heard  when  the  land- 
lend  and  tenant  proceeded  to  any  such 
conversion,  and  that  it  should  not  be  done 
behind  the  mortgagee's  back.  He  asked 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  to  consider 
the  question  before  they  came  to  the 
Beport  If  some  protection  were  not 
given,  the  only  result  would  be  that  all 
securitiea  on  Irish  property  would  be 
called  in,  or  otherwise  the  interest  of 
the  mortgagee  might  be  completely 
annihilated  behind  his  back. 

Sib  B.  ASSHETON  CROSS  hoped 
an  assurance  would  be  given  in  accord- 
ance with  the  proposal  of  his  hon.  Friend 
(Mr.  Ghregoryj. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  said,  he  certainly 
would  consider  the  question;  but  he 
wished  to  point  out  that  the  1 8th  clause 
would  deaf  with  limited  owners. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Clause  11  (Conditions  of  fixed  ten- 
ancy). 

Mb.  0RE(K)RY  moved  to  insert,  alter 
the  word  "  tenancy,"  in  page  9,  line  84, 
these  words — 

''And  as  in  the  case  of  a  landlord  who  ii  a 
Imitod  owner,  aa  defined  by  the  26th  section  of 
tli#  Landlord  and  Tenant  (Ireland)  Act,  1870, 


the  Court  shall  approve,  after  considering  the 
interest  of  all  persons  entitled  to  any  Mtate 
or  interest  in  l^^  holding,  subsequent  to  the 
estate  or  interest  of  such  limited  owner/* 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn^ 

Mb.  BIGGAR  (for  Mr.  Healt)  moved 
as  an  Amendment  in  page  9,  line  38,  to 
leave  out ''  and,"  and  insert^ 

"  Provided  that  in  case  of  the  re-valuation  by 
the  Court  under  this  section  of  any  such  fee-farm 
rent,  such  valuation  shall  be  conducted  on  the 
principles  prescribed  for  fixing  a  fair  rent  under 
the  seventh  section  of  this  Act." 

He  presumed  the  Government  would 
accept  this  Amendment,  and  therefore 
it  was  not  necessary  for  him  to  occupy 
time  by  supporting  it  with  argument. 

Sib  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH  said, 
he  did  not  see  how  a  fee-farm  rent  could 
be  dealt  with  on  the  same  principle  as 
an  ordinain^  rent.  

The  attorney  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  said,  the  prin- 
ciple of  the  Amendment  was  unobjec- 
tionable ;  but  perhaps  the  hon.  Member 
for  Wexford  would  allow  it  to  stand 
over  until  Report,  for  it  would  require 
some  consideration  on  the  point  of  draft- 
ing. 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  said,  a  fee-farm 
rent  might  or  might  not  be  subject  to 
re-valuation,  as  might  be  agreed  upon 
between  landlord  and  tenant ;  and, 
surely,  the  conditions  of  re-valuation 
would  be  matter  of  agreement. 

Mb.  H.  R.  brand  said,  if  the  words 
"  by  the  Court "  were  left  out  of  the 
Amendment,  that  would  meet  the  objec- 
tion. 

Mb.  BIGGAR  said,  it  seemed  to  him 
that  there  was  no  objection  to  the 
Amendment.  As  he  understood  the 
Bill,  it  simply  meant  that  the  re-valua- 
tion should  take  place  in  accordance 
with  the  provisions  of  the  Act.  But, 
seeing  that  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland  had  agreed  to  the  principle  of 
the  Amendment,  and  had  undertaken 
on  Report  to  bring  in  such  words  as 
would  carry  out  the  idea  of  the  Amend- 
ment, he  begged  leave  now  to  with- 
draw it. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Mb.  ERRINQTON  said,  he  had  an 
Amendment  to  move  on  a  subject  that 
excited  much  interest  in  Ireland.  This 
question  of  fixity  of  tenure,  which  the 
Committee  were  discussing,  was  really 
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considered  the  most  important  and  most 

useful  portion  of  the  whole  measure. 

His  proposal   was  to  omit   the   word 

"and"  in  line   38,   and    insert  these 

words — 

"  Which  rent,  or  any  part  thereof,  he  shall 
he  at  liberty  to  redeem  at  any  time  of  such 
term,  subject  to  such  regulations  as  the  Court 
shall  deem  fair  to  both  parties." 

This  was  to  facilitate  the  purchase  of 
an  increase  of  the  tenant's  interest.  The 
importance  of  the  provision  in  the  clause 
for  the  purchase  of  the  land  by  the 
tenant  was  agreed,  but  few  tenants 
would  be  able  to  avail  themselves  of  it 
to  the  full  extent,  and  he  was  anxious 
that  they  should  be  enabled  to  acquire 
it  by  a  gradual  process.  It  would  be  a 
great  inducement  to  offer  to  the  tenant 
this  means  of  fining  down  the  amount 
of  his  rent,  and  by  the  gradual  increase 
of  the  tenant's  interest  in  his  farm  the 
tenant's  security  would  be  increased 
and  the  general  tranquillity  promoted. 
The  words  he  proposed  to  introduce 
would  safeguard  the  interest  of  the  land- 
lord, for  the  Court  would  make  the 
regulations  and  lay  down  the  terms  on 
which  the  fining  down  should  take 
place,  and  the  means  by  which  the 
money  should  be  paid,  and  probably 
there  would  be  no  difficulty  in  the  Court 
making  arrangements  for  the  investment 
of  the  money  if  this  course  were  deter- 
mined upon. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  9,  line  38,  to  omit  the  word  **  and," 
and  insert  *|  which  rent,  or  any  part  thereof,  he 
shall  be  at  liberty  to  redeem  at  any  time  of  such 
term,  subject  to  such  regulations  as  the  Court 
shall  deem  fairto  both  parties.*' — {^Mr,Errington.) 

Question  proposed,  **That  the  word 
*  and '  stand  part  of  the  Clause." 

Me.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  thought 
there  was  a  great  deal  of  force  in  the 
object  of  his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Erring- 
ton)  up  to  this  point,  that  when  the 
landlord  had  become  a  rent-charger,  and 
was  no  longer  in  the  true  sense  a  land- 
lordy  there  should  be  arrangements  for 
this  rent-charge  being  redeemed.  But 
this  was  a  matter  for  the  Court.  He 
did  not  wish  to  insert  more  than  the  con- 
ditions to  bring  in  the  action  of  the 
Court,  and  it  would  be  better  to  leave 
the  matter  until  the  action  of  the  Court 
n^as  reached 

LoED  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
said,  a  fee-farm  rent  could  not  be  so  fined 
down. 

Ur,  Errington 


Mr.  ERRINGTON  said,  he  did  not 
wish  to  press  the  Amendment.  He  only 
hoped  that  the  principle  was  in  the  BiJl 
as  it  now  stood. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn, 

Mr.BIGGAR  said,  he  would  formally 
move  an  Amendment,  of  which  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Wexford  (Mr. 
Healy)  had  given  Notice,  though  he 
did  not  think  that,  as  the  law  stood,  it 
was  necessary. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  10,  at  end  of  Clause,  to  add  new 
sub-section  3 — "  A  fixed  tenancy  shall  be  created 
by  deed  executed,  or  note  in  writing,  signed  by 
the  landlord  or  his  agent  thereunto,  lawfully 
authorized  in  writing.*' — {Mr.  Biggar,) 

Question  proposed, ''  That  those  words 
be  there  added." 

Thb  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  fo» 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  said,  the  object 
proposed  to  be  carried  out  by  the 
Amendment  was  the  existing  practice 
under  the  ordinary  law.  It  was  desir- 
able that  there  should  bo  a  formal  docu- 
ment. 

Mr.  biggar,  seeing  that  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  shared  the 
opinion  which  he  held  himself,  would 
not  press  the  Amendment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Clause  agreed  to,  and  ordered  to  stand 
part  of  the  Bill. 

Part  IV. 

Provisions  Supplemental  to  PREOEDma 

Parts. 

Aftscellaneous, 

Clause  12  (Sale  of  tenancy  without 
notice  of  increase  of  rent). 

Sir  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEAOH 
asked,  did  the  Government  intend  to 
proceed  further?  He  had  an  Amend- 
ment of  importance  on  the  Paper ;  but 
it  seemed  to  him  that  the  clause  had 
really  been  practically  dealt  with  by  the 
sub-section  in  Clause  3.  Perhaps  the 
Government  did  not  intend  to  proceed 
with  it ;  but  if  they  did,  he  should  move 
in  page  10,  line  7,  after  **  tenancy,"  to" 
insert  **  under  the  provisions  of  this  Act 
and." 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
thought  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman the  Attorney  General  for  Ire- 
land would  agree  that  this  was  a  oca-. 
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▼enient  point  to  report  Progress.  He 
did  not  tliink  the  Qoyernment  wished  to 
retain  the  clause,  and  he  did  not  think 
they  could  have  a  hetter  stopping  place 
for  the  night.  The  Committee  had  made 
oonsiderahle  progress,  and  it  would  be 
pressing  them  unduly  hard  to  proceed 
further.  He  wotdd  move  that  I^ogress 
be  reported. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress, 
and  ask  leave  to  sit  again."  —  {Lord 
Randolph  ChurehiU.) 

Sib  MICHAEL  HICKS -BEACH 
hoped  there  would  be  some  information 
as  to  whether  the  clause  was  to  stand ; 
it  would  be  very  inconvenient  for  hon. 
Members  not  to  know. 

Mb.  CHAPLIN  said,  he  had  a  Notice 
to  omit  the  clause,  and  it  would  be  satis- 
facioiy  to  know  if  the  Government  in- 
tended to  persevere  with  it  or  not. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  pob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  said,  he  did  not 
wish  the  Committee  to  go  beyond  this 
clause. 

Mb.  GIBSON  said,  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  did  not  quite  appre- 
hend what  had  been  said.  In  conse- 
quence of  the  Amendments  already  made 
in  the  Bill,  the  Government  would  pro- 
bably see  that  all  the  topics  dealt  with 
in  the  clause  had  been  disposed  of ;  but 
if  they  proceeded  with  the  clause  at  all, 
it  must  lead  to  long  discussion,  and,  it 
was  obvious,  could  not  be  disposed  of  to- 
night. 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  (Sir 
Fabbeb  Hebschell)  said,  it  was  not 
reasonable  to  ask  what  the  Government 
intended  to  do  on  the  Motion  to  report 
Plrogress. 

LoBD  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
said,  if  the  Government  did  not  intend 
to  press  the  clause,  he  would  withdraw 
his  Motion ;  but  he  would  decline  to  do 
BO  if  the  Government  retained  the 
dause,  in  view  of  the  fact  that  it  must 
lead  to  a  long  discussion  and  the  House 
met  at  12  to-morrow. 

Mb.  CHAPLIN  suggested  that  the 
Government  should  allow  Progress  to  be 
reported,  and  then  say  if  they  intended 
to  retain  the  clause.  It  would  be  a 
matter  of  convenience  to  all. 

Mb.  BIGGAR  thought  it  was  unrea- 
sonable to  ask  right  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  to  make  up  their  minds  as  to 
striking:  out  the  clause  in  the  absence  of 


the  Prime  Minister,  who  had  charge  of 
the  Bill ;  but,  at  the  same  time,  it  would 
be  unreasonable  to  ask  the  Committee 
to  sit  later  in  view  of  the  early  Sitting 
next  day. 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER  said,  he  would 
consent  to  Progress  being  reported ;  but 
he  must  consult  with  his  right  hon. 
Friend  as  to  the  dause. 

Mb.  WARTON  wished  to  make  two 
suggestions — one  was,  that  the  amended 
clauses  should  be  reprinted  as  far  as  the 
Committee  had  gone ;  and  the  other  was, 
that  as  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
had  promised  to  consider  an  immense 
number  of  points  on  Report,  a  list  of 
these  should  be  printed  and  added  to 
from  time  to  time,  to  give  some  notion 
of  the  proposals  that  were  to  come. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Committee  report  Progress  \  to  sit 
again  To-morrow. 

SOLXCITOES*  REMUNERATION 

BILL.— [Xor<to.] 

(Mr,  Attorney  Otneral.) 

[bill  100.]      COMKITTSE. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 
Bill  considered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

Clause  1  (Short  title ;  extent ;  inter- 
pretation). 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  page  1»  line  26,  after  "  1866,"  to  insert 
"'Provincial  Law  Societies  or  Associations' 
means  all  bodies  of  solicitors  in  England  incor- 
porated by  Royal  Charter,  or  under  the  Joint 
Stock  Companies  Act,  other  than  the  Incorpo- 
rated Law  Society  above  mentioned." — {Sir 
John  Bolker.) 

Question  proposed,  '*  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

The  ATTOENEY  GENEEAL  (Sir 
Henry  James)  asked  what  was  the  posi- 
tion of  those  bodies  of  solicitors  incor- 
porated under  the  Joint  Stock  Com- 
panies Act  ? 

Sir  JOHN  HOLKER  said,  he  could 
not  g^ye  the  information.  The  Amend- 
ment was  proposed  by  the  Provincial 
Law  Societies;  they  were  anxious  to 
have  it  inserted,  and  he  had  got  them 
to  draw  it. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  (Sir 
Henrt  James)  said,  if  necessary,  it  might 
be  amended  on  Report.  He  did  not 
quite  know  to  what  it  referred. 
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QuoBtion  put,  and  agreed  to;  words 
inserted  accoKlinglj. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to,  and 
ordered  to  stand  part  of  the  Bill. 

Clause  2  (Power  to  make  General 
Orders  for  remuneration  in  convejano- 
ing,  Ac). 

On  the  Motion  of  Sir  John  Holkeb, 
the  following  Amendment  made  : — In 
page  2,  line  4,  after  <'  Society/'  to  in- 


''  And  the  Protident  of  one  of  the  Proyincial 
Law^  Societies  or  Associations  to  be  selected  and 
nominated  from  time  to  time  by  the  Lord  Chan- 
oellor  to  serve  daring  the  tenure  of  office  of  such 
President" 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to,  and 
ordered  to  stand  part  of  the  Bill. 

Clauses  8  and  4  sererally  agreed  to, 
and  ordered  to  stand  part  of  the  Bill. 

Clause  5  (Security  for  costs,  and  inte- 
rest on  disbursements). 

On  the  Motion  of  Sir  John  Holker, 
the  following  Amendment  made  :  — In 
paee  S,  line  15,  leave  out  ''  on  money 
oisDursed  by  a  solicitor  for  his  client." 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to,  and 
ordered  to  stand  part  of  the  Bill. 

Bemaining  clauses  agreed  toj  and  or- 
dered to  stand  part  of  the  Bill. 

House  resumed. 

Bill  reported,  with  Amendments  ;  as 
amended,  to  be  considered  lo-morrow, 

QUESTION. 

ADJOURNMENT— ORDERS  OF  THE  DAY 
—ENTRIES  ON  NOTICE  PAPER. 

Me.  WAETON  asked  how  it  was  that 
the  Bills  printed  in  the  Orders  of  the 
Day  were,  in  the  first  instance,  a  long 
list  subject  to  alterations  consequent  on 
the  Morning  Sitting  ;  and  then  in  the 
eyening  a  much  shorter  list  was  fur- 
nished ? 

Mr.  SPEAKEE  :  At  the  early  Sitting 
of  the  House  the  House  ordered  the  con- 
sideration of  the  Land  Law  (Ireland) 
Bill  in  Committee  to  be  carried  for- 
ward. That  was  done  on  the  Order  of 
the  House. 

House  adjourned  at  One  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Wednesdag,  6M  Julg,  1881. 


MINUTES.]-— Public  Bills  —  Ordertd-^FirH 
Heading — Turnpike  Acts  Continuance  *  [206]. 

Select  Committee — Conveyancing  and  Law  A 
Property  *  [101],  wnnituUed, 

Committee — Land  Law  (Ireland)  ^36]-— h.p. 

Withdrawn — Lunacv  Law  Assimilation  (Ire- 
land) •  [76]. 

ORDER    OF  THE  DAT. 


LAND  LAW  (IRELAND)  BILL.^[Bill  1M.] 
Mr.  OladtUme,  Mr,  Foreter,  Mr,  Bright,  Mr. 
{Attorney  General  for  Ireland,   Mr.  SoUdttr 
General  for  Ireland,) 

OOMMITTBE.      [t WEMT^ -FULST  NIOHT.^ 

{^JPtogress  5th  Julg."] 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Paet  IV. 

Provisions  SuppLEiiENTAL  to  PBBOEDnra 

Parts. 

Miseellaneous. 

Clause  12  (Sale  of  tenancy  without 
notice  of  increase  of  rent). 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  10,  line 
7,  after  ''tenancy,  insert  "under  the 
provisions  of  the  Act,  and."  —  {Sir 
Michael  Hicks- Beach,) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHTJHCHILL 
said,  Progress  was  reported  last  night 
in  some  uncertainty  as  to  whether  the 
Government  intended  to  keep  this  clause 
in  the  Bill  or  not,  in  view  of  its  action 
upon  the  sub-section  of  a  fonner  clause. 
He  could  not  say  that  he  understood 
exactly  what  course  the  Government 
really  proposed  to  take,  because  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  East 
Gloucestershire  (Sir  Michael  Hicks- 
Beach)  had  an  Amendment  on  the  Paper 
which  raised  a  very  important  question ; 
and,  in  the  absence  of  the  right  hon. 
Baronet,  he  should  certainly  take  the 
liberty  of  proposing  it. 

The  CHAIRMAN :  The  Amendment 
referred  to  by  the  noble  Lord  is  the  one 
I  have  just  put  from  the  Chair.   He  will 
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find  it  given  upon  page  2  of  the  Orders 
of  the  Day. 

Mb.  MAGFAELANE  said,  the  first 
Amendment  on  the  Paper  stood  in  the 
name  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Queen's 
County  (Mr.  Lalor). 

The  OHAIHMAN  :  The  Amendment 
moved  by  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the  Mem- 
ber for  East  Gloucestershire  (Sir  Michael 
Hicks-Beach)  was  still  under  discussion 
when  Progress  was  reported  last  night ; 
and,  according  to  the  usual  practice,  it 
has  again  been  submitted  to  the  Com- 
mittee.  The  Question  is,  '*That  the 
words  moved  by  the  right  hon.  Oentle- 
man  be  here  inserted." 

LoBD  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
hoped  that  the  Government  would  give 
.  the  Committee  some  explanation  of  the 
meaning  of  the  clause. 

Ma.  GLADSTONE :  The  purpose  of 
the  clause  is  a  very  narrow  one.  ]!t  is  in- 
tended— I  do  not  at  all  dissemble — to 
meet  the  case  of  something  like  fraud 
or  trickery  on  the  part  of  the  landlord. 
At  present  there  is  a  possibility  of  such 
a  thing  happening  in  the  case  of  an  un- 
principled landlord,  who,  after  the  ar- 
rangements between  the  incoming  man 
and  the  outgoing  tenant  have  been 
completed,  and  the  money  paid,  should, 
before  accepting  the  incoming  tenant, 
intimate  his  intention  of  requiring  a  rise 
of  rent.  It  is  a  nice  matter,  perhaps,  to 
deal  with ;  but  we  are  of  opinien  that 
the  [landlord  should  be  under  the  same 
liabilities  to  the  tenant  in  regard  to  fair 
dealing  that  the  tenant  is  under  to  the 
landlord,  and  that  there  should  be  a 
dear  understanding  upon  the  subject. 

SiB  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  said,  he 
had  hoped  that  after  what  passed  last  night 
the  Government  would  have  announced 
this  morning  that  they  were  going  to 
drop  the  clause.  It  seemed  to  him  a 
very  complicated  clause,  and  the  com- 
plications of  the  Bill  were  such  that  it 
was  advisable  to  lighten  the  ship  as 
much  as  possible.  He  confessed  that 
he  had  never  been  fully  able  to  under- 
stand the  object  of  the  clause ;  and  the 
statement  which  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Prime  Minbter  had  just  made 
gave  it  a  much  narrower  scope  than  be- 
fore. He  had  understood  that  it  was 
intended  to  guard  against  a  kind  of 
fraud  on  the  part  of  the  landlord  in  rais- 
ing the  rent  between  the.  sale  of  the 
tenancy  and  the  acceptance  of  the  new 
tenant.      If  the  landlord  allowed    the 


transfer  to  take  place  without  any  word 
of  dispute  about  the  rent,  he  was  to 
hold  his  peace  for  ever,  and  was  practi- 
cally precluded  from  requiring  a  rise  of 
rent  afterwards. 

Me.  GLADSTONE :  If  the  landlord 
has  accepted  the  incoming  tenant,  and 
the  incoming  man  has  now  become  his 
tenant,  and  the  landlord  then  den^ands 
an  increase  of  rent,  there  is  nothing  to 
prevent  him  from  doing  so.  The  object 
of  the  clause  is  to  make  provision  for 
this  narrow  point ;  it  is  considered  that 
there  may  be  an  interval  between  the 
completion  of  the  transaction  by  the  old 
tenant  and  the  introduction  of  the  new 
tenant,  during  which  the  landlord  may 
say  to  the  new  tenant — **  You  are  now 
coming  in ;  I  do  not  refuse  to  accept 
you ;  but  if  you  take  this  faun,  you 
must  take  it  under  an  increased  rent." 
This  clause  would  place  the  landlord 
under  the  same  liabilities  to  the  new 
tenant  as  to  the  old. 

Sib  GEOEGE  CAMPBELL  said, 
that  in  that  narrow  sense  he  did  not 
think  it  necessary  to  object  to  the  clause. 
If  the  landlord  allowed  six  months  to 
pass  before  he  raised  the  rent  the  case 
would  be  different. 

Mb.  GIBSON  said,  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister had  presented  the  section  in  a 
very  minimized  and  narrow  point  of 
view ;  but,  in  his  (Mr.  Gibson's)  opinion, 
it  was  open  to  a  far  wider  construction. 
He  quite  accepted  the  statement  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Kirkcaldy  (Sir  George 
Campbell),  that  it  was  desirable,  as  fai 
as  possible,  to  lighten  the  ship.  That 
he  would  be  anxious  to  do  if  it  was 
possible,  especially  in  the  present  state 
of  the  weather ;  but  he  thought  that 
the  best  way  of  lightening  the  ship  in 
this  instance  would  be  to  drop  the 
clause  altogether.  Of  course,  if  the 
Committee  thought  it  desirable  to  deal 
with  the  question  now  it  could  do  so. 
There  were  two  classes  of  tenancies  dealt 
with — namely,  present  and  future  ten- 
ants. The  position  of  a  future  tenant 
was  abundantly  protected  by  sub-section 
3  of  Clause  2  as  amended.  But  the  ques- 
tion of  the  present  tenant,  which  he  ad- 
mitted to  be  an  important  question,  was 
not  left  uncovered.  A  present  tenant  had 
ample  power,  if  he  was  dissatisfied  with  the 
rise,  to  appeal  to  the  Court  and  demand 
that  the  Court  shpuld  overrule  the  claim 
of  the  landlord  to  the  extent  to  which  it 
was  unreasonable  in  the  matter  of  rent. 
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He  wished  to  know  whether  those  two 
questions  did  not  dispose  of  the  width 
of  the  drafting  of  the  olauao  ?  It  might 
be  a  vei7  narrow  and  minute  point 
which  liad  been  indiaated  b;  the  Prime 
Minister,  and  it  might  require  some 
further  drafting;  but,  unquestionably, 
on  that  side  of  the  House  they  could 
sot  oUow  the  clause  to  remain  in  its 
present  shapo  without  a  protest.  There- 
fore, in  the  interest  of  tne  time  of  the 
Committee,  he  would  ask  the  Oovem- 
ment  to  withdraw  the  clause.  If  it  went 
on,  they  would  feel  called  upon  to  move 
Amendment  after  Amendment  which 
stood  on  the  Paper  in  order  to  prevent 
the  widenese  of  the  drafting  of  the 
clause  being  used  in  a  way  which  was 
not  intended. 

Ths  OHAIBUAN  :  I  must  point  out 
that,  if  the  clause  ia  to  be  discussed  in 
detail,  a  discussion  is  now  quite  irregu- 
lar. It  must  be  taken  when  the  Ques- 
tion is  proposed  that  Clause  12  stand 
part  of  the  Bill,  and  not  upon  the  simple 
Amendment  now  before  the  Committee. 

Db.  LTOMS  wished  to  know  what 
the  actual  words  of  the  Amendment 
were? 

Thb  CHAIEMAN  1  The  proposal  is 
to  leave  out  the  word  "tenancy,"  in 
lino  7,  in  order  to  insert  the  words 
"  under  the  provisions  of  this  Act, 
and." 

Sir  MICHAEL  HICKS  -  BEACH 
would  venture  to  make  a  suggestion. 
There  appeared  to  be  a  good  deal  of 
difficulty  in  the  matter,  and,  in  order  to 
save  time,  he  would  suggest  that  the 
clause  should  be  postponed.  Perhaps 
the  Govemmeut  would  agree  to  that 
course. 

Tbb  CHAIRMAN :  It  would  be  ne- 
cessary for  the  i-igbt  hon.  Gentleman 
to  wididraw  his  Amendment  first,  and 
after  that  is  done  the  clause  could  be 
postponed,  if  desirable. 
_  Mh.  GLADSTONE :  I  see  no  objec- 
tion to  the  postponement  of  the  clause. 
It  was  not  intended  last  night  that  the 
clause  should  be  postponed,  but  that  I 
should  state  to-day  what  the  object  of 
the  clause  was.  I  trust  that  the  Com- 
mittee will  see  that  there  is  really  some 
point  in  the  clause.  My  object  is  simply 
to  provide  protection  against  a  very  dis- 
honourable transaction  aimed  at  a  man 
before  he  becomes  a  tenant  at  all,  either 
present  or  future ;  and  the  clause  is  in- 
tended to  have  its  operation  confined  to 
Mr.  OibsoH 


that  narrow  point.  But  I  do  not  think 
that  the  Government  will  have  any  difB- 
culty  in  being  able  to  consider  the  point 
between  the  present  time  and  the  hmtg- 
icg  up  of  the  Beport. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  mthdravn. 

Clause  poitpontS. 

Clause  13  (Begulatioas  aa  to  nlw 
and  application  to  Court  to  fix  rent). 

Me.  BIGGAB  said,  he  wished  to 
move  the  Amendment  which  stood  in 
the  name  of  his  hon.  Friend  the  HeiB- 
ber  for  Wexford  (Mr.  Healy).  The  ob- 
ject of  the  Amendment  appeared  to  be 
that  if  the  landlord  had  an  ohjeotioa 
against  the  tenant  before  the  jadUnil 
rent  was  fixed,  he  should  place  tiie  tm- 
ant  in  a  position  that  he  would  be  abls 
to  sell  the  holding  at  a  reasonable  and 
fair  price  according  to  the  merits  of  tJte 
case.  It  was  obvious  that  if  the  rent 
was  increased,  and  then  the  holding 
sold,  the  tenant  would  be  placed  at  a 
disadvantage.  Therefore,  the  Amend- 
ment was,  he  considered,  a  fair  and  re^ 
sonable  one.  It  gave  both  the  landlord 
and  the  tenant  the  opportunity  of  gettii^ 
a  fair  price,  and  nothing  more. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  10,  line  16,  leavs  out  from  the  woid 
"proceedings"  to  "following,"  in  line  2J,  «ad 
inaart  "Where  proceedings  other  than  procMd- 
inga  in  ejectment  for  non-paj-mant  o(  nxA  M* 
taken  by  the  landlord  to  compel  K  tenant  to 
quit  his  noldinK  the  tenant  may  sell  his  tenancy 
at  any  time  before,  but  not  after,  the  exnciuti<a 
of  tho  writ  or  decree  to  posseuion,  and  Um^ 
upon  Buch  proceedings  shall  be  stayed  and 
wholly  cease,  and  the  purchaser  shall  hold  ndi 
tonanoy  as  if  such  proceedings  had  not  been 
taken;  and  if  judgment,  or  decree  in  ejectment, 
has  been  ohtaincd  before  the  passing  of  this 
Art,  such  tenant  may,  at  any  time  before,  hat 
not  after,  the  expimtion  of  six  montha  from 
the  execution  of  a  writ  or  decree  to  possamDn 
in  an  ejectment  for  non-payment  of  nnt,  and 
it  any  lima  before,  but  not  after,  the  eieoutiaQ 
of  such  writ  or  decree  to  posBeaaion  in  on  eject- 
ment for  non-payment  of  rent,  and  at  any  time 
before,  hut  not  after,  the  execution  of  auch  writ 
or  decree  in  any  ejectment  other  than  for  nan- 
paymGiit  of  rent,  apply  to  the  Court  to  fix  tha 
judicial  rent  of  the  holding. "— (ifr.  Biggar.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  words 
where  proceedings '  stand  port  of  the 
Clause." 

The  attorney  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr,  Law)  thought  that  tha 
hon.  Member  must  have  misconceived 
the  object  of  the  clause.  He  (the  At- 
torney General  for  Ireland)  oould  set 
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no  difference  between  the  object  which 
the  hon.  Member  proposed  to  attain  by 
the  Amendment,  and  what  was  in  the 
Bill  already,  except  in  one  small  matter 
of  very  trifling  importance.  If  the 
Amendment  were  adopted  in  the  very 
common  case  of  an  ejectment  for  non- 
payment of  rent,  the  tenant's  power  of 
selling  would  be  gone.  He  thought  that 
could  hardly  be  the  object  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman.  The  Amendment  left  out 
all  the  first  part  of  the  clause,  and 
accordingly  left  the  tenant  who  was 
ejected  for  non-payment  of  rent  with- 
out any  power  of  sale.  That,  of 
course,  was  not  intended.  If  the  ob- 
ject was  to  enable  a  tenant  who  was 
ejected  for  non-payment  of  rent,  as  in 
other  cases  where  proceedings  were 
taken,  to  apply  to  the  Court  to  fix  a 
judicial  rent,  then  that  was  expressly 
provided  for  by  the  Bill  as  it  stood.  The 
only  difference  in  the  Amendment  was 
that  it  left  the  tenant  entirely  unpro- 
tected where  he  happened  to  be  ejected 
for  the  non-payment  of  rent. 

Mb.  BIGGAR  said,  that  under  those 
circumstances,  after  the  very  fair  expla- 
nation of  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland,  he  would  withdraw  the  Amend- 
ment. He  might  add  that  his  hon. 
Friend,  in  whose  name  the  Amend- 
ment stood,  had  not  requested  him  to 
move  it. 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'OONNOE  would  like 
to  ask  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
a  question  or  two  before  the  Amendment 
was  withdrawn.  This  was  one  of  the 
two  clauses  which  affected  a  tenant  who 
had  entered  into  a  contract  with  his 
landlord.  He  understood  that  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  and  the 
Government  were  anxious  to  make  pro- 
vision for  those  tenants  whose  tenant 
right  had  been  swallowed  up  by  exces- 
sive rents,  and  by  the  proceedings  of 
the  landlord.  As  he  understood  the 
matter,  a  tenant  who  was  at  present 
engaged  in  legal  proceedings  with  his 
landlord  would  only  get  six  months, 
from  the  passing  of  the  Act,  in  which  to 
redeem  himself,  and  put  himself  right 
80  as  to  sell  the  advantages  conferred 
upon  him  by  the  Act  of  1870,  and  by 
this  Bill.  He  wished  to  ask  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Attor- 
ney General  for  Ireland  whether,  if  the 
Government  thought  it  right  to  protect 


the  tenants  whose  tenant  right  had  been 
destroyed  on  account  of  bad  seasons, 
and  if  they  also  thought  it  desirable  that 
the  protecting  power  of  the  clause  should 
be  limited  to  the  short  period  of  six 
months?  The  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  must  know  that  this  distress 
was  not  a  distress  of  last  year,  but  that 
it  had  extended  over  two  or  three  years. 
He  would,  therefore,  respectfully  suggest 
that  the  Government  should  increase  the 
protection  afforded  to  those  unfortunate 
tenants,  so  that  they  might  have  an 
opportunity  of  recovering  their  posi- 
tion. 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  said,  the  clause 
must  be  read  in  conjunction  with  others. 
The  condition  laid  down  was  that  within 
this  period  of  six  months,  if  the  rent  still 
remained  unpaid,  and  in  one  or  two  other 
cases  specially  provided  for,  litigation 
might  be  commenced  and  the  tenant 
ej  ected.  It  would  not  be  reasonable  to  re- 
quire a  more  extended  period  to  elapse  be- 
fore the  landlord  could  have  his  remedy. 
The  question  which  the  hon.  Member  had 
just  put  related,  he  understood,  to  tenants 
now  in  difficulties.  The  Bill  provided 
that  they  would  have  the  same  period  of 
time  up  to  which  they  would  be  able  to 
redeem  their  position,  and  they  might 
apply  to  the  Court  to  fix  a  judicial  rent. 
If  they  got  a  judicial  rent  fixed,  they 
would  have  a  statutable  period  of  15 
years,  during  which  they  would  be  able 
to  sell  their  rights.  By  sub-section  2, 
where  the  sale  of  a  tenancy  was  delayed 
without  default  of  the  tenant,  it  was  in 
the  power  of  the  Court  to  extend  the 
time  ;  and  by  one  of  the  last  clauses  in 
the  Bill,  Clause  48,  it  was  provided  that, 
although  the  Court  might  not  sit  until 
October,  and  a  tenant  was  unable  to 
make  an  immediate  application  to  the 
Court,  he  should  be,  if  the  Court  thought 
proper,  in  the  same  position,  and  have 
the  same  rights  in  respect  of  his 
tenancy,  as  he  would  have  been  in  and 
would  have  had,  if  the  application  had 
been  made  on  the  day  on  which  the  Act 
came  into  force.  He  thought  that  it 
was  impossible  to  provide  more  reason- 
able arrangements  generally  in  order  to 
enable  a  tenant  to  realize  the  benefits  of 
the  BUI. 

Mb.  MACFARLANE  also  wished  to 
ask  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland  a 
question.  Were  the  proceedings  referred 
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to  in  the  section  those  that  were  existing 
at  the  time  of  the  passing  of  the  Act,  or 
only  proceedings  that  were  now  pend- 
ing? 

The  attorney  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  :  Both. 

Mr.  BIGGAR  said,  he  understood 
from  the  Prime  Minister,  on  Monday 
last,  that  it  was  intended  to-day  that  the 
righthon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland  should  lay  before  the  Com- 
mittee the  views  of  the  Government  upon 
the  question  of  arrears.  He  should  like 
to  know  when  that  statement  was  to  be 
made. 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER  :  I  may  briefly 
state  that  I  propose  to  lay  before  the 
Committee  the  views  of  the  Government 
in  regard  to  this  matter  when  we  come 
to  the  Amendment  which  stands  in  the 
name  of  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
the  Member  for  Tyrone  (Mr.  Litton).  I 
may  remind  the  Committee  that  I  have 
given  Notice  of  an  important  Amend- 
ment in  Clause  45,  to  insert,  after  the 
words  "  a  tenancy  to  which  this  Act  ap- 
plies shall  be  deemed  to  have  deter- 
mined whenever  it  is  sold  in  consequence 
of  a  breach  by  the  tenant,"  the  words 
'*  after  the  passing  of  this  Act."  That 
would  put  a  tenant  under  the  notice  of 
eviction  in  the  position  that  if  he  thought 
himself  rack-rented  he  could  apply  to 
the  Court  to  fix  a  fair  rent,  and  would 
'  be  able  to  sell  the  holding  as  a  present 
tenancy. 

Mr.  GIBSON  said,  the  statement  just 
made  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr. 
W.  E.  Forster)  was  one  of  extreme  im- 
portance, and  he  would  not  now  discuss 
its  details.  So  far  as  he  gathered,  the 
Government  did  not  intend  themselves 
to  bring  in  any  substantive  Amendment 
dealing  with  the  question  of  arrears; 
but  they  intended  to  accept  another 
Amendment  and  draft  their  alterations 
upon  it. 

Mr.  W.  E.  forster  :  What  I  in- 
tended to  state  was  that  we  proposed  to 
put  our  clause  upon  the  Table  of  the 
Mouse  to-day;  and  I  intimated  that  I 
would  take  the  opportunity  for  doing  so 
upon  the  Amendment  being  moved  by 
my  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Member 
for  Tyrone  (Mr.  Litton). 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn, 

Mr.  LITTON  said,  the  Amendment  he 
was  about  now  to  propose  would  only  re- 
quire a  very  few  words  of  explanation. 

Mr.  Macfarlans 


He  proposed  to  insert,  after  the  words 
**  where  proceedings  are  'taken  by  the 
landlord,"  in  line  16,  the  words  "or 
have  been  taken."  That  would  make 
the  clause  apply  to  proceedings  taken 
both  before  and  after  the  passing  of  the 
Act. 

Amendment  proposed, 

Tn  page  10,  line  16,  after  *'  are  taken,"  to 
insert  the  woids  "  or  have  been  taken.'* — (Jfr. . 
Lition.) 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Captain  AYLMER  wished  to  move 
an  Amendment,  in  order  to  dear  up  a 
doubt  as  to  who  the  clause  applied  to. 
He  proposed  to  insert,  after  the  first 
word  '*  tenant,"  in  line  17,  the  words 
**  of  a  present  tenancy." 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  10,  line  17,  after  the  first  word 
"tenant,"  insert  "of  a  present  tenancy."— 
( Captain  Aylmer,) 

The  attorney  GENERAL  ix)B 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  said,  he  could 
not  accept  the  Amendment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Me.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR,  on  behalf  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Wexford  County 
(Mr.  Barry),  moved,  in  line  20,  after  the 
word  *'of,"  to  insert  the  words  "not 
less  than  two  years." 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  10, 
line  20,  after  "  of,"  insert "  not  less  than 
two  years."— (i/r.  T.  P.  O'Connor.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

The  attorney  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  hoped  that  the 
hon.  Member  would  not  press  the 
Amendment.  The  law  as  it  stood  gave 
the  tenant  a  year's  grace,  and  that  was, 
he  submitted,  a  sufficiently  liberal  allow- 
ance. It  would  be  most  unjust  to  re- 
quire the  landlord  to  wait  for  two  years. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  moved,  after  the 
word  ''  rent,"  in  line  22,  to  insert  the 
words — 

**'  Provided  that  any  such  tenancy  so  sold 
shall  bo,  and  be  doemed  to  be,  a  subsisting 
tenancy  as  if  no  such  proceedings  had  been 
taken." 

There  could  be  no  question  that  the  ten- 
ancy in  a  legal  sense  would  be  gone,  sub- 
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ject  to  the  equitable  right  of  redemption. 
The  object  of  this  Amendment  was  to 
provide,  as  in  Ulster,  that  the  tenant, 
notwithstanding  that  fact,  should  be  at 
liberty  to  sell  so  long  as  the  right  of  re- 
demption lasted. 

Amendment  proposed, 

Inpa^  10,  line  22,  after  the  word  "rent," 
insert  these  words  *'  any  such  tenancy  so  sold 
shall  he,  and  he  deemed  to  he,  a  suhsisting  ten- 
ancy as  if  no  such  proceedings  had  heen  taken." 
— {Mr.  Aitonuy  General  for  Ireland.) 

Question  proposed,  '*  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mr.  GIBSON  said,  that  this  Amend- 
ment was  proposed  in  manuscript  without 
Notice,  and  would  yery  much  nave  pre- 
ferred   that    the    Amendment    should 
have  been   placed  on  the  Paper,  be- 
cause it  was  of  great  importance,  bear- 
ing in   mind    the  Amendment  of  his 
hon.    Friend   the    Member    for  North 
Northumberland   (Sir   Matthew  White 
Bidley),  which  came  immediately  after- 
wards, and  which  provided  that  such 
sale  should  not  prejudice  or  affect  the 
landlord's  rights  in  the  event  of  the 
said  tenancy  not  being  redeemed  within 
the  period   of    six  months.     His  hon. 
Friend  was  not  in  the  House  at  the  pre- 
sent moment ;  but  he  (Mr.  Gibson)  in- 
tended to  move  the  Amendment  for  him. 
It  dealt  with  a  technicality,  and  reme- 
died a  flaw  in  the  clause.     But  if  they 
declared  that,  notwithstanding  a  notice 
to  quit,  the  tenancy  was  an  existing  ten- 
ancy, how  would  the  position  of  the 
landlord  be  affected?    Did  it  free  the 
purchaser,  who  stood  in  the  shoes  of  the 
tenant,  from  the  obligation  to  redeem  ? 
That  was  a  vital  question.     The  tenant 
right  at  present  was  this — that  he  had 
tax  months   after  the  execution  of   a 
writ  or  decree  to  redeem ;  and  if  the 
tenancy    was   not   redeemed  —  and    it 
could  only  be  redeemed  by  the  payment 
of  the  tenant's  rent — then,  in  common 
justice,  the  landlord  would  be  entitled  to 
treat  the  tenancy  as  gone,  and  put  a 
man  in  possession.    His  right  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  now  proposed  to  declare, 
notwithstanding  all  this,  that  the  ten- 
ancy should  be  held  to  be  a  subsisting 
tenancy ;  and  he  (Mr.  Gibson)  wished  to 
show  how,  if  they  did  that,   it  would 
affect  the  landlord's  rights.    He  did  not 
like  to  differ  upon  a  question  of  this 
land  from  his  right  hon.  and  learned 
Friend.      But,   unless  his   right   hon. 


and  learned  Friend  would  say  that  the 
matter  should  be  considered  in  connection 
with  the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  North  Northumberland,  and  that 
the  acceptance  of  this  Amendment  would 
not  prejudice  the  Amendment  of  his  hon.- 
Friend,  he  certainly  could  not  accept  the 
Government  Amendment,  which  would 
prejudice  that  which  he  was  about  to 
move,  and  which  was  an  absolute  test  of 
the  bona  Jides  of  the  clause.  He  must, 
therefore,  most  reluctantly  decline  to 
accede  to  the  present  Amendment. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  thought  the  ob- 
servations of  his  right  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  (Mr.  Gibson)  were  quite  just; 
but  it  was  not  intended  that  the  land- 
lord's rights  should  be  prejudiced  by 
the  Amendment.  In  point  of  fact,  the 
Amendment  was  proposed  as  a  means  of 
protecting  the  landlord's  rights.  There 
would  be  a  sale  under  the  Ist  clause  of 
the  Bill,  and  in  a  case  of  this  kind 
where  the  rent  was  due  the  money  must 
be  paid  into  Court.  He  should  have  no 
objection  to  add  to  the  Amendment,  not 
exactly  the  words  of  the  Amendment 
standing  in  the  name  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  North  Northumberland  (Sir  Matthew 
White  Ridley),  but  words  which  would 
provide  against  anything  being  done  that 
was  calculated  to  prejudice  the  rights  of 
the  landlord.  The  landlord  had  two  rights 
— the  right  to  recover  the  rent  of  hisland, 
and  the  right  to  obtain  compensation  for 
damages;  and  the  Government  wotdd 
not  sanction  any  Amendment  that  would 
be  inconsistent  with  those  rights.  Of 
course,  if  a  tenancy  was  sold  it  went  to 
the  purchaser ;  but  he'  would  be  per- 
fectly willing  to  introduce  an  Amendment 
fully  preserving  the  landlord's  rights. 

Mb.  GIBSON  said,  he  was  sorry  that 
he  had  been  unable  to  follow  the  argu- 
ment of  his  right  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  the  Attorney  General  for  Ire- 
land, and  he  would,  therefore,  shortly 
state  his  own  views.  He  thought  that 
the  Government  had  no  right — indeed, 
they  admitted  that  they  had  no  right — 
to  interfere  in  any  way  between  the 
landlord  and  the  recovery  of  his  rent. 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  said,  it  might 
perhaps  §ave  time  if  he  said  that  he  saw 
no  objection  to  the  insertion  of  the 
words  proposed  to  be  moved  by  his 
right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  (Mr. 
Gibson). 
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Mr.  WAETON  wished  to  suggest  to 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland  that  it 
would  facilitate  the  progress  of  the  Bill 
if,  when  Amendments  were  moved  which 
Were  not  on  the  Paper,  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  would  read  the 
exact  words  in  which  thev  were  framed. 
In  regard  to  the  last  Amendment,  he 
had  noticed  no  fewer  than  four  correc- 
tions from  the  words  as  given  by  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland,  and  the 
words  as  afterwards  read  by  the  Chair. 

Me.  BIGGAR  thought  that  the  con- 
versation which  had  taken  place  between 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland  and  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  the 
University  of  Dublin  (Mr.  Gibson)  was 
somewhat  irregular.  The  Attorney  Ge- 
neral for  Ireland  had  moved  an  Amend- 
ment, and  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  the  University  of  Dublin 
argued  against  it  unless  the  Government 
would  consent  to  some  subsequent  Amend- 
ment. Now,  he  did  not  think  that  that 
was  at  all  a  regular  mode  of  proceeding. 
The  best  course  would  be  to  settle  this 
Amendment  first ;  and  then,  when  the 
next  Amendment  was  moved,  it  would  be 
for  the  Committee,  and  not  for  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Attor- 
ney General  for  Ireland,  to  settle  whe- 
ther it  was  to  be  received  or  not. 

The  CHAIRMAN :  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Cavan  (Mr.  Biggar)  is  perfectly 
correct.  There  was  an  irregularity  in 
discussing  the  second  Amendment. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 


n 


Mr.  GIBSON  moved,  in  line  22,  after 
rent,"  to  insert — 

"But  such  sale  shall  not  prejudice  or  aftcct 
the  landlord's  rights,  in  the  event  of  the  said 
tenancy  not  being  redeemed  within  the  said 
period  of  six  months." 

This,  he  said,  was  the  Amendment  which 
stood  in  the  name  of  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  North  Northumberland 
(Sir  Matthew  White  Ridley). 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  10,  line  22,  after  "  rent,"  insert  **  but 
such  sale  Khali  not  prejudice  or  aftect  the  land- 
lord's rights,  in  the  event  of  the  said  tenancy 
not  being  redeemed  within  the  said  period  of  six 
months." — {Mr.  Gibson.) 

Question  proposed,  **  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 


Mr.  biggar  said,  he  would  like  to 
have  the  opinion  of  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Attorney  Genend 
for  Ireland  as  to  what  the  efiPect  of  these 
words  would  be.  It  seemed  to  him  that 
they  might  neutralize,  in  a  g^at  measure, 
what  occurred  in  the  subsequent  para- 
graphs of  this  particular  clause.  Those 
paragraphs  provided  that  certain  pro- 
ceedings  should  be  suspended  until  the 
decision  of  the  Court  had  been  had  on 
the  question  of  rent  and  other  matters; 
and  he  thought  the  Amendment,  in  its 
present  form,  would  nullify  that  pro- 
vision, and  put  the  landlord  in  absolute 
possession  of  the  holding  even  if  legal 
proceedings  were  pending.  Under  those 
circumstances,  he  thought  the  Amend- 
ment very  objectionable,  and  he  hoped 
that  the   Committee  would  not  agree 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  Poi 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  said,  he  did  not 
think  the  Amendment  would  have  any 
injurious  effect.  It  was  quite  clear  that 
the  landlord  was  entitled  to  get  the  tent 
of  his  land,  and  that  this  right  must  be 
protected ;  and  there  never  was  any  inten- 
tion in  any  part  of  the  House,  when  the 
land  was  transferred  to  another  tenant, 
that  the  landlord's  right  to  be  paid  hie 
rent  should  be  taken  away  from  him. 
Tiiis  Amendment  merely  involved  a  de- 
claration that  a  sale  should  not  preju- 
dice or  affect  the  landlord's  rights,  in 
the  event  of  the  tenancy  not  being  re- 
deemed within  the  specified  period  of 
six  months.  In  reference  to  what 
followed,  his  right  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  (Mr.  Gibson)  would  see  in  the 
next  paragraph  of  the  Bill  that  power 
was  given  to  the  Court  to  extend  the 
time  fbr  the  application  beyond  the  period 
previously  assigned,  so  that,  under  ^- 
cial  circumstances,  although  the  six 
months  might  have  expired,  the  Court 
would  have  power .  to  enlarge  the 
time. 

Mk.  LEAMY  said,  the  Amendment 
might  be  very  reasonable  or  not ;  but  he 
thouglit  they  had  already  protected  the 
landlord  in  the  case  of  a  sale.  In  the 
1st  clause  of  the  Bill  it  was  provided 
that  until  the  purchaser  satisfied  the 
requirements  of  Section  8,  and  until  any 
rent  that  was  due  was  paid,  the  landlord 
need  not  accept  the  purchaser  as  tenant 
Therefore  the  landlord  was  sufficiently 
protected  as  the  Bill  stood,  and  even 
for  the  purpose  of  protecting  the  land- 
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lord  there  was  no  neceraity  for  introduc- 
ing this  Amendment. 

The  ATTOENEY  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Iiaw)  said,  the  difficulty 
arose  from  the  words  he  had  adopted  in 
his  Amendment,  that  a  transfer  should 
take  effect  as  if  no  ejectment  proceedings 
had  heen  taken.  His  right  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  (Mr.  Gibson)  therefore 
proposed  these  words  in  order  to  save 
the  landlord's  rights. 

Mr.  LEAMY  said,  there  was  this 
difficulty.  If  the  landlord  was  not  pro- 
tected under  the  Ist  clause,  then,  as  he 
had  said,  it  would  he  very  fair  and 
reasonable  that  the  new  tenant  should 
stand  in  the  old  tenant's  shoes ;  and  if 
the  rent  was  not  paid  within  six  months, 
of  course  it  would  affect  the  position  of 
the  incoming  tenant.  That  was  only 
reasonable.  But  then  it  must  be  borne 
in  mind  that  the  outgoing  tenant  was 
compelled  to  sell,  and  he  must  give 
notice  to  his  landlord  of  his  intention 
to  sell.  The  landlord  had  the  right  to 
decide  who  should  be  the  purchaser ; 
and  he  had  a  right  to  object,  on  reason- 
able grounds,  to  the  proposed  purchaser. 
The  landlord  had  also  a  right  to  call 
upon  the  proposed  purchaser  to  pay  the 
money  into  Court.  The  outgoing  tenant 
would  then  have  complied  with  all  the 
conditions  that  were  necessary  in  regard 
to  the  power  of  sale,  and  would  have 
done  everything  that  could  reasonably 
be  expected  of  him.  Consequently,  the 
landlord  would  have  got  sufficient  pro- 
tection. But  if  they  allowed  this  Amend- 
ment, the  tenant,  having  got  the  consent 
of  his  landlord  to  sell,  and  the  proposed 
purchaser  having  been  received  favour- 
ably by  the  landlord,  then  the  selling 
tenant  might  get  nothing  whatever  from 
the  incoming^  man,  and  the  incoming 
tenant  and  the  selling  tenant  might  both 
be  evicted. 

Mb.  MARUM  thought  that  unless  the 
words  were  qualified  they  would  cut 
away  the  temporary  power  of  suspen- 
sion. 

Me.  O'SHAUGHNESSY  said,  he 
could  not  see  what  object  was  to  be 
gained  by  inserting  these  words.  They 
only  repeated  words  that  had  already 
been  assented  to  by  all  parties,  and 
were  contained  in  the  Bill.  They  simply 
meant  that  if  the  landlord  could  not  get 
his  rent  he  was  to  have  back  his  land,  and 
that  was  perfectly  just.  He  agreed  that 
the  insertion  of  these  words  might  in- 


terfere with  the  intention  of  the  clause. 
The  laying  down  of  general  rules  was 
often  a  good  preface  for  making  excep- 
tions. 

Mr.  BIGGAR  said,  it  seemed  to  him 
that  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Limerick  (Mr.  O'Shaughnessy)  did  not 
attach  sufficient  importance  to  the  words 
proposed  to  be  inserted.  He  (Mr. 
Biggar)  held  that  in  the  event  of  the 
tenancy  not  being  redeemed  within  six 
months,  what  followed  afterwards  would 
be  entirely  nullified — namely, 

'*  Where  any  proceedings  for  compelling  the 
tenant  to  quit  his  holding  shall  have  oeen  taken 
before  or  after  an  application  to  fix  a  judicial 
rent,  and  shall  be  pending  before  such  applica- 
tion is  dismissed,  the  Court  before  which  snch 
proceedings  are  pending  shall  have  power  to 
postpone  or  suspend  such  proceedings  until  the 
termination  of  the  proceeding  of  the  application 
for  proceeding  in  such  judicial  rent." 

He  thought  there  ought  to  be  some 
saving  words  contained  in  the  clause, 
such  as  had  been  suggested  by  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland,  or  other- 
wise one  part  of  the  clause  would  con- 
tradict the  other. 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  (Sir 
Fabrer  Herschell)  thought  that,  with 
a  slight  alteration,  the  words  proposed 
might  be  rendered  unobjectionable.  No 
doubt,  what  had  been  pointed  out  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Waterford  (Mr. 
Leamy)  was  quite  correct;  but  in  case 
that  transaction  was  not  carried  out,  the 
words  that  had  now  been  adopted,  on 
the  suggestion  of  his  right  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  the  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland,  might  be  argued  to  have 
the  effect  of  putting  an  end  to  the 
ejectment  proceedings  altogether,  and 
render  them  a  nullity,  so  as  to  compel 
the  landlord  to  commence  proceedings 
de  novo  for  a  fresh  ejectment.  He 
thought  it  possible  to  add  words  to 
protect  the  landlord's  rights  —  not  to 
give  him  any  fresh  rights,  but  to  pro- 
vide that  the  proceedings  already  com- 
menced should  not  be  made  a  nullity. 
He  would  suggest  that  the  Amendment 
should  be  amended  by  the  substitution 

of  the  words — 

• 

"Without  prejudice  to  the  landlord's  rights 
in  the  event  of  the  said  tenancy  not  being  re- 
deemed within  the  said  period  of  six  months." 

Mr.  GIBSON  said,  that  everyone 
liked  his  own  child  best,  and  therefore 
he  preferred  his  own   words;   but  he 
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would  not  object  to  tbose  proposed  by 
the  Solicitor  General,  who  had  fairly 
stated  the  substance  of  the  contention. 

The  chairman  :  The  most  con- 
venient course  will  bo  for  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  (Mr.  Gibson)  to 
withdraw  his  Amendment  and  propose 
to  insert  the  one  now  suggested. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  10,  line  22,  after  the  word  "  rent,"  to 
insert  those  words,  "  without  prejudice  to  the 
landlord's  rights  in  the  event  of  the  said  ten- 
ancy not  being  redeemed  within  the  said  period 
of  six  months." — {Mr,  Solicitor  General.) 

Question,  "  That  those  words  be  there 
inserted,"  put,  and  agreed  to, 

Mr.  FITZPATRICK  wished  to  pro- 
pose a  small  Amendment  in  order  to 
clear  up  an  ambiguity.  He  proposed  to 
insert  after  the  word  **  to,*'  in  line  24 — 

*'And  the  Court  be  satisfied  the  rent  mcn^ 
tioncd  in  the  said  ejectment  was  an  excessive 
rent  the  tenant  was  unable  to  pay  him," 

it  might  fix  a  judicial  rent.  These 
words  were  only  an  amplification  of  the 
words  of  the  Prime  Minister  himself  on 
the  introduction  of  the  Bill.  Speaking 
of  pending  cases  of  eviction,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  said — 

"  A  very  lively  and  just  susceptibility  has 
been  shown  by  Representatives  from  Ireland  as 
to  the  effect  of  the  Act  in  cases  where  proceed- 
ing^ with  a  >now  to  eviction  have  been  com- 
menced ;  and  it  has  been  said  that  if  you  take 
the  cases  of  excessive  rent  which  the  tenant  has 
been  unable  to  pay,  it  would  be  extremely  hard 
that  such  a  tenant  should  be  deprived  of  the 
benefit  which  this  Act  proposes  to  confer  on 
tenants  as  a  class." — [3  ITansardj  cclx.  911.] 

He  only  took  those  cases  where  the 
Court  was  satisfied  that  an  excessive 
rent  was  exacted  from  the  tenant ;  and 
in  such  cases  he  thought  it  was  only 
right  that  the  Court  should  have  a  per- 
missive or  a  compulsory  power  to  fix  the 
rent,  or  else  a  litigious  and  tiresome 
tenant  would  force  his  landlord  into 
Court,  and  go  there  simply  in  order  to 
see  what  he  could  get.  Where  the 
tenant  thought  the  rent  was  excessive, 
he  would  still  be  able  to  go  to  the  Court 
and  apply  for  a  judicial  rent;  but  if  he 
had  no  reasom  to  think  that  the  rent  was 
excessive,  there  would  be  no  inducement 
for  him  to  go  into  Court  at  all. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  ^age  10,  line  24,  aft^r  the  second  word 
"  to,"  insert  the  words  "  and  the  Court  bo  satis- 
fied that  the  rent  mentioned  in  the  said  cjcct- 

Mr,  Gibson 


ment  was  an  excessive  rent  the  tenant  wu  im« 
able  to  pay  him."— (J/ir.  Fitzpatrick,) 

Question  proposed,  **  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  foe 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  said,  he  could 
not  accept  the  Amendment.  There  wai 
no  reason  why  the  tenant  should  not  go 
into  Court  to  have  his  rent  fixed,  even  if 
the  rent  was  not  excessive,  if  he  wanted 
to  obtain  the  benefit  of  a  statutory  tenn. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  regarded  the 
Amendment  as  a  very  ridiculous  one. 
The  hon.  Member  had  spoken  of  an  ex- 
cessive rent,  and  under  this  Amendment 
the  tenants  would  have  to  prove  not  only 
that  the  rent  was  not  fair,  but  that  it 
was  excessive.  Now,  was  not  an  un&ir 
rent  an  excessive  rent?  Owing  to  a 
series  of  bad  seasons  the  rent  might  be 
unfair,  and  the  tenant  would  be  com- 

Eelied  to    submit    practically   to  lodi 
ard  terms  as  the  hon.  Member  pro- 
posed. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  loi 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  said,  that  he 
would  not  enter  into  the  legal  quertioii 
of  what  was  meant  by  an  exoesaive  rent 
No  doubt,  any  rent  which  a  tenant  ooold 
not  pay  might  be  considered  an  exoeasive 
rent. 

Mb.  GIBSON  thought  the  Amend- 
ment covered  a  matter  of  sufficient  im- 
portance to  be  made  the  question  of  an 
independent  Amendment.  It  was  a  dis- 
tinctly retrospective  provision ;  and  any- 
thing in  the  nature  of  a  retrospeotiTe 
legislation  was,  of  course,  immensely  in 
favour  of  those  who  were  to  derive  a 
benefit  from  ^it.  The  Bill,  as  drafted, 
proposed  to  extend  to  all  tenants,  good, 
bad,  or  indifferent — no  matter  what 
their  circumstances  were,  and  whether  a 
man  with  money  in  his  pocket  abso- 
lutely refused  to  pay  the  rent — it  meted 
out  them  the  same  measure  of  justice. 
He  did  not  think  this  was  fair,  or  calcu- 
lated to  improve  the  morality  of  the 
nation;  and,  therefore,  he  thought  hia 
hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Fitzpatrick)  was  right 
in  moving  the  Amendment.  Was  it 
reasonable  ^that  the  people  who  came 
within  it  should  gain  the  benefit  of  these 
retrospective  words  ?  He  would  take  the 
case  of  a  tenant,  which  was  a  common 
case  in  Ireland,  who,  with  ample  means 
in  his  pocket,  and  with  every  oppor- 
tunity and  fully  able  to  pay,  deliberately 
held  back,  and,  in  accordance  with  the 
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iniquitous  teaching  of  the  Land  League, 
had  refused  to  pay,  and  insisted  on  the 
landlord's  taking  proceedings    against 
him?    Was  it  not  abhorrent  to  justice 
to  tell  that  man  who,  contrary  to  all 
principles  of  morality  and  justice,  com- 
pelled his  landlord  to  evict  him,  that  he 
was  to  have  the  advantage  of  this  retro- 
spective clause  equally  with  the  deserv- 
ing and  impoverished  tenant ;  and  that 
he  should  be  able  to  bring  his  landlord 
into  Court  without  any  direction  to  the 
Court  to  discern  in  any  way  between  the 
two  cases  ?    It  was  most  important  that 
there  should  be  something  to  indicate 
to  the  Court    that    they  should  have 
a  discretionary  power  in  dealing  with 
such    a    case.      These    might    not   be 
the  most   appropriate  words  to  intro- 
duce into  an  Act  of   Parliament ;    but 
they  had  high  Parliamentary  sanction, 
because  they  were  the  very  words  used 
by  the  Prime  Minister  in  introducing 
the  Bill,  when  dealing  with  the  question 
of  excessive  rents,  which  tenants  were 
unable  to  pay.     The  very  same  words 
had  been  introduced  by  his  hon.  Friend 
into  the  Amendment,  and,  at  any  rate, 
they  contained  an  important  principle  ; 
and  it  was  quite  plain  that  when  the 
Prime  Minister  presented  the  Bill  to 
the  House   on    the    first    occasion    he 
fully  appreciated  the  propriety  of  dis- 
crimination   when    dealing    with    past 
proceedings  in  reference  to  ejectments. 
A  tenant  who,  owing  to  circumstances 
beyond    his   control,   such    as   poverty 
and  bad  seasons,  was   unable  to  pay, 
ought  not    to  be  treated  in  the  same 
manner  as  a  man  who  had  refused  to 
pay  owing  to  his  own  misconduct.     He 
hoped  the  Gk>vemment  would  be  able  to 
indicate  that  they  were  willing  to  adopt 
some  Amendment  whereby  they  might 
indicate  to  this  Court  of  Equity  that  it 
might  have  power,  if  it  considered  it 
necessary,  to  refuse  the  application  of  a 
tenant  who  had  improperly  and  unjustly 
refused  to  pay  his  rent. 

The  ATTOENET  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law^  said,  he  agreed 
with  his  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
fMr.  Gibson)  that  if  the  Court  was  satis- 
ned  that  a  tenant  had  wantonly  and  un- 
justly refused  to  pay,  it  should  not  ac- 
cede to  the  application.  But  that  case 
was  fully  provided  for  under  the  8th 
clause,  which  stated  that  where  the 
Court,  on  the  hearing  of  a  case,  was 
satisfied  that  the  conduct  of  the  land- 


lord or  the  tenant  had  been  unreason- 
able,  it  might  refuse  the  application. 
That  clause  was  certainly  intended,  and 
he  submitted  was  quite  sufficient  to 
meet  the  very  case  which  his  right  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  contemplated. 

Mb.  LALOE  asked  if  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
the  University  of  Dublin  (Mr.  Gibson) 
desired  to  persuade  the  Committee  that 
there  were  tenants  in  Ireland  who  had  al- 
lowed themselves  to  be  served  with  eject- 
ments from  their  holdings,  and  had  al- 
lowed themselves  and  their  families  to 
be  evicted,  when  they  had  money  in  their 
pockets  to  pay  the  demands  of  the  land- 
lord. [Mr.  Gibson  :  Hear,  hear !]  The 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  if  he 
believed  that,  would  believe  anything. 
The  assertion  was  as  absurd  as  it  was 
false  ?  Nothing  of  the  sort  had  ever 
occurred  in  Ireland,  and  there  was  no 
man  in  Ireland  who  would  have  allowed 
himself  to  be  evicted  from  his  holding 
who  had  the  money  to  pay  the  rent  in 
his  pocket.  As  to  excessive  rents,  he 
would  remind  the  Committee  that,  al- 
though the  rents  might  not  have  been 
originally  excessive  and  unfair,  the  cir- 
cumstances of  the  last  three  or  four 
years  might  have  caused  rents  to  be  un- 
fair which  would  not  otherwise  have 
been  excessive ;  and,  therefore,  although 
they  might  not  have  been  excessive  pre- 
viously, they  were  excessive  now.  There 
was  another  part  of  this  clause  to  which 
he  desired  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
Committee — namely, 

**  And  if  any  judgment  or  decree  in  ejectment 
has  been  obtained  before  the  passing  of  this  Act 
such  tenant  may,  within  the  same  periods,  re- 
spectively apply  to  the  Court  to  fix  the  judicial 
rent  of  the  holding/' 

He  would  remind  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland  that,  at  the  present  moment, 
there  were  a  number  of  Irish  tenants 
who  had  been  evicted,  and  evicted  for 
non-payment  of  rent ;  and,  if  this  Act 
did  not  come  into  operation  before  the 
end  of  six  months,  they  would  be  com- 
pletely deprived  of  all  benefit  from  it 
unless  it  was  intended  to  extend  its 
operations. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  hoped  that  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  would  give 
some  answer  to  the  appeal  just  made  to 
him.  As  yet  no  satisfactory  intimation 
had  proceeded  from  the  Treasury  Bench 
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as  to  what  was  to  be  done  in  regard  to 
pending  cases. 

TheCHAIEMAN:  That  question  is 
not  raised  by  the  Amendment  before  the 
Committee. 

Mr.  FITZPATEICK  said,  he  was 
satisfied  with  what  had  fallen  from  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  as  to  the 
working  of  the  Equity  Clause  ;  and  he 
would,  therefore,  withdraw  his  Amend- 
ment. 

Mr.  WAETON  wished  to  call  atten- 
tion to  the  very  wide  application  of  the 
8th  clause. 

The  CHAIEMAN  :  The  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  the  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  was  in  Order  in  re- 
ferring to  the  power  already  passed  in 
the  8th  clause  ;  but  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Bridport  cannot  discuss  the 
8th  clause  now. 

Mr.  WAETON  said,  he  only  wished 
to  apply  it  in  the  same  manner  that  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  had  done. 
The  position  of  the  tenant  who  had  paid 
his  rent  and  the  tenant  who  had  not  paid 
it  was  dealt  with  in  the  8th  section.  It 
gave  the  Court  the  power  to  review  the 
conduct  of  the  tenant;  but  not  sepa- 
rately, and  only  with  regard  to  the  joint 
negotiations  between  the  landlord  and 
tenant. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  mthdrawn. 

Mr.  LITTON  said,  that  with  refer- 
ence to  the  subject-matter  of  pending 
arrears,  he  did  not  wish  to  stand  be- 
tween the  Committee  and  the  statement 
about  to  be  made  by  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  ; 
and,  therefore,  he  would  content  himself 
with  simply  moving  the  Amendment 
which  stood  in  his  (Mr.  Litton's)  name 
on  the  Paper. 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  page  10,  line  25,  after  **  holding,"  insert 
"  and  if  the  rent  theretofore  payable  appears  to 
the  Court  to  have  been  an  excessive  rent,  or 
that  the  tenant,  by  reason  of  the  general  failure 
of  crops  in  the  district  or  other  unavoidable  ne- 
cessity, is  unable  to  pay  the  same,  so  as  to  re- 
deem his  holding,  the  Court  may  reduce  the 
nrrcar  due  by  such  tenant  to  such  sum  as  the 
same  would  have  amonnted  to  had  the  rent 
theretofore  payable  been  the  rent  fixed  as  the 
judicial  rent,  and  may  also  give  time  to  the 
tenant  for  the  payment  thereof,  or  direct  that 
the  same  shall  be  paid  by  instalments  upon 

Mr.  T,  jp.  0'  Connor 


such  terms  and  conditions  as  the  Court  shiU 
deem  fit.'*— (Jfr.  Litton.) 

Question  proposed, ''  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER:  I  think  I  ma? 
at  first  state,  with  regard  to  the  Amena- 
ment,  that  the  Government  cannot  unde^ 
take  to  accept  it,  and  on  this  g^und-* 
that  it  is  implied  by  it  that  a  legal  debt 
at  present  due  from  the  tenant  to  the  land- 
lord would  be  compulsorily  diminished. 
There  is  a  very  great  difference  be- 
tween Parliament  dealing  in  this  Bill 
with  future  contracts,  and  sanctioning  a 
breach  of  past  contracts  ;  and  we  must 
bear  in  mind  that  this  Amendment 
does  not  cover  all  the  cases  of  arrean. 
There  are  many  cases  in  which  arrean 
have  been  caused  by  the  distress  of  bad 
years,  and  which  are  not  caused  by 
any  excessive  rent  at  the  present  time. 
The  Government  cannot  accept  the 
Amendment  of  my  hon.  and  learned 
Friend,  nor  that  of  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Monaghan  (Mr.  Givan), 
which  would  give  the  power  of  diminish- 
ing the  debt,  not  merely  by  excessiTe 
rent,  but  by  any  defective  seasons  or 
failure  of  crops.  If  the  Committee  wiD 
allow  mo  now  to  explain  the  proposals 
of  the  Government,  I  will  oo  so  as 
briefly  as  I  can.  It  is  our  desire  to 
give  a  fresh  start,  if  it  is  possible,  to 
the  tenants  in  arrear.  It  is  most  de- 
sirable to  do  so,  and  for  that  purpose  we 
think  that  Parliament  may  give  facili- 
ties, and  may,  I  may  say,  hold  out 
temptations  to  both  landlord  and  tenant 
to  come  to  an  agreement.  Our  object  is 
to  make  proposals  which  may  conduce 
towards  making  both  landlords  and 
tenants  meet  their  difficulties.  I  will, 
therefore,  make  as  slight  an  allusion  as 
I  can  to  any  matters  on  which,  no  doubt, 
there  is  great  difference  of  opinion. 
Those  who  owe  arrears  may  be  divided 
into  two  classes — namely,  those  who  are 
unable  to  pay,  and  those  who  are  un- 
willing to  pay.  Let  me  first  state  what 
wo  are  actually  doing  for  tenants  in 
arrear.  By  tlie  clause  which  we  are 
now  actually  considering  in  Commit- 
tee, and  by  the  45th  and  48th  clauseSi 
we  put  every  tenant  against  whom 
his  landlord  takes  proceeding^  for  the 
recovery  of  unpaid  rent  in  this  posi- 
tion —  that  he  would  not  lose  the 
benefit  of  the  Act,  on  account  of  the 
landlord's    taking    proceedings,    with- 
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oat  haying  the  power  to  apply  to  the 
Court  to  fix  a  judicial  rent.     The  result 
of  this  would  be  that  if  he  had  been 
rack-rented,  or  if    he  had  been  even 
over  -  rented,     or    charged    any    rent 
which  was  above  a  fair  rent — if  that 
were  so,   he    would  have   the  oppor- 
tunity, notwithstanding  that  he  was  in 
arrears,  of  having  a  fair  rent  fixed; 
and  then,  by  the  Ist  clause,  he  gets  the 
power  of  selling  his  tenancy  as  settled 
by  the  Court ;  and  by  the  proposals  to 
which  I  have  already  alluded,  and  which 
the  Government  hope  to  persuade  the 
Committee  to  accept,  he  will  be  able  to 
sell  that  tenancy  as  a  present  tenancy. 
This  applies  to  our  definition  of  proceed- 
ings— namely,  that  proceedings  should 
not  be  completed  until  the  six  months  for 
redemption  have  passed  over.    The  hon. 
Member  for  the  City  of  Gal  way  (Mr.  T. 
P.  O'Connor)  asked  what  was  to  become 
of  the  tenant  if  the  Act  is  not  passed 
within  six  months.     If  we  do  not  pass 
the  Act  at  all  we  must  beg^n  all  our  dis- 
cussions over  again ;  but  if  the  Act  is  to 
he  passed  at  all  it  must  be  passed  within 
six  months  ?  I  think  that  is  the  evident 
reply  to  this  question.     It  would  be  a 
great  mistake  to  suppose  that  this  is  not 
a  considerable  boon  to  tenants  in  arrear ; 
but  I  am  perfectly  well  aware  that  there 
may  be  many  tenants  whose  arrears  will 
be  beyond  the  price  they  could  obtain 
for  the  tenant  right  even  with  a  present 
tenancy  and  with  a  judicial  rent.     The 
question  is,  how  far  we  can  or  ought  to 
help  those  of  them  who  ^are  unable  to 
pay  their  arrears — how  far  we  ought  to 
help  them  so  that  they  may  have  a  fair 
start  along*  with  other  tenants,  and  not 
be  evicted  ?    In  considering  this  ques- 
tion we  must  bear  in  mind,  when  we  come 
to  examine  into  the  arrears,  that  gene- 
rally speaking — I  may  say  almost  inva- 
riably, for  the  exceptions  are  on  so  small 
a  scale  that  hon.  Members  of  practical 
experience  will  confirm  me  in  the  belief 
that  they  are  really  more  or  less  arrears 
within  the  last  three  years — namely,  the 
two  bad  years  of  1878  and  1879,  the 
two  rents  which  were  due  before  the 
last  crop,  and  the  comparatively  good 
year  of  1880.     What  I  mean  by  that  is 
that  they  are  the  rents  which  ought  to 
have  been  paid  after  1878,   or   1879, 
or  1880.      1   am  well  aware  that  on 
some  estates  there  is    an   appearance 
of   arrears    beyond  that  time;    but  I 
I  believe  that  that  is  really  what  we 
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may  call  an  arrangement  of  accounts 
much  more  than  a  reality.  [**  No !  "] 
I  am  told  that  you  may  find  some  estate 
books  upon  which  there  appear  to  be 
arrears  due  since  the  time  of  the  Great 
Famine.  That  appears  to  me  to  have 
been  very  unwise  book-keeping,  and  I 
do  not  call  those  arrears  at  all.  In  some 
few  cases,  after  the  Famine,  no  doubt, 
when  the  rents  were  paid,  instead  of 
starting  fair,  the  landlords  put  them  to 
the  credit  of  the  old  account.  But  I  do 
not  call  those  arrears,  and  they  are  not 
worth  a  farthing  in  the  pound.  What 
we  have  really  to  deal  with,  practically, 
are  the  arrears  of  the  last  three  years. 
Of  those  arrears  I  believe  that  if  the 
last  year  had  been  by  itself,  and  the 
tenants  had  been  left  alone,  there  would 
not  have  been  much  trouble.  I  believe 
that,  generally  speaking ;  I  do  not  say 
that  there  would  not  have  been  excep- 
tions— there  always  will  be  exceptions — 
but  if  the  tenant  had  not  had  the  arrears 
of  the  two  previous  years  hanging  around 
him  like  a  mill  stone,  and  there  had 
been  only  last  year  to  deal  with,  and 
if  the  tenant  had  also  been  let  alone,  the 
landlord  would  have  obtained  the  rent, 
in  some  cases  without  abatement,  and 
in  others  with  reasonable  abatement. 
But  then  comes  the  great  difficulty  of 
the  two  previous  years,  and  I  am  afraid 
that  some  hon.  Members  may  have  a 
feeling  of  disappointment  when  I  now 
state  what  the  Government  propose. 
But  the  Government  believe,  after  serious 
consideration,  that  they  would  be  more 
likely  to  arrive  at  beneficial  results  for 
both  landlord  and  tenant,  and  quite  as 
much  for  the  tenant  as  the  landlord,  if, 
instead  of  making  any  compulsory  ar-^ 
rangement  as  to  what  the  landlord  must 
accept  or  what  the  tenant  must  pay,  we 
stepped  forward  on  the  part  of  the  State 
and  made  an  offer.  The  offer  we  pro- 
pose to  make  is  this.  That  the  Commis- 
sion shall  have  power  to  advance  to  all 
tenants  who  have  settled  with  their 
landlords  for  the  rents  due  since  last 
year's  crop  —  that  is,  who  have  paid 
their  rent,  or  made  arrangements  with 
their  landlords  by  which  he  accepted 
what  had  been  paid  as  payment  in  full ; 
to  all  those  tenants  the  Commission  will, 
in  regard  to  their  holdings,  have  power 
to  advance  to  the  landlord  50  per  cent 
of  any  arrears  that  may  be  due  from  the 
two  previous  years — ^I  hope  I  am  making 
myself  understood — 1878  and  1879,  on 
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these  conditionfl — That  the  landlord  and 
tenant  shall  agree  in  the  application ; 
that  the  landlord  shall  undertake  the 
repayment  of  the  advance  in  15  years 
in  half  yearly  instalment,  at,  I  suppose, 
an  interest  of  3J^  per  cent — certainly 
not  above  3 J  per  cent  —  that  the 
tenant  shall  allow  the  payment  to  be 
added  to  his  rent  for  15  years,  whether 
it  be  a  judicial  rent  or  not ;  and  that  in 
consideration  for  receiving  that  advance 
the  landlord  should  give  a  release  in 
full  to  the  tenant  for  all  arrears.  The 
result  of  that  would  be  this — that  on 
those  holdings  to  which  the  arrange- 
ments would  apply  there  would  be  no 
possibility  of  eviction  for  anything  due 
up  to  the  present  time.  Upon  last 
year's  rent  the  landlord  and  tenant 
would  come  to  an  agreement ;  and  with 
regard  to  the  two  previous  years'  rent, 
the  landlord  would  receive  a  sum  not 
exceeding  one  year's  rent,  as  an  ad- 
vance, from  the  Government ;  while  the 
tenant  would  be  free  from  all  previous 
debts  upon  the  condition  that  he  pays 
this  small  addition  to  his  rent,  whatever 
it  may  be,  spread  over  a  period  of  15 
years.  That  is  the  proposal  which  we 
make.  I  must  now  state  out  of  what 
fund  the  Government  propose  to  take 
this  money.  It  is  proposed  to  make  this 
advance  on  the  security  of  the  Church 
Fund,  which,  after  all,  is  a  purely  Irish 
fund.  I  hope  that  hon.  Members  from 
Ireland  will  recollect  that  agricultural 
distress,  and  arrears  of  rent,  and  the 
difficulties  of  tenants,  and,  I  must  sa}', 
the  difficulties  of  landlords,  are  not 
confined  to  Ireland  at  the  present 
moment.  But  it  would  be  a  mistake 
to  suppose  that  the  Government  in- 
curs no  responsibility,  because  the  Irish 
Church  Fund  has  a  good  many  burdens 
upon  it ;  and  I  do  not  know  how  far  it 
may  stand  this  additional  strain.  There- 
fore, it  is  not  to  be  supposed  that  the 
Government  are  making  a  proposal 
which,  to  some  extent,  may  not  involve 
a  responsibility  to  the  ratepayers.  Let 
me  say  one  or  two  words  as  to  the 
e£Pect  of  this  proposal.  It  is  true  that 
it  is  not  a  compulsory,  but  a  voluntary 
arrangement.  There  are  advantages  in 
compulsion ;  but,  I  believe,  the  difficulty 
of  getting  an  enactment  passed  into  law 
-—I  suppose  I  should  hardly  be  in  Order 
in  explaining  much  more  than  that — 
the  difficulty  of  getting  an  enactment 
passed  into  law,  which  might  have  any- 
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thing  of  a  compulsory  nature  about  it, 
would  be  very  great.  On  the  other 
hand,  there  are  very  g^eat  advantages 
if  we  can  give  the  two  parties,  the  land- 
lord  and  the  tenant,  a  strong  temptation 
to  come  to  an  arrangement  voluntarily. 
What  would  they  get  from  it  ?  The  land- 
lord would  get  a  strong  temptation  from 
the  tenant  to  pay  the  whole  of  the  re- 
maining debt  of  last  year.  He  will  get 
an  advance  of  50  percent  of  the  previous 
arrears,  possibly  amounting  to  one  year's 
rent  in  ready  money ;  and  I  am  afraid  that 
there  are  a  groat  many  landlords  in  Ire- 
land to  whom  that  would  be  a  great  boon« 
It  may  be  said  that  the  landlord  would 
still  have  to  lose  the  other  50  per  cent 
No  doubt  he  would  lose  it ;  but  if  he 
could  get  it,  it  would  be  with  great  diffi- 
culty, and  it  is  for  the  landlords  to  judge 
what  is  best  for  them.  My  strong  belief 
is  that  the  majority  of  landlords  in  Ire- 
land will  not  object  to  the  offer  which 
the  Government  make,  nor  look  upon  it 
as  a  bad  one.  Then,  what  would  the 
tenant  gain  ?  He  gains  a  fair  start  for 
the  future.  He  gains  a  release  of  all 
arrears  of  the  bad  years,  and  any  arrears 
that  may  have  been  existing  before. 
He  gets  the  temptation  from  the  land- 
lord to  make  fair  terms  with  him  for  last 
year's  rent,  and  he  geia  time  for  repay- 
ment; and  he  gets  security  against 
eviction  ;  and,  furthermore,  a  certainty 
of  obtaining  the  benefit  of  the  Act.  I 
need  hardly  say  what  would  be  the  ad- 
vantages to  the  State  if  we  can  get  this 
proposal  agreed  to.  It  is  not  necessary 
to  explain  that.  Instead  of  having  the 
landlords  considering  how  they  can  get 
the  law  enforced,  and  instead  of  many 
of  the  tenants  considering  how  they  can 
break  the  law,  we  should  have  both  con- 
sidering the  best  use  they  could  make 
of  the  offer  of  the  Government.  I  may 
explain  that  this  proposal  cannot  be  dis- 
cussed now ;  but  I  hope  to  place  it  upon 
the  Paper  to-day.  I  am  obliged  to  the 
Committee  for  allowing  me  to  make  this 
statement.  It  is  impossible  to  make  the 
proposal  to-day,  simply  because  I  have 
not  yet  had  time  to  consult  the  authori- 
ties of  the  Treasury  as  to  the  exact  tech- 
nical position  of  the  fund  from  which 
this  scneme  is  to  be  carried  out.  I  trust 
that  I  have  made  myself  clear ;  at  any 
rate,  I  have  tried  to  do  so,  and  I  hope 
my  hon.  and  learned  Friend  will  not 
object  to  withdraw  his  Amendment,  on 
the  perfect  understanding  that  if  he 
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thinks  fit — I  hope  he  will  not — to  bring 
it  up  at  a  future  time,  he  will  find  an 
appropriate  opportunity,  and  one  upon 
irhich  he  will  get  the  best  chance  of  a 
full  discussion  upon  the  clause  which  I 
shall  place  upon  the  Paper  to-day. 

The  CHAIRMAN:  I  wish  to  point 
out  to  the  Committee  that  though,  by 
the  indulgence  of  the  Committee,  it  is 
permitted  to  a  Minister  of  the  Crown 
sometimes  to  make  an  explanation  of  a 
clause  in  advance,  it  would  not  be  in 
Order  to  discuss  a  clause  which  is  not 
before  the  Committee ;  but  the  discussion 
must  be  postponed  imtil  it  is.  At  the 
same  time,  any  explanations  asked  from 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in  order  to 
make  his  statement  more  clear  would 
be  in  Order. 

Sia  STAFFORD  NORTHOOTE:  I 
rise,  not  for  the  purpose  of  discussing 
the  important  statement  which  has  just 
been  made  by  the  right  hon.  G-entleman 
the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland — ^I  quite 
agree  that  it  is  one  which  we  ought  not 
to  attempt  to  discuss  now ;  but  I  rise 
chiefly  for  the  purpose  of  asking  whe- 
ther this  'will  be  brought  in  as  a  separate 
clause  ?  If  so,  we  shall  have  plenty  of 
time  to  consider  it  on  the  Paper  before 
we  come  to  its  discussion ;  and  although 
the  statement  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man has  been  extremely  lucid,  I  think 
we  could  scarcely  appreciate  that  state- 
ment until  we  see  it  on  the  Paper. 

Mb.  LITTON  said,  that,  after  the 
Ministerial  statement,  it  would  be  ex- 
tremely inconvenient  to  discuss  his 
Amendment;  and  he  would,  therefore, 
ask  leave  to  withdraw  it. 

Mb.  LALOR  said,  the  proposal  of  the 
right  hon.  Oentleman  seemed  to  be  only 
that  which  was  enjoyed  by  every  trader 
in  the  Kingdom — namely,  the  right  of 
ofiering 'a  composition  to  his  creditors. 

The  CHAIRMAN:  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber is  now  discussing  the  proposition 
which  is  proposed  to  be  withdrawn. 

Mb.  LALOR  said,  he  was  discussing 
the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Tyrone  (Mr. Litton).  He  did 
not  see  how  it  was  possible  to  make  any 
objection  to  that  principle.  With  regard 
to  the  statement  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland,  he 
had  no  doubt  that  it  would  be  an  excel- 
lent provision  for  the  landlords  of  Ire- 
land who  were  unable  to  collect  their 
rents,  because  it  gave  them  60  per  cent 
of  the  rents  which  they  were  not  able  to 


get.  He  wished,  however,  to  ask  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  with  regard  to 
tenants  who  had  paid  up  their  rents  to 
last  November  1 2  months,  whether  such 
tenants  would  get  any  benefit  from  the 
proposal  made  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man. 

Sir  MICHAEL  HICKS -BEAOH 
said,  he  did  not  wish'  to  discuss  this 
proposal  now;  but  he  should  like  to 
ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  two  ques- 
tions with  regard  to  it.  The  first  was 
that  which  had  just  been  put  by  the 
hon.  Member  who  last  spoke  (Mr.  Lalor) 
whether  it  was  intended  that  the  pro- 
posal should  apply  to  cases  in  which  the 
arrears  had  been  paid  as  well  as  to 
those  in  which  they  were  still  due ;  and, 
secondly,  was  it  proposed  that  the 
scheme  should  apply  to  the  whole  of 
Ireland?  because  he  must  say  that  he 
was  perfectly  certain,  from  all  the  infor- 
mation which  had  reached  him,  that 
there  were  many  parts  of  England  in 
which,  if  the  proposal  was  to  be  justified 
by  the  distress  of  the  landlords  and  ten- 
ants, it  would  be  as  much  required  as 
in  Ireland. 

Mb.  H.  R.  brand,  said,  he  wished 
to  put  a  question  to  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
with  respect  to  one  point  in  the  scheme. 
He  had  failed  to  gather  from  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  explanation  whether 
the  advantages  it  was  proposed  to  give 
were  to  apply  to  all  tenancies  alike,  or 
whether  a  distinction  was  to  be  drawn 
between  those  who  had  been  really  un- 
able to  pay  their  rent,  and  those  who 
had  not  paid  their  rent  although  they 
had  been  perfectly  able  to  do  so. 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
wished  to  put  a  question  in  order  to 
further  elucidate  the  nature  of  the  Go- 
vernment proposal.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land said  the  arrangement  would  be 
purely  voluntary.  In  that  case,  how 
would  it  fit  in  with  the  8th  clause  of  the 
Bill  ?  Was  the  refusal  of  the  landlord 
to  accept  the  arrangement  to  be  regarded 
as  unreasonable,  and  would  it  come 
under  the  8th  clause  ? 

Major  NOLAN  wanted  to  know  if 
this  offer  on  the  part  of  the  State  was  to 
be  upon  the  gross  rent,  without  deduc- 
tions in  any  way  for  poor  rates  or  county 
cess.  [  Criei  of  '*  Oh !  *M  He  protested 
against  the  supporters  Dehind  the  Go- 
vernment constantly  groaning  whenever 
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an  independent  Member  rose  to  put  a 
queBtion.  It  would  be  far  better  it  they 
would  get  up  and  explain  plainly  what 
they  meant.  He  wished  to  know,  also, 
whether  the  Income  Tax  would  be  re- 
mitted on  those  payments  ? 

Mr.  MACFAELANE  said,  the  pro- 
position amounted  to  this  —  that  the 
landlord  would  get  from  the  Govern- 
ment 50  per  cent  of  the  sum  he  was 
entitled  to  collect  from  the  tenant.  He 
wished  to  know,  further,  if  the  landlord 
would  not  also  be  entitled  to  collect  from 
the  tenant  the  other  50  per  cent  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTEE  :  With  regard 
to  the  question  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  County  of  Carlo w  (Mr.  Macfarlane) 
I  have  already  stated  that  one  of  the 
conditions  of  the  advance  will  be  that 
the  landlord  shall  give  a  release  for 
all  arrears  due.  With  regard  to  the 
question  of  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
East  Gloucestershire  (Sir  Michael  Hicks- 
Beach)  whether  the  scheme  will  apply 
to  the  whole  of  Ireland,  I  can  only  ob- 
serve that  there  are  parts  of  Ireland  in 
which  both  landlords  and  tenants  are 
less  distressed  than  in  other  parts  of 
the  United  Kingdom.  But  I  am  sure 
that,  unless  in  exceptional  cases,  in 
many  parts  of  Ireland  these  advances 
would  not  be  made,  because  there  are  no 
arrears  due  previously  to  the  last  year's 
crop.  In  the  parts  of  Ireland  to  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  alluded,  the 
rents,  as  a  rule,  were  uncommonly  well 
paid,  sometimes  with  abatements  on 
account  of  bad  years,  but,  taken  as  a 
whole,  uncommonly  well  paid  until  the 
rents  were  due  last  November ;  and,  con- 
sequently, this  offer  will  not  apply  to 
those  cases.  The  offer  will  not  apply  to 
any  arrears  that  have  become  due  since 
the  last  year's  crop.  We  believe,  as  a 
general  rule,  that  the  arrears  which  have 
become  due  since  last  year's  crop  might 
fairly  be  left  to  the  landlord  and  tenant 
to  settle  between  themselves.  In  the 
great  majority  of  cases  they  can  be  paid ; 
and  the  scheme,  on  the  one  hand,  tempts 
the  tenant  to  pay  up  last  year's  rent  be- 
cause of  the  advantages  he  will  gain 
on  account  of  previous  year's  arrears, 
and,  on  the  other  hand,  it  tempts  the 
landlord  to  make  a  reasonable  abate- 
ment on  last  year's  rent  in  order  to 
get  the  50  per  cent  advance  on  the 
arrears  of  the  two  previous  years. 
There  is  one  thing  of  some  importance 
which  I  forgot  in  making  my  statement. 

Major  Nolan 


I  and  of  which  I  have  been  reminded  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Stroud  (Mr.  Brand), 
and  that  is  that  the  offer  is  limited  to 
tenancies  of  the  value  of  £30  and 
under.  The  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
for  the  County  of  Galway  (Major  Nolan) 
asks  whether  county  cess  will  be  taken 
into  account  ?  That  is  rather  a  technical 
question ;  but  I  think  I  can  g^ve  him  a 
pretty  clear  understanding — namely,  that 
what  we  deal  with  is  the  rent  due  from 
the  tenant  to  the  landlord — a  rent  that 
he  can  put  in  his  rent  bill  if  he  takes 
proceedings  to  evict.  I  think  I  have 
now  answered  all  the  questions  that  have 
been  put  to  me. 

Major  NOLAN:  You  have  not 
answered  my  question  about  the  Income 
Tax. 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER:  I  do  not 
think  that  we  shall  make  allowance  for 
Income  Tax. 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL: 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  not 
answered  my  question  with  reference  to 
the  8th  clause. 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER  :  With  regard 
to  the  8th  clause  I  would  refer  the  noble 
Lord  to  the  language  of  that  clause, 
which  is  that,  if  the  conduct  of  the  land- 
lord  or  the  tenant  is  unreasonable,  it  is 
for  the  Court  to  consider  whether  it  has 
been  so.  The  mere  fact  of  the  refusal 
on  the  part  of  the  landlord  would  not  be 
sufficient ;  but  it  might  be  accompanied 
by  other  things  which  might  tend  to 
render  the  conduct  of  the  landlord  un- 
reasonable, and  all  the  facts  would  be 
considered  by  the  Court.  As  to  what 
fell  from  the  hon.  Member  for  Queen's 
County,  I  think  he  stated  this,  after  all, 
was  only  an  offer  enabling  the  tenants, 
like  any  other  traders,  to  compound  their 
debts  with  a  landlord  creditor.  There 
is  just  this  difference — that  the  State 
comes  forward  and  offers  to  prevent,  in 
their  cases,  the  surrender  of  the  land. 
One  great  object  of  ours  in  this  Bill, 
and  in  these  discussions,  is  to  enable 
the  tenants  in  the  future  to  enter  into 
agreements  with  the  landlords  with- 
out compelling  them  to  make  this  great 
sacrifice 

Mr.  MACARTNEY  asked  what, 
exactly,  would  be  the  position?  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  stated  that 
the  rent  that  would  be  considered  as 
arrears  in  regard  to  this  offer  would  be 
rent  that  would  be  included  in  the  claim 
of  the  landlord  if  he  brought  prooeedingt 
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to  eject  a  tenant.  If  that  were  the  case 
it  would  include  rent  up  to  the  let  May, 
1881 ;  therefore,  it  would  include  rent 
which  would  be  payable  under  ordinary 
circumstances  in  Ireland  out  of  the  crop 
of  this  year.  They  ought  to  have  very 
dear  information  on  this  point 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTMt:  The  hon. 
Member  does  not  understand  me. 

Mb.  MAOAETNEY  said,  that  if  the 
right  hon.  Member  would  idlow  him  to 
conclude  he  would  put  the  case  as  he 
understood  it.  In  most  parts  of  Ireland 
there  was  rent  unpaid  payable  last  No- 
vember, and  due  on  the  1st  May,  1880. 
There  were  very  few  landlords  who  had 
received  their  November  rents  in  May 
this  year.  That  being  the  case,  if  these 
landlords  made  the  abatement  asked 
for,  they  would  be  foregoing  60  per 
cent. 

Mb.  W:  E.  FOESTER  :  I  do  not  com- 
plain  of  the  misunderstanding  of  my 
statement,  because  I  do  not  believe  that, 
however  clearly  to  my  own  mind  I 
might  have  put  the  case,  hon.  Mem- 
bers can  perfectly  understand  the  matter 
before  they  see  it  in  print.  What  I 
did  say  was  that  this  is  voluntary 
o£Fer  with  conditions  attached  to  it, 
and  that  one  of  those  conditions — the 
most  important  of  them — is  that  it 
should  only  apply  to  the  case  of  hold- 
ings on  which  the  rent  due  since  the 
last  crop — that  is  to  say,  due  last  No- 
vember or  last  May,  has  been  paid 
either  in  full  or  to  such  an  amount  as 
the  landlord  is  willing  to  accept  as 
payment  in  full.  I  think  that  answers 
the  question  completely.  Of  course,  it 
will  be  for  the  Committee  to  determine 
what  time  the  Commission  shall  allow 
to  elapse  in  this  arrangement.  I  dare 
say  our  proposal  will  be  open  to  some 
objection  as  not  going  far  enough ;  but, 
after  g^ing  through  the  matter  very 
carefully,  we  propose  that  last  year's 
rent  should  be  settled  for. 

Mb.  MACARTNEY  said,  he  still  was 
not  clear  on  the  point. 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER:  We  shall 
have  to  frame  the  clause  so  that  it  will 
be  understood  by  both  parties  as  a  legal 
offer  on  our  conditions.  The  tenant 
must  have  paid  to  the  landlord  the  rent 
due  on  the  last  two  gale  days  since 
the  crop.  What  we  mean  to  say  is 
that  we  do  not  think  any  offer  should 
be  made  as  regards  last  year's  rent. 


We  do  make  an  offer  as  regards  the 
previous  two  years'  rent. 

Mb.  MACFARLANE  said,  it  would 
simplify  the  proposal  if  the  offer  were 
made  conditional  upon  the  payment  of 
one  year's  rent,  whether  last  year's  or 
one  of  the  two  preceding  year's. 

Mb.  T.  p.  O^CONNOR  said,  he  did 
not  wish  to  discuss  in  any  way  the  pro- 
posal, but  he  wished  to  ask  the  right 
hon.  G-entleman  one  or  two  questions ; 
and,  first,  as  to  an  observation  he  had 
made  in  reply  to  an  hon.  Friend  behind 
him.     He  would  like  to  ask  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  if  he  was  not  aware 
that  £1,000,000  was  advanced  to  the 
clergymen  of  the  Irish  Church  as  an 
indemnity  for  the  non-receipt  of  their 
tithes,  that  this  money  was  paid  out  of 
the  Imperial  Exchequer  and  was  after- 
wards forgiven  ?    He  would  like  to  ask 
also  whether  those  tenants  who  had  not 
been  able  to  come  to  any  arrangement 
with  their  landlords  as  to  the  payment 
of  last  year's  rent  were,  by  this  proposal, 
to  be  left  to  fight  it  out  with  the  land- 
lords as  best  they  could?    He  should 
like  to  ask,  further,  whether  the  Go- 
vernment would  be  willing  to  re-con- 
sider the  figure  of  £30  valuation,  which, 
if  adopted,  would  make  the  proposal 
completely  worthless  to  a  large  number 
of  people  in  Ireland?    He  would  not 
ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  answer 
the  latter  question  now.  There  was  still 
another  query  he  wished  to  put — namely, 
whether  the  proposals  of  the  Government 
would  take  into  account,  or  would  be 
supplemented  by  anything  which  would 
take  into  account,  the  position  of  the 
9,436  persons  evicted  in  1880,  the  1,732 
— less    181    put  back   as   caretakers — 
evicted  in  the  first  three  months  of  the 
present  year,  the  4,679  evicted  in  1878, 
and  th^  6,239— less  633   put  back   as 
caretakers — who  were  evicted  in  1879, 
all  these  evictions  having  taken  place 
in  what  might  be  called  years  of  dis- 
tress ? 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER :  I  cannot  give 
an  answer  as  to  what  happened  with  re- 
gard to  the  tithes.  My  right  hon.  Friend 
(Mr.  Gladstone),  who  would  be  likely  to 
know  something  about  this,  seems  to 
think  that  the  money  was  not  given,  but 
advanced.  [Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connob  :  Ad- 
vanced and  forgiven  I  said.l  That  may 
be  so,  but  many  years  have  passed 
since  then.    As  to  the  other  questions, 
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they  do  not  appear  to  have  anythiog  to 
do  with  my  proposals,  about  which  I  do 
not  think  there  can  be  any  doubt.  The 
hon.  Member  asked  if  any  other  pro- 
posal is  contained  in  my  proposition, 
and,  in  reply,  I  have  to  say  that  there 
is  none.  If  the  hon.  Member  wishes  to 
bring  forward  any  of  these  proposals  it 
is  perfectly  within  his  power  to  do  so. 
There  is  no  proposal  before  the  House 
for  reinstating  those  persons  evicted 
during  the  past  year.  It  would  be  a 
most  difRcult  thing  to  do. 

Mb.  SHAW  said,  he  rose  for  the  pur- 
pose of  suggesting  that  it  might  be  ad- 
visable now  to  postpone  a  critical  exa- 
mination of  the  proposals  of  the  Chief 
Secretary.  They  would  not  gain  very 
much  by  discussing  them  now.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  proposals  were 
most  important  and  required  careful 
consideration. 

Sir  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  said,  the 
hon.  Member  for  Stroud  (Mr.  Brand)  had 
put  a  very  pertinent  question  as  to  whe- 
ther, within  the  limit  of  £30,  there  was 
to  be  any  distinction  between  tenants 
who  would  not  and  tenants  who  could 
not  pay.  In  the  case  of  a  perfectly 
solvent  tenant,  were  the  taxpayers  to 
pay  a  part  of  his  arrears,  or  was  a  dis- 
cretion to  be  allowed  by  the  Court  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER  :  The  proposal 
is  intended  to  apply  to  all  cases.  If  my 
hon.  Friend  looks  into  the  matter  ho 
will  see  that  there  is  a  great  guarantee 
to  the  taxpayers  in  the  case  he  men- 
tions, for  if  the  tenant  is  able  to  pay, 
and  there  are  no  difficulties  in  the  way, 
I  do  not  suppose  the  landlord  is  likely 
to  accept  only  half  the  arrears. 

Sir  WALTER  B.  BARTTELOT 
wished  to  know  why  the  Chief  Secretary 
had  fixed  the  valuation  at  £30  ?  There 
might  be  a  largo  number  of  persons 
who  might  have  sufiforcd  distress  with  a 
valuation  far  above  that. 

The  CHAIRMAN:  The  hon.  and 
gallant  Baronot  is  now  discussing  the 
clause. 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER:  No  doubt 
this  matter  will  come  under  discussion 
when  the  clause  is  before  the  Committee. 
The  figure  has  not  been  hastily  fixed. 
It  has  been  carefully  considered,  and 
the  chief  reason  upon  which  we  justify 
our  proposal  is  that  it  will  secure  the 
peace  of  the  country  by  relieving  those 
people  who  are  suffering.  That  was  the 
sum  named  in  the  Bill  of  last  year ;  and 


I  would  remind  the  hon.  Gentleman  that 
in  cases  above  £30  the  risk  to  the  tax- 
payer would  be  immensely  increased, 
whilst  the  number  of  people  relieved 
would  be  very  much  smaller. 

Major  NOLAN  said,  he  had  not  re- 
ceived a  clear  answer  to  the  question  he 
had  put  to  the  Government. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  The  hon.  and 
gallant  Member's  question  has  refer- 
ence to  the  Income  Tax,  whilst  this 
question  is  one  as  to  rents^ — there  pay- 
ment of  allowances  to  be  made  for  rents. 
When  the  circumstances  of  the  case  are 
taken  into  consideration,  I  leave  it  to 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  to  consider 
the  policy  of  the  change  he  proposes. 

Mr.  BIGGAR  said,  it  seemed  to  him 
that  the  Amendment  went  on  proper 
lines.  Objection  was  taken  to  it  because 
it  was  retrospective ;  but  he  would  point 
out  that  all  legislation  as  to  arrears 
must  be  of  a  retrospective  character,  and, 
more  than  that,  it  seemed  to  him  that 
there  would  be  so  many  complications 
of  different  sorts  that  it  seemed  impos- 
sible to  prepare  a  clause  drawing  a 
hard-and-fast  line  that  would  not  be 
objectionable  in  some  respects.  Let 
them  take  a  case  where  the  landlord 
had  not  been  charging  over  the  valua- 
tion. In  such  a  case  the  Court  could 
reasonably  say — "  This  tenant  has  not 
been  unfairly  treated.  He  has  a  right 
to  pay  his  arrears  on  the  valuation,  and 
he  has  no  right  to  get  any  i*edress  under 
the  provisions  of  the  Bill.''  But,  on  the 
other  hand,  suppose  the  tenant  came 
before  the  Court  and  said — **  This  land- 
lord is  charging  me  three  or  four  times 
the  Government  valuation,  and  has  im- 
properly heaped  up  his  arrears ;  I  want 
to  get  some  redress  as  to  these  arrears." 
In  that  case  the  Court  might  fairly  say 
— **  This  tenant  has  been  harshly  treated, 
and  we  think  he  should  have  a  substan- 
tial allowance."  With  regard  to  the 
question  of  bankruptcy,  the  Court  never 
took  the  last  penny  a  bankrupt  had ;  but 
in  these  cases  of  eviction,  where  the  cause 
of  non-payment  was  excessive  rent,  the 
tenant  would  be  turned  out  witiiout 
mercy.  Under  the  Bankruptcy  Law  it 
was  frequently  possible  to  make  ar- 
rangements for  a  friendly  composition. 
The  Court,  he  understood,  was  to  act  as 
arbitrator  between  the  two  parties.  He 
had  a  letter  from  one  of  his  constituents 
which  referred  to  an  estate  where,  al- 
though both  the  present  owner  and  his 
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predeceesor  had  acted  in  a  kindly  man- 
ner, arrears  of  three  and  four  years  were 
still  kept  by  the  agent  in  the  rent  book. 
This  was  an  extract  from  the  letter  in 
question — 

''  Ab  the  question  of  arrears  of  rent  is  likely 
to  occupy  considerable  attention  in  discussing 
the  Land  Bill,  I  take  the  liberty  of  bringing  the 
case  of  the  tenants  on  Lord  Charles  Beresford's 
property  in  this  parish  under  your  notice.  This 
property  formerly  belonged  to  the  late  Primate 
of  Armagh— the  present  owner's  uncle — who 
was  a  good  landlord.  During  the  last  Famine 
in  1848,  the  tenants  were  allowed  to  fall  into 
arrears,  as  they  were  not  able  to  pay— some  of 
them  as  much  as  six  years'  rent.  When  the 
times  improved  the  tenants  paid  their  rents 
punctually  enough;  but  the  agent  still  kept 
the  arrears  on  the  rent,  book,  and  when  the  late 
Primate  died  all  the  tenants  who  were  able  to 
pay  were  processed  and  made  to  pay  these  old 
arrears.  But  a  large  number  of  these  arrears 
are  still  due — three  or  four  years;  so  that  if 
there  is  not  some  provision  made  for  cases  like 
this,  the  Land  Act  will  be  of  very  little  benefit 
to  a  large  number  of  people." 

Such  cases  as  these  the  Court  could  rea- 
sonably take  cognizance  of. 

Mb.  DE  la  POEE  BERESFOED 
said,  that  the  tenants  on  the  estate  re- 
ferred to  had  been  treated,  perhaps, 
better  than  any  other  tenants  in  County 
Cavan  or  in  any  other  part  of  Ireland. 
Few  of  them  had  been  processed,  there 
had  been  hardly  any  ejectments,  and 
where  such  things  had  occurred  the 
tenants  had  been  re-admitted  as  care- 
takers. There  were  very  large  arrears 
due,  yet  no  one  had  been  put  out.  The 
tenantry  had  been  treated  with  the 
utmost  kindness  both  by  the  late  Pri- 
mate and  by  Lord  Charles  Beresford. 

Mr.  big  gab  said,  he  had  stated 
that  the  late  Primate  of  Armagh  had 
treated  his  tenants  in  a  most  kindly 
manner,  and  he  had  said  the  same  of 
the  present  landlord.  He  had  no  charge 
to  make  against  the  proprietor  of  this 
particular  property ;  but  what  he  wished 
to  observe  was,  that  this  was  a  case  in 
point.  Large  arrears  were  due,  and 
such  an  Amendment  as  that  proposed 
by  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Tyrone  (Mr.  Litton),  if  carried,  would 
give  an  opportunity  to  the  Court  to  take 
the  case  into  consideration  and,  if  neces- 
sary, to  wipe  off  the  arrears.  Though 
the  Beresford  family  might  not  act  in  a 

Srannical  manner  towards  their  tenants, 
ere  were  other  landlords  in  Ireland  of 
whom  this  could  not  be  said.  There  were 
some  who  would  extort  the  last  penny 
&om  the  unfortunate  tenants. 


Mb.  LITTON  said,  that  after  the  dis- 
cussion  which  had  taken  place  he  would 
not  press  the  Amendment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdraton, 

Mb.  PLUNKET  said,  he  rose  to  pro- 
pose an  Amendment  which  stood  in  the 
name  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Great 
Grimsby  (Mr.  Heneage).  The  object 
of  it  was  this — Now  that  an  opportunity 
had  been  given  to  the  tenant  to  proceed 
to  sell  where  proceedings  were  taken 
against  him,  and  to  ask  the  Court  to  fix 
a  judicial  rent  for  the  holding,  the  land- 
lord should  be  enabled  to  apply  to  the 
Court  to  direct  that  the  tenancy  in  the 
holding  should  be  sold.  Either  the 
tenant  had  the  money  to  pay  or  he  had 
not.  If  he  had  it  he  ought  to  pay  it, 
and  the  policy  of  the  earlier  portion  of 
the  measure  was  that  he  should  sell, 
and,  out  of  the  proceeds,  pay  his  just 
debts  to  the  landlord.  The  Amendment 
was  to  prevent  the  landlord  being 
obliged,  under  the  circumstances  con- 
templated by  the  clause,  to  proceed 
f urtner  with  ej  ectment  proceedings.  He 
might  receive  directions  from  the  Court 
that  the  tenancy  was  to  be  sold,  and 
that,  out  of  the  sale,  the  debts  to  the 
landlord  should  be  paid.  He  was  aware 
that  other  Ame^dments  had  been  post- 
poned after  the  statement  of  the  Go- 
vernment; but  this  particular  proposal 
did  not  run  on  the  same  lines.  There- 
fore, he  should  be  glad  to  hear  what 
his  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  had 
to  say  on  the  subject. 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  page  10,  line  26,  after  "  holding,"  insert 
"  Provided  that  in  those  cases  where  arrears  of 
rent  may  be  owing  to  the  landlord,  the  luidlord 
may  apply  to  the  court  to  order  the  tenant's  in- 
terest in  his  holding  to  be  sold,  and  the  purchase- 
money  for  the  same  to  be  paid  into  court  as 
hereinbefore  in  this  Act  provided,  and  to  be 
applied  in  the  first  instance  in  satisfaction  of 
the  just  claims  of  the  landlord,  and  as  the  court 
shall  direct."— (ifr.  Flunket.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

The  ATTOENEY  GENERAL  foe 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  said,  that  al- 
though, no  doubt,  a  great  deal  might 
be  said  for  the  .Amendment  as  a  mode 
of  dealing  with  the  case,  it  would  bring 
about  an  entire  revolution  in  the  system 
of  ejectment  for  non-payment  of  rent. 
At  present  the  landlord's  right,  in  case 
of  default  by  the  tenant,  was  to  get  back 
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the  holding,  and  the  Bill  was  drawn  in 
accordance  with  the  present  system.  The 
Amendment  would  run  entirely  at  right 
angles  with  that,  and  could  not  be  ac- 
cepted. 

Mb.  MAEUM  would  remind  the 
Mover  of  the  Amendment  that  the  land- 
lord had  very  great  powers  now,  and  it 
could  not  be  desiraole  to  supplement 
them. 

Mr.  PLUNKET  was  sorry  the  Go- 
vernment had  not  been  able  to  give  the 
Amendment  favourable  consideration. 
As  such  large  sacrifices  had  been  made 
to  get  rid  of  the  ill-blood  which  these 
proceedings  occasioned  between  landlord 
and  tenant,  he  thought  the  Government 
should  have  had  no  difficulty  in  accept- 
ing the  proposal. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  tcithdrawn. 

Mr.  SHAW  said,  he  had  the  follow- 
ing Amendment  on  the  Paper  : — In 
page  10,  line  25,  after  '^holaing,''  to 
insert — 

"  Provided  that  if  in  any  district  scheduled 
in  the  Relief  of  Distress  (Ireland)  Acts  1880 
and  1881,  on  hearing  the  case  it  appears  to  the 
Court  that  the  arrears  of  rent  accrued  during 
the  years  1877,  1878,  and  1879,  and  were  the 
unavoidable  result  of  bad  seasons  and  the  failure 
of  crops,  the  Court  may  reduce  such  arrears 
by  one- third  and  give  a  decree  for  the  balance. 
And  the  Land  Commissioners  may  out  of  moneys 
in  their  hands  advance  the  other  two-thirds, 
one-half  of  such  advance  to  be  a  free  grant  and 
tho  other  half  to  be  repayable  by  the  tenant 
i^dthout  interest  in  five  yearly  instalments,  such 
instalments  to  be  collected  by  the  guardians  for 
the  relief  of  the  poor  in  each  union." 

He  did  not  propose  to  move  the  Amend- 
ment, because,  under  the  Eosolution  of 
the  House  of  May  30,  the  Committee 
had  no  power  to  deal  with  it. 

Mr.  PLUNKET  said,  that,  in  tho  ab- 
sence of  his  right  hon.  and  learned  Col- 
league, he  would  move  the  next  Amend- 
ment, which  was  in  his  (Mr.  Gibson's) 
name.  He  thought  tho  proposal  was 
obviously  just  and  fair,  and  trusted  that 
the  Government  would  not  resist  it. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  10,  line  2.5,  after  "holding,"  insert 
**  After  judgment  or  decree  in  ejectment  for 
non-payment  of  a  judicial  rent,  and  where  a 
decree  of  possession  or  writ  of  habere  facias 
possessionem  of  the  holding'  lias  been  executed, 
the  landlord  shall  from  thenceforth  hold  the 
holding  discharged  from  tlie  tenancy  and  freed 
from  any  claim  save  one  for  restitution  or  re- 
demption made  within  six  months  after  the  date 
of  such  judgment  or  decree  in  ejectment." — 
(Jfr.  Tltmket.) 

The  Attwney  General  fcr  Ireland 


The  attorney  GENERAL  roi 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  said,  he  could 
not  accept  the  Amendment,  as  it  would 
be  directly  contrary  to  the  paragraph 
they  had  just  passed. 

Mb.  GIBSON  said,  he  did  not  think 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
had  seized  the  point  of  the  Amendment 
Its  object  was  to  introduce  certainty  for 
uncertainty,  as  to  the  redemption  period. 
The  period,  he  thought,  ought  to  be 
within  six  months  of  the  date  of  the 
judgment  decree.  As  the  Bill  Btood, 
during  the  redemption  period  the  land* 
lord  was  practically  unable  to  do  any- 
thing with  a  farm.  He  could  not  e£Pect 
any  permanent  improvements.  He 
must  leave  it  often  derelict  and  worth- 
less to  himself  and  to  the  oommanity, 
in  consequence  of  the  instability  of  the 
redemption  period.  At  present  thej 
could  not  tell  when  the  redemption  period 
would  begin,  as  it  ran,  not  from  the  cer- 
tain date  of  the  decree,  but  from  the  un- 
certain date  when  the  landlord  miffht  be 
able  to  execute  it.  He  did  not  think  that 
the  objections  as  to  the  question  of  ante- 
cedent drafting  were  at  all  affected  by 
this  proposal.  The  earlier  portion  of  the 
section  gave  the  power  of  selling  to  the 
tenant.  He  had  no  objection  to  the  inser- 
tion of  the  words  **  subject  to  the  afore- 
said rights  of  the  tenant ;  "  and,  whatever 
might  be  his  own  opinion,  he  did  not 
now  question  that  the  purpose  of  the 
Amendment  was  what  was  done  in  the 
1st  sub-section  of  Clause  13.  In  the 
case  of  tenancies  subject  to  judicial 
rent,  he  certainly  thought  the  land- 
lord should  have  the  redemption  period 
fixed. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  admitted  that 
there  was  a  good  deal  in  what  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  had  said ; 
but  the  practical  difficulty  was  met  by 
the  landlordputting  back  the  tenant  as  a 
caretaker.  However,  whether  the  period 
of  redemption  began  with  the  date  of  the 
eviction  or  the  date  of  the  judgment, 
the  same  difficulty  existed  during  the 
interregnum.  He  hoped  that  any  great 
ditficulty  which  had  hitherto  existed 
would  be  overcome  by  other  parts  of  the 
Bill.  The  difficulty  had  arisen  in  this 
way.  The  tenant  not  being  able  to  sell, 
and  his  only  hope  being  the  chance  of 
getting  a  sum  of  money  in  some  other 
way,  the  landlord  was  left,  to  a  certain 
extent,  in  a  state  of  uncertainty;  but 
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now  the  tenant,  when  pressed  by  the 
landlord  for  the  rent  and  unable  other- 
wise to  pay,  would,  within  the  time 
allowed  him,  sell  his  tenancy,  and  then 
everybody  would  be  happy.  The  land- 
lord would  get  his  money,  and  the  ten- 
ant would  have  something  left  in  his 
pocket.  It  would  be  better  to  leave  the 
clause  unaltered.  The  period  of  six 
months  was  already  given  after  the  exe- 
cution of  the  decree.  That  was  contained 
in  an  earlier  clause.  The  tenant  might 
sell  his  holding ;  but  what  was  now  pro- 
posed was  to  cut  down  the  redemption 
period;  and  that  was  entirely  contra- 
dictory of  the  first  part  of  the  clause, 
which  gave  six  months  as  the  period 
after  eviction.  All  that  was  proposed  in 
this  Amendment  was  that  after  judg- 
ment, or  where  a  decree  had  been  exe- 
cuted, the  landlord  should  hold  the  land 
discharged  of  the  tenancy. 

Mb.  MAEUM  thought  the  effect  of  the 
Amendment  would  be  to  cut  down  the 
six  months;  but  six  months  was  an 
equitable  period,  and  he  objected  to  the 
Amendment,  which  would  be  contrary 
to  all  principles  of  equity. 

Mb.  GIBSON  asked  permission  to 
withdraw  the  Amendment;  but  stated 
that  on  Report  he  should  present  in  a 
clearer  way,  and  earlier  in  the  clause, 
an  Amendment  challenging  the  whole 
principle  of  this  redemption  period,  be- 
cause he  did  not  recognize  that  when 
they  were  doing  everything  for  the 
tenant  they  should  do  nothing  to  sim- 
plify the  rights  of  the  landlord. 

Mb.  p.  MARTIN  mentioned  that  in 
the  Fixity  of  Tenure  Bill  of  the  late 
Mr.  Butt,  instead  of  the  six  months* 
period  for  redemption,  the  tenant  was 
given  the  six  months  additional  to  pay 
his  rent.  The  tenant  thus  could  not  be 
sued  in  ejectment  for  non-payment  of 
rent  for  some  18  months.  Now,  under 
the  present  system,  the  tenant  had  the 
same  time  to  redeem  ;  but  if  unable  to 
meet  his  rent,  the  useless  and  unneces- 
sary costs  incident  to  an  eiectment  and 
the  execution  of  the  habere  had  to  be  in- 
curred. Having  regard  to  the  fact  that 
under  the  provisions  of  the  present  Bill 
the  tenant  had  the  right  of  sale,  he  con- 
sidered additional  reasons  now  existed 
for  giving  effect  to  the  course  suggested 
by  Mr.  Butt.  Let  the  right  of  redemp- 
tion be  abolished,  and  tenants  have 
that  period  of  six  months  within  which 
to  pay  the  year's  rent,-  without  being 


subjected  to  the  costs  of  an  action  of 
ejectment.  This  would  be  infinitely  pre- 
ferable to  the  complicated  proceedings 
under  this  Bill,  with  all  the  costs  which 
would  be  thus  unnecessarily  incurred 
prior  to  the  selling  of  the  tenancy.  Ho 
would  suggest  that  the  hon.  Member 
should  pYopose  that  period  when  the 
Amendment  was  brought  up  again. 

Mb.  macartney  hoped  an  altera- 
tion would  be  made  in  the  clause.  If 
the  landlord  obtained  a  decree  of  eject- 
ment he  had  to  go  and  take  possession. 
He  then  put  the  tenant  back  for  six 
months,  during  which  he  might  redeem 
the  farm  ;  and  it  would  be  simpler  that 
the  decree  should  give  possession  to  the 
landlord  in  six  months  from  the  date  of 
the  decree,  and  that  the  tenant  should 
have  the  right  to  go  on  until  then. 

The  CHAIRMAN:  The  last  two 
speakers  have  discussed  provisions  that 
are  not  in  this  proposal  at  all.  The 
Question  is  whether  this  Amendment 
shall  be  withdrawn. 

Mb.  MACARTNEY  thought  he  was 
quite  at  liberty  to  discuss  an  alternative 
to  the  Amendment,  and  said  he  had 
heard  several  suggestions  made  by  other 
hon.  Members  of  a  similar  kind. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

On  the  Motion  of  Sir  Matthew  White 
Ridley,  Amendment  made  in  page  10, 
line  25,  after  the  word  *'  holding,'*  by 
inserting — 

''Bat  subject  to  the  provisions  herein  con- 
tained such  application  shall  not  invalidate  or 
prejudice  such  judgment  or  decree  which  shall 
remain  in  full  force." 

On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  Gibson,  Amend- 
ment made  in  page  10,  line  28,  after 
**  tenant,"  by  inserting  **  and  on  such 
terms  and  conditions  as  the  Court  may 
direct." 

On  the  Motion  of  the  Attorney  Ge- 
neral for  Ireland  (^Mr.  Law),  Amend- 
ment made,  after  sub-section  2,  by 
adding,  ''or  in  the  case  of  ejectment 
for  non-payment  of  rent  redeem  the 
tenancy." 

Sir  WALTER  B,  BARTTELOT,  in 
moving  to  introduce,  in  page  10,  line  28, 
the  words — 

'Troyided  always  that  the  Court  shall  he 
satisfied  that  such  enlargement  of  time  will  not 
prejudice  the  landlord  in  the  recovery  of  any 
rent  or  arrears  of  rent  due  to  him  or  other- 
wise,*' 
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said,  that  they  had  heard  a  proposal 
made  by  which  the  landlords  were  to 
lose  a  certain  amount  of  their  arrears 
by  a  certain  payment  being  made  to 
them;  but  he  was  quite  certain  that 
neither  the  right  hou.  Gentleman  nor 
the  Government  would  wish  that  that 
should  be  a  precedent,  but  that  they 
would  wish  all  arrears  of  rent  which 
were  justly  due  to  the  landlord  should 
be  fairly  and  properly  paid.  There  had 
lately  been  an  exceptional  period,  which, 
of  course,  made  a  difficulty ;  but  all 
hoped  that  this  time  would  not  recur  in 
the  future.  It  was  because  he  believed 
that  it  would  be  unfair,  unjust,  and  un- 
wise that  the  landlord  should  not  be 
able  to  recover  his  arrears,  that  he  moved 
this  Amendment. 

Amendment  proposed, 

**Inpago  10,  lino  29,  after  ''sale,"  inaert 
the  words  "  Pro%idcd  always  that  the  Court 
ihall  be  eatisficd  that  such  enlargement  of  time 
will  not  prejudice  the  landlord  in  the  recovery 
of  any  rent  or  arrears  of  rent  due  to  him  or 
otherwise."— (6'iV  Walter  B.  Barttelot.) 

Question  proposed,  **  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

The  attorney  GENERAL  por 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  said,  he  did  not 
think  the  hon.  and  gallant  Baronet,  on 
reconsideration,  would  deem  the  Amend- 
ment necessary.  The  clause  as  it  ran 
now  read — 

'  "  Where  the  sale  of  any  tenancy  is  delayed 
by  reason  of  any  appliaitiou  being  made  to  the 
Court,  or  for  any  other  reasonable  cause,  the 
Court  may,  on  the  application  of  the  tenant, 
enlarge  the  time  during  which  the  tenant  may 
exercise  his  power  of  sale." 

That  made  it  clear  tliat  there  must  be 
a  reasonable  application,  and  that  any- 
thing unreasonable,  as  prejudicing  the 
right  of  the  landlord,  would  bo  refused. 
The  Court  had  also  power  to  impose 
any  conditions  it  thought  fit  before 
granting  an  application.  He  hoped, 
therefore,  that  the  hou.  and  gallant 
Baronet  would  be  satisfied  with  that 
provision. 

Mr.  MARUM  pointed  out  that  this 
was  not  a  compulsory  proposal,  but 
simply  that  if  the  landlord  and  tenant 
agreed  an  advance  should  be  given.  It 
was  not  a  proposal  cutting  down  rent, 
but  an  aiTangement  which  the  landlord 
might  accept  if  he  pleased. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Sir  Waiter  B.  BartUht 


Mr.  GIBSON  proposed,  in  page  10, 
line  30,  after  the  word  "  tenant,"  to  in- 
sert the  words  **  of  a  present  tenancy." 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  foe 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  said,  he  did  not 
think  the  Amendment  necessary,  for  un- 
less the  Bill  was  completely  altered  the 
right  of  appealing  to  the  Court  to  fix  a 
judicial  rent  would  be  confined  to  the 
present  tenant. 

Mr.  GIBSON  said,  he  was  awaie 
that  in  the  earlier  drafting  of  the  Bill 
no  one  but  the  present  tenant  could 
appeal,  and  that  the  future  tenant  could 
not  appeal ;  but  that  was  just  his  point 
If  hon.  Members  would  read  the  draft- 
ing of  the  clause,  they  would  find  that 
it  was  an  unqualified  declaration,  which 
might  give  a  new  right.  It  was  in 
order  to  guard  against  that  that  he  pro- 
posed this  Amendment. 

Question,  ''  That  those  words  be  there 
inserted,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 

On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  Gibson,  Amend- 
ment made,  in  page  10,  line  34,  after 
the  word  **framer,"  by  inserting  **in 
such  terms  and  conditions'  as  the  Court 
may  direct." 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  said,  he  pro- 
posed to  introduce  a  new  paragraph  after 
the  last  Amendment.  The  object  of  the 
clause  was  to  enable  the  Court,  in  the 
case  where  an  ejectment  was  brought 
for  breach  of  tho  statutory  conditions 
other  than  tho  non-payment  of  rent,  and 
where  tho  Court  was  satisfied  that  the 
landlord  could  be  fully  compensated  by 
damages,  to  deal  with  the  case  accord- 
ingly. He  proposed,  therefore,  that 
where  notice  to  quit  could  be  served  by 
the  landlord  upon  the  tenant  during  the 
statutory  term  consequent  upon  a  breach 
of  the  statutory  conditions,  the  tenant 
might,  at  any  time  before  the  commence- 
ment of  the  actual  proceedings,  apply  to 
the  Land  Commission,  and,  if  ejectment 
proceedings  had  commenced,  might  ap- 
ply to  the  Court  to  stay  them  ;  and  then, 
if  the  Court  or  Commission  was  of  opi- 
nion that  adequate  compensation  for 
breach  of  the  condition  could  be  made 
by  compensation,  the  tenant  should  be 
relieved  of  the  liability  to  |eviction  on 
payment  of  damages  to  such  an  extent 
as  the  Court  might  award.  There  would 
then  bo  no  injustice  done.  It  would,  in 
efi'oct,  be  simply  the  introduction  into  the 
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clause  for  the  enforceiKient  of  the  statu- 
tory conditions  the  usual  power  given 
to  a  Court  of  Equity. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  10,  line  41,  at  the  end,  to  add  as  a 
new  Bub-section,  the  words, — "(4.)  Where  a 
notice  to  quit  ia  served  by  a  landlord  upon  a 
tenant  for  the  purpose  of  compelling  the  tenant 
to  quit  his  holding  during  the  continuance  of  a 
statutory  term  in  his  tenancy  in  consequence  of 
the  breach  by  the  tenant  of  an^  statutory  con- 
dition other  than  the  condition  relating  to 
payment  of  rent,  the  tenant  may,  at  any  time 
before  the  commencement  of  an  ejectment 
founded  on  such  notice  to  quit,  apply  to  the 
Land  Commission,  and  after  the  commence- 
ment, or  at  the  hearing  of  any  such  ejectment, 
may  apply  to  the  Court  in  which  the  ejectment 
is  brought,  for  an  order  restraining  the  land- 
lord from  taking  further  proceedings  to  enforce 
such  notice  to  auit. 

"  If  the  Land  Commission  or  Court  to  which 
such  application  is  made  are  of  opinion  that 
adequate  satisfaction  for  the  breach  of  sudi 
oondition  can  be  made  by  the  payment  of 
damages  to  the  landlord,  and  that  the  ten- 
ant may  justly  bo  relieyed  from  the  liability 
to  be  compelled  to  quit  his  holding  in  con- 
sequence of  such  breach,  the  Commission  or 
Court  may  make  an  order  restraining  further 
proceedings  on  the  notice  to  quit,  upon  the  pay- 
ment by  the  tenant  of  such  sum  for  damages  as 
they  shall  then,  or  after  due  inquiry,  award  to 
the  landlord  in  satisfaction  for  the  breach  of 
the  statutory  condition,  together  with  the  costs 
incurred  by  the  landlord  in  respect  to  the  notice 
to  quit  and  the  proceedings  subsequent  thereto. 

"If  the  Land  Commission  or  Court  are  of  opi- 
nion that  no  appreciable  damage  has  accrued  to 
the  landlord  from  the  breach  of  such  condition, 
and  that  the  tenant  may  justly  be  relieved  as 
aforesaid,  they  may  make  an  order  restraining 
farther  proceedings  on  the  notice  to  quit,  upon 
such  terms  as  to  costs  as  they  may  think  just." 
-^{Mr,  Attorney  General  for  Ireland.) 

Question  proposed,  **  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mb.  LITTON  observed,  that  the  ob- 
ject in  view  seemed  quite  correct,  except 
in  one  particular  ;  and  he  would  propose 
to  add,  after  the  word  ''  thereto,"  a  second 
paragraph — 

"  Provided  the  Court  may,  if  it  think  fit,  in 
place  of  awarding  payment  to  the  landlord, 
direct  the  amount  awarded  to  be  laid  out  in 
making  g^ood  any  injury  to  the  holding  when 
the  breach  of  the  condition  complained  of 
relates  thereto.'* 

It  was  true  that  a  remedy  was  afforded 
by  the  clause ;  but  it  might  so  happen 
that  the  landlord  might  take  the  amount 
awarded  and  put  it  into  his  pocket,  and 
allow  the  injury  to  remain  a  continuing 
injury  where  it  affected  a  matter  of  re- 
pairs.   It  would  be  desirable  that  the 


Court  should  have  the  power  to  direct 
that  that  amount  could  be  expended  in 
restoring  premises  to  their  proper  con- 
dition. That  was  the  form  of  the  Pro- 
viso he  moved  on  the  4th  clause,  and  he 
thought  it  would  commend  itself  to  the 
Committee. 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  said  pro- 
posed Amendment, 

In  line  20,  after  the  word  "  thereto,*'  to  in- 
sert the  words  "  Provided  the  Court  may,  if  it 
think  fit,  in  place  of  awarding  payment  to  the 
landlord,  direct  th6  amount  awarded  to  be  laid 
out  in  making  good  any  injury  to  the  holding 
when  the  breach  of  the  oondition  complained  of 
relates  thereto." — {Mr  Litton.) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  those  words 
be  inserted  in  the  proposed  Amend- 
ment." 

The  attorney  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  said,  he  did  not 
see  that  there  was  any  necessity  for  the 
Amendment;  but  be  ^as  not /nwilling 
to  accept  it. 

SiK  JOSEPH  M*KENNA  said,  he 
saw  no  reason  for  the  Amendment.  The 
Court  had  power  to  award  damages  for 
breaches  of  conditions,  and  he  did  not 
think  the  Committee  ought  to  travel 
beyond  that.  If  this  Amendment  were 
accepted  it  would  only  give  additional 
grounds  for  litigation  between  landlord 
and  tenant. 

Mr.  MITCHELL  HENRY  regretted 
hat  the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland  had 
adopted  the  Amendment  without  further 
discussion.  The  Amendment  would  have 
no  effect  except  to  complicate  the  Bill,  and 
that  would  greatly  tend  to  litigation.  If 
the  Amendment  were  adopted,  it  would 
necessitate  the  appointment  of  a  number 
of  surveyors  to  determine  how  the  money 
was  to  be  laid  out. 

Mr.  HINDE  palmer  observed, 
that  the  terms  of  the  clause  as  to 
statutory  conditions  were  very  strict  as 
against  the  tenant,  who  was  to  be  sub- 
jected to  forfeiture  upon  breach  of  any 
of  the  statutory  conditions,  some  of 
which  were  very  technical.  The  ob- 
ject of  the  clause  was,  as  he  understood 
it,  that  if  the  Court  thought  that,  not- 
withstanding the  breach  of  conditions, 
the  landlord  could  be  placed  in  the  same 
position  as  he  had  been,  the  tenant 
should  not  incur  liability  to  ejectment. 

The  CHAIRMAN:  I  am  afraid  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  is  going  to  a 
point  which  is  not  in  the  Amendment. 

[TufmUy-firtt  Nighty 
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Mr.  HINDE  palmer  added  that 
he  thought  the  Amendment  hardly  went 
far  enough.  His  idea  was  that  where  a 
restoration  was  to  be  made  in  regard  to 
damages  or  otherwise  the  Court  should, 
if  it  saw  its  way  to  doing  so,  relieve  the 
tenant  from  forfeiture.  This  mode  of 
amending  the  Amendment  did  not  go 
as  far  as  he  could  wish;  but,  to  a 
certain  extent,  it  eflPectod  the  object 
of  the  Amendment  which  he  had  pre- 
pared to  move  at  an  earlier  stage  of 
the  BiU. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  pointed  out 
that  one  of  the  statutory  conditions  re- 
lated to  deterioration  of  the  soil,  and 
asked  how  it  would  be  possible  for  a 
tenant  to  pay  a  sum  of  money  to  be 
spent  in  restoring  the  soil  ?  It  took 
years  to  restore  the  soil,  and  it  could 
not  be  done  by  lodging  a  sum  of  money 
in  Court. 

Mr.  LITTON  remarked,  that  this  was 
only  a  permissive  and  alternative  clause, 
and  that  it  was  not  necessary  that  the 
Court  should  direct  that  the  money 
should  be  laid  out  in  restoring  the  pre- 
mises. The  soil  could  be  restored  by  the 
Court  ordering  money  to  be  spent  on 
manure  for  the  land ;  but  the  point 
was  that  power  should  be  given  to  the 
Court  to  have  the  damages  awarded 
laid  out  as  it  thought  fit.  lie  believed 
it  would  have  the  contrary  efiPect  to  in- 
creasing litigation.  If  the  landlord  was 
to  have  a  sum  of  money  paid  to  him  he 
would  always  be  on  the  watch  for  an 
opportunity  of  making  a  claim,  and 
that  was  to  be  strongly  deprecated.  If, 
however,  he  knew  that  the  Court  might 
order  the  money  to  be  laid  out  on  re- 
storation, ho  would  not  have  that  induce- 
ment. It  was  to  the  interest  of  the  ten- 
ant to  be  sure  that  the  money  would  be 
expended  on  the  Innd,  and  to  the  inte- 
rest of  the  landlord  to  have  his  premises 
restored  to  their  former  condition. 

Mr.  SHAW  said,  ho  would  suggest 
the  introduction  of  more  general  words, 
instead  of  special  directions.  He  thought 
it  would  be  better  to  give  the  Court  dis- 
cretion to  apply  the  money  in  some  way 
for  the  benefit  of  both  parties. 

Lord  JOHN  MANNERS  said,  the 
last  argument  of  the  proposer  of  this 
Amendment  was  that  the  Court  should 
be  at  liberty  to  expend  the  money  to  be 
paid  into  Court  in  certain  agricultural 
operations  at  its  own  discretion.  That 
would  make  the  Court  an  agricultural 


machine  for  the  whole  of  Ireland ;  but 
who  were  to  be  the  skilled  agpriculturists 
who  were  to  superintend  these  opera- 
tions under  the  Court  ?  Were  they  to  be 
the  County  Court  Judges  ?  Were  they 
to  instruct  the  tenant  how  to  lay  out  the 
money  ?  The  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man  had  left  the  Committee  totally  in 
the  dark  on  that  point,  and  all  he  could 
make  of  the  proposal  was  that  it  was 
to  whittle  away  still  further  the  security 
of  the  landlord.  The  Amendment  cut 
directly  against  the  statement  of  the 
Prime  Minister  that  the  Bill  did  not 
contemplate  setting  up  perpetuity  of 
tenure,  and  he  hoped  it  would  be  with* 
drawn. 

Mr.  GIVAN  observed,  that  the  Amend- 
ment gave  an  alternative  to  the  Court  to 
award  damages,  if  it  thought  fit,  where 
notice  to  quit  had  been  served,  and,  in- 
stead of  giving  the  money  to  the  land- 
lord to  put  in  his  pocket,  to  direct  thai 
it  should  be  laid  out  in  making  g^d  the 
breach  of  conditions.  Surely  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork  County  did  not  mean 
that  the  Court  should  wander  from  the 
specific  complaint  of  the  landlord  and 
direct  the  money  to  be  laid  out  in  some- 
thing else.  He  was  opposed  to  statu- 
tory conditions ;  and  he  thought  the 
Amendment,  coupled  with  that  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Tyrone 
(Mr.  Litton),  would  so  alleviate  the  strin- 
gency of  the  provision  as  to  take  away 
its  effect  altogether. 

Mr.  GIBSON  said,  he  questioned  the 
wisdom  of  the  Amendment  to  the  Amend- 
ment, for  there  was  nothing  a  Court  so 
rigorously  guarded  itself  against  as 
making  itself  responsible  for  expending 
money.  It  was  easy  to  say  the  Court 
should  direct  the  money  to  be  spent  on 
the  holding ;  but  if  they  did  that  they 
must  impose,  as  a  corollary  to  it,  the 
responsibility  of  seeing  the  order  carried 
out.  What  machinery  had  the  Court 
for  doing  that  ?  He  thought  it  would 
be  better  if  the  hon.  Member  would  be 
satisfied  with  the  discussion,  and  re- 
introduce his  proposal  on  Report. 

Uii,  MACARTNEY  thought  the  argu- 
ment of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Tyrone  (Mr.  Litton),  that  landlords  would 
be  on  the  watch  for  grounds  of  claim, 
an  extraordinary  one.  Was  a  tenant  to 
make  compensation  for  the  taking  away 
of  turf  by  sending  the  landlord  so  many 
cart-loads  of  turf,  or  so  many  cart-loads 
of  stone  for  stone  taken  out  of  a  quany, 
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or  was  the  spreading  of  so  much  manure 
over  the  land  to  be  compensation  for  de- 
terioration of  the  soil  ?  It  seemed  to 
him  that  the  argument  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber was  one  of  the  strons^est  possible 
arguments  for  the  proposal  of  the  At- 
torney G-eneral  for  Ireland,  for  it  would 
interfere  with  what  had  been  already 
done. 

Sir  JOSEPH  MKENNA  said,  he 
hoped  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
would  not  persevere  with  the  Amend- 
ment, and  urged  him  to  adopt  the  sug- 
gestion to  bring  it  forward  again  on  Be- 
port,  so  that  it  might  be  discussed  after 
the  Committee  had  seen  it  on  the  Paper. 
Having  had  a  good  deal  of  experience 
in  such  matters  as  a  landlord,  he  be- 
lieved the  Amendment  would  lead  to 
more  litigation  than  any  other  Amend- 
ment of  as  many  words  in  the  Bill.  A 
small  fine  in  money  would  be  sufficient 
to  deter  a  tenant  from  injuring  a  hold- 
ing. 

Sib  GEOEGE  CAMPBELL  said,  he 
thought  the  Amendment  a  very  innocent 
one ;  but  he  felt  it  would  be  better  not 
to  press  it  to  a  division. 

The  ATTOENEY  GENEEAL  foe 
IBELAND  (Mr.  Law)  admitted  that  the 
proposal  was  deserving  of  consideration, 
and  if  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
would  withdraw  it  he  would  undertake 
to  consider  it  before  Eeport. 

Mr.  LITTON  said,  he  would  assent 
to  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man's suggestion. 

Amendment  to  Amendment,  by  leave, 
withdrawn. 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  proposed 
Amendment,  in  line  21,  to  leave  out  the 
word  •*  appreciable,"  in  order  to  insert 
the  word  **  substantial." — ( J/r.  Oivan,) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  the  word 
'  appreciable '  stand  part  of  the  pro- 
posed Amendment." 

The  ATTOENEY  GENEEAL  for 
lEELAND  (Mr.  Law)  said,  he  could 
not  accept  the  Amendment. 

Amendment  to  the  Amendment,  by 
leave,  withdrawn. 

Original  Amendment  again  proposed. 

Qnestion  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mb.  GIBSON  said,  he  had  now  to 
offer  a  abort  oritioism  on  the  Amend- 


ment, and  give  the  reasons  why  he  could 
not  support  it.  He  objected  to  the 
Amendment  because,  in  the  first  place,  it 
retained  a  notice  to  quit,  which  was  a 
long  and  most  dilatory  process,  as  the 
sole  means  by  which  a  landlord,  no 
matter  how  much  aggrieved,  could  en- 
force the  statutory  conditions.  He  did  not 
think  it  fair  to  tell  the  landlord  that  the 
only  remedy  he  had  was  one  which  could 
only  fructify  in  1 2  or  15  months  after  the 
grievance  complained  of ;  but  that  was 
what  was  sought  to  be  stereotyped  in  the 
early  part  of  this  Amendment.  What 
was  the  power  to  be  given  to  the  tenant  ? 
Not  the  power  of  speedily  going  to  the 
Court  and  asking  relief.  Suppose  a  land- 
lord was  compelled  to  serve  notice  to 
quit,  what  was  it  that  the  tenant  might 
do  to  intercept  the  remedy  of  the  land^ 
lord  ?  They  did  not  say  that  the  tenant 
must  come  with  all  possible  speed  to  the 
Court,  and  ask  to  be  relieved  on  pay- 
ment of  damages  or  the  performance 
of  the  just  conditions  of  his  statutory 
term.  Nothing  of  the  kind;  but  they 
proposed  to  give  him,  by  the  stu- 
dious and  deliberate  drafting  of  the 
Amendment,  not  only  the  period  of 
12  months  during  which  the  notice  to 
quit  must  run,  but,  as  the  proceedings 
could  only  be  taken  at  the  expiration 
of  the  12  months'  notice,  and  this 
might  involve  another  period  of  six 
months,  he  would  have  a  period  of  18 
months  in  which  to  make  up  his  mind. 
If  they  gave  an  equitable  right  to  the 
tenant  to  step  in  and  interrupt  the  plain 
legal  right  of  the  landlord,  they  ought, 
at  all  events,  to  see  that  some  equivalent 
should  be  conferred  on  the  landlord. 
He  would  now  come  to  another  point 
that  had  been  raised  on  this  question — 
he  referred  to  the  question  of  sub- 
division. If  there  was  one  thing  in 
the  previous  discussions  that  had  taken 
place  on  this  Bill  that  was  clear  and 
plain,  it  was  contained  in  the  state- 
ments made  by  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Prime  Minister,  when  he 
had,  over  and  over  again,  in  the  dearest 
possible  manner,  indicated,  in  accord- 
ance with  the  requirements  of  simple 
justice,  that  he  did  not  propose  to  hand 
over  to  the  Court  the  power  of  making 
any  decision  enabling  sub-division  or 
sub-letting  without  the  consent  of  the 
landlord.  But,  according  to  this  Amend- 
ment of  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland,  the  Court 
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would  be  enabled  indirectly  to  sanction 
sub-letting  without  the  landlord's  con- 
sent, because  it  was  not  proposed  to  ex- 
cept from  the  operation  of  the  clause,  or 
the  relief  proposed  to  bo  given  in  case  of 
the  breach  of  statutory  conditions,  sub- 
letting, or  sub-division.  There  was,  in 
point  of  fact,  nothing  in  the  Amendment 
to  indicate  in  any  way  that  a  tenant 
sub-dividing  or  sub-letting  his  holding 
might  not  claim  the  intervention  of  the 
Court,  if  the  landlord,  in  the  assertion  of 
the  right  given  to  him  by  the  earlier 
clauses  of  the  Bill,  were  to  say — **I 
cannot  pemit  that;  that  is  a  power 
which  no  landlord  having  the  slightest 
regard  to  his  own  interest  would  ever 
permit  a  tenant  to  exercise;  I  there- 
fore serve  you  with  notice  to  quit  as  a 
remedy  in  protection  of  my  rights." 
There  was  nothing  to  indicate  that  the 
tenant  might  not,  under  such  circum- 
stances, apply  to  the  Court  to  exercise 
its  power  of  restraint  over  the  notice 
to  quit.  In  fact,  under  this  Amend- 
ment, it  was  proposed  to  give  the  Court 
power  to  say  to  the  landlord  in  such 
a  case — **  We  consider  that  this  is  an 
objection  you  have  no  right  to  make. 
It  is  true  that  there  is  a  statutory 
provision  which  says  there  is  to  be  no 
Bub-letting  or  sub-division  without  the 
landlord's  consent ;  but  we  have  the 
power  given  to  us  to  say  that  that  means 
nothing,  and  that  this  is  a  matter  which 
we  can  decide  as  one  of  appreciable 
damage."  He  would  ask,  was  this  con- 
struction of  the  Amendment  what  was 
really  intended.  Because,  if  it  were  not 
intended,  then  the  draftingof  the  Amend- 
ment had  been  so  defective  that  unless 
it  were  altered  it  must  of  necessity  work 
serious  injustice  to  the  landlord.  In  the 
earlier  part  of  the  Bill  this  matter  had 
been  discussed,  and  the  Committee  had 
refused  to  delegate  to  the  Court  the 
slightest  control  or  means  of  fettering 
the  action  of  the  landlord  in  this  matter. 
He  therefore  put  it  to  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Attorney  General  for  Ire- 
land, was  it  meant  by  the  wide  man- 
ner in  which  this  Amendment  had  been 
drafted  to  undo  what  the  Committee  had 
already  done,  and  to  do  what  the  Go- 
Ternment  had  said,  at  least  half-a-dozen 
times  over  during  the  progress  of  the 
BiU,  they  would  not  do  ?  He  confi- 
dently asserted  that  the  sub  -  section 
under  discussion  included  in  its  terms 
power  to  the  Court  to  indirectly  condone 
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or  sanction  sub-letting;  that  it  gare  the 
Court  power  to  tell  the  landlord  who 
might  seek  to  assert  his  dominion  overt 
farm  that  was  being  sub-divided  or  sab-lei 
— **  You  may  have  damages  if  the  Gooxi 
thinks  there  is  a  case  for  damages ;  but 
if  the  Court  thinks,  in  its   discretion, 
that  you  have  incurred  no  substantiil 
damage,  or  that  the  damage  is  some- 
thing   less   than   'appreciable,'  it  mtj 
regard  the  sub-letting  that  has  taken 
place  as  a  matter  that  may  be  compen- 
sated for,   or   treated  as  working  no 
appreciable  harm,  and  may  make  an 
order  restraining  further  proceedings  on 
the  notice    to   quit  upon    such  termi 
as  to   costs    as    the  Court  may  think 
fit."     It  was  obvious  that  this  was  an 
Amendment  so  prejudicial  to  the  land- 
lord's  interest,   and    so   subversive  of 
the  principle  that  had  heretofore  been 
laid    down,    that    he    was    unable   to 
give  it  any  support.     There  was  another 
matter  of  great  importance,    showing 
that  the  equitable  power  of  relief  pro- 
posed to  be  fi^ven  to  the  tenant  wai 
absolutely  ana  entirely  one-sided.     If 
it  were  fair  to  give    the  tenant  —  and 
he  did  not  dispute   that  it  would  be 
unreasonable  for  the  landlord  to  avail 
himself   of    what    he    might    call    a 
mere    technical    breach,   which  was  a 
matter  dealt  with  by  an  Amendment  of 
his  right  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  the 
Member  for  North  Lancashire  (Colond 
Stanley)  —  if   it  were  fair  to   give  to 
the  tenant  an   equitable  right  of  this 
kind,  they  ought  to  put  the   landlord 
in   the  position  of  being  able  to  say 
to  the  Court — **  I  have  served  a  notice 
to    quit    that     must    run    under    the 
law  for  12   months,  and  which  cannot 
give  mo  possession  until  after   further 
legal    proceedings    have    been    taken. 
This    man   on    whom    I    have    served 
the  notice  is,  in  the  meantime,  mining 
my  farm,   and  is  employing   the  time 
which  the  notice  gives  him  to  make  the 
land  utterly  worthless  to  me ;  g^ve  me  a 
remedy."  The  Government  ought,  in  the 
equitable  clause  which  enabled  the  ten- 
ant to  go  into  Court  and  ask  for  relief, 
to  enable  the  landlord  also,  when  there 
was  a  grievance  which  threatened  the 
destruction  of  his  farm,  to  say  to  the 
Court — *'  Give  me  an  order,  although 
the  notice  to  quit  is  running,  at  once  to 
resume  possession,  so  that  I  may  save 
my   farm   from  absolute  ruin."     This 
would  be  fair  and  even-handed  jnstioe ; 
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but  it  was  not  proposed  to  do  it,  and  this 
was  another  reason  why  he  was  not  able 
to  give    this  sub-section    anj  support 
whatever.      He  would  offer  one  other 
observation.     It  bad  been  said  over  and 
over  a^ain  by  hon.  Gentlemen  on  the 
other  side  of  the  House  that  this  was  a 
relief  from  forfeiture.      This  was    not 
a  proper  way  of  putting  it.     It  had 
been  pointed  out  by  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter that  it  was  not  forfeiture,  but  the 
power  of  directing  the  tenant  to  sell. 
The  tenant  had  power,  under  the  earlier 
portion   of  the  clause,    to   sell   at  any 
time,  so  that  the  Committee  were  deal- 
ing not    with   a  forfeiture,  but  with  a 
clause  that  would  compel  the  tenant,  on 
breach  of  the  statutory  conditions,  to 
sell.      He   would  support  the  Amend- 
ment to  the  clause  that  was  to  be  moved 
later    by    his   right    hon.  and   gallant 
Friend  the  Member  for  North  Lanca- 
shire (Colonel  Stanley),  which  presented 
the  question  fairly  and  reasonably  to  the 
Committee;  and,  of  course,  when  that 
Amendment  came   on   he   was  certain 
that  bis  right  hon.  and  gallant  Friend 
could  accept  any  Amendment  that  would 
render  it  more  satisfactory  to  the  Com- 
mittee. 

Mr.  BIGGAK  said,  it  seemed  to  him 
that  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Q-entle- 
man  the  Member  for  the  University  of 
Dublin  had  quite  forgotten  to  take  notice 
of  one  of  the  leading  provisions  in  the 
Amendmentbefore  the  Committee,  which 
ran  in  these  words — 

"  If  the  Land  Commission  or  Court  to  which 
such  application  is  made  are  of  opinion  that 
adequate  satisfaction  for  the  hreach  of  such  con- 
dition can  be  made  by  the  payment  of  damages 
to  the  landlord,  and  that  the  tenant  may  justly 
be  relieved  from  the  liability  to  be  compelled  to 
quit  his  holding  in  conseqaence  of  such  breach, 
the  Commission  or  Court  may  make  an  order 
restraining  farther  proceedings,"  &c. 

So  that  if  the  Court  is  of  opinion  that  the 
injury  to  the  landlord  will  not  be  fully 
satisfied  by  money  damages,  it  might 
give  its  decision  to  that  effect.  It  would 
be  entirely  discretionary  to  the  Court 
after  having  heard  the  arguments  upon 
it  pro  and  eon.  This  seemed  to  him  to 
be  a  thoroughly  reasonable  Amend- 
ment, and  he  held  that  the  objections 
made  to  it  were  entirely  outside  it.  He 
had  often  thought  that  this  matter  of 
sub-letting  would  be  possible  between 
present  and  future  tenants.  He  thought 
no  real  arguments  had  been  urged 
against  the  Amendment  in  the  speech 


of  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man, and  he  hoped  the  Committee  would 
agree  to  it. 

Mr.  HINDE  palmer  said,  he  was 
very  much  inclined  to  think  that  the 
proposed  Amendment  of  the  right  hon. 
and  gallant  G-entleman  the  Member  for 
North  Lancashire  (Colonel  Stanley)  met 
his  views  of  the  real  position  of  the  case 
much  better  than  the  Amendment  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Tyrone  (Mr.  Litton).  He  thought 
the  better  course  would  be  for  the  last- 
named  hon.  and  learned  Member  to  with- 
draw his  Amendment,  so  that  the  Com- 
mittee might  come  to  that  of  the  right 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman,  which  he 
believed  would  more  nearly  meet  the 
justice  of  the  case. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  said,  he  would 
answer  one  or  two  of  the  grounds 
on  which  his  right  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  (Mr.  Gibson)  had  objected  to  the 
Amendment.  He  had  first  dealt  with 
the  case  of  sub-letting  and  sub-division ; 
and  he  thought  he  could  relieve  the 
question  of  all  difficulty  with  regard  to 
these  breaches,  by  the  simple  statement 
that  the  statute  prohibited  sub-letting 
and  sub-division,  and  consequently  any 
such  act  by  a  tenant  would  be  absolutely 
void,  and  the  Court  would  have  no  power 
to  make  such  a  transaction  good.  When 
the  Courts  found  that  a  statute  said  it 
should  not  be  lawful  to  do  a  thing,  any 
attempt  to  do  it  had  been  held  to  be 
absolutely  void ;  so  void,  indeed,  was  it, 
that  in  the  case  of  an  assignment  without 
the  consent  of  the  landlord,  when  re- 
quired, the  landlord  could  not  even  sue 
the  assignee  for  rent.  Therefore,  sub- 
division, sub-letting,  or  assignment  with- 
out the  consent  of  the  landlord,  might 
be  regarded  as  simple  nullities.  Under 
the  8th  clause,  too,  the  Court  would  have 
power  to  require  the  tenant  to  undo  the 
sub -letting  before  it  gave  him  the  relief 
he  sought.  With  regard  to  the  time 
during  which  the  notice  to  quit  would 
run,  it  was  not  intended  to  give  the 
landlord  any  new  power.  He  hoped  the 
Amendment  would  be  accepted  by  the 
Committee. 

Sir  WALTER  B.  BARTTELOT 
said  the  matter  was  one  that  certainly 
involved  great  difficulty.  His  right  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  was  perfectly  accu- 
rate in  his  statement  when  he  had  said 
that  the  Court  would  have  power  to  deal 
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with  oases  in  which  there  was  sub-let- 
ting. The  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
had  said  that  this  would  not  be  the  case ; 
but  he  (Sir  Walter  B.  Barttelot)  could 
only  read  the  language  of  the  Amend- 
ment, which  said — 

"  If  the  Land  Commission  or  Court  aro  of 
opinion  that  no  appreciable  damage  has  accrued 
to  the  landlord  from  the  breach  of  such  con- 
dition, and  that  the  tenant  may  justly  be  re- 
lieved, as  aforesaid,  they  may  make  an  order 
restraining  further  proceedings  on  the  notice  to 
quit,  upon  such  terms  as  to  costs  as  they  may 
think  just." 

That  was  plain  and  simple  English  lan- 
guage, and  surely  it  gave  power  to  the 
Commission  or  Court  to  deal  with  a  case 
of  sub-letting.  The  Court  under  that 
section  might  think  it  right  that  a  100 
acre  farm  should  be  divided,  and  that 
the  tenant  ought  not  to  pay  damages 
for  such  sub-division.  To  empower  the 
Court  to  take  it  out  of  the  landlord,  and 
authorize  what  he  had  striven  to  pre- 
vent during  the  whole  time  he  had 
had  possession  of  his  estate,  was  neither 
equitable  nor  just.  He  asserted  that 
this  question  was  involved  in  the  Amend- 
ment ;  and  he  held  that  sub-division,  as 
carried  on  in  many  instances,  especially 
in  the  West  of  Ireland,  was  a  curse  to 
the  country.  The  Prime  Minister,  up  to 
that  moment,  had  endeavoured  to  pro- 
vide that  sub-division  should  not  take 
place ;  but  now  they  had  an  Amend- 
ment moved  by  the  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland  which  would  enable  sub- 
division to  proceed,  and  which  gave  the 
Court  power  to  sanction  it  in  cases  where 
it  might  not  be  thought  to  be  detri- 
mental. 

Mr.  MITCHELL  HENRY  said,  there 
was  no  doubt  that  this  clause  did  weaken 
the  effect  of  the  statutory  conditions.  He 
was  not  sorry  to  see  some  of  the  statutory 
conditions  weakened ;  but  he  was  ex- 
ceedingly sorry  to  see  the  statutory  con- 
dition against  sub-division  or  sub-letting 
weakened  in  any  way.  As  it  was,  no 
tenant  could  sub-divide  or  sub-let  his 
holding  without  the  most  positive  know- 
ledge that  he  was  doing  that  which  was 
contrary  to  the  law.  There  was  no  doubt 
that  there  was  a  class  of  tenants  whose 
condition  was  the  cause  of  much  of  the 
difficulty  that  had  to  be  contended  with ; 
and  the  sub-division  going  on  among  tliis 
class  in  the  West  of  Ireland  was,  as  had 
been  said,  a  curse  to  the  country.  To 
allow  the  feeling  to  grow  up  in  the  mind 
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of  the  tenant  that  he  might  oontinne  to 
sub -divide  in  the  quiet  and  unostenta- 
tious manner  in  which  he  was  at  present 
doing  it,  and  might  afterwards  trust  to 
the  clemency  of  the  Court  to  get  him  out 
of  the  difficulty,  would  be  highly  inja- 
rious,  not  only  to  the  property  so  dealt 
with,  but  to  the  tenants  themselves.  He 
had  a  tenant  on  his  own  property  whote 
rent  was  £20  a-year.     He  had  a  fine 
farm  of  good  grazing  land,  and  was  a 
prosperous  man.      He  had  four  sons; 
and  when  he  died,  the  sons  wished  to 
sub-divide,  each  to  have  a  farm  of  the 
value  of  £5  a-year.     He  (Mr.  Mitchell 
Henry)  very  foolishly,  and  with  absiird 
good  nature,  permitted  them  to  do  this; 
and  what  was  the  consequence?    Two 
of  those  tenants  had  ever  since  been  in 
a  position  of  absolute  pauperism,  and 
the  whole  family  were  constantly  quar- 
relling with  each  other,  and  there  was 
no  peace  in  the  neighbourhood,  and, 
except  in  the  case  of  one  of  the  brotherii 
who  iiad  some  money,  there  was  no  pros- 
perity.    The  same  sort  of  thing  wonld 
go  on  if  this  sub-section  were  carried. 
The  tenants  would  do  with  the  Oooit 
exactly  what  his  tenants  had  done  with 
him.     They  would  sub- divide,  and  trust 
to  the  Court  to  condone  the  offence.    He 
had  condoned  the  offence;  in  fact,  hitherto 
no  one  could  help  himself  in  such  a  case 
in  the  West  of  Ireland.     He  should  like 
to  know  how  was  the  Court  to  g^t  lid  of 
the  persons  who  had  been  put  on  the 
land  which  had  been  sub-divided?    If 
they  resorted  to  the  process  of  eviction, 
they  would  have  all  the  difficulties  which 
had  arisen  before  with  regard  to  evic- 
tion.    He  earnestly  hoped  that  as  the 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  had  ex- 
cepted from  the  sub-section  one  of  the 
statutory  conditions — namely,  the  pay- 
ment of  rent — he  would  also  except  sub- 
division.    He  wished  to  see  it  impressed 
on  the  minds  of  the  people  that  they 
must  not  sub-divide  their  small  holdings, 
and  hoped  that  in  the  interests  of  die 
small  tenants  in  the  West  of  Ireland 
the  sub-section  would  be    accordingly 
amended. 

Sir  R.  ASSHETON  CROSS  said,  he 
wished  to  put  a  question  to  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland.  What  the  Com- 
mittee wanted  more  information  on  was 
this.  It  was  clear  that  the  tenant  ought 
not  to  sub-divide  or  sub-let,  and  the 
Attorney  General  had  said  it  was  illegal. 
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Supposing  a  tenant  bad  sub-divided  or 
sub-let,  and  tbe  landlord  wanted  to  turn 
bim  out,  and  tbe  tenant  tben  went  to 
the  Court  for  relief,  according  to  tbe 
sub-section  tbe  Oourt  could  declare  tbat 
no  appreciable  damage  bad  accrued  to 
tbe  landlord  from  tbe  breacb  of  tbe  sta- 
tutory condition,  and  migbt  make  an 
order  restraining  f  urtber  proceedings  on 
tbe  notice  to  quit.  In  tbe  earlier  part 
of  tbe  Bill  tbe  Committee  decided  clearly 
tbat  witbout  tbe  consent  of  tbe  landlord 
no  sub-letting  or  sub-division  sbould  take 
place,  even  witb  tbe  consent  of  tbe  Court. 
Wbat  be  wanted  to  know  from  tbe  rigbt 
bon.  and  learned  Gentleman  tbe  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  was  whether  the 
landlord  might  not,  under  this  Amend- 
ment, find  himself  saddled  with  tenants 
who  might  sub- let  or  sub-divide,  and 
where  he  migbt  not  be  able  to  show 
appreciable  damage,  the  Court  migbt 
grant  relief  as  against  the  land- 
lord? 

Thb  attorney  general  iok 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  said,  tbat  sub- 
letting or  sub-dividing,  one  or  the  other, 
was  idike  forbidden  by  the  Bill.  It  was 
not  a  mere  matter  of  contract ;  it  was  a 
statutory  prohibition.  Any  act  of  sub- 
letting or  sub-division  would  therefore  be 
simply  void ;  and  if  people  were  in  under 
it  for  20  years,  they  would  have  no  better 
title  than  if  they  bad  been  in  but  for  a 
day.  Well,  tben,  bow  was  it  to  be  got  rid 
of?'  Wbat  would  happen  ?  The  landlord 
would  serve  notice  to  quit,  and  the  ten- 
ant would  go  to  the  Court  for  relief.  By 
tbe  statute,  every  application  of  tbe  ten- 
ant was  to  be  considered  on  its  merits, 
and  migbt  be  acceded  to  or  not  upon 
such  terms  and  conditions  as  the  Court 
thought  fit.  Suppose  there  was  a  sub- 
tenancy created,  or  attempted  to  be 
created — for  without  the  landlord's  con- 
sent such  a  thing  could  not  exist  in 
point  of  law,  but  only  physicaUy — and 
an  attempted  sub-division  of  the  land, 
which  again  was  a  wholly  illegal  act, 
be  did  not  believe  that  any  Court  would 
consider  that  the  tenant  could  be  justly 
relieved  from  such  a  wholly  illegal  act 
for  which,  technically,  be  could  be  pro- 
secuted, unless  be  did  bis  best  to  undo 
the  wrong  that  be  had  done.  His  rigbt 
bon.  and  learned  Friend  opposite  and 
others  seemed  to  confine  their  attention 
too  much  to  tbe  first  point — namely,  the 
question  of  damages.  But  there  was  a 
second   and    more  important  condition 

YOL,  COLXm.    [XHIBD  ssaiBs;] 


tbat  the  tenant  must  perform  before  he 
could  get  relief,  and  that  was  to  show 
that  he  had  a  just  right  to  relief;  and 
a  man  who  had  deliberately  broken  the 
statute  would  not  be  entitled  to  relief. 
It  was  difficult,  of  course,  dealing  with 
a  general  clause  like  that,  and  statutory 
conditions  of  varying  importance,  to  deal 
with  them  all  in  general  words ;  and  be 
did  not  see  how  to  deal  with  them  except 
by  transferring  to  a  proper  tribunal  the 
task  of  considering  whetner  a  particular 
case  was  entitled  to  relief  or  not.  But 
what  were  they  to  do  if  they  did  not 
give  to  the  Court  the  power  to  deal  with 
a  technical  breach  of  the  statute  ?  Sup- 
pose a  tenant  did  commit  a  breach  of  that 
kind — that,  for  instance,  he  had  sub-let 
for  a  few  days,  but  undid  the  wrong  before 
be  went  to  the  Court — was  the  landlord  to 
be  at  liberty  to  insist  upon  the  technical 
breach  he  bad  committed,  though  the  sub- 
letting had  remained  in  force,  say,  only 
for  a  week  ?  It  might  be  said  that  no 
decent  landlord  would  do  so,  and  he  did 
not  think  there  were  many  who  would  ; 
but  such  things  were  possible,  and  they 
must  give  the  tenants  some  security 
against  some  landlords  who  would  do  so. 
The  only  way,  therefore,  to  proceed  was 
to  devolve  upon  the  Court  the  obligation 
of  saying  whether  tbe  tenant,  under  all 
the  circumstances,  could  be  justly  relieved 
from  forfeiture,  and  also  to  give  them 
the  power  of  imposing  on  the  tenant 
any  terms  which  they  might  think  just. 
All  the  conditions  except  non-payment 
of  rent  were  liable  to  be  enforced  by 
a  notice  to  quit,  followed  by  ejectment. 
He  supposed  it  was  not  intended  that 
for  a  mere  nominal  breach  the  tenant 
was  to  be  left  at  the  mercy  of  his  land- 
lord, as  there  were  some,  though  he 
trusted  but  few,  who  would  take  advan- 
tage of  it.  If,  therefore,  they  did  not 
wiah  tbat  for  some  technical  breach,  such 
as  sub-letting  for  a  day,  tbe  man  should 
be  without  the  slightest  redress,  let  them 
leave  the  matter  to  the  Court.  Before 
the  Court  could  act  it  must  be  satisfied 
tbat  the  tenant  was  justly  entitled  to 
relief ;  and  no  man  could  justly  claim  to 
be  relieved  from  the  consequences  of  bis 
own  acts  if  he  persisted  in  those  acts, 
knowing  them  to  be  illegal.  He  thought 
they  might  fairly  trust  the  Court  to  deal 
with  a  matter  of  that  kind. 

LoKD  JOHN  MANNERS  said,  that 
the  last  sentence  of  the  rigbt  bon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  was  very  different 
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from  his  opening  declaration  that  by  the 
law,  as  it  stood,  and  bj  that  Act,  sub- 
letting and  sub-division  were  absolutely 
illegal,  and,  therefore,  could  not  receive 
the  relief  purposed  by  that  Amendment. 
By  the  last  sentence,  he  concluded  that 
the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland  did 
look  to  certain  cases  of  sub -letting  which 
might  be  included  in  the  provisions  of 
the  Amendment.     Now,  he  should  like 
very  much  to  know  which  of  these  views 
the  Committee  was  to  understand  was 
the  real  view  entertained  by  the  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  ?  The  view  placed  be- 
fore them  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Gal  way 
County  (Mr.  Mitchell  Henry)  was  very 
clear  and  distinct.    If  the  Attorney  Ge- 
neral meant  that  sub-division    should 
be  prevented  by  law  and  by  the  Amend- 
ment he  had  just  submitted,  he  would 
suggest  that  the  whole  of  the  difficulty 
the  Committee  found  itself  in  sprang 
from  the  phraseology  of  the  first  few 
lines  of  the  Amendment.     In  the  first 
few  lines  it  was  stated  distinctly  that 
where  a  notice  to  quit  was  served  by  a 
landlord  upon  a  tenant  for  the  purpose 
of  compelling  the  tenant  to  quit  his 
holding  during  the  continuance    of   a 
statutory  term  in  his  tenancy  in  conse- 
quence of  the  breach  by  the  tenant  of 
any  statutory  condition  other  than  the 
condition  relating  to  payment  of  rent, 
the  tenant  might,  at  anytime  before  the 
commencement  of  an  ejection  founded 
on  such  notice  to   quit,    apply  to  the 
Land  Commission,  and  after  the  com- 
mencement, or  at  the  hearing  of  any 
such  ejectment,  might  apply  to  the  Court 
in  which  the  ejectment  was  brought,  for 
an  order  restraining  the  landloi^d  from 
taking  further  proceedings  to   enforce 
such  notice  to  quit.     Well,  now,  what 
must  be  the  conclusion  the  tenants  would 
draw  from  that  phraseology  ?      They 
would  say — '*  This  clause  is  intended  to 
relieve  us  from  any  one  of  the  breaches 
of   the   statutory  conditions  with   the 
single    exception    of   non-payment   of 
rent."     Therefore,  if  it  were  the  inten- 
tion of  the  Government  not  to  permit 
sub-division  and  sub-letting,  he  should 
say,  in  fairness  to  the  tenantry,  it  was 
right  that    the  words    should  be   en- 
larged, and  that  sub-division  and  sub- 
letting should  be  made  an  exception,  as 
non-payment  of  rent  was  already  made. 
He  would  suggest,  when  they  came  to 
the  Report — if  the  Amendment  were 
carried,  which  he  hoped  it  would  not  be 
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— that  the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
should  insert  words  to  that  effect. 

The   attorney   GENERAL  job 
IRELAND  (Mr.  I^w)  said,  he  really 
did  not  feel  the  difficulty  which  the  noble 
Lord  suggested  about  the  matter,  nor 
did  he  admit  the  irreconcilability  of  his 
statements.    As  a  legal  act,  Bub-letting 
and  sub- division  were  null  and  void ;  but 
the    fact    remained,   and    perhaps  tin 
transgressor  was  on  the  land.     That  was 
not  a  legal  question,  but  was  simply  a 
matter  of  fact.     What  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Galway  County  (Mr.  MitoheQ 
Henry)  wanted  to  know  was  what  would 
happen  then  ?    The  holder  would  have 
no  legal  title  to  the  land,  and  the  man 
who  put  him  there  could  evict  him  at 
once.    That  had  been  done  before.    The 
difficulty  of  the  noble  Lord  was  to  know 
how  his  words  were  consistent.   How  was 
the  difficulty  to  be  got  over  if  the  people 
were  there  and  the  land  parcelled  out  ? 
Under  the  clause  of  the  Bill  as  it  stood 
the  performance  of  any  condition  might 
be  required,  and  the  tenant  must  show 
that  he  was  justly  entitled  to  the  relief 
he  asked  for.     Well,  his  answer  to  that 
was  that  no  man  was  entitled  to  relief 
if,  after  having  endeavoured  to  break  a 
statutory  condition  and  transgress  the 
law,  he  insisted  on  still  maintaining  his 
unlawful  position.    But  if  he  had  undone 
the  wrong  and  got  back  into  the  land, 
as  soon  as  he  had  discovered  that  he  had 
done  wrong,   and  had  then  been  pro- 
ceeded against    by  ejectment    for  the 
breach  of  condition,   he  ought  to   be 
deemed  entitled  to  relief.     The  whole 
thing  would  work  without  the  smallest 
difficulty.    With  regard  to  the  exception 
made  for  the  case  of  non-payment  of  rent, 
there  was  a  reason  for  that  exception, 
because  there  was  a  difference  of  pro- 
ceeding in  it  as  contrasted  with  other 
breaches.     In  cases  of  non-payment  of 
rent  there  was  the  special  form  of  eject- 
ment, with  its  complete  provisions  for 
redemption  of  the  holding.     They  were 
now  merely  asked  to  allow  the  tenant  in 
other  cases  to  go  to  the  Court  and  show 
that  the  landlord  would  be  in  just  the 
same  position  as  ever  he  was  by  the  pay- 
ment of  damages,  and  that  the  tenant 
was  justly  entitled  to  relief,  and  to  pro- 
vide that  if  the  Court  were  satisfied  on 
those  points,  then  they  might  grant  the 
relief  sought. 

Mb.   GIBSON   said,   that  his  right 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  had  just  re- 
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marked  that  they  might  trast  to  the 
discretion  of  the  Court.  But  he  said 
that  they  oould  not  trust  the  discretion 
of  the  Court  if  they  allowed  it  to  over- 
ride what  they  had  previously  said  should 
rest  absolutely  in  the  sanction  of  the 
landlord.  Supposing  a  man  on  a  farm 
of  200  acres  were  to  sub-let  it  to  four 
thoroughly  respectable  solvent  men.  It 
might  be  true  that  under  the  words  ''  it 
shall  not  be  lawful "  they  would  have 
no  legal  estate ;  but  if  they  had  the 
possession  the  landlord  haa  only  the 
power  of  serving  them  with  a  notice  to 
quit  on  which  to  found  an  ejectment. 
What  good  was  that  to  him  ?  The  only 
remedy  he  had  they  took  away  by  giving 
the  Court  the  liberty  of  saying — **  You 
have  suffered  no  appreciable  damage; 
vou  have  four  solvent  tenants  on  your 
land,  and  therefore  we  will  give  you 
nothing." 

The  attorney  GENERAL  foe 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  said,  he  wished 
to  call  attention  to  the  second  condition, 
which  was,  that  the  tenant  must  be  justly 
entitled  to  the  relief  he  sought. 

Me.  MARUM  said,  he  would  not  go 
into  the  details  of  the  matter.  He 
thought  the  objections  to  them  had  been 
aatis&ctorily  answered.  But,  upon  the 
general  principle  of  the  measure,  he 
must  remind  the  Committee  that  one  of 
the  greatest  objections  to  the  Bill  was 
the  difference  between  these  present  and 
future  tenancies,  which  made  the  severity 
of  the  statutory  conditions.  Public  opi- 
nion with  regard  to  the  acceptance  of 
the  Bill  in  Ireland  depended  very  much 
upon  the  question  of  whether  the  severity 
of  the  statutory  conditions  would  be  miti- 

fated  or  not.  He  assured  hon.  .Mem- 
ers  that  that  question  was  so  strongly 
felt  that  a  meeting  of  the  Catholic  hier- 
archy had  been  held,  at  which  a  most 
emphatic  resolution  was  passed  and  for- 
warded to  the  Prime  Minister,  asking 
him  to  do  away  with  the  distinction 
altogether. 

Me.  MITCHELL  HENRY  said,  he 
was  so  greatly  against  turning  any  man 
out  of  his  holding  for  breaches  of  statu- 
tory conditions  that  he  would  be  dis- 
posed to  go  even  further  than  the  Bill. 
He  should  vote  for  the  Amendment,  bo- 
cause  he  did  not  think  it  was  a  just 
thing  to  turn  out  men  on  that  account. 
But  he  should  vote  with  very  much 
greater  pleasure  if  the  Attorney  General 
for  Irdand  would  put  in  some  words 


which  would  make  it  compulsory  on  the 
Court  not  to  give  relief  in  cases  of  sub- 
division until  the  wrong  had  been  re- 
dressed. Almost  all  the  Gentlemen  who 
had  spoken  in  that  debate  had  repre- 
sented constituencies  in  the  North  and 
South,  and  they  had  not  spoken  of  the 
West.  His  contention  was  entirely  in 
the  interest  of  the  country.  Sub-division 
was  the  curse  of  the  Western  portion 
of  Ireland,  and  it  was  perfectly  true 
that  under  that  Bill  sub-division  would 
be  illegal  and  perfectly  null  and  void. 
It  was  illegal  now  ;  but  it  went  on  every 
day,  and  they  could  not  stop  it.  What 
he  wanted  was  to  prevent  the  notion  in 
the  minds  of  the  tenants  that  it  was  a 
thing  that  could  be  done,  and  that  they 
could  continue  to  sub-divide  their  hold- 
ings in  the  most  reckless  manner.  Let 
them  take  the  case  of  a  farm  at  £20 
a-year,  sub-let  to  four  solvent  tenants. 
The  Court  might  very  well  say  that 
those  four  young  fellows  could  just  as 
well  pay  their  £5  apiece  as  one  pay  £20, 
and,  therefore,  that  no  such  injury  was 
done  as  would  compel  those  tenants  to 
go  out.  Well,  he  thought  the  very 
greatest  injury  was  done,  not  merely  to 
the  landlords,  but  to  the  tenants  them- 
selves. Where  lands  were  sub-divided 
they  became  simply  homes  of  pauperism. 
He  would  rather  that  the  Attorney  Ge- 
neral for  Ireland  should  consider  on  Re- 
port whether  he  could  not  insert  some 
words  which  would  make  clear  to  the  ten- 
ant classes  that  which  ought  to  be  made 
clear  to  them — namely,  that  the  Court 
would  not  sanction  sub-division,  but  that 
they  would  compel  restitution  of  the 
holding  in  the  condition  in  which  it  was 
before  it  was  sub-let. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  that  before 
a  tenant  could  go  before  th^  Court 
adequate  measures  would^jxlive  to  be 
taken  to  make  everything,  in  the  nature 
of  compensation  for  dai^age  that  had 
been  done  to  the  landlord.  Those  mea- 
sures ought  not  to  be  limited  to  sub- 
letting only,  but  to  all  breaches  of  statu- 
tory conditions. 

Sir  WALTER  B.  BARTTELOT  said, 
that  if  that  were  the  opinion  of  the 
Prime  Minister  and  his  Legal  Advisers, 
how  easy  it  would  be  to  introduce  some 
words  to  carry  it  into  effect  at  that  pre- 
sent moment;  and  he  would  suggest  that 
the  words  should  be  added — '*  And  that 
the  br.each  complained  of  no  longer  ex- 
ists. ' '    The  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
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— '*I  see  I  was  wrong,  and  the  breach  of  est  degree  injurious  to  the  landlord, 

which  the  landlord  complains  no  longer  Question  nut 

exists."     Those  words  would  materially  rni_     ^^         -.1       j-  .j  ^        a 

improve  the  Bill;  and  he  ventured  to  xr^^^9?'"'^*^?®  .f**'*?^^'",^^^  ?*-L' 

ask  the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland  S°^'   l  J '    ^''J^"*^  104.-(Div.  List,- 

whether  he  would  not  add  to  his  Amend-  ^^'  ^^^') 

ment—* '  And  that  the  breach  complained  Mr .  B  AREY,  in  moving,  in  page  1 1 , 

of  no  longer  exists."  line  5  after  the  word  ''  ejectment,"  to 

Mr.  T.  D.  SULLIVAN  said,  that  it  insert-!- 

seemed  to   him  that  the  object  of  the  ..jj_^^^  ^  ^^^1^^  ^^^^^.  ^^^ice  to  payor 

Amendment  was  to  enable  the  Court  to  dischargo  not  less  than  twelve  months*  arrean 

exercise  to  some  extent  the  faculty  of  of  rent  duo  at  the  date  of  such  notice,"  and  ^w 

mercy.   Now,  in  most  offences  there  was  ^^^  as  not  lieroin  otherwise  proWded," 

a  maximum  and  a  minimum  punish-  said,  that  unless  some  such  Proviso  as 

ment ;    but,  without  that  Amendment,  in  this  Amendment  were  inserted,  the 

the  Court  would  have  no  option  but  to  clause  would  operate  hardly  upon  some 

allow  the  landlord  to  evict  the  tenant,  tenants  in  circumstances  largely  beyond 

A    great  deal  had  been   said  on  the  their  control,  and  there   would  be  no 

subject  of  sub- division,  and  they  had  safety  for  a  tenant  in  arrears.     They 

been  told  that  it  was  the  curse  of  Ire-  knew  very  well  that  the  fair  landlords 

land.     It  had  been  already  stated,  and  would  not  enforce  the  law  harshly  ;  but, 

it  was  true  that  in   some    cases  sub-  on  the  other  hand,  there  were  landlords 

division  was  very  injurious ;  and  it  was  who  would  do  so.     Therefore,  the  effect 

equally  true  that  there  was  great  oppor-  of  his  Amendment  would  be  to  give  the 

tunity  for  sub-division  in  many  parts  of  sanction  of  law  to  what  was  done  by  fair 

Ireland,   with  great  advantage  to  the  landlords  at  the  present  time.     It  would 

public  interest.     He  hoped  the  Amend-  operate  only  against  the  harsh  and  mer- 

ment  would  be  passed.     He  thought  it  cenary  landlords,  and  would  not  affect 

a  great  hardship  that  for  every  breach  the  fair  landlord,  who,  at  the  present 

of  statutory  conditions  there  should  be  time,  would  not  enforce  the  strict  letter 

only  one  punishment—namely,  eviction,  of  the  law.     He  therefore  trusted  that 

The    attorney   GENERAL  for  the  Committee  would  accept  this  Amend- 

IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  said,  that  he  was  ment. 

afraid  the  words  suggested  by  the  hon.  and  *         j        x               j 

gallant  Baronet  would  not  be  of  any  use.  Amendment  proposed, 

It  would  be  difficult  to  insert  the  words  ^^  P*fi^  ^  ^»  1>°®  ^»  *^*«'  ^®  ^^^  "  ejectment," 

«/*«r .  "k«*  i^r>»,««  •v^.«'^^4>i«.  «.o>»^»4.^  -^^^rv.  insert  "  upon  a  twelve  months'  notice  to  pay  or 

now ;  but  he  was  perfectly  readyto  under-  discharge  not  less  than  twelve  months'  iSrkn 

take  toconsiaer  betoretneKeport,wnetner  of  rent  due  at  the  date  of  such  notice,"  and  "  so 

they  might  not  insert  some  words  pro-  far  as  not  herein  otherwise  provided." — {Mr. 

viding  that  the  tenant  must  restore  mat-  Barry.) 

ters  to  their  former  condition.  Question  proposed, ''  That  those  words 

Mr.   BIGGAR  said,   that  what  the  be  there  inserted." 

H^„;If^*^«^J°f„^!^lK;^^^'i^  The   ATTORNEY  GENERAL  pob 

Henrr)  seemed  to  want  was  that  some-  niELAND  (Mr.  Law)  said,  he  did  not 

one  else  should  put  the  law  in  motion  ., .  ,    ..  ,    >   .,    .    ■'      ^ /.                 i 

against  the  tenants,  instead  of  taking  ^'"'^  ,**  desirable  to  insert  the  proposed 

S,TSlf  &f!lff  nJil^r^Sl"?!?"  Me.   bTgGAR    said,   this  power  of 
man  really  had  full  power  to  make  the  -    ,        ,          u       -iv      i2i.fi.i_ 
tenants  do  as  he  wished ;  but,  as  he  was  ^J^^^^^^ent  would  only  benefit  the  rack- 
Member  for  the  Count;  of  Galway,  he  '^^^^^^  landlords.     He  thought   there 
did  not  wish  to  have  it  announced  that  Z""?   ^?  .^^™,  ^^    adopting   hia  hon. 
he  himself  was  taking  proceedings,  as  ^"f  ^^  b  Amendment, 
that  would  render  him  exceedingly  un-  Amendment  negatived. 
popular  among  his  constituents.      He  Mb.    GIBSON  said,   his  right   hon. 
shouldlike  to  corroborate  the  hon.  Mem-  and  gallant   Friend  (Colonel  Stanley) 
ber  for  Westmeath  (Mr.  T.  D.  Sullivan)  had  on  the  Paper  the  followinj^  Amend* 

^i>  Walter  B,  BartUloi 
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ment : — In  page  11,  line  8,  after  "  eject- 
ment/' to  insert — 

"  As  in  the  case  of  a  power  of  re-entry  upon 
condition  broken  contained  in  a  lease.  ProTided 
always,  that  the  tenant  may  (except  in  case  of 
breach  of  statutory  conditions  as  to  sub-division 
or  sub-letting^  before  any  such  proceeding's  are 
taken  by  the  landlord^  or  during  the  pendency 
of  the  same,  apply  to  any  Court  in  which  such 
proceedings  might  be  commenced,  or  in  which 
the  same  may  be  pending,  for  relief,  and  the 
said  Court  may  grant  or  refuse  relief  as  the 
said  Court,  having  regard  to  the  proceedings 
and  conduct  of  the  parties,  and  to  all  the  cir- 
cumstances of  the  case,  thinks  fit,  and  in  case 
of  relief  may  grant  it  on  such  terms,  if  any,  as 
to  costs,  expenses,  damages,  penalty,  or  other 
matters  relative  to  the  breach,  as  the  said  Court 
thinks  fit,**  and  leave  out  "  founded  on  notice 
to  quit." 

But  he  thought  the  more  convenient 
course  would  be  to  wait  and  see  how  the 
whole  clause  would  turn  out  on  the  Be- 
port,  and  then,  so  far  as  thej  thought  it 
necessary,  they  would  deal  with  it. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Mb.  BIQGAB,  in  the  absence  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Wexford  (Mr.  Healy), 
moved  the  following  Amendment : — In 
page  11,  at  end  of  Clause  add — 

"  From  and  after  the  passing  of  this  Act  the 
fifty-second  section  of  '  The  Landlord  and  Ten- 
ant Law  Amendment  Act  (Ireland),  I860,*  shall 
be  read  as  if  the  words  *  two  years*  rent '  were 
substituted  therein  for  the  words  'a  year's 
rent ; '  the  fif ty-f ourth  section  of  the  said  Act 
shall  be  read  as  if  the  words  '  two  full  years* 
rent,'  were  substituted  therein  for  the  words 
'  one  full  year's  rent ; '  and  the  fifty-eighth  sec- 
tion of  the  said  Act  shall  be  read  as  if  the  words 
'two  years^  rent,'  were  substituted  therein  for 
the  words  *  one  year's  rent.'  This  section  of 
this  Act  shall  not  apply  in  any  cases  of  proceed- 
ings in  ejectment  for  non-payment  of  rent  com- 
menced before  the  passing  of  this  Act. 

"  So  much  of  the  9th  section  of  the  Landlord 
and  Tenant  (Ireland)  Act,  1870,  as  enacts  that 
in  case  of  a  person  claiming  compensation  on  the 
determination  by  ejectment  for  non-payment 
of  rent  of  a  tenancy  existing  at  the  time  of  the 
passing  of  the  said  Act,  and  continuing  to  exist 
without  alteration  of  rent  up  to  the  time  of  such 
determination,  the  Court  in  said  Act  mentioned 
may,  if  it  think  fit,  treat  such  ejectment  as  a 
disturbance,  if  the  holding,  subject  to  such  ten- 
ancy, be  held  at  an  annual  rent  not  exceeding 
fifteen  pounds ;  and  if  the  said  Court  shall  cer- 
tify that  the  non-payment  of  rent  causing  the 
eviction  has  arisen  from  the  rent  being  an  exor- 
bitant rent  shall  be  and  the  same  is  hereby 
repealed.  In  Ueu  of  the  words  so  repealed,  it 
is  hereby  enacted  that  in  case  of  a  person  claim- 
ing compensation  under  the  said  Act,  as  amended 
by  this  Act,  on  the  determination  by  ejectment 
for  non-i»aynient  of  rent  of  any  tenancy  to 
which  said  Act  applies,  the  Court  in  said  Act 
mentioned  may,  if  it  think  fit,  treat  such  eject- 
ment as  a  disturbance,  if  it  shall  appear  to  the 


said  Court  that  the  non-payment  of  rent  causing 
the  eviction  has  arisen  from  the  rent  being  an 
exorbitant  rent.*' 

This  Amendment  would  apply  to  few  land- 
lords. A  certain  proportion  of  the  land- 
lords had  been  charging  excessive  rents  ; 
and  they  had  got  a  special  advantage 
by  their  own  misconduct  of  being  able 
to  turn  out  the  tenant  without  giving 
compensation.  The  object  of  this  Amend- 
ment was  to  make  that  class  of  landlords 
give  compensation  for  disturbance.  If 
a  landlord  were  a  good  landlord  charging 
only  a  moderate  rent  for  his  land,  and 
wished  to  get  possession  of  his  holding 
for  any  reason  and  turn  out  his  tenant 
by  notice  to  quit,  he  would  have  to  pay 
compensation ;  but,  on  the  other  hand, 
an  exceedingly  bad  landlord,  who  charged 
very  much  more  than  the  laud  was  worth, 
would  be  able  to  put  out  the  tenant  with- 
out compensation,  because  the  tenant 
would  not  pay  more  than  was  due  to 
the  landlord.  In  fact,  by  this  clause  a 
premium  was  given  to  the  bad  landlords. 
For  this  reason,^ he  thought  that. this 
Amendment  should  be  accepted. 

Question  proposed, ''  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted.'' 

Me.  GLADSTONE  hoped  that  the 
hon.  Member  would  not  persevere  with 
the  Motion  he  had  made.  The  expe- 
rience gained  on  this  point  under  the 
Land  Act  of  1870  was  not  of  a  very 
satisfactory  nature.  There  was,  undoubt- 
edly, a  reason  for  the  existence  of  tbe 
clause  at  a  time  when  the  Land  Act 
made  no  effectual  or  general  provision 
for  getting  rid  of  distress.  This  was 
then  a  great  mitigation,  or  might  have 
been  a  great  mitigation,  of  exorbitant 
rents.  But  as  they  were  now  legislating 
for  a  machinery  for  getting  rid  of  ex- 
orbitant rent  and  preventing  its  recur- 
rence, it  appeared  to  them  to  be  quite 
unnecessary  to  keep  alive  a  separate 
provision  which  contemplated  the  con- 
tinuance of  that  practice.  The  proof 
before  the  Court  had  been  found  to  be  a 
matter  of  difficulty  sufficient  to  deter  the 
tenant  to*raise  the  question.  They  had 
now  made  a  provision  for  dealing  with 
excessive  rent,  and  they  were  disposed 
to  trust  to  that,  and  not  to  keep  alive 
the  fact  of  previous  practices.  It  must 
be  borne  in  mind  that  in  every  case  now 
the  tenant  would  be  advantaged.  He 
thought  the  proposed  addition  to  the 
clause  unnecessary. 

[Twenty-fint  Night."] 
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Mb.  BIGGAE  said,  the  difficulty  with 
regard  to  that  was  this — the  Ameud- 
ment  applied  to  rents  which  were  now 
due.  It  would  be  a  very  small  com- 
pensation to  the  tenant  to  sell  the  inte- 
rest in  the  holding,  when,  in  point  of 
fact,  the  price  for  the  holding  would  not 
be  more  than  the  arrears  which  were 
due.  This  question  of  arrears  was  likely 
to  be  discussed  at  very  much  greater 
length  at  a  later  stage ;  and,  as  a  great 
many  Amendments  would  be  proposed 
on  the  clause  of  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland,  he  thought  it  better  that  this 
Amendment  should  not  be  pressed  to  a 
division. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Me.  a.  M.  SULLIVAN,  who  had  the 
following  Amendment  on  the  Paper  : — 
In  page  1 1,  at  end  of  Clause,  add, — 

"  Provided  always  that  as  to  any  arrears  of  rent 
of  any  agricultural  holding  not  held  underlease 
owing  at  the  date  of  the  x)ussing  of  this  Act,  'the 
Court  shall  have  power  to  stay  any  proceed- 
ings for  ejectment  for  non-payment  of  such 
arrears,  save  as  follows : — 
"  (1.)  In  any  such  proceedings  the  Court  shall 
judge  and  declare  what  would  have  been  a 
fair  rent  for  the  holding  during  the  three 
years  next  preceding  the  last  gale  day  in 
1880,  having  regard  especially  to  the  cir- 
cumstances of    holdings  affected  by  any 
general  failure  of  crops  within  such  three 
years; 
"  (2.)  The  Court  shall  ascertain  how  much  has 
been  paid  within  the  said  three  years  for, 
or  on  account  of,  rent  of  such  holding,  and 
deduct  the  amount  thereof  from  the  amount 
of  the  three  years'  fair  rent  declared   as 
hereinbefore  enacted;  and  the  balance,  if 
any,  remaining  may,  at  the  option  of  the 
Court,  be  declared  payable  in  half-yearly 
instalments  over  such  period  as  the  Court 
shall  determine,  and  shall,  for  the  purposes 
of  this  section,  constitute  during  such  period 
an  addition  as  rent  to  the  rent  otherwise 
payable  for  such  holding  under  this  Act," 

said,  he  had  not  had  the  advantage  of 
hearing  the  very  important  and  interest- 
ing statement  which  was  made  on  the 
subject  by  the  Government  to-day  ;  but 
he  had  heard  of  it.  The  Committee 
would  excuse  him  if  he  thought  his 
clause  worthy  of  the  consideration  of 
the  Government  as  a  solution  of  this 
exceedingly  delicate  and  difficult  ques- 
tion. Of  course,  he  was  indisposed  to 
put  the  Committee  to  the  trouble  of  now 
discussing  this  question.  He  wished 
merely  to  ask  the  Government,  between 
this  time  and  the  consideration  of  the 
arguments  for  their  own  proposal,  to 
take  into  consideration  one  feature  in 


his  Amendment  now  before  the  Com* 
mittee,  which,  as  he  gathered,  was  not 
included  in  the  proposals  stated  to  the 
House  that  morning  —  namely,  some 
power  to  the  Court  to  stay  proceedings 
for  ejectment  on  payment  of  arrears, 
where  the  Court  should  consider  that 
the  refusal  on  the  part  of  the  landlord 
of  the  terms  suggested  by  the  Qoven- 
ment^was  an  unreasonable  refusal.  He 
should,  therefore,  ask  leave  of  the  Com- 
mittee to  withdraw  his  Amendment  at 
this  stage,  in  the  view  of  considering  the 
Government  proposal  when  it  was  made 
later  on. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn, 

Mb.  GIBSON,  in  moving  the  follow- 
Amendment : — In  page  11,  line  8 — 

'*  3.  Where  a  civil  bill  decree  has  been  obtmined 
for  not  less  than  one  year's  arrears  of  a  ttatutotv 
rent,  it  shall  be  competent  to  the  plaintiff  in  sacn. 
decree  to  apply  for  and  obtain  from  the  Court  mak- 
ing the  decree  an  order  that,  unless  the  amount 
thereof  be  paid  within  a  time  to  be  named  in 
such  order  (not  being  greater  than  three  months 
from  the  making  of  the  decree),  the  interest  of 
the  defendant  in  the  statutory  tenancy  should 
be  sold  by  the  sheriff  in  like  manner  as  chattel 
interests  in  land  are  now  sold  under  a  writ  of 
FiFa; 
*' Provided— (a)    That  the  interest   so  sold 
should  bo  assigned  to  the  purchaser  bv  & 
deed  to  be  executed  by  the  Court  which  has 
made  the  order  for  sale ; 
**  (b)  That  the  purchaser  shall  be  entitled  to 
an  order  from  the  said  Court,  in  the  nature 
of  an  injunction,  from  the  sheriff  to  put  the 
said  purchaser  into  possession  of  the  in- 
terest which  shall  appear  by  the  said  as- 
signment to  have  been  granted  to  the  pur- 
chaser; 
**  (c)  Where  a  sale  takes  place  under  such  an 
order,  the  landlord  shall  havo  no  right  of 
pre-emption," 

said,  the  Amendment  was  an  attempt 
to  simplify  the  procedure ;  and  it  was 
rather  more  to  the  interest  of  the  ten- 
ant than  to  the  landlord.  At  present, 
under  a  civil  bill  decree,  a  sale  could 
not  take  place  without  one  or  two  pro- 
ceedings—an application  to  a  Superior 
Court,  and  then  a  variety  of  other  pro- 
ceedings of  rather  an  expensive  charac- 
ter. This  was  an  Amendment  which 
sought  to  shorten  that,  and  to  provide 
machinery  to  control  the  powers  of  the 
Court.  It  enabled  the  plaintiff  to  make 
an  application  to  the  Court  which  must 
be  made  within  three  months,  and  then 
it  safeguarded  the  whole  thing  by  three 
Provisoes — namely,  that  the  interest  so 
sold  should  be  assigned  to  the  purchaser 
by  a  deed  to  be  executed  by  the  Court 
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wliicli  had  made  the  order  for  sale ;  that 
the  purchaser  should  be  entitled  to  an 
order  to  put  him  in  possession  of  the 
interest,  and  that  the  landlord  should 
have  no  right  of  pre-emption.  The 
Amendment  would  be  largely  in  favour 
of  the  tenant.  The  Amendment  spoke 
for  itself. 

Question  proposed,  ''That  those  words 
be  there  inserted.'' 

The  ATTOENET  GENERAL  fob 
lEELAND  (Mr.  Law)  said,  that  what 
was  proposed  was,  in  effect,  a  process  by 
which,  passing  over  ejectment  for  non- 
payment of  rent  altogether,  the  landlord 
might  be  facilitated  in  selling  the  ten- 
ant's interest  by  the  process  of  a  civil 
bill  decree.  No  matter  what  the  amount 
was,  he  might  call  upon  the  Court  to 
make  an  order.  He  did  not  think  such 
a  provision  was  desirable,  and  he  hoped 
the  Amendment  would  not  be  pressed. 

Mb.  O'SULLIVAN  said,  it  was  pro- 
posed to  give  to  the  sheriffs  a  new  power 
which  they  never  had  before,  to  put  the 
purchaser  at  once  in  possession,  even 
thouffh  the  title  might  be  a  bad  one. 
Surely  that  was  a  power  which  the 
law  had  never  before  contemplated.  It 
would  place  too  much  power  in  the 
hands  of  the  sheriff,  and  he  trusted  that 
the  Government  would  never  consent 
to  it. 

Mb.  GIBSON  said,  the  Amendment 
gave  no  power  whatever  to  the  sheriff, 
for  there  must  be  a  judicial  act.  How- 
ever, after  the  statement  of  his  right  hon. 
and  learned  Friend,  he  did  not  propose  to 
carry  the  matter  any  further  at  that 
stage  of  the  Bill. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 
Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  14  (Limited  administration  for 
purposes  of  sale). 

LoBD  EANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
moved,  in  page  1 1 ,  line  14,  after  the  word 
"fit,"  to  insert  these  words — 

*'  And  who  shall  give  such  security  for  the 
due  performance  of  the  duties  by  this  Act  im- 
posed upon  him  as  the  Court  shall  consider 
sufficient." 

He  thought  it  was  necessary  to  provide 
that  where  the  Court  appointed  an  ad- 
ministrator, that  administrator  should 
give  security,  as  he  would  be  a  person 
intrusted  with  the  collection  of  monies, 
and  he  might  have  those  monies  in  his 
possession  for  some  time. 


Question  proposed,  "That those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mr.  GIVAN  wished  to  point  out  to 
the  noble  Lord  that  this  Amendment 
was  altogether  unnecessary,  inasmuch 
as  when  an  administrator  was  appointed 
under  the  Act  by  the  Court  for  the  pur- 
pose of  a  sale,  the  money  was  invariably 
Drought  into  Court  and  distributed  under 
the  direction  of  the  Court,  and  it  did  not 
go  into  the  hands  of  the  administrator 
at  all. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  foe 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  explained  that 
under  the  Land  Act  no  security  was  re- 
quired, because,  as  had  been  pointed 
out,  the  administrator  did  not  carry  out 
the  sale. 

Mb.  GIBSON  was  quite  aware  that 
that  was  so  under  the  Act  of  1870 ;  but 
it  had  invariably  been  considered  a  great 
mistake,  and  it  was  right,  in  his  opinion, 
that  these  words  should  be  here  inserted. 
As  the  clause  stood  at  present,  power 
was  given  to  the  Court  to  appoint  an  ad- 
ministrator, without  there  being  a  single 
word  to  indicate  that  the  administrator 
was  to  give  any  security. 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  was  willing  to 
make  some  alteration  if  it  were  thought 
necessary ;  but  he  wished  to  point  out 
that  the  Amendment  as  proposed  spoke 
of  the  sufficiency,  of  the  security.  It 
would  be  better,  he  thought,  to  leave  it 
to  be  provided  for  under  the  insertion  of 
words  *'  such  as  they  may  think  fit." 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
was  quite  willing  to  withdraw  the  Amend- 
ment, if  the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
would  propose  another  instead,  carrying 
out  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man's own  views  on  the  subject. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  moved,  in  page 
11,  line  14,  after  the  word  '*may,^'  to 
insert  the  words- ''or  such  terms  and 
conditions  (if  any)  as  they  may  think 
fit." 

Question  proposed,  "That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mr.  p.  MARTIN  said,  he  really  must 
object  to  the  insertion  of  these  words. 
He  was  most  unwilling  to  enter  any  ob- 
jection to  what  were  merely  and  simply 
verbal  Amendments;  but  if  they  went 
on  amending  the  Bill  in  this  fashion,  and 
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complicating  its  provisions,  he  did  not  \ 
know  how  it  was  to  be  worked.  How 
did  the  matter  stand  ?  The  very  same 
words  which  appeared  in  the  Act  of  1870 
were  already  in  the  Bill,  and  gave  power 
to  the  Court,  if  they  thought  fit,  to 
appoint  an  administrator  for  certain 
specified  purposes.  Now  they  had  ex- 
perience of  the  working  of  that  Act. 
No  one  alleged  that  the  clause  had 
worked  badly  or  required  amendment. 
Administrators  had  been  appointed  in  a 
great  number  of  cases,  and  had  been 
found  to  work  eflFectively  and  properly — 
and  now  Parliament  were  asked  to  undo 
all  this  for  the  purpose  of  inserting  an 
Amendment  which  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
had  very  properly  declared,  as  soon  as 
it  was  moved,  to  be  totally  unnecessary. 
That  was,  in  fact,  a  case  of  limited  ad- 
ministration, where  the  administrator 
had  not  to  pay  debts  or  distribute  the 
purchase  money.  He  was  merely  a  per- 
son who  transferred,  by  virtue  of  his  ap- 
pointment, a  legal  title  and  possession. 
They  were  now  asked  to  undo  all  this 
which  had  worked  so  well,  and  to  insist 
upon  a  provision  that  where  an  applica- 
tion had  been  made  to  the  Court  for  the 
purpose  of  setting  up  a  limited  adminis- 
tration, the  administrator  on  being  ap- 
pointed should  be  compelled  to  give  secu- 
rity. He  understood  that  it  was  the 
object  of  the  Government  to  avoid  the 
probability  or  necessity  of  litigation  in 
unnecessary  cases ;  but  an  Amendment 
.such  as  was  now  proposed  would  en- 
courage themakingof  applications  which 
in  many  cases  would  have  the  effect  of 
seriously  injuring  the  tenant.  [The  At- 
torney General  for  Ireland  (Mr.  Law) 
dissented.]  His  right  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
shook  his  head ;  but  he  (Mr.  Martiu)  had 
had  some  little  experience  of  the  course 
of  litigation  not  unfrequent  between 
landlords  and  tenants,  and  he  knew  how 
often  it  was  that  personal  feelings  were 
engendered  on  both  sides,  and  that  a 
good  deal  was  frequently  done  for  pur- 
poses of  spite.  Under  such  circumstances, 
he  did  not  think  the  Committee  ought 
to  sanction  such  an  Amendment  as  the 
one  now  proposed. 

And  it  being  a  quarter  of  an  hour 
before  Six  of  the  clock,  the  Chairman 
reported  Progress ;  Committee  to  sit 
again  To-morrow, 

Mr.  P.  Martin 
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TURNPIKE  ACTS   CONTINUANCE  BILL 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Hibbebt,  Bill  to  contune 
certain  Turnpike  Acts,  and  to  repeal  cettam 
other  Turnpike  Acts;  and  for  other  poipOM 
connected  therewith,  ordered  to  be  brought  in 
by  Mr.  Hibbert  and  Mr.  Dodson. 

BilljDrtf«<m^^(f,and  read  thefirst time.  [Bill206.] 

CONVEYANCING  AND  LAW  OF  PEOPEBTY 

BILL. 

Select  Committee  on  Conveyancing  and  Law 
of  Property  Bill  nominated  .-—Mr.  Da  vet,  Mr. 
Chitty,  Mr.  Lewis  Fry,  Mr.  Hexby  E 
Fowler,  Mr.  William  Fowler,  The  Jvoei 
Advocate  General,  Mr.  Patrick  Mabtdt, 
Mr.  Lewis,  Mr.  Cokptox  Lawrahcb,  Hr. 
Whitley,  Mr.  Warton,  Mr.  Collivs,  Sir 
Gabriel  Goldnby,  Mr.  MACNAOHTsy,  and  Mr. 
Attorney  General  : — Power  to  send  for  par- 
sons, papers,  and  records;  Five  to  be  tfas 
quorum. 

House  adjourned  at  five  minniM 
before  Six  o'clock. 


HOUSE     OF     LOEDS, 
Thursday,  1th  July,  1881. 


MINUTES.]— Public  Bills— /"iw^  ^MuUng^ 
Erne  Lough  and  River  •  (149). 

Second  Reading  —  Statute  Law  Revision  and 
Civil  Procedure*  (140);  Petroleum  (Hawk- 
ing) ♦(139). 

Committee — Local  Government  Provisional  Or- 
ders (Acton,  &c.)  ♦  (121);  Elementary  Edu- 
cation Provisional  Order  Confirmation  (Lon- 
don) •  (68^ ;  Tramways  Orders  Confirmation 
(No.  1)  *  (126) ;  Tramways  Orders  Confirms- 
tion  (No.  3)  ♦  (136) ;  Pier  and  Harbour  Or- 
ders Confirmation  ♦  (122) ;  Lunacy  Districts 
(Scotland)  (108-152). 

Committee — Report — Court  of  Bankruptcy  (Ire- 
land) (Oflicers  and  Clerks)  ♦  (133). 

Third  Reading — Veterinary  Surgeons*  (127); 
Summary  Jurisdiction  (Process)  •  (124),  and 
passed. 

TURKEY  AND  GREECE— THE 

FRONTIER  QUESTION. 

QUESTION. 

TuE  Eakl  of  AIELIE  inquired  whe- 
ther the  Government  were  in  possession 
of  any  information  as  to  the  occupation  of 
the  new  Greek  Frontier  by  the  (Ireeks? 

Earl  GRANVILLE:  My  Lords,  I 
am  happy  to  be  able  to  assure  my  noble 
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Friend  that  progress  has  been  made  in 
the  negotiations  respecting  the  Greek 
Frontier.  The  Convention  has  been 
signed  by  the  Greek  and  Tnrkish  Pleni- 
potentiaries, and  General  Hamlej  re- 
ported yesterday  that  the  Turks  retired 
that  day  from  Dimario  on  the  left 
Turkish  Frontier,  and  that  the  Greeks 
crossed  the  Frontier  and  took  possession. 
All  was  done  in  good  order. 

ARMY— DEATHS  BY  SUNSTROKE  AT 
ALDERSHOT.— QUESTION. 

The  Eabl  of  CAMPERDO WN  asked 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  War, 
If  he  could  now  give  any  information 
regarding  the  casualties  which  occurred 
among  the  troops  at  Aldershot  on  last 
Monday  ? 

The  Eakl  of  MORLEY  :  My  Lords, 
I  can  now  give  to  your  Lordships  more 
information  as  to  what  occurred  on  the 
field-daj  at  Aldershot  last  Monday  than 
when  my  noble  Friend  put  his  Question 
to  me  on  Tuesday  evening.  As  I  told 
my  noble  Friend  on  that  day  imme- 
diately the  report  arrived  at  the  War 
Office  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  at 
once  called  for  a  detailed  account  of  the 
drcumstauces.  The  field-day  was  ap- 
pointed for  Monday  four  or  five  days 
previously.  On  Sunday  and  Monday, 
on  the  Fox  Hills,  where  the  field-day 
took  place,  it  was  somewhat  hot,  but  a 
strong  breeze  was  blowing.  The  troops 
went  out  as  usual  in  field-day  order — that 
is  to  say,  they  had  nothing  to  carry  ex- 
cept their  water  bottles.  They  started 
after  breakfast  at  8.30.  The  manoeuvres 
were  over  before  1  o'clock,  and  until 
then  there  were  no  casualties  and  few 
men  fell  out.  About  that  time,  how- 
ever, the  heat  greatly  increased;  and, 
unfortunately,  the  usual  anxiety  to  get 
back  to  their  lines  led  to  the  regiments 
hurrying  the  pace,  and  this,  in  the  heavy 
dust  and  increased  heat,  probably  caused 
a  good  many  men  to  fall  out.  Of  the  19 
men  who  were  sent  into  hospital  the 
greater  part  fell  out  then.  Unfortunately, 
four  men  have  died.  Three  died  of  sun- 
stroke— one  was  an  old  sergeant  of 
Militia,  aged  45,  who  did  not  fall  out ; 
he  was  somewhat  stout,  and  liable  to 
suffer  from  the  heat.  The  second  was  a 
man  of  long  service,  aged  32,  and,  on 
poit-morUm  examination,  he  was  found 
to  be  highly  predisposed  to  illness  of  this 
kind  ;  the  third  was  a  perfectly  healthy 
maoy  of  long  service,  aged  83.    There 


was  a  fourth  death  of  a  driver,  from 
heart  disease ;  but  he  was  riding  on  a 
waggon  all  day,  and  had  undergone  no 
fatigue,  nor  did  he  complain  till  later  in 
the  day.  It  is  remarkable  that  from  the 
brigade  which  went  over  the  most  ground, 
and  did  the  hardest  work,  the  smallest 
number  of  men,  only  12,  fell  out,  and 
none  went  into  hospital.  At  a  time  of 
exceptional  heat  all  parades  take  place 
in  the  early  morning,  so  that  troops  may 
be  back  in  camp  before  the  power  of  the 
sun  becomes  excessive.  I  do  not  think 
that  beyond  this  well-understood  rule, 
attention  to  which  has  been  especially 
called  by  a  Circular,  issued  on  Tuesday, 
the  discretion  of  commanding  officers 
need  be  hampered.  We  are  all  greatly 
distressed  by,  and  deeply  lament,  the 
deaths  of  these  men  ;  but  I  think  I  have 
plainly  stated  the  exceptional  circum- 
stances under  which  they  occurred. 

LUNACY  DISTRICTS  (SCOTLAND)  BILL. 
(The  Earl  of  Lalhomie.) 

(no.  108.)      COMMITTEE. 

House  in  Oommittee  (according  to 
order). 

The  Duke  of  RICHMOND  aa^d 
GORDON  said,  that  on  behalf  of  his 
noble  Friend  (the  Duke  of  Buccleuch) 
he  begged  to  propose  an  Amendment  in 
the  Bill.  He  thought  the  Lord  Advo- 
cate was  not  the  proper  authority  for 
making  the  alteration  in  the  lunacy  dis- 
tricts. The  Bill  proposed  that  as  the 
Prison  Boards  did  not  now  exist,  the 
power  should  be  in  the  hands  of  the 
Lord  Advocate,  acting  on  the  applica- 
tion of  the  General  Board  of  Commis- 
sioners in  Lunacy.  He  proposed  to 
strike  out  ''  the  Lord  Advocate,"  and 
make  the  clause  read — 

**  The  General  Board  of  Commissioners  in 
Lunacy  in  Scotland  shall  have  power,  on  the 
application  of  the  Commissioners  of  Supply,  to 
alter  or  vary  the  districts  or  divide  the  coun- 
ties, &c." 

He  hoped  the  Government  would  have 
nonobjection  to  the  Amendment,  as  it 
seemed  a  much  better  proposal  for 
dealing  with  the  question  than  that  the 
Lord  Advocate  should  have  power  of 
varying  those  districts  upon  the  applica- 
tion of  the  Commissioners. 

The  Earl  of  DALHOUSIE  said, 
he  had  received  no  Notice  of  the  Amend- 
ment; and  he  therefore  asked  the  noble 
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Duke  not  to  press  it  at  present,  but  to 
bring  it  up  on  the  Eoport. 

The  Duke  of  liICIi:N[OND  and 
QOEDON  said,  that  in  the  circum- 
stances he  would  acquiesce  in  the  sug- 
gestion of  the  noble  Earl. 

The  Earl  of  DALHOUSIE  moved 
to  substitute  the  Commissioners  of 
Supply  of  any  county  for  the  General 
Board  of  Commissioners  in  Lunacy. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

The  Heport  of  the  Amendment  to  be 
received  2h-morrow ;  and  Bill  to  be 
printed  &3  amended.     (No.  152.) 

SUMMARY  PROCEDURE  (SCOTL^VND) 

AMENDMENT  BILL.— (No.  99.) 

{The  Earlof  Dalhomit.) 

BErOllT   OF  AMENDMENTS. 

Lord  BALFOUR  of  BURLEIGH 
asked  the  noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of  Dal- 
housie),  who  had  charge  of  the  Bill,  if  he 
was  now  able  to  give  an  explanation  to 
the  question  formerly  put  regarding  the 
scale  of  costs  which  the  Bill  sought  to 
enact  in  the  Schedule,  and  which  seemed 
inconsistent  with  the  4th  clause  of  the 
Bill,  laying  it  down  that  the  maximum 
costs  should  not  exceed  £  1  ? 

The  Earl  of  DALHOUSIE  said, 
the  explanation  was  that  where  the  costs, 
according  to  the  scale  laid  down  in  the 
Schedule,  exceeded  the  maximum,  the 
defendant  would  not  be  liable  for  more 
than  that  amount,  and  the  surplus 
would  have  to  be  paid  by  the  prosecu- 
tion. 

Loud  BALFOUR  ov  BURLEIGH 
said,  the  explanation  did  not  in  any  way 
remove  the  objections  he  had  to  this 
enactment.  It  seemed  a  very  extraor- 
dinary thing  that  a  Bill  was  to  be  passed 
by  this  House  limiting  the  amount 
which  the  defendant  had  to  pay  to  £  I , 
and  mulcting  the  prosecutor,  the  injured 
party,  in  whatever  extra  amount  of  costs 
was  incurred.  While  it  was  desirable 
to  keep  down  costs  when  the  amount  of 
line  imposed  was  very  trivial,  yet  why 
the  defendant,  who  had  been  convicted, 
should  be  released  at  the  expense  of  the 
prosecutor,  was  really  an  enactment 
which  altogether  passed  his  comprehen- 
sion to  understand.  He  hoped  that 
before  the  House  would  consent  to  that 
they  would  have  something  in  the  na- 
ture of  a  justification  of  this  curious 
enactment. 

The  Earl  ofDalhoxMxe 


Lord  WATSON  said,  bo  hoped  the 
Government  would  re-consider  this  sug- 
gestion. On  referring  to  the  precise 
terms  of  the  Bill,  which  was  one  of  a 
useful  character,  defining  the  limits  of 
costs,  which  were  sometimes  excessive  i& 
these  summary  prosecutions  in  Scotland, 
he  found  that  there  was  a  table  of  fees, 
according  to  which  agents  were  to  be 
paid  for  conducting  those  cases.  If 
there  were  two  witnesses,  by  the  smallest 
scale  of  expenses  the  prosecutor's  chaiges 
out  of  pocket  would  amount  to  £  1 1 2«.  6if. 
The  smallest  possible  expenses  under  this 
Bill  would  be  about  £  1  6*.,  and  yet  it  pro- 
vided that  in  no  instance  whatever,  when 
the  penalty  did  not  exceed  £3,  the 
prosecutor  should  be  entitled  to  more 
than  £1  of  expenses.  In  short,  the 
Bill  enacted  that  while  it  was  a  fair 
and  reasonable  thing  that  the  prosecutor 
should  pay  on  a  low  scale  of  charges 
a  sum  of  £1  10«.  6(/.,  he  should  only 
recover  £1,  or,  in  other  words,  he  should 
pay  one-half  or  one-third  of  the  whole 
costs.  A  Bill  of  this  sort  was  always 
attended  with  a  certain  degree  of  danger. 
It  was  a  proper  thing  to  cut  down  the 
expenses  of  the  law  agents  who  charged 
too  much  for  certain  species  of  work ;  but 
there  was  a  danger  of  laying  down  a 
hard-and-fast  rule  as  to  maximum  ex- 
penses that  put  it  in  the  power  of  persons 
liable  to  penalties — who  were  not  acting 
independently,  but  as  members  of  asso- 
ciations, and  who  were,  therefore,  fur- 
nished with  ample  funds  for  their  own 
defence,  or  in  cases  of  land  and  river 
poaching,  offences  against  the  Factory 
Acts,  and  others— to  harass  the  prosecutors 
by  protracting  the  proceedings,  leading  a 
great  deal  of  evidence,  and  so  involving 
them  in  expenses  to  the  amount  of  £5 
or  £6,  even  according  to  this  scale,  so 
that  when  the  penalty  was  inflicted  the 
prosecutor  would  find  that  he  had  four 
or  five  times  as  much  to  pay  as  the  de- 
fendant. He  suggested  that  the  4th 
clause  should  be  re-framed  in  terms 
that  would  prevent  such  a  possibility. 

TiiE  Earl  of  DALHOUSIE  said, 
this  was  a  legal  IMll,  to  discuss  which 
would  require  considerable  legal  know- 
ledge on  his  part.  As  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  gave  no  Notice  of  the 
Amendment,  he  asked  him  to  be  good 
enough  to  put  it  on  the  Paper. 

The  Duke  of  EICHMOND  and 
GOEDON  said,  he  could  not  agree  that 
to  discuss  the  proposition  of  his  noble 
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and  learned  Friend  required  any  legal 
knowledge.  It  was  a  practical  matter 
on  which  their  Lordships  were  perfectly 
able  to  give  a  judgment ;  and  he  believed 
the  Lord  Chancellor  was  well  able  to 
deal  with  it  without  the  noble  Earl  con- 
salting  the  Law  Officers  of  the  Grown. 

Thb  Eakl  op  DALH0U8IE  said,  he 
preferred  to  postpone  the  consideration 
of  the  Amendment. 

Beport  of  Amendment  (which  stands 
appointed  for  this  day)  put  off  to  Tuesday 
next. 

ENDOWED  INSTITUTIONS  (SCOTLAND) 
ACT,  1878-THE  PROVISIONAL  OR- 
DEES.— OBSERVATIONS. 

Thb    Duke    of    RICHMOND    and 
GORDON,  in  rising  to  ask  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government,  When  the  five  Pro- 
vi^onal  Orders    relating    to  Endowed 
Institutions  in  Scotland,  including  the 
new  Order  for  Burnett's  Literary  Fund, 
that  were  presented  on  the  2 1st  of  June, 
will  be  circulated :    And  to  move  for  a 
Return  showing    why   no    Provisional 
Orders  have  been  issued  in  the  following 
ten  cases  in  which  the  Commissioners 
under  the  Endowed  Institutions  (Scot- 
•  land)  Act  of  1878  have  reported  to  the 
Secretary  of  State  :  Spier's  Trust,  Beith ; 
Boys'  and  Girls'  Hospital,  Aberdeen ; 
Donaldson's  Charity,  Stonehaven ;  Gra- 
ham Free   School,  Glasgow ;   Kellae's 
Trust,  Haddington ;  Scott  or  Campbell 
Trust,  Selkirk  ;  Wilson's  School,  Fauld- 
house  ;  Wilson's  School,  Harthell ;  Wil- 
son's School,  Stane;  and  Wilson's  School, 
Whitburn  ?  said,  he  considered  this  was 
a  Notice  of  a  very  important  character. 
He  had  framed  it  in  rather  wide  lan- 
guage, and  he  was  not  at  all  prepared 
to  say  that  he  would  ask  for  a  Return 
showing  why  no  Provisional  Orders  had 
been  issued  in  the  cases  named  in  his 
Motion ;  but  what  he  really  wanted  to 
know  was,   what  had  become  of  those 
Orders  ?     With  regard  to  the  first  part 
of  the  Motion,  he  would  like  to  ask  the 
Government  why  the  Provisional  Orders 
relating  to  the  Endowed  Institutions  in 
Scotland,  including   the  new  Order  of 
Burnett's  Xiiterary  Fund,  presented  on 
the  21  st  June,  were  not  circulated  ?  Their 
Lordships  would  recollect  that  in  the 
early  part  of  this  Session  he  called  at- 
tention to  the  scheme  of  Burnett's  Lite- 
rary Fund,  and  took  occasion  to  speak 
somewhat  strongly  of  the  conduct  of 


the  Home  Secretary  in  relation  to  this 
scheme ;  and  he  thought  he  was  justified 
in  coming  to  the  conclusion  that  a  strong 
case  existed  in  his  favour  and  against 
that  Department  of  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment.    Not  one  word  was  said  in 
its  favour,  and  the  ^Motion  he  made  dis- 
approving of  the  scheme  of  the  Home 
Department  was  carried  without  a  divi- 
sion.   Now,  these  schemes  related  to 
most  important    subjects,   and  Parlia- 
ment was  so  very  careful  and  jealous 
with  all  that  sort  of  property  dealt  with 
under  the  provisions  of  the  Endowed 
Institutions  (Scotland)    Act  passed  in 
1878,  that  all  the  persons  interested  in 
that  Act  should  have  every  opportunity 
of  being  heard  upon  the  subject.     A 
clause  was  inserted  in  that  Act  which 
provided  that  the  scheme,  after  being 
approved  by  the  Secretary   of   State, 
should  lie  on  the  Table  of  both  Houses 
of  Parliament  for  40  days,  and  if  no 
action    was  taken    anent    the    scheme 
during  that  period,  that  it  should  be- 
come law.     That  being  the  case,  it  ap- 
peared to  him  that  it  was  the  duty  of 
the  Secretary  of  State  to  see  that  the 
provisions  of  the  Act  were  carried  out 
strictly  and  to  the  letter.     Now,  what 
had  happened  in  each  of  the  five  Pro- 
visional Orders  to  which  he  had  called 
attention  ?    The  Order  lists  were  pre- 
sented to  the  House  on  the  2ist  June, 
and  it  was  now  the  7th  July — that  was 
1 7  days — and  up  to  that  moment  those 
schemes  had  not  been  delivered  for  their 
Lordships'  consideration.     He  was  told 
that  they  had  been  presented  only  yes- 
terday in  the  other  House  of  Parlia- 
ment ;  and,  therefore,  practically  by  the 
conduct  of  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department  in  this  case,  the  par- 
ties who  were  interested  in  those  schemes 
had  been  deprived  of    16  days  out  of 
40  in  which  they  might  make  objections 
and  consider  what  course  they  should 
take.     He  was  quite  ready  to   admit 
that  in  these  days  of  rapid  communica- 
tion between  this  country  and  the  North 
of  Scotland  such  a  loss  of  time  was  not 
so  important  as  it  would  once  have  been. 
But  it  would  be  admitted  that  some  con- 
siderable time  ought  to  be  granted  to 
persons  living  in  the  extreme  North  of 
the  Empire  to  consult  together  how  the 
schemes  affected  their  own  interests,  and 
whether  any    action,  and  if  so  what 
action,  should  be  taken  about  it.     He 
had  a  great  interest  in  Burnett's  Literary 
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Fund,  and  he  should  have  been  very 
glad  before  now  to  have  had  the  oppor- 
tunity of  communicating  with  those  who 
were  also  interested,  as  to  whether  this 
scheme  would  be  agreeable  to  them  or 
the  contrary.  He  was  by  no  means  say- 
ing— he  had  no  means  of  knowing — 
that  the  Burnett  Scheme  might  not  have 
been  altered  in  a  manner  satisfactory  to 
the  Governing  Body ;  but  what  he  did 
say  was,  that  by  the  action  of  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Department 
they  were  deprived  of  16  days  out  of 
40  which  they  had  to  consider  the  situa- 
tion. Now,  it  seemed  to  him  there  must 
be  some  most  extraordinary  influence — 
he  hardly  knew  how  to  describe  it — at 
work  in  the  Uome  Office  with  regard  to 
the  printing  and  presenting  of  Papers 
to  Parliament.  He  had  a  knowledge  of 
one  of  the  most  important  Papers,  pro- 
bably, that  their  Lordships  could  have 
before  them — the  Report  of  the  Irish 
Assistant  Commissioners.  That  Re- 
port was  presented  to  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department,  through 
whom  it  must  necessarily  come  for  pre- 
sentation to  Her  Majesty,  on  the  18th 
January.  Of  course,  when  the  Commis- 
sioners had  sent  it  to  the  Home  Depart- 
ment tlieir  duty  with  regard  to  it  ceased. 
Their  Lordships  would  be  astonished  to 
hear  that,  notwithstanding  the  Secretary 
of  State  received  the  Report  from  the 
Irish  Assistant  Commissioners,  in  a 
matter  of  the  very  highest  importance, 
on  the  18th  January,  it  was  only  printed 
and  circulated  on  the  6th  of  July  ;  there- 
fore, there  must  bo  something  very 
irregular  in  the  manner  in  which  the 
Home  Office  dealt  with  this  question. 
With  regard  to  the  other  schemes, 
though  he  did  not  press  for  a  Return 
regarding  them,  he  was  deeply  inte- 
rested to  know  what  had  happened  to 
those  schemes.  The  Reports,  according 
to  the  Commission,  had  been  presented 
to  the  Home  Secretary.  He  should 
like  to  know  where  those  schemes  were. 
What  had  become  of  them  ?  Had  the 
Commissioners  been  communicated  with 
by  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department  with  regard  to  the  action 
he  nad  taken,  or  was  taking,  with  refer- 
ence to  these  subjects  ?  The  first  scheme 
mentioned  in  his  Motion  was  partly 
dealt  with  by  the  late  Government.  Ho 
had  suggested  to  Sir  R.  Assheton  Cross, 
then  Home  Secretary,  certain  objections  ' 
ho  entertained  to  that  scheme,  one  of 
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which  was  the  large  outlay — £16,000— 
proposed  to  be  made  for  buildings,  ani 
the  other  that  a  member  of  the  School 
Board  should  be  a  member  of  the  Go- 
verning Body.  The  latter  propositiia 
was  stated  to  be  ultra  vires,  and  that 
question  still  remained  unsettled  when 
the  late  Government  left  Office.  But 
why  had  not  the  Orders  presented  on 
the  21st  June  been  circulated?  He 
noticed  some  of  them  were  circulated 
yesterday,  so  that  his  Motion  had  done 
some  good.  It  had  induced  the  Home 
Secretary  to  see  that  these  schemes  wen 
circulated.  He  was  told  one  of  them 
was  in  their  Lordships'  House,  and  that 
the  others  would  be  circulated  probably 
in  the  course  of  to-morrow ;  but  he 
pointed  out  that  great  injustice  had  been 
done  to  those  parties  in  having  the  time 
in  which  they  could  petition  against  the 
scheme  curtailed  in  the  manner  he  bad 
described.  He  would  be  glad  to  know 
what  had  come  of  the  other  schemee 
which  he  had  enumerated  ;  and  whether 
any,  and  if  so  what,  communication  had 
taken  place  between  the  Home  Secre- 
tary and  the  Endowed  Institution  Com- 
missioners in  Scotland,  if  the  Secretaiy 
of  State  was  not  going  to  agree  with  the 
recommendation  of  the  body  ? 

The  Kvrlof  DALHOUSIE,  in  reply, 
said,  the  noble  Duke  had  really  answered 
the  first  part  of  the  Question  himself 
when  he  stated,  quite  correctly,  that 
one  of  these  Provisional  Orders  had 
been  circulated  that  day,  and  that 
others  would  be  circulated  in  a  day  or 
two.  In  the  case  of  the  other  schemes 
to  which  he  referred,  there  had  been 
somo  difference  of  opinion — in  some 
cases  very  considerable  difference— be- 
tween the  Scotch  Education  Department 
and  the  Educational  Endowment  Com- 
missioners. There  had  not  been  time 
to  adjust  the  issue  in  each  of  these  cases, 
and  the  Secretary  of  State  had  there- 
fore thought  it  advisable  that  they 
should  be  postponed,  in  order  to  be  con- 
sidered by  the  new  Committee  to  be  ap- 
pointed by  the  Bill  now  before  the 
House  of  Commons.  In  the  case  of  two 
of  those  schemes  there  had  been  strong 
opposition  on  the  part  of  certain  local 
bodies. 

Tde  ALvrquess  or  SALISBURY  said, 
tho  noble  Earl  did  not  appear  to  have 
understood  tho  drift  of  the  Question  of 
his  noble  Friend.  The  objection  was,  not 
as  to  the  time  the  Secretary  of  State  might 
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have  spent  over  a  scheme,  but  that  16 
out  of  the  40  days  given  by  Govern- 
ment as  a  security  and  guarantee  against 
bad  administration  on  the  part  of  the 
Commissioners  had  been  taken  away. 
The  Government  must  provide  some 
remedy  against  the  recurrence  of  such 
delay  if  the  terms  of  the  Act  were  to  be 

honestly  carried  out.  

LoED  BALFOUR  of  BURLEIGH 
wished  to  say  a  few  words  on  the  matter 
of  the  Endowed  Schools  Commission 
which  had  had  to  do  with  those  schemes. 
The  Chairman  of  that  Commission  was 
detained  in  Scotland  by  his  judicial 
duties;  and  be  had  requested  him,  in 
consequence  of  this  matter  being  brought 
forward,  to  state  the  facts  of  a  few  of 
the  cases  mentioned  in  the  Motion.  He 
need  hardly  say  that  no  Member  of 
the  Commission  would  have  thought  it 
consistent  with  his  duty  to  bring  such 
a  matter  before  the  House,  because, 
although  they  were  always  glad  when 
the  Reports  which  they  had  to  give 
in  were  agreed  to  and  acted  upon, 
still  it  was  a  public  duty  they  had  been 
discharging,  and  it  was  in  no  degree 
a  personal  question  whether  any  of 
the  recommendations  they  made  were 
given  effect  to  or  not.  But  there  was 
one  point  in  connection  with  the  way  in 
which  these  recommendations  had  been 
dealt  with  he  should  like  to  bring  under 
their  Lordships'  notice.  They,  as  aCom- 
mission,  had  never  in  any  single  instance 
received  any  intimation  as  to  whether 
their  recommendations  were  to  be  given 
effect  to  or  not ;  and,  therefore,  they  had 
been  wholly  unable  to  give  any  infor- 
mation to  parties  promoting  those 
schemes,  whether  or  not  those  schemes 
would  obtain  the  sanction  of  the  Govern- 
ment and  be  laid  on  the  Table  of  the 
House.  In  a  matter  of  this  importance, 
he  submitted  that  the  Commission  ap- 
pointed to  inquire  into  these  schemes 
and  to  make  recommendations  was  not 
quite  fairly  treated  when  they  were  never 
informed,  either  by  the  Home  Office  or 
anyother  Government  Department,  whe- 
ther their  recommendations  were  to  be 
given  effect  to  or  not.  Li  the  case  of 
Burnett's  Trust,  for  example,  their  Lord- 
ships would  remember  how  a  scheme 
not  only  not  the  same  as  the  scheme 
which  the  Com.mission  gave  their  sanc- 
tion to,  but  utterly  inconsistent  with  it 
on  many  important  points,  was  laid  on 
the  Table  wiwout  one  whisper  of  infor- 


mation that  the  Commission  had  dealt 
with  the  matter  at  all,  and  not  a  hint 
was  given  that  an  alternative  scheme 
much  more  in  consonance  with  the 
Founder's  will  had  been  transmitted  by 
the  Commission  to  the  Home  Office. 
With  reference  to  the  case  of  Donald- 
son's Endowment,  Stonehaven,  of  which 
the  annual  revenue  was  £85,  it  was  his 
opinion  that  if  a  Commission  could  not 
be  trusted  to  deal  with  such  small  sums, 
it  was  very  little  use  indeed  appointing 
the  Commission.  In  this  case  there  was 
no  opposition,  and  no  new  remit  was 
made  to  the  Commission ;  although  a 
whole  year  had  passed  since  the  Com- 
mission had  reported,  yet  the  order  was 
refused.  Now,  certainly,  in  such  a  case, 
the  Governing  Body  had  not  been  very 
fairly  used.  In  the  case  of  the  Kellae 
Trust,  Haddington,  the  net  annual 
revenue  of  which  was  £37  69.,  their  re- 
commendation was  to  vest  the  fund  in 
the  School  Board,  for  the  purpose  of 
founding  bursaries  for  children  in  Had- 
dington, to  be  competed  for  by  open 
competition,  to  be  held  within  the  lead- 
ing school  of  the  town,  the  sole  surviving 
trustee,  who  agreed  in  the  proposal,  to 
be  associated  with  the  School  Board  in 
the  discharge  of  the  trust  during  his  life. 
That  recommendation  was  made  on  the 
6th  of  August,  1880;  no  further  com- 
munication of  any  kind  had  been  made 
to  the  Commission,  and  yet  this  Order 
had  been  refused.  Now,  he  had  seen  it 
stated  in  the  public  prints  that  effect 
had  been  given  to  certain  opposition  on 
the  part  of  the  Provost  and  Magistrates 
of  Haddington,  who  disapproved  be- 
cause no  special  provision  was  made  for 
clothing;  but  he  could  hardly  believe 
such  a  thing  possible,  and  he  should  be 
very  glad  to  hear  from  the  Government 
that  that  had  not  been  the  ground  of 
their  refusing  this  Order.  He  felt  it  his 
duty  to  himself  and  his  Colleagues  on 
the  Commission  to  press,  in  accordance 
with  what  the  noble  Duke  had  said,  for 
a  full  explanation  of  the  principles  which 
had  governed  the  Home  Office  in  re- 
fusing their  consent  to  those  schemes. 

Earl  SPENCER  said,  that,  as  the 
noble  Duke  (the  Duke  of  Richmond  and 
Gordon)  had  observed,  the  Education 
Department  had  no  responsibility  for  the 
action  finally  taken  in  regard  to  those 
schemes.  That  Department,  however, 
was  consulted,  as  the  noble  Duke  well 
knew,  on  the  schemes  when  they  were 
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submitted  to  the  Home  Office.  As  to  the 
point  which  the  noble  Marquess  (the 
Marquess  of  Salisbury)  had  pressed  on 
his  noble  Friend  who  represented  the 
Homo  Office,  ho  had  to  say  that  Her 
Majesty's  Government  regretted  exceed- 
ingly that  the  Papers  were  not  circulated 
immediately  after  they  were  presented. 
They  were  not  presented,  as  the  noble 
Duke  seemed  to  think,  in  ** dummy,"  but 
were  presented  entire ;  and  ho  confessed 
that  it  was  a  matter  of  regret  that  they 
had  not  been  circulated  sooner.  His 
noble  Friend  would  inquire  into  the 
reasons  for  the  delay ;  for  he  admitted 
that  it  was  highly  inconvenient  that  after 
those  Papers  had  been  laid  on  the  Table 
they  should  not  have  been  immediately 
circulated.  "With  respect  to  the  scheme 
generally,  he  would  point  out  that  out 
of  the  10  to  which  the  noble  Duke  had 
called  attention,  one  of  them  was  dealt 
with  completely  under  the  late  Govern- 
ment. The  noble  Duke  said  he  was  not 
aware  what  the  answer  was  as  to  the 
scheme  having  been  ultra  vires.  No 
doubt,  he  was  quite  right  in  that.  But 
that  scheme  was  entirely  disposed  of  by 
the  late  Government.  Of  the  remaining 
schemes,  as  liis  noble  Friend  had  said, 
some  of  them  had  not  been  proceeded  with 
because  there  was  a  strong  local  opposi- 
tion. As  to  the  others,  the  Education  De- 
partment held  thatthere  were  various  ob- 
jections, in  some  cases  of  greater,  in  others 
of  less  importance,  to  them.  Those  objec- 
tions were  sent  to  the  Home  Office,  and 
in  one  case  the  scheme  was  remitted 
again  to  the  Commission.  But  when  the 
Home  Secretary  found  that  there  was  a 
considerable  difference  between  the  Edu- 
cation Department  and  the  Commis- 
sioners, and  that  there  was  not  time  for 
the  proper  consideration  of  the  subject, 
he  thought  that  the  much  more  prudent 
course  would  be  not  to  deal  with  it  this 
year.  It  was  not  fair  to  say  that  there 
were  10  schemes,  because  in  regard  to 
the  case  of  Wilson's  Schools  there  was  a 
desire  evinced  on  the  part  of  some  of  those 
concerned  to  amalgamate  those  small 
funds ;  and  as  there  was  no  power  under 
the  Act  which  regulated  those  matters  to 
make  that  amalgamation,  it  was  thought 
desirable  to  defer  the  consideration  of 
those  subjects  to  another  time.  He  was 
glad  that  the  noble  Duke  had  stated  that 
he  would  not  press  his  Motion  as  it 
stood  on  the  Paper,  because  he  (Earl 
Spencer)    believed    it    would    be    un- 

JEitrl  Spencer 


paralleled  that  the  reasons  why  schemes 
had  not  been  passed  should  be  presented 
to  Parliament. 

THE    SUGAR   INDUSTRIES— PETITION 
FROM  ISLAND  OF  BARBADOES. 

OBSERVATIONS. 

TuE  Marquess  of  8ALISBUEY,  in 
rising  to  present  a  Petition  from  mas 
chants,  planters,  and  others  connected 
with  the  Island  of  Barbadoes,  said :  Mj 
Lords,  I  have  taken  the  unusual  eoiine(2t 
giving  Notice  of  an  intention  to  present 
this  Petition  in  order  that  I  might  prefaoe 
that  step  with  a  few  observations,  not 
only  because  the  Petition  is  from  a  dit* 
tant  Colony,  and  is,  therefore,  deserving 
consideration  and  attention  at  your  Lord*    - 
ships'   hands,   but  also  because  it  ex- 
presses the  feelings  of  a  portion  of  Her 
Majesty's  subjects  who,  like  many  othen 
at  the  present  moment,  are  complaininn;     ' 
that  their  interests  are  adversely  affected,     ^ 
and  that  their  industry   is  being  de-    - 
stroyed,  by  the  fiscal  action  of  foreign 
Powers.     The  growth  of  this  feeling  in 
the  country  must  be  familiar  to  your 
Lordships,  and  it  is  not  necessary  that  I 
should  dilate  upon  it.    A  very  remark- 
able change  of  feeling  has  taken  place 
in  many  centres  of  industry,  and  com* 
plaints  or  proposals   are  being  made 
which,  10  years  ago,  would  have  been 
held  impossible.    But  I  will  not  propose 
to  enter  upon  that  portion  of  the  com* 
mercial  discontent  of  the  present  day 
which  deals  with  the  question  of  adverBe 
fiscal  duties,  and  which  claims  retalia* 
tory  duties  as  a  protection.     It  is  not 
necessary  that  I  should  discuss  that  sab* 
ject;  it  is  one  of  exceeding  difficolfy, 
and  I  should  be  sorry  to  say  anything 
that  might  be  interpreted  to  be  at  va- 
riance with  those  principles  of  commer- 
cial policy  which  this  country  has  de- 
liberately adopted.    But  the  particular 
case  which  the  planters  and  merchants 
of  Barbadoes  wish  to  bring  before  yoni 
Lordships,  and  before  the  English  pub- 
lic, does  not  deal  with  the  particular 
class  of  proposals  which  are  commonly 
known  under  the  naine  of  Reciprocity. 
The  fiscal  measures  of  foreign  (iovem- 
ments  give  advantages  to  their  own  sub- 
jects in  two  ways.     They  impose  duties 
of  protection  which  exclude  our  goods 
from  their  markets.     In  that  case  they 
give  a  bounty  to  their  own  traders  at  the 
expense  of  their  own  consumers.    The 
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case  I  haTO  to  bring  before  you  does  not 
belong  to  that  class.     It  is  the  case  of 
foreign  Governments,  by  direct  bounties 
drawn  from   the  resources  of  the  tax- 
payer, cheapening  products  of  their  own 
manufacturers  and  driving  the  manu- 
factures of  other  countries,  and  espe- 
pecially    of   this  Empire,   out    of   the 
market.     Now,   the  particular  country 
whose  legislation  in  this    respect  has 
P?en   cause  for  the  complaint  of  the 
West  Indian  planters  is  Austria,  and  the 
way  in  which  the  sugar  industry  is  ad- 
versely affected  is  this.     In  Austria  a 
tax  is   raised  on   the  native  beet-root 
sugar,  which  is  largely  exported,  and  a 
drawback  is  then  given  to  the  exporter ; 
but  the  drawback  is  so  calculated  that  it 
gives  a  large  bounty  to  the  exporter, 
giving  him  back  a  great  deal  more  than 
he  had  paid  to  his  own  Government,  and 
so  enriching  him  that  he  is  able  to  go  to 
other  markets  with  sugar  at  a  much 
cheaper  price  than  those  producers  who 
have  not  received    similar  advantages 
can  afford  to  sell  at.     The  result  is  that 
the  Austrian  raw  sugar  has  been  sup- 
ported by  the  taxes  of  the  Austrian  sub- 
jects, and  has  been  able  to  compete  more 
and  more  with  the  sugar  grown  by  our 
own  planters,  who  have  not  such  an  ad- 
vantage to  support  them.     So  keen,  ap- 
parently, has  tne  Austrian  Government 
been  in  this  policy  that  they  actually 
at  one  time  paid  back  in  drawbacks 
more  than  the  whole  of  the  duty  they 
received  from  beet-root.     The  results 
have  been   very  severe  on   the   West 
Indian  planters.     The  consumption  of 
sugar  in  this  country  has,  as  your  Lord- 
ships know,   grown  enormously  during 
the  last    10   years,   owing  to  the   in- 
crease in  wealth  and  population  and  the 
abolition   of   our  duty ;   but,   notwith- 
standing that  fact,  the  import  from  the 
West  Indian  planters  has  been  almost 
absolutely  stationary,  while  the  advan- 
tage of  the  State  subsidy  on  the  part  of 
Austria  is  shown  by  the  fact  that  within 
the  last  few  years  the  export  of  beet- 
root sugar  has  increased  from  600,000 
tons  to  more  than  1,500,000  tons.    The 
sugar  bounty  question  has  engaged  the 
consideration  of  successive  Governments; 
and,  after  much  negotiation  with  foreign 
Powers,  it  was  thought  by  the  late  Go- 
vernment that  the  best  course  would  be 
to  allow  the  matter  to  be  referred  to  a 
Committee  of  the  House  of  Commons. 
It  was  so  referred,  and  that  Committee 


collected  evidence  and  considered  the 
matter  with  great  care,  and  made,  last 
Session,  a  very  exhaustive  and  able  Be- 

fort  on  the  subject.  The  Prayer  of  the 
^etition,  and  the  considerations  which 
I  shall  urge  on  the  Government,  do  not 
go  beyond  the  proposals  of  the  Commit- 
tee. I  only  ask  that  due  attention  should 
be  given  to  these  proposals,  and  that 
they  should  not  be  entirely  neglected. 
The  Committee  said,  and  said  in  very 
distinct  language,  that  very  serious  da- 
mage is  being  done  by  the  policy  of 
foreign  Governments  to  which  I  have 
referred.  It  appears  from  the  Beport 
that  much  of  the  sugar  industry  of 
the  West  Indies  has  been  destroyed, 
and  that  50  sugar-growing  estates  have 
been  abandoned;  while,  in  1879,  36 such 
estates  were  advertised  for  sale  without 
purchasers  being  found  for  them.  All 
the  witnesses  on  this  branch  of  the  sub- 
ject agree  in  looking  for  the  general 
abandonment  "  of  sugar  cultivation  "  if 
the  present  state  of  things  continues. 
If  this  is  the  consequence  of  the  action 
of  any  foreign  Government  over  whom 
we  have  any  influence,  the  matter  is  one 
for  the  grave  consideration  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government,  and  ought  to  be 
dealt  with  before  it  is  magnified  into  a 
very  great  grievance.  It  is  impossible 
to  mention  such  a  state  of  things  with- 
out bearing  in  mind  a  similar  grievance 
which  exists  with  reference  to  sugar  re- 
fining. It  is  exactly  the  same  complaint, 
applied  to  another  branch  of  the  same 
trade.  The  French  Government  gives 
a  drawback  to  the  sugar  refiners  who 
export  the  produce  of  their  industry. 
That  drawback  is  calculated  too  high, 
and  the  result  is  that  a  very  consider- 
able bounty  is  given  out  of  the  French 
taxes  to  those  who  export  it,  and  the 
French  refiner  is  able  to  sell  at  a  price 
which  utterly  undersells  and  destroys 
the  profits  of  the  English  manufacturer. 
The  consequences  have  been,  in  the 
same  way,  most  lamentable.  Five  or 
six  years  ago  there  was  a  very  flourish- 
ing sugar-refining  industry  in  this  coun- 
try. The  competition  of  the  French  re- 
finer, supported  by  the  bounty  out  of 
the  French  taxes,  has  driven  the  Eng- 
lish refiner  out  of  the  English  market, 
and  all  the  establishments  which  existed 
five  or  six  years  ago  have  now  been 
closed,  and  the  trade  is  absolutely  de- 
stroyed. Now,  do  not  tell  me  we  are 
bound,  by  the  principles  of  Free  Trade, 
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to  look  on  coldly  and  calmly  and  see 
this  destruction  of  British  industries 
accomplished,  because  if  you  lay  down 
that  principle  broadly  and  strongly,  and 
say  that  nothing  shall  induce  you  to  in- 
terfere when  a  foreign  Government  is 
destroying  British  industry,  you  may 
be  quite  sure  that  these  undertakings 
which  have  been  hitherto  so  successful 
will  be  imitated  in  other  industries,  and 
industry  after  industry  will  be  destroyed 
by  the  co-operation  of  the  foreign  Go- 
vernments with  the  foreign  manufac- 
turer, against  which  the  British  manu- 
facturer is  absolutely  powerless.  The  fo- 
reign Government,  practically  speaking, 
is  inimitably  rich.  It  enters  into  partner- 
ship with  its  own  manufacturers.  It  in- 
vests its  property  in  the  promotion  of 
their  industry,  and  the  British  industry, 
undefended  as  it  is,  must  necessarily  go 
down.  If  it  really  is  the  case  that  con- 
siderable benefit  to  the  consumer  results 
from  this  policy,  that  will,  no  doubt,  be 
a  very  material  consolation,  and  grounds 
for  hesitating  very  much  before  pro- 
nouncing an  adverse  opinion;  but  the 
benefit  to  the  consumer  is,  in  reality, 
transient.  It  is  always  open  to  the 
foreign  Government  to  enter  into  part- 
nership with  its  own  manufacturers 
to  destroy  British  industry  altogether 
and  make  British  capital  unproduc- 
tive, and  then,  when  that  is  done, 
there  is  no  necessity  that  the  bounty 
should  be  continued.  Capital  will  not 
be  invested  in  industries  of  this  kind 
unless  there  is  some  prospect  of  stabi- 
lity of  conditions,  and  if  industry  is 
always  liable  to  be  destroyed  by  a  sud- 
den incursion  of  a  foreign  Government 
using  the  taxes  of  its  own  subjects  for 
the  purpose  of  destroying  that  industry, 
the  British  capitalist  will  not  risk  his 
capital  by  sinking  it  in  the  machinery 
and  buildings  necessary  for  carrying  on 
the  trade.  I  cannot  pass  on  without 
remarking  that  the  French  Government 
have  made  a  further  step  along  this 
path  already.  There  is  already  a  bounty 
given  upon  ships,  sailing  and  steaming, 
and  it  is  given  in  proportion  to  the 
amount  of  tonnage  they  actually  carry. 
I  do  not  know  what  effect  these  new 
measures  will  have  on  the  British  in- 
dustry of  shipbuilding ;  but  it  is  looked 
on  with  considerable  alarm,  and  I  men- 
tion it  as  an  indication  of  the  policy 
which  is  guiding  foreign  Governments, 
and  as  a  danger  against  which  our  own 
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manufacturers  and  Government  have  to 
contend.    It  is  well  known  that  one  of 
the  great  difficulties — as  was  pointed 
out  in  a  memorable  speech  delivered  bj 
the  Earl  of  Beaconsfield  some  years  ago 
— ^is  the  network  of  Favoured  Nation 
Clauses  which  now  exist,    and  whidi 
would    hinder    us    from    taking    aoj 
isolated    action.      The    reason   why! 
wish    to    press    this    subject    on   tlio 
Government    at    the    present    moment 
is  because  the  Committee,  at  the  doee 
of  their  Keport,  make  some  important 
proposals.     They  recommend  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Gt>vemment  to  institute  carefnl 
inquiry  into  the   matter,  and,  in  tho 
event  of  its  being  found  impossible  to 
arrive  at  an  International  agreement  for 
the  suppression  of  bounties,  they  wen 
prepared  to  recommend  the  adoption  of 
such  a  course  had  it  been  practicable 
under  our  existing  Treaties;  and  they 
were  of  opinion  that  on  the  renewal  A 
those  Treaties  the  opportunity  should 
be  taken  of  making  such  alterations  ai 
would  leave  Her  Majesty's  Government 
at  liberty  to  deal  with   the  question. 
With  reference  to  the  negotiations  which 
are  now  going  on  with  France,  I  think 
Her  Majesty's  Government  are  bound 
to  see  that  some  arrangements  are  made 
— if  they  do  make  a  Treaty — for  re- 
dressing this  great  injury  under  which 
a  once  flourishing  British  industry  and 
a  considerable  number  of  workmen  are 
now  suffering.   But  they  may  go  farther. 
If  they  agree  with  the  Frendi  Govern- 
ment in  this  matter  of  the  sugar  refinen 
I  have  very  little  doubt  that  Austria  will 
be  disposed  to  come  to  terms.      The 
matter  is  one  for  negotiation,  and,  if 
advocated  by  England  and  France  com- 
bined, there  will  be  a  greater  chance  of 
success  than  if  urged  by  England  alone. 
I  earnestly  trust  Her  Majesty's  (Govern- 
ment will  not  simply  neglect  the  matter 
and  pass  by  on  tne  other  side.     There 
is   a  cry   arising  for    remedies    which 
may   perplex  the  ablest  statesman  to 
discover  and  apply.     I  know  that  a 
great  authority,  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Duchy  of  Lancaster — the  same  autho- 
rity who,  30  years  ago,  was  so  fond  of 
telling  us  that  all  nations  were  likely  at 
once  to  adopt  Free  Trade — now  tells  us 
that  a  demand  for  measures  of  a  reci- 
procal   or    retaliatory    character   is    a 
sign  of  lunacy.    I  have  no  wish  that 
any  action  should   be   adopted  incon- 
sistent with  sound  Free  Trade ;  bat  I 
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should  hesitate  to  apply  the  name  of 
lunatics  to  those  not  of  my  own  opinion, 
because  I  fear  we  should  be  in  the 
awkward  position  of  finding  there  are 
more  people  lunatics  in  the  world  than 
sane — an  obserration  which  always  ex- 
poses to  some  doubt  the  sanity  of  the 
person  who  makes  it.  I  do  not  think 
that  by  calling  people  lunatics  Her  Ma- 
jesty's GFovernment  will  stop  this  cry 
or  apply  any  real  remedy  to  the  evils 
whicn  exist.  If  they  neglect  it,  if  they 
do  not  take  some  pains  to  remove  such 
grievances  as  these,  I  fear  they  will  find 
themselves  confronted,  before  long,  with 
a  political  problem  with  which  they  will 
have  some  difficulty  in  dealing. 

Petition  for  countervailing  duties  upon 
foreign  sugar  imported  under  bounty 
into  the  United  Kingdom  ;  of  Planters, 
Merchants,  &c.  of  Barbadoes — Presented 
(The  Marquess  of  Salisbttry). 

Petition  read. 

The  Eabl  of  KIMBERLEY  :  My 
Lords,  the  noble  Mai*quess  gave  a  No- 
tice which  1  will  venture  to  read: — 
"To  present  a  Petition  from  merchants, 
planters,  and  others  connected  with  the 
Island  of  Barbadoes."  Well,  I  wondered 
what  might  possibly  be  the  subject 
which  the  noble  Marquess  intended  to 
bring  before  us,  because  there  are  a 
good  many  different  questions  connected 
with  Barbadoes.  I  then  obtained  the  in- 
formation that  the  subject  had  some 
connection  with  the  sugar  bounties.  It 
seemed  to  me  that  upon  a  matter  of 
such  importance  as  one  connected  with 
Free  Trade  and  Beciprocity,  Notice 
should  have  been  given  that  that  was  the 
subject  which  was  about  to  be  brought 
forward.  I  do  not  complain  of  the 
course  taken  by  the  noble  Marquess  so 
far  as  I  am  concerned  ;  but,  no  Notice 
having  been  given,  your  Lordships  were 
not  prepared  for  the  speech  which  the 
noble  Marquess  made.  The  noble  Mar- 
quess said  he  would  not  go  into  the 
question  of  Reciprocity,  or  say  anything 
which  would  be  inconsistent  with  the 
principles  of  that  commercial  policy 
which  has  been  adopted  by  this  coun- 
try ;  but  the  greater  part  of  his  speech, 
I  thought,  was  intended  to  encourage 
those  who  wish  to  see  those  principles 
departed  from.  He  attacked  my  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Chancellor  of  the  Duchy 
of  Lancaster,  one  of  the  principal  Eng- 
lish advocates  of  Free  Trade  principles, 
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and  insinuated  that  the  time  would  come 
when  it  would  be  wise  to  embark  on  ft 
course  of  Beciprocity  and  Betaliation.  I 
wish  the  noble  Marquess  had  stated 
more  fully  what  policy  he  was  in  favour 
of,  because  if  he  were  in  favour  of  Beci- 
procity and  Betaliation,  he  might  have 
indicated  how  that  policy  was  to  be  pur- 
sued, and  whether  he  would  be  prepared 
to  introduce  the -system.  I,  for  my  part, 
think  it  is  a  g^eat  error  to  blame  persons 
who  happen  to  differ  from  me  and  others 
on  the  subject  of  Free  Trade,  because  it 
is  undoubtedly  true  that  a  very  large 
number  of  educated  men  are  still  tit 
favour  of  the  policy  of  Protection ;  and 
we  ourselves,  not  a  very  long  time  ago, 
thought  it  was  a  sound  system.  But  if 
we  are  to  discuss  this  question,  let  us 
discuss  it  face  to  face,  and  not  on  such  a 
Notice  as  the  noble  Marquess  has  given. 
I  have  not  lost  faith  in  Free  Trade,  and 
I  believe  it  will  be  extremely  difficult,  if 
not  impossible,  to  form  a  practicable 
Tariff  on  this  subject  which  can  be 
submitted  with  any  confidence  to  any 
body  of  men,  and  by  which  the  Beci- 
procity system  can  again  be  intro- 
duced. The  difficulties  of  the  West 
India  planters  are  of  old  standing.  They 
are  connected,  as  is  well  known,  with 
the  system  of  industry  in  that  region 
and  with  many  other  causes.  I  sympa- 
thize with  them,  but  I  confess,  as  a  con- 
sumer in  this  country,  I  am  not  alto- 
gether in  favour  of  a  movement  which 
seems  to  be  directed  to  taxing  the  con- 
sumers of  sugar  in  this  country,  and  es- 
pecially to  encourage  the  production  of 
West  India  sugar.  The  noble  Marquess 
has  not  given  your  Lordship  any  figures, 
but  I  understand  him  to  say  that  there 
is  a  considerable  decrease  in  the  pro- 
duction of  sugar  in  the  West  Indies. 

The  ALlrquess  of  S ALISBUBY  :  My 
Lords,  what  I  said  was  that  the  importa- 
tion of  sugar  had,  during  the  last  few 
years,  practically  stood  still;  and  whereas 
the  importation  of  beet-root  sugar  was 
formerly  600,000  tons,  it  waa  now 
1,500,000  tons. 

The  Earl  of  KIMBEBLEY:  The 
impression  made  on  my  mind  during 
the  speech  of  the  noble  Marquess  was 
that  there  had  been  a  great  decrease  in 
the  production  of  sugar.  However,  the 
Petition  presented  to  the  House  is  from 
the  planters  of  Barbadoes,  and  I  will  ven- 
ture to  ask  the  noble  Marquess  whether, 
in  the  face  of  the  figures  which  I  will  read 
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to  the  House,  lie  will  venture  to  say  that 
the  production  has  decreased  ?  From  a 
Betum  of  the  production  of  sugar  in 
the  West  Indies,  it  appears  that  the 
average  production  of  the  West  Indian 
Colonies  for  the  five  years  ending  1869 
was  166,000  tons,  for  the  five  years  end- 
ing 1874  it  was  181,000  tons,  and  for 
the  four  years  hetween  1874  and  1878, 
200,000  tons.  There  had,  no  doubt,  at 
the  same  time,  been  a  large  increase  in 
the  production  of  beet-root  sugar.  For 
the  three  years  between  1870  and  1873, 
which  was  the  time  when  bounties  began 
to  afi'ect  the  production  of  sugar,  the 
average  crop  of  cane  sugar  was  246,000 
tons;  between  1876  and  1879  it  had 
fallen  to  242,000  tons;  while  the  cor- 
responding figures  for  beet-root  were 
966,000  tons,  and  1,607,000  tons.  In 
Bardadoes,  during  the  first  term,  the 
production  of  cane  sugar  was  91,544 
tons ;  and  during  the  latter  three  years^ 
when  bounties  were  said  to  have  de- 
stroyed the  production,  it  had  risen  to 
132,000  tons.  It  is,  then,  rather  remark- 
able that  a  Petition  should  be  presented 
from  Barbadoes  asserting  that  the  in- 
dustry of  the  Island  is  seriously  affected. 
It  is  quite  true  that  the  production  of 
beet-root  sugar  has  increased  much  be- 
yond that  of  the  sugar  cane;  but  in 
Barbadoes,  British  Guiana,  and  Trini- 
dad, although  the  sugar  cane  industry 
has  not  advanced  so  much  as  beet-root, 
it  has  progressed,  and  there  is  no  symp- 
tom that  it  will  decay.  But  there  is 
another  important  consideration.  When 
the  financial  position  of  these  Islands  is 
talked  of,  their  condition  as  a  whole 
ought  to  be  regarded,  and  not  merely 
with  reference  to  one  production.  There 
has  been  a  large  increase  in  theproduo- 
tion  of  cocoa  in  many  of  the  West  In- 
dian Colonies,  and,  as  I  am  informed, 
the  production  of  cocoa,  which  is  more 
profitable  than  that  of  sugar,  is  in- 
creasing to  a  remarkable  extent  in  some 
of  the  Islands.  It  is  the  more  important 
for  the  reason  that  the  increasea  cocoa 
production  has  taken  place  mainly  in 
those  Colonies  in  which  the  sugar  pro- 
duction has  declined.  The  question  of 
refined  sugar,  which  is  a  very  difficult 
and  complicated  one,  is  beins;  inquired 
into  with  very  great  care,  ana,  as  far  as 
the  inquiry  has  gone,  it  has  not  been 
found  that  the  number  of  persons  em- 
ployed has  very  largely  decreased.  The 
most  important  part  of  the  speech  of 
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the  noble  Marquess  was  that  in  which 
he  threw  out  general  and  vague  hints 
that  it  might  be  desirable  to  embark  in 
a  system  of  retaliation.     Does  this  indi- 
cate that  the  Party  of  which  the  noble 
Marquess  is  the  Leader  are  about  to  de- 
mand a  reverse  of  the  Free  Trade  policy 
of  this  coxmtry  in  order  to  return  to  Pro- 
tection ?    I  hope  that  when  the  noble 
Marquess  makes  up  his  mind  on  this 
subject  he  will  give  us  fair  notice  of  the 
fact,  in  order  that  we  may  have  a  fall, 
fair,  and  free  discussion  of  the  subject. 
The  Earl  of  CAENARVON  said,  he 
did  not  see  that  the  speech  of  the  noble 
Marquess  was  open  to  the  suggestion 
just  made,  or  he  would  have  formtilated 
his  Notice  in  different  terms.     It  wai 
scarcely  possible  to  consider  such  a  ques- 
tion as  that  raised  by  the  Petition  pre- 
sented to  the  House  without  referring  to 
the  general  topic  of  Free  Trade,  wmch 
just  now  so  largely  engrossed  public  at- 
tention.   The  case  of  the  West  Indian 
Colonies  was  an  extremely   hard  one, 
and  all  the  harder  because  the  resources 
of  those  Colonies  were  naturally  very 
great,  and  they  could  supply  a  veiy 
large  portion  of  the  demands  which  this 
country  could  make  upon  them  if  it  were 
not  for  the  somewhat  unfair  action  of  the 
Government  of  a  foreign  country.    The 
French  bounty  system  was  one  which 
inflicted  undeserved  hardship  upon  the 
trade  of  this  country,   a  considerable 
branch  of  which  it  threatened  to  de- 
stroy.    A  very  curious  picture  was  pre- 
sented by  the  present  state  of  things. 
On  the  one  hand  we  had  large  King- 
doms forming    themselves    into    gre&t 
commercial  unions,  self-supporting  and 
independent  of   others,   as  was   Deing 
done    by    France,   Germany,   and    the 
United  States.     On  the  other  hand  we 
had  the  English  Empire,  scattered  over 
the  whole  of  the  world,  the   different 
parts  containing  different  products  which 
each  other  part  desired,  but  the  parts  kept 
separated  from  each  other  by  different 
and  sometimes  by  adverse  Tariffs.  More 
than  this,  we  had  almost  the  whole  of 
Europe  at  this  moment  entering  into  a 
combination  to  get  as  much  as  they  could 
for  themsleves,  and  as  much  as  they  could 
of  what  we  had.     France,  in  particular, 
had  entered  into  a  partnership  with  her 
own  manufacturers  to  impose  such  a 
duty  as  must  obviously  have  the  effect 
of  ruining  the  industries  of  this  country 
in  her  market.    There  were,  no  doubt, 
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several  conclusions  which  might  be  drawn 
from  that  state  of  things  which  were 
quite  apart  from  the  question  before 
the  House.     The  first  result  was  that 
the  country  was  now  touching  a  new 
phase  and  form  of  this  question,  and  we 
had  arrived  at  a  new  point  of  departure 
in  the  negotiations  for  the  French  Treaty 
to  which  his  noble  Friend  had  alluded. 
It  was  perfectly  clear,  as  his  noble  Friend 
had  said,  that  the  consumer  in  England 
was  not  likely  to  gain  anything  from 
these   bounties,  .  and    for  this  obvious 
reason,  that  until  the  necessity  for  the 
continuance  of  these  bounties  ceased, 
the  foreigner  would  get  a  hold  of  the 
English  market,   and   make    his    own 
terms.  The  English  trade  thus  destroyed 
by  him  was  one  which  demanded  a  vast 
amount  of  capital,  and,  though  it  might 
be  destroyed  in  a  few  years,  could  not 
be  re-established  in  a  short  time.     He 
ventured,  therefore,  to  hope  that  the 
Government  would  consider  very  care- 
fully the   conclusion  which  had  been 
arrived  at  not  loug  ago  in  the  other 
House  of  Parliament,  which  was  to  the 
effect  that  unless  we  were  to  obtain  a 
Treaty,  not  merely  equivalent,  but  supe- 
rior to  that  of  1 860,  it  would  be  better 
to  have  no  Treaty  at  all.    He,  for  one, 
heartily  agreed  in  that  opinion.     He 
had  always  had    grave  doubts    as  to 
the  whole  policy  of  Commercial  Treaties, 
and  in  those  doubts  he  expected  many 
noble  Lords  opposite  would  concur.  Cer- 
tainly, unless  a  better  Treaty  were  ob- 
tained than  that  of  1860,  he  thought  it 
would  be  better  that  we  should  be  per- 
fectly unfettered. 

Earl  GRANVILLE :  My  Lords,  I  do 
not  rise  to  continue  this  discussion, 
which,  as  my  noble  Friend  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Colonies  has  said, 
has  been  brought  upon  the  House  very 
much  in  the  nature  of  a  surprise.  I  en- 
tirely join  in  the  protest  of  my  noble 
Friend,  and  I  think  that  if  the  noble 
Marquess  intended  to  raise  this  most 
important  question,  he  ought  to  have 
given  ns  some  indication  of  what  he 
meant  to  do.  I  looked  at  the  Notice 
Paper,  as  it  is  my  duty,  and  when  I  read 
the  Notice  of  the  noble  Marquess,  I 
thought  he  was  going  to  bring  before 
your  Lordships  some  local  grievance 
with  which  my  noble  Friend  near  me 
would  be  able  to  deal.  But  I  had  not 
the  most  distant  idea,  nor  do  I  think 
that  anyone  could  have  conceived  that 


the  noble  Marquess  was  to  a  great  degree 
about  to  raise  the  standard  of  Protection, 
under  colour  of  the  more  plausible  names 
of  Hetaliation  and  Beciprocity.  That 
policy  would  have  a  great  effect,  a  most 
mischievous  effect,  upon  this  country. 
My  Lords,  there  is  nothing  that  I  could 
desire  more  than  that  this  subject  should 
be  brought  before  your  Lordships  and 
worked  out  completely.  But  I  ao  pro- 
test against  two  noble  Lords  settling  be- 
tween themselves  to  have  this  discussion 
without  the  Notice  which  it  was  proper 
to  give.  Could  anyone  imagine  that  if 
your  Lordships  had  known  generally 
that  this  subject  would  be  brought  be- 
fore you,  there  would  have  been  so  few 
noble  Lords  present  ?  Why,  we  should 
have  assembled  in  large  numbers  on 
such  a  question  as  this.  The  only  thing 
I  have  some  satisfaction  in  hearing  is 
the  statement  of  the  noble  Lord  opposite 
(the  Earl  of  Carnarvon)  that  he  would 
prefer  no  Commercial  Treaty  at  all  to 
one  which  would  put  our  commercial 
relations  in  a  worse  position  than  that 
in  which  they  are  now  placed.  No 
doubt,  Treaties  of  Commerce  are  an  ex- 
ception— it  would  be  better  to  have  no 
Treaties  of  Commerce.  But  the  existing 
Treaty  was  made  in  peculiar  circum- 
stances, and  was  intended  to  give  the 
two  countries  an  opportunity  of  seeing 
what  could  be  done  with  a  greater  re- 
laxation of  trade.  If  this  subject  is  to 
be  treated  in  such  a  manner  that  our 
commercial  relations  will  be  put  in  a 
worse  position  than  they  are  now  in,  I 
think  it  would  be  infinitely  better  to  have 
no  Treaty  at  all. 

The  Marquess  of  SALISBURY :  My 
Lords,  I  only  wish  to  say  that  I  deny 
in  the  most  categorical  manner  that  1 
raised  the  standard  of  Protection,  He- 
taliation, or  Beciprocity.  What  I  did 
was  to  urge  the  noble  Earl  at  this  junc- 
ture of  the  negotiations  with  France,  to 
exercise  his  diplomatic  ability  for  the 
purpose  of  protecting  British  industry 
and  Colonial  property,  which  are  just 
now  suffering  from  a  deep  grievance  at 
the  hands  of  Foreign  Powers. 

Petition  ordered  to  lie  on  the  Table. 

House  adionmed  at  a  quarter  past  Seven 

o^olock,  till  To-morrow,  a  quarter 

before  Five  o'clock. 
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of  Ireland,  If  he  can  state  what  progress 
has  been  made  in  printing  the  ''  Annals 
of  Ulster,"  the  publication  of  which  was 
directed  nearly  three  years  ago  ? 

Mb.  W.  E.  F0E8TER,  in  reply,  said, 
that  the  work  would  be  begun  during 
the  present  month. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS. 
Thursday,  1th  July,  1881. 


MINUTES. ]— Public  'Rijaa— Second  Iteading-^ 
Referred  to  Select  Committee — Poor  Relief  and 
Audit  of  Accounts  (Scotland)  [1821. 

Committee — Land  Law  (Ireland)  [136j — r.p. 

Considered  a»  amended  —  Solicitors'  Remunera- 
tion* [100]. 

Withdrawn  —  Poor  Law  Officers  (Scotland) 
Superannuation*  [113]. 

QUESTIONS. 


NAVY— THE  ROYAL  ^LA^RINES— THE 
ORDER  OF  THE  BATH. 

Mr.  lewis  asked  the  Secretary  to 
the  Admiralty,  If  he  would  state  for 
what  pre-eminent  services  the  officer 
lately  selected  for  promotion  to  K.C.B. 
in  the  Royal  Marines  is  distinguished ; 
whether  it  is  not  the  case  that  the  officer 
so  selected  has  never  served  out  of  Eng- 
land since  he  was  comparatively  a  junior 
lieutenant;  and,  whether  there  are  not 
officers  of  the  Eoyal  Marines  who  have 
distinguished  themselves  in  the  com- 
mand of  battalions  abroad  and  of  bri- 
gades before  the  enemy,  and  whose  ser- 
vices have  been  mentioned  in  Despatches, 
followed  by  O.B.  and  brevet  rank  of 
Colonel;  if  so,  were  their  claims  for 
further  distinction  not  lost  sight  of  when 
an  officer  who  never  served  abroad  ex- 
cept in  the  subordinate  rank  of  lieuten- 
ant, and  years  junior  to  them  in  the 
Order  of  the  Bath,  was  selected  for  pro- 
motion to  K.C.B.  ? 

Mr.  TEEVELYAN:  Sir  George 
Langley,  K.C.B.,  was  selected  for  that 
distinction,  for  long,  faithful,  and  able 
services  on  the  Staff  of  the  corps  of 
Boyal  Marines,  and  in  early  li^  he 
was  highly  distinguished  in  action.  With 
regard  to  the  rest  of  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man's Question,  I  cannot  undertake  the 
responsibility  of  commencing  what  seems 
to  me  an  innovation— comparing  the 
relative  claims  of  officers  who  have  and 
who  have  not  been  recommended  to  Her 
Majesty  for  the  honour  of  knighthood. 

IRELAND— PRINTING  THE  "ANNALS 
OF  ULSTER." 

Mr.  a.  M.  SULLIVAN  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 


PROTECTION  OF  PERSON  AND  PRO- 
PERTY (IRELAND)  ACT,  1881— UN- 
DERTAKINGS BY  PRISONERS  RE- 
LEASED. 

Mb.  HEALY  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  there  is  any  difference  in  the 
form  submitted  to  Mr.  Farrell,  J.F.,  on 
his  release  from  prison  under  the  Coer- 
cion Act,  to  that  which  has  been  sub- 
mitted to  any  other  political  prisoner; 
if  he  will  say  since  when  these  forms 
have  been  in  existence ;  whether  all  pri- 
soners on  their  release  have  been  obliged 
to  sign  them ;  whether  they  have  been 
tendered  to  any  prisoners  who  have  re- 
fused to  sign  them ;  and,  whether  any 
form  was  submitted  to,  or  signed  by, 
Mr.  James  Daly,  of  Castlebar,  on  his 
release  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  FOESTER,  in  reply,  said, 
the  forms  in  question  had  been  in  exist- 
ence since  the  7th  of  last  month.  Pri- 
soners released  before  that  date  were 
not  required  to  sign  any  undertaking. 
None  of  the  prisoners  to  whom  the  un- 
dertaking had  been  tendered  had  re- 
fused to  sign  it.  Mr.  James  Daly  was 
discharged  on  the  Rth  of  May,  before 
the  form  was  brought  into  use  ;  but,  on 
being  discharged,  m  view  of  the  critical 
state  of  his  health,  he  voluntarily  ten- 
dered an  undertaking  that  his  future 
good  conduct  would  justify  the  clemency 
of  the  Government. 

PROTECTION  OF  PERSON  AND  PRO- 
PERTY  (IRELAND)  ACT,  1881— CASE 
OF  MR.  MARSHALL. 

Mr.  HEALY  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  the  prison  doctors  have  made 
any  report  on  the  case  of  Mr.  Marshall, 
a  prisoner  confined  in  Kilmainham,  and 
said  to  be  suffering  firom  disease  of  the 
brain,  causing  the  most  intense  pain  f 

Mr.  W.  E.  FOESTEE,  in  reply,  said, 
the  medical  officer  of  Kilmainham  had 
made  a  report  with  regard  to  the  case 
of  Mr.  Marshall,  from  which  it  appeared 
that  the  complaint  from  which  the  prr^ 
soner  suffered  was  a  constant  headache. 
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The  medical  officer  was  unable  to  detect 
AAJ  organic  disease,  and  his  general 
health  had  not  suffered  since  his  im- 
prisonment. He  had  consulted  with 
two  other  medical  gentlemen,  who  were 
likewise  nnable  to  discover  any  organic 
disease. 

Mb.  HEALY  asked  if  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  aware  that  the  general 
impression  in  the  prison  was  that  the 
man  was  mad  ? 

Mb.  W.  E.  FOESTER  said,  he  had 
not  heard  of  such  an  impression. 

HIGH  COURT  OF  JUSTICE— THE 
COURT  OF  APPEAL. 

Mb.  OBEGOEY  asked,  Whether  ar- 
rangements have  been  made  for  com- 
pleting the  Court  of  Appeal,  and  filling 
up  the  vacancy  caused  by  the  death  of 
liord  Justice  James  ? 

Thb  ATTOENEY  general  (Sir 
£[enby  James),  in  reply,  said,  he  thought 
that  this  Question  was  answered  by  what 
had  occurred  in  the  House  of  Lords.  A 
Bill  had  there  been  introduced  for  the 
purpose  of  filling  up  the  vacancy,  by 
making  the  Master  of  the  Eolls  sit  in 
the  Court  of  Appeal. 

THE  JUDICATURE  ACTS— REPORT  OF 
THE  COMMITTEE. 

Mb.  GEEGOEY  asked  Mr.  Attorney 
General,  Whether  any  Report  or  Ee- 
commendations  have  been  agreed  upon 
by  the  Committee  appointed  to  consider 
the  operation  of  the  Judicature  Acts, 
and  the  procedure  under  them ;  and,  if 
not,  when  such  Eeport  or  Eecommenda- 
tions  may  be  expected  ? 

The  ATTOENEY  GENEEAL  (Sir 
Henbt  James),  in  reply,  said,  that  the 
Eeport  and  the  Eecommendations  were 
made  some  seven  or  eight  weeks  ago. 
They  had  been  circulated  by  the  Lord 
Chancellor  among  the  Judges,  in  order 
that  the  Committee  of  Judges  might  act 
on  the  Eeport.  The  Lord  Chancellor 
thought  it  better  to  place  it  in  the  hands 
of  the  Judges  before  he  laid  it  on  the 
Table. 

SPAIN  AND  ENGLAND  —  GIBRALTAR— 
THE  NEUTRAL  GROUND  AND  MARI- 
TIME  JURISDICTION. 

Mr.  O'SHEA  asked  the  Under  Secre- 
tary or  State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  Whe- 
ther there  is  any  objection  to  state  the 
names  of  the  Commissioners;  officers  or 


others,  on  both  sides,  engaged  in  decid- 
ing the  limits  of  Gibraltar  ? 

Sib  CHAELES  W.  DILKE  :  It  is  not 
quite  correct  to  describe  these  negotia- 
tions as  relating  to  the  limits  of  Gibral- 
tar. They  relate  to  the  question  of 
maritime  jurisdiction.  The  negotiations 
are  not  sufficiently  advanced  for  me  to 
make  any  detailed  statement  on  the 
subject. 

THE  NEW  FRENCH  GENERAL  TARIFF. 

Mb.  JACKSON  asked  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade,  If  he  will  lay 
upon  the  Table  of  the  House  a  Copy  of 
the  Letter  he  has  addressed  to  the 
Chambers  of  Commerce  with  reference 
to  the  English  translation  of  the  French 
Tariff,  asked  for  by  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  Liverpool ;  and,  if  he  will 
give  a  list  of  the  Chambers  to  which  he 
has  written  ? 

Mb.  CHAMBEELAIN,  in  renly,  said, 
that  if  the  hon.  Member  wishea  for  this 
Eetum,  and  moved  for  a  copy  of  the 
Circular,  and  also  for  copies  of  the  re- 
plies that  had  been  received,  he  should 
be  very  glad  to  give  it,  as  an  unopposed 
Eeturn.  He  might  say  that  the  Circtdar 
had  been  addressed  to  59  Chambers  of 
Commerce,  and  the  Board  of  Trade  had 
received  20  replies  —  7  of  the  replies 
being  in  favour  of  having  a  translation, 
and  13,  including  the  Liverpool  Cham- 
ber of  Commerce,  against  it. 

LAW  AND  POLICE— THE  MURDER  ON 
THE  BRIGHTON  RAILWAY. 

Mr.  J.  Q.  TALBOT  asked  the  Score- 
tary  of  State  for  the  Home  Department, 
Whether  he  has  made  any  inquiry  into 
the  conduct  of  the  police  with  regard  to 
the  recent  murder  upon  the  London, 
Brighton,  and  South  Coast  Eailway, 
with  a  view  of  ascertaining  on  what 
grounds  they  allowed  the  man  Lefroy, 
who  must  have  been  intimately  ac- 
quainted with  the  circumstances  of  the 
murder,  to  leave  the  place  where  he  was 
staying,  without  their  linowledge  ;  and, 
whether  he  is  in  a  position  to  communi- 
cate the  results  of  such  inquiry  to  the 
House  ? 

Sir  WILLIAM  HAECOUET :  It  is 
a  grave  matter  to  pass  judgment  on  the 
police.  Although,  of  course,  I  have 
made  inquiries  into  this  matter,  I  should 
not  consider  myself  justified  at  present 
in  passing  final  sentence  on  the  conduct 
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of  tlio  police  in  this  matter.  At  the 
fame  time,  it  is  right  that  I  should  8tat« 
that,  as  regards  the  Metropolitan  Police, 
they  cannot  be  regarded  as  directly  re- 
sponsible in  the  affair.  The  knowledge 
of  this  matter  did  not  come  to  the  autho- 
rities of  the  Metropolitan  Police  until 
after  the  escape  of  Lefroy.  The  police 
constables  who  had  to  do  with  the  matter 
before  were  Sergeants  Potter  and  Holmes. 
Although  it  is  true  that  they  are  borne 
on  the  books  of  the  Metropolitan  Police, 
they  are,  by  an  arrangement  which  has 
hitherto  been  made,  placed  at  the  dis- 
posal of  Railway  Companies,  who  pay 
these  officers ;  and  although  it  is  true 
that  they  still  remain  nominally  mem- 
bers of  the  Metropolitan  Police,  for  the 
purpose  of  pension  and  otherwise,  they 
are  not  acting  under  the  direction  of  the 
authorities  of  the  Metropolitan  Police. 
I  doubt  whether  it  is  a  good  practice  at 
all  that  persons  who  have  passed  out  of 
the  immediate  jurisdiction  of  the  Metro- 
politan Police  should  continue  to  belong 
nominally  to  that  Force  while  they  are 
attached  to  bodies  like  Eailway  Com- 
panies. I  doubt  whether  in  such  a  case 
their  connection  with  the  Metropolitan 
Police  ought  not  to  be  severed ;  for, 
otherwise,  the  Metropolitan  Police  be- 
come nominally  responsible  for  the  ac- 
tions of  persons  who  are  not  under  their 
control. 

Mr.  J.  G.  TALBOT  asked,  whether, 
as  this  was  a  matter  that  affected  the 
public  confidence  in  the  Police  Force 
generally,  he  would  communicate  the 
results  of  the  inquiry  to  the  House  ? 

Sir  WII^IAM  H  AECOURT  :  Cer- 
tainly; it  is  my  desire  that  the  truth 
should  be  known  as  regards  all  con- 
cerned. It  is  necessary  that  the  public 
should  have  confidence  in  the  Police 
Force,  both  in  London  and  elsewhere. 

ARMY  — DEATHS  BY  SUNSTROKE  AT 
ALDERSHOT  — THE  WINDSOR  RE- 
VIEW. 

Mr.  H.  E.  brand  asked  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  War,  Whether  it  is 
true  that  the  troops  at  Aldorshot  were 
seven  hours  under  arms  during  the 
greatest  heat  of  the  day  on  Monday  4th 
July,  and  that  the  result  has  been  that 
four  men  have  died  from  this  exposure, 
and  many  more  are  in  hospital  invalided 
from  the  same  cause ;  and,  if  this  is  the 
case,  whether  he  will  take  steps  to  pre- 
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vent  in  the  future  the  exercise  of  the 
troops  in  summer  weather  at  such  un- 
seasonable hours ;  and,  whether  any 
provision  has  been  made  for  the  sheltw 
of  the  Volunteers  engaged  in  the  review 
on  Saturday,  who  will  in  some  cases  be 
under  arms  from  twenty-four  to  thirty- 
six  hours?  He  wished  also  to  ask  a 
Question  of  which  he  had  not  given 
Notice— namely,  Whether  a  great  many 
of  the  men  were  not  paraded  at  7.30 
on  Monday,  and  whether  they  had  to 
march  in  some  cases  four  miles  before 
the  operations  began ;  also,  whether 
there  were  any  water-carts  accompany- 
ing the  regiments  in  this  review  ? 

Mr.  MACFAHLANE  also  asked  whe- 
ther the  Secretary  of  State  was  aware 
that  the  troops  at  Wellington  Barracks 
were  being  drilled  on  Monday,  the 
warmest  day  of  the  year,  at  2  o'clock  in 
the  day,  without  having  anything  but 
a  skull  cap  on  ? 

Mr.  GHILDEES  :  The  Questions  last 
put  to  me  are  Questions  of  which  I  have 
not  had  previous  Notice,  and  I  cannot 
undertake  to  answer  them  at  present 
With  regard  to  the  other  Questions,  I 
have  to  say,  first,  that  as  soon  as  I  heard 
of  the  deaths  at  Aldershot  on  Monday 
last,  I  called  for  full  information  on  the 
subject,  and  the  following  are  the 
facts: — A  field-day  had  been  appointed 
for  the  4th  instant  some  days  before, 
and  the  weather  at  Aldershot  on  Sunday 
and  Monday  being  cloudy,  with  a  strong 
breeze  on  the  Fox  Hills,  the  troops  went 
out  as  usual  in  field-day  order — that  is 
to  say,  carrying  nothing  except  their 
water  bottles  —  at  half-past  8,  after 
breakfast.  The  manoeuvres  were  over 
before  1  o'clock,  and  until  then  there 
were  no  casualties,  and  few  men  fell  out. 
About  that  time,  however,  the  heat 
greatly  increased,  and,  unfortunately, 
the  usual  anxiety  to  get  back  to  their 
lines  led  to  the  [Regiments  hurrying  the 
pace,  and  this  in  the  heavy  dust  and  in- 
creased heat,  probably  caused  a  good 
many  men  to  fall  out.  Of  the  19  men 
who  were  sent  into  hospital,  the  greater 
part  fell  out  then.  Three  died  of  sun- 
stroke— one  a  very  stout  man  of  45,  who 
did  not  fall  out,  and  two  men  of  long 
service,  aged  32  and  33,  one  of  them 
found,  on  post-mortem  examination,  to 
be  highly  pre-disposed  to  illness  of  this 
kind.  The  third  was  a  healthy  man. 
There  was  a  fourth  death  of  a  driver,  an 
officer's  servant,  from  heart  disease ;  but 
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he  was  riding  on  a  waggon  all  day,  and 
had  undergone  no  fatigue,  nor  did  he 
complain  till  later  in  the  day.    It  is  re- 
markable that  from  the  Brigade  which 
went  over  the  most  ground  and  did  the 
hardest  work  the  smallest  number  of 
men — only  12 — fell  out,  and  none  went 
into  hospital.  In  reply  to  the  next  Ques- 
tion, I  find  that  there  is  nothing  in  the 
Queen's  Begulations  limiting  the  hours 
for  grades  or  exercises  in  this  country ; 
but  it  is  well  understood,  and  the  practice 
is  universally  acted  upon,  that  at  times 
of  exceptional  heat  all  parades  are  to 
take  plaice  in  the  early  morning,  so  that 
troops  may  be  back  in  camp  before  the 
power  of  the  sun  becomes  excessive.    I 
ao  not  think  that,  beyond  this  well- 
understood  rule,  attention  to  which  has 
been  especially    called   by  a    Circular 
issued   on    Tuesday,   the  discretion  of 
commanding  officers  need  be  hampered. 
We  are  all  greatly  distressed  by,  and 
deeply  lament  the  deaths  of  these  men ; 
but  I  think  I  have  stated  plainly  the 
exceptional  circumstances  under  which 
they  occurred.     With  reference  to  my 
hon.  Friend's  last  Question,  it  may  in- 
terest the  House  to  know  what  precau- 
tions have  been  taken  as  to  the  Volunteer 
Beview  by  the  Quartermaster  G-eneral, 
who 'has  been  for  some  time  past  en- 
gaged in  preparations  for  the  comfort  of 
the  men  taking  part  in    the   Review. 
With  respect  to  the  conveyance  of  the 
52,000  men  to  Windsor,  the  Bailway 
Companies    have    heartily  co-operated 
with  the  military  authorities,  and  all 
practical  arrangements  have  been  at- 
tei^ded  to.     As  to  the  supply  of  food 
during  the  day,  this  has  always  been 
arranged  by  the  commanding  officers  of 
the  respective  regiments ;  but  we  endea- 
voured to  help  them  by  suggesting  to 
some  large  firms  accustomed  to  such 
business    that    they    should    establish 
booths  for  the  sale  of  provisions  on  the 
ground,  under  arrangements  with  the 
Sanger  of  the  Park.    We  found,  how- 
ever,  that  no  well-known  firm  would 
undertake  this ;  and  it  was  then  settled 
to  revert  to  the  ordinary  plan,  which 
seems  most  acceptable  to  the  corps  them- 
selves;   and  I  have  authorized,   as  a 
special  and    exceptional  arrangement, 
having  regard  to  the  unusual  number  of 
men  assembled  on  the  ground,  the  issue 
of  a  ration  allowance  of  1«.  or  2«.  a-head, 
according  to  the  distance  the  men  have 
come.    Ample  supplies  of  water  and 


large  blocks  of  ice  will  be  in  the  rear  of 
each  division  and  at  the  railways,  and 
great  attention  has  been  paid  to  the 
medical    arrangements,    both    on    the 

f  round  and  at  the  stations.  Should  the 
ay  be  very  hot,  care  will  be  taken  to 
keep  the  men  under  the  trees  as  much 
as  possible.  I  must  apologize  to  the 
House  for  giving  so  long  an  answer; 
but  it  is  perhaps  justified  oy  the  public 
interest  in  this  matter. 

Mb.  H.  B.  brand  said,  he  would 
be  much  obliged  if  the  right  hon.  Oen- 
tleman  could  direct  inquiries  to  be  made 
how  it  was  that  the  men  were  not  able 
to  take  a  rest  after  the  Beview,  and  be- 
fore they  returned  f 

Mb.  CHILDEBS  said,  he  thought  he 
could  answer  that  Question  now.  No- 
thing was  more  disagreeable  to  the  men 
than  not  to  go  back  promptly  to  their 
dinner ;  and  certainly  the  greater  part 
of  the  casualities  which  occurred  took 
place  directly  in  consequence  of  that 
somewhat  natural  desire,  after  being  out 
all  the  morning,  to  get  their  dinners  as 
soon  as  possible. 

AKMY  ORGANIZATION  (THE  AUXI- 
LIARY FORCES)— SERGEANT-MAJORS 
OF  VOLUNTEERS. 

Colonel  KENNAED  asked  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War,  Whether  Sergeant 
Majors  of  the  Volunteers,  appointed  as 
such  before  the  Hoyal  Warrant  of  1878, 
may  be  allowed  to  retain  their  rank  and 
enjoy  all  the  advantages  accruing  to 
them  under  that  title,  as  regards  pen- 
sion? 

Mr.  CHILDERS:  No,  Sir.  This 
question  was  fully  and  carefully  con- 
sidered by  my  Predecessor;  and  I  am 
not  prepared  to  alter  the  decision,  which 
only  gave  to  Volunteer  corps  an  acting 
sergeant-maj  or. 

ARMY  ORGANIZATION  SCHEME— RULE 
77— COMPULSORY  RETIREMENT. 

Majob  0*BEIHNE  asked  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War,  If  officers  who 
entered  the  service  above  the  age  of 
twenty  from  the  Militia,  or  as  Univer- 
sity candidates,  and  in  whose  favour  a 
relaxation  is  made  in  the  age  of  com- 
pulsory retirement,  by  Rule  77  of  the 
New  Army  Beorganisation  Scheme,  will 
be  allowed  to  benefit  likewise  by  Bule 
49,  and  consequently  become  available 
for  regimental  and  staff  employment  up 
to  the  age  of  forty-five  ? 
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Tiz.   CKILDEBS :    Yes,  Sir  ;    tlioae  '  officer  who  had  acted  aa  Political  Seen- 


ofGcers  will  be  able  to  do  what  mj  hon. 
Friend  Buggeats. 

COMMERCIAL  TREATY  WITH  FRANCE 
(NEGOTIATIONS), 

SiK  CHAHLES  FOBSTEB  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Aflaira,  Whether  deputations  from  trad- 
ing communities  can  be  received  now 
that  the  proceedings  of  the  French  Com- 
miaaionBrs  hare  been  suBpended;  and, 
if  not,  whether  any  facilities  can  bo 
afforded  for  making  representations  as 
to  the  manner  in  which  particular  trades 
will  be  affected  by  the  proposed  Treaty? 

Sia  OHAELES  W.  DILKE  :  The 
aittings  of  the  Boyal  Commission  for 
the  purpose  of  receiving  deputations 
are  for  the  preBont  suspended -,  but  the 
CommiaaionerB  will  be  very  happy  to  re- 
ceive any  written  representations  which 
particular  trades  may  have  omitted  to 


AFRICA  (WEST  COAST)  —  THE  WAR 
WITH  ASHANTEE— PAYMENT  OF  FINE. 
Me.  RICHARD  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
Whether  it  is  correct,  as  Btatcd  in  the 

Sapors,  that  the  2,000  ounces  of  gold 
ust  imposed  as  a  fine  on  tlie  Xing  of 
Ashantee  have  arrived  in  this  country  ; 
whether,  as  also  alleged,  the  celebrated 
Oold  Axe  of  Aahantee,  an  article  held 
in  great  rovorence  by  the  King  and 
people  of  that  country  as  "  an  emblem 
of  high  Boveroignty, "  and  forming  no 
part  of  the  exacted  indemnity,  has.  by 
the  repeated  importunities  of  a  trading 
captain.  Captain  Barrow,  been  delivered 
npand  brought  to  England  osa  present  to 
the  Queen ;  and,  whether  Captain  Barrow 
was  invested  with  any  official  authority 
to  treat  with  the  King  of  ABhaatee  for 
the  surrender  of  this  arliclo  ? 

Sm  CHARLES  W.  DILKE,  in  reply, 
aaid,  that  1,200  ounces  of  gold  dust  bad 
been  received  out  of  2,000,  and  that 
bonds  had  beeu  taken  for  the  remainder 
in  six  months.  Papers  to  be  laid  before 
Parliament  would  show  the  circum- 
stances in  which  the  King  of  Ashanteo 
had  decided  to  send  tlie  Uold  Axe.  The 
King  stated  that  he  Hurrcndcrc<l  it  on 
the  understanding  that  it  wo 
to  England  to    tlie    Queen. 

Barrow  was  not  in  tho  Merchant  Ser-  i  whether  the  illegality  of  Mr.  Lewisohn's 
Tico,  but  was  a  dietinguishod  military    ozpulsion  is  confirmed  by  that  report  or 


tar}-,  and  had  been  sent  on  various  mii- 
siona  in  the  interior. 

Mr.  HEALY  asked  whether  tlu 
British  Government  claimed  the  right 
to  exact  tribute  from  every  unhap^ 
African  King? 

SiE  CHARLES  W.  DILKE:  No, Sir. 

Mb.  RICHARD  asked  whether  C^ 
tain  Barmw  had  any  authority  to  treit 
with  the  King  of  Aahantee  for  the  an- 
render  of  tiie  Axe  ? 

Sib  CHARLES  W.  DILKE:  Cap- 
tain Barrow  was  authorized  to  trMt 
with  the  King  of  Asbantee,  bat  not  to 
demand  the  surrender  of  the  axe. 

POST  OFFICE  (IRELAND)  —  MAIL 
TRAINS  TO  THE  SODTH    AND   WEST- 
STOPPAGE  AT  THORLES. 

Mb.  a.  MOORE  asked  the  Fostmaitai 
General,  Whether  he  has  received  seve- 
ral applications  from  public  bodies  and 
private  individuals  begging  him  to  per- 
mit the  mail  trains  to  be  stopped  at 
Thurles,  and  thus  enable  passengm 
and  mails  to  be  more  conveniently  and 
speedily  transmitted  to  Clonmel  and 
other  districts  by  the  new  line  of  Rail- 
way recently  opened ;  whether  he  is 
aware  that  the  line  was  constructed  on 
a  guarantee  on  tho  rates  of  the  County; 
and,  whether,  considering  the  intereeli 
of  the  ratepayers,  and  the  convenience 
of  the  public,  he  can  now  accede  to 
these  applications? 

Mb.  FAWCETT,  in  reply,  aaid,  he 
had   carefully  considered   the   applica- 
tions referred  to  in  tho  Queetioa,  and 
found  that  no  public  advautage  would 
iplying  with  them.     The 
disadvantage    of    e  tup  ping    tho    trains 
would  be  that  it  would  cause  the  trains 
somewhat  later  at  Cork  and 
Limerick.    This  would  delay  the  letters. 
Id  probably  be  inconvenient  for 
the  passengers.     He  was  very  sorry  he 
could  not  accede  to  the  request. 

FOREKlN  JEWS  IN  RUSSIA— EXPUL- 
SION OF  MR.  L.  LEWISOllN,  A 
NATURALIZED  URITISH  SUUJECT. 
lAiios  HENRY  DE  WORMS  asked 

the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 


Alfairs,  Whethor  the  Report  of  the  Law 
Id  bo  sent  I  OIHcers  of  the  Crown  on  the  case  of  Mr, 
Captain     Lowisohn  has  been  received;  and,  if  so. 
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not;  and,  whether  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment will  alone,  or  acting  in  con- 
junction with  those  Powers  whose 
Jewish  subjects  have  been  similarly  ill- 
treated,  address  a  protest  to  the  Bussian 
Government  on  the  subject  ? 

SiE  CHAELES  W.  DILKE:  We 
have  received  a  preliminary  Beport 
from  the  Law  Officers  of  the  Crown, 
and  communications  on  the  subject  are 
passing. 

NATIONAL   EDUCATION    (ERELAND)— 
SCHOOL  CHILDREN. 

Mb.  W.  J.  OOBBET  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland,  If  he  has  had  his  attention 
called  to  the  Beport  of  the  Copimis- 
sioners  of  National  Education  in  Ireland, 
for  the  year  1880,  just  placed  in  the 
hands  of  Members ;  whether  he  has 
noticed  the  following  statement  with 
reference  to  the  great  increase  in  the 
daily  average  attendance  of  pupils : — 

^  This  onasually  large  increase  of  33,503  in 
the  average  attendance  is  to  a  considerable  ex- 
tent due  to  the  benevolent  operations  of  the 
Committee  organised  by  her  Grace  the  Duchess 
of  Marlborongh,  the  Mansion  Houso  Committee, 
and  the  *  New  York  Herald '  Committee,  who, 
in  the  early  part  of  the  year,  supplied  clothing 
and  rations  of  food  to  destitute  children  in  the 
schools  of  tho  impoverished  districts ;  " 

and,  whether,  looking  to  the  impossi- 
bili^  of  dealing  permanently  with  this 
sad  form  of  want  in  Ireland  by  means 
of  private  benevolence,  he  will  advise 
the  Government  to  take  into  considera- 
tion the  necessity  for  making  some  ar- 
rangement by  which  a  ration  of  food 
shall  be  given  daily,  at  the  public  ex- 
pense, to  destitute  children  attending 
school  in  the  impoverished  districts  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  FOBSTEB,  in  reply,  said, 
that  he  had  seen  the  extract  quoted  by 
the  hon.  Member,  but  feared  that  if  he 
acted  on  the  suggestion  he  should  be  in- 
troducing a  most  important  change.  To 
give  daily  rations  of  food  at  the  public 
expense  would  virtually  be  to  give  out- 
door relief,  and  the  hon.  Member  would 
at  once  perceive  the  great  danger  of 
taking  such  a  course. 

AGRIGULTUKAL  DISTRESS  (IRELAND) 
—REPORT  OF  THE  DUKE  OF  RICH- 
MOND'S COMMISSION. 

Mb.  W.  J.  COBBET  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland,  Whether  his  attention  has  been 


called  to  a  Beport,  issued  to  Members 
on  the  5th  July,  drawn  up  by  the  As- 
sistant Commissioners  on  Agriculture, 
and  dated  Ist  January  1880;  whether 
he  has  noticed  the  following  statement 
in  the  Beport  with  reference  to  the  con- 
dition of  the  people  in  many  parts  of 
Ireland : — 

"  A  succession  of  bad  harvests  has  prevented 
them  from  paying  up  their  accounts  regularly. 
In  this  way  debts  have  accumulated  until  many 
of  the  small  farmers  have  come  to  owe  the 
shopkeepers  and  others  four,  five,  six,  and  even 
ten  times  the  amount  of  their  annual  rent ;  " 

whether  he  has  noticed,  amongst  others, 
the  following  statements  : — 

**  It  appears  to  us  that  no  industrial  system 
could  flourish  under  such  conditions  as  we  have 
described.  Our  experience  justifies  us  in  saying 
that  there  are  many  thousands  of  small  farmers 
in  Ireland  who  are  paying  away  as  interest  an 
amount  equal  to  the  rent  to  their  land ; " 

and  again, 

*'  We  have  already  visited  hundreds  of  these 
farms,  and  found  the  occupants  of  them  in  so 
deplorable  a  condition  that  we  feel  unable  to 
describe  it  in  a  way  which  would  enable  His 
Grace  (the  Lord  Lieutenant)  to  realise  it 
fully;" 

whether,  looking  to  the  fact  that  the 
revelations  contained  in  the  Beport 
would,  if  supplied  in  time,  have  afforded 
valuable  information  to  Members  in  con- 
sidering the  Irish  Land  Bill,  he  can 
inform  the  House  why  it  was  kept  back 
so  long ;  and,  whether  any  further  Be- 
port has  been  made  by  the  Assistant 
Commissioners ;  and,  if  so,  when  can  it 
be  laid  upon  the  Table  of  the  House  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  FOBSTEB,  in  reply,  said, 
he  thought  the  hon.  Member  had  asked 
him  this  Question  by  mistake.  It  ought 
to  have  been  asked  of  some  Member  of 
the  Duke  of  Bichmond's  Commission. 
That  Commission  was  not  under  the  con- 
trol of  the  Irish  Government.  He  sup- 
posed the  hon.  Member  was  induced  to 
ask  him  the  Question  because  of  the  pre- 
sence of  the  words  *'  His  Grace  "  in  one 
of  the  extracts.  The  words  **  His 
Grace  "  referred  to  the  Duke  of  Bich- 
mond,  and  not  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland. 

Mr.  DAWSON :  The  Beport  referred 
to  was  addressed  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant. 

Mr.  W.  E.  FOBSTEB  said,  he  had 
the  Beport  in  his  hand,  and  it  began  by 
stating — 

"In  accordance  with  your  instructions,  we 
submit  to  the  consideration  of  His  Grace  the 
President  of  the  Royal  Agricultural  Commis- 
sion, &c." 
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LoED  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH: 
Until  I  read  my  hon.  Friend's  Question, 
my  attention  had  not  been  called  to  tHe 
smallness  of  the  sums  assigned  to  Conntj 
Clare.  I  may  say,  however,  that  the 
apportionment  of  the  recent  Canadian 
and  Parliamentary  grants  of  £60,000 
was  made  on  the  recommendation  of  a 
Special  Committee,  which  carefully  ex- 
amined the  proposals  brought  before  it, 
and  the  Treasury  have  no  reason  for 
thinking  that  the  claims  of  County  Olan 
were  not  duly  weighed.  I  have  no 
special  knowledge  of  the  condition  of 
the  fishermen  on  that  coast.  Conside^ 
iug  the  terms  on  which    the   special 

rant  of  £45,000  was  made  last  year, 
cannot  at  present  make  any  promifle 
with  respect  to  further  free  grants.  Any 
application  for  a  loan  on  sufficient  se- 
curity, however,  will  be  carefully  con- 
sidered. 


ARMY  DISCIPLINE  AND  REGULATION 

ACT. 

Viscount  EMLYN  asked  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War,  Whether  he  can 
now  lay  upon  the  Table  of  the  House  a 
Copy  of  the  Rules  made  by  him  under 
the  provisions  of  the  Army  Discipline 
and  Hegulation  Act,  for  the  punishment 
of  serious  offences  committed  by  soldiers 
upon  active  service  ? 

Mr.  CHILDEES:  No,  Sir;  but  I 
hope  to  be  able  to  do  so  before  the  end 
of  the  month.  I  have  not  received  all 
the  strictly  confidential  opinions  for 
which  I  applied  to  officers  of  expe- 
rience in  command ;  but  I  expect  those 
inquiries  will  be  completed  in  a  few 
days. 

TURKEY    AND    GREECE  — THE 
FRONTIER  (QUESTION. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  ARNOLD  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  Whether  the  evacuation  of  the 
first  section  of  the  territory  to  be  ceded 
to  Greece  by  Turkey  not  later  than 
July  5th  1881,  under  the  stipulations  of 
the  annex  to  the  Convention  of  May  24th 
1881,  has  been  duly  carried  out? 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE :  A  tele- 
gram was  received  yesterday  from  Gene- 
ral Hamley  stating  that  the  Turks  had 
retired  from  the  Frontier,  and  that  the 
Greeks  had  crossed  and  taken  posses- 
sion.   All  had  been  done  in  good  order. 

PIERS  AND  HARBOURS  (IRELAND - 
CO.  CLARE. 

Mr.  O'SHEA  asked  the  Financial 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  Whether  his 
attention  has  been  called  to  the  small- 
ness of  the  sums  of  money  granted  from 
any  of  the  sources  recently  available  for 
such  purposes,  towards  the  improve- 
ment of  the  fishing  harbours  and  creeks 
in  Clare ;  whether  representations  have 
been  made  to  him  as  to  the  extraordi- 
nary way  in  which  the  fishermen  of  that 
county  have  availed  themselves  of  every 
chance  that  has  been  afforded  them,  and 
as  to  the  alacrity  with  which  they  have 
paid  rents  and  other  debts,  out  of  their 
earnings  under  the  first  revival  of  their 
industry ;  and,  whether  under  these  cir- 
cumstances. Her  Majesty *s  Government 
are  disposed  to  afford  any  further  facili- 
ties for  the  improvement  of  some  of  the 
fishing  harbours  and  creeks  on  that 
dangerous  coast  ? 


TRADE  AND  COMMERCE— FOREIGN 
COMMERCIAL  TREATIES. 

Mr.  JACKSON  asked  the  Under  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
Whether,  following  the  precedent  of 
1872,  when  M.  Kindt  was  present  ai 
the  representative  of  Belgium  at  the 
discussions  in  Paris  between  the  British 
and  French  Commissioners  to  settle  the 
Compensatory  Duties,  Her  Majesty's Gh>- 
vernment  will  take  steps  to  secure  that 
a  representative  of  England  shall  be 
present  at  the  Conferences  about  to  be 
held  to  discuss  the  terms  of  Commercial 
Treaties  between  France  and  Belgium, 
and  between  France  and  other  coun- 
tries ? 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE .  I  would 
beg  leave  to  point  out  to  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber jthat  there  is  no  precedent  in  the 
case  of  the  negotiations  in  1872  for  what 
he  proposes  should  be  done  now.  When 
M.  Kindt  was  present  at  the  discussions 
between  the  British  and  French  Com- 
missioners in  that  year,  a  Treaty  be- 
tween this  country  and  France  had 
already  been  signed,  and  it  was  con- 
sidered that  the  presence  of  a  well- 
qualified  and  impartial  Belgian  official 
would  facilitate  an  agreement  as  to  the 
rates  of  the  Compensatory  Duties.  In 
the  present  case,  however,  no  Treaty 
has  been  signed ;  and  I  can  hardly  think 
it  probable  that  the  French  Government 
would  consent  to  the  unusual,  if  not 
unprecedented,  course  which  the  hon. 
Member  proposes. 


PROTECTION  OF  PERSON  AND  PRO- 
PERTY (IRELAND)  ACT.  1881  —  MB. 
CUNNINGHAM,  OF  LOUGHRBA,  A 
PRISONEB  UNDER  THE  ACT. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Lreland,  Whether  he  is  aware  that 
Mr.  Cunningham  of  Loughrea,  who  has 
heen  imprisoned  under  the  Coercion  Act, 
and  now  lies  in  Dundalk  Gaol  on  the 
charge  of  meeting  to  murder  presumably 
the  man  Dempsey,  is  a  relative  of  the 
murdered  man  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER,  in  reply,  said, 
he  was  informed  that  Mr.  Cunningham, 
who  was  now  in  Dundalk  Gaol,  was  a 
second  cousin  of  the  man  Dempsey.  The 
warrant  for  his  arrest  stated  that  he  was 
suspected  of  inciting  to  murder.  He 
might  remind  the  hon.  Member  that 
there  hed  been  three  bad  murders  lately 
in  the  Loughrea  district. 

ARMY  (AUXILIARY  FORCES)--THE 
WINDSOR  REVIEW. 

Mr.   SOHREIBER  :    I  beg.   before 

asking  the  Question  which  stands  in  my 

name,  to  request  the  permission  of  the 

House  to  read  a  short  extract  from  the 

morning  papers  of  Tuesday  on  which 

my  Question  is  founded.    The  extract 

says — 

**  Endosures  will  be  reserved  to  the  left  of 
Her  Majesty  for  the  members  of  tho  Royal 
HouBehold,  the  Press,  the  Four-in-Hand  Clab, 
the  Eton  Boys — at  least,  those  of  them  who  are 
not  present  with  their  corps  on  the  field — offi- 
cers on  foot  and  in  uniform.  On  the  right  of 
Her  Majesty  places  will  be  reserved  for  the  Park 
officials,  the  children  of  the  Hoyal  Schools,  the 
students  of  Cooper's  Hill  Indian  Engineering 
College,  and  with  these  exceptions  the  remain- 
der of  the  line  of  view  will  be  free  to  all 
comers" — 
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appears  will  be  reserved  on  the  right 
hand  and  on  the  left  of  the  position  to 
be  occupied  by  Her  Majesty  ? 

Mb.  CHILDERS  :  My  answer  is  that 
the  whole  of  the  arrangements  rest  not 
with  me,  but  with  the  Banger  of  the 
Park.  I  know  nothing  of,  and  have  not 
even  seen,  the  notice  in  the  paper  quoted 
by  the  hon.  Member.  I  may  add  that 
I  have  no  intention  of  making  to  the 
Banger  any  representations  on  the  sub- 
ject. 

Mb.  8CHBEIBEB  wished  distinctly 
to  understand  whether  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  having  seen  the  Question  on 
the  Paper  for  some  days  past,  had  not 
thought  fit  to  communicate  with  His 
Boyal  Highness  the  Banger  of  Windsor 
Park  on  a  subject  of  so  much  interest  to 
Members  of  both  Houses  of  Parliament  ? 

Mb.  CHILDEBS  :  I  have  already 
twice  answered  the  Question,  and  have 
distinctly  stated  that  I  have  no  authority 
in  the  matter.  I  do  not  propose  to  ad- 
dress to  the  Banger  any  communication 
on  the  subject. 

Mb.  LABOUCHEBE  asked  what  Mi- 
nister was  responsible  to  Parliament  for 
the  action  of  the  Banger  ? 

Mb.  CHILDEBS  :  I  myself  most  cer- 
tainly am  not.  I  believe  the  First  Com- 
missioner of  Works  is. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOB  asked  what 
was  the  name  of  this  Banger  who  had 
put  this  snub  on  the  House  of  Commons? 

Mr.  CHILDEBS  said,  that,  in  his 
opinion,  the  concluding  words  of  the 
hon.  Member  were  decidedly  un-Parlia- 
mentary. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOB:  Mr.  Speaker, 
I  rise  to  Order.  I  beg  to  ask  you.  Sir, 
whether  a  right  hon.  G-entleman  has  a 
right  to  usurp  your  function,  and  describe 
as  un-  Parliamentary  an  observation  made 
by  another  Member  of  the  House  ? 

Mr.  SPEAKEB  made  no  reply  to  this 
Question. 

Mb.  CHILDEBS :  What  I  said  was 
that,  in  my  opinion,  the  use  of  the  word 
**  snub  "  is  not  Parliamentary. 

Mb.  0' KELLY  rose  amid  loud  cries 
of  '*  Order  !  " 

Mb.  SPEAKEB:  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  in  possession  of  the 
House  when  the  hon.  Member  rose. 

Mb.  CHILDEBS :  I  want  only  to  add 
that  the  Banger  of  Windsor  Park  is 
Prince  Christian. 

Mb.  SPEAKEB  said,  that  the  ri^ht 
hon.  Gentleman  was  entitled  to  say  that 


that  is  to  say,  to  Mr.  Speaker,  to  the 
Lord  Chancellor,  and  to  Members  of  both 
Houses  of  Parliament.  In  answer  to  pre- 
vious Questions  on  the  same  subject,  I 
have  hitherto  been  told  that  Members  of 
this  and  the  other  House  of  Parliament 
could  not  have  reserved  places  at  the 
Beview,  because  no  places  were  to  be  re- 
served. After  what  has  appeared  in  the 
newspapers  on  the  subject,  I  have  now 
to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War, 
Whether  it  could  be  arranged  that  Peers 
and  Members  of  Parliament  wishing  to 
attend  the  Volunteer  Beview  on  Satur- 
day should  be  admitted,  on  presentation 
of  their  cards,  to  the  spaces  which  it  now 
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in  Lis  opinion  the  language  of  tlio  hon. 
Member  was  un-Parlianioiitary. 

Me.  MACDONALD  asked  whether 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  state 
what  claim  the  Four-in-IIand  Club  had 
to  a  place  at  the  Review  ? 

Me.  CHILDEES  :  I  told  the  House 
five  times  as  distinctly  as  I  could  that  I 
have  no  authority  in  the  matter. 

Me.  a.  M.  SULLIVAN:  I  do  not 
wish  to  add  to  the  numerous  Questions 
which  have  been  showered  upon  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  ;  but  I  should  like 
to  know  whether  the  First  Commissioner 
of  Works  is  in  the  House?  If  he  is 
present,  I  would  put  the  question  to  him 
as  to  whether  he  can  throw  any  light 
upon  this  Four-in-Hand  question  ? 

Me.  SHAW  LEFE\TRE :  No,  Sir  ;  I 
am  sorry  to  say  that  I  cannot  throw  any 
light  upon  it.  The  Hanger  of  Windsor 
Park  is  not  under  my  control. 

Me.  CHILDEES :  I  have  to  apologize 
for  having,  by  a  slip  of  the  tongue,  mis- 
led the  House  by  saying  that  the  Eanger 
of  Windsor  Park  was  under  the  control 
of  the  First  Commissioner  of  Works  in- 
stead of  the  Commissioner  of  Woods  and 
Forests,  which  is  a  Department  subject 
to  the  supervision  of  the  Treasury. 

Me.  SCHEEIBEE  said,  that,  under 
these  circumstances,  he  begged  to  give 
Notice  that  he  would  ask  his  Question 
of  the  Prime  Minister. 

ABMY  —  DECEASED  SOLDIEKS' 
EFFECTS. 

Me.  p.  a.  TAYLOE  asked  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War,  Whether  it  is  the 
fact  that  Private  William  Brooks,  of 
the  1st  Dragoon  Guards,  died  in  Zulu- 
land  nearly  two  years  ago  (September 
1879)  ;  whether  repeated  applications 
have  been  made  to  the  War  Office  on 
behalf  of  his  mother  for  her  son's  effects 
and  for  some  money  ho  had  saved  and 
desired  should  be  remitted  to  her,  with 
no  other  result  than  replies  that  no 
information  had  been  received ;  and, 
whether  he  will  cause  some  bettor 
arrangements  to  be  made,  to  the  end 
that  more  rapid  justice  may  be  rendered 
to  the  friendless  relations  of  deceased 
soldiers  ? 

Me.  CHILDEES  :  The  facts  are  as 
my  hon.  Friend  states ;  but  I  am  glad 
to  say  that  the  statement  of  Private 
Brooks'  accounts  was  received  at  the 
War  Office  on  the  6th  instant,  and  the 
money  will  bo  paid  to  his  relation  f orth- 

Mr.  Speaker 


with.  The  officer  commanding  the  regi* 
ment  has  been  communicated  with  oi 
the  subject  of  the  delay,  which  appean 
to  have  been  excessive.  The  insinua- 
tions 9n  this  subject  are  now  perfeofly 
plain. 

MERCANTILE  MARINE— PILOTAGE  AT 

SWANSEA. 

Me.  PULESTON  asked  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade,  Whether  he  will 
lay  upon  the  Table  of  the  House,  the 
Correspondence  relative  to  non-compnl- 
sory  pilotage  at  Swansea ;  and,  whether 
he  can  state  what  action  he  propoaei 
to  take  in  reference  to  this  and  other 
questions  which  have  been  raised  affect- 
ing the  pilot  interest  ? 

Me.  CHAMBEELAIN,  in  reply,  said, 
the  correspondence  on  this  matter  was 
not  yet  complete.  As  soon  as  it  was 
complete  there  would  be  no  objection 
to  laying  it  on  the  Table.  A  letter  had 
been  addressed  to  the  Trustees  of  Swan- 
sea Harbour  asking  some  information, 
and  until  that  information  was  received 
he  was  unable  to  say  what  action  the 
Board  of  Trade  would  take  in  the 
matter. 

FRANCE    AND    TUNIS    (ADMINISTKA- 

TION). 

Me.  T.  BEUCE  (for  the  Earl  of 
Bective)  asked  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  Whether  hia 
attention  has  been  called  to  a  statementin 
the  public  press,  that  M.  Eoustan  directs 
not  only  the  Foreign  Office  of  Tunis, 
but  also  most  of  the  Government  De- 
2)artments,  and  that  claims  by  the  muni- 
cipality and  other  bodies  against  Euro- 
peans are  made  by  M.  Eoustan ;  whether 
he  is  aware  that  in  one  of  tho  aforesaid 
capacities  M.  Eoustan  has  adjudged  to 
a  French  subject  a  portion  of  ground 
adjoining  the  English  Church,  and  se- 
cured in  perpetuity  to  the  British  Colony 
by  a  deed  signed  by  the  Bey  and  the 
Bishop  of  Gibraltar,  a  counterpart  of 
which  has  been  deposited  in  tho  archives 
of  the  British  Consulate  at  Tunis  ;  and, 
if  ho  will  communicate  with  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Agent  and  the  Eev.  E.  Frankel 
on  the  subject,  with  a  view  to  the  pro- 
tection of  tho  British  rights  involved  ? 

SiE  CHAELES  W.  DILKE  :  No  con- 
firmation of  the  newspaper  report  to 
which  the  noble  Lord's  Question  calls 
attention  has  been  received  from  Her 
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Majesty's  Agent  and  Consul  General  in 
Tunis.  With  reference  to  the  second 
portion  of  the  noble  Lord's  Question, 
and  the  reply  which  I  gave  to  him  on 
Tuesday  last,  I  may  state  that  I  have 
this  day  received  from  the  Bev.  E. 
Frankel  the  information,  which  he  ap- 
pears to  hare  already  eiven  to  the  noble 
Lord,  with  regard  to  the  ground  adjoin- 
ing the  British  Church,  of  which  Mr. 
Frankel  states  that  Mr.  Keade  was 
ordered  by  the  President  of  the  Muni- 
cipality to  take  possession,  and  did  so 
by  haying  it  fenced  in  and  levelled  for  a 
lawn  tennis  court.  If  Mr.  Beade  con- 
siders that  any  injury  has  been  done  to 
British  subjects  or  property,  he  will,  no 
doubt,  at  once  communicate  with  Her 
Majesty's  Government  on  the  subject. 

THE  CIVIL  SERVICE— CLERKS  IN  THE 
LOWER  DIVISION. 

Mr.  OTWAY  asked  the  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury,  Whether  Her  Majesty's 
Government  have  considered  the  case  of 
the  clerks  in  the  lower  division,  as  stated 
in  a  Memorial  from  them  which  has 
been  presented  to  the  Treasury,  and  have 
taken  any  decision  in  the  matter? 

Lord  FREDEBICK  CAVENDISH : 
Tes,  Sir;  the  Treasury  has  given  a 
most  careful  consideration  to  the  Me- 
morial referred  to  in  the  Question,  and 
their  decision  is  stated  in  a  Treasury 
Minute,  which  I  shall  be  happy  to  lay 
on  the  Table  of  the  House  if  my  hon. 
Friend  likes  to  move  for  it. 

THE  WEST   INDIES-THE  ISLAND  OF 

BARBABOES. 

Mr.  EBRINOTON  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies, Whe- 
ther the  Government  will  take  advantage 
of  the  opportunity  afforded  by  the  ap- 
pointment of  a  new  Governor  of  the 
Windward  Islands  to  insist  on  the  much- 
needed  reforms  in  the  constitution  and 
government  of  Barbadoes,  especially  the 
reforms  recommended  by  Lord  Carnarvon 
in  1877 ;  and,  whether  he  will  lay  upon 
the  Table  Copies  of  the  Instructions 
which  have  been  given  to  Mr.  Bobinson 
on  these  points,  or  take  an  opportunity 
of  making  a  statement  on  the  subject  to 
the  House? 

Sib  CHABLES  W.  DILKE,  in  reply, 
said  that  a  number  of  Constitutional 
changes  had  been  effected  in  the  Barba- 
does since  1877.   The  Executive  Council 


had  lately  constituted  an  Executive  Com- 
mittee, '  which  accomplished  important 
works.  The  reforms  proposed  by  Lord 
Carnarvon  were  for  the  most  part  in- 
effective, except  that  the  officers  of  the 
Government  were  permitted  to  sit  and 
speak  in  the  Assembly  without  votes. 
Two  such  officers  had  been  appointed 
for  the  last  three  years,  and  had  intro- 
duced many  Bills.  Mr.  Bobinson  had 
invited  the  Assembly  to  legislate  upon 
various  subjects,  and  hitherto  the  As- 
sembly had  shown  itself  quite  ready  to 
adopt  his  suggestions.  No  particular 
instructions  had  been  sent  to  Mr.  Bobin- 
son, as  the  Government  had  reason  to 
believe  that  he  was  discharging  his 
duties  in  a  satisfactory  manner. 

PEACE  PRESERVATION  ACT,  1881— 
PRISONERS  IN  NAAS  GAOL. 

Mb.  LALOB  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
During  how  many  hours  in  the  day, 
and  in  what  amount  of  space,  are  the 
prisoners  who  are  confined  under  the 
Peace  Preservation  Act  in  Naas  Jail 
permitted  to  take  exercise;  and,  if  he 
would  have  any  objection  to  permit  such 
of  the  prisoners  as  the  Governor  of  the 
jail  might  select  to  take  exercise,  under 
supervision,  outside  of  the  prison,  on 
their  pledging  their  word  to  hold  no 
communication  with  their  friends  or 
other  persons  outside,  and  to  return  in 
obedience  to  rule  ? 

Mb.  W.  E.  FOBSTEB,  in  rejjly, 
said,  that  the  first  part  of  the  Question 
related  to  matters  of  detail,  which  he 
could  not  explain  till  he  received  infor- 
mation from  Dublin.  In  regard  to  the 
second  Question,  he  must  state  that  the 
Government  could  not  give  the  informa- 
tion desired. 

MERCHANT  SHIPPING  ACT,  1876— IM- 
PRISONMENT OF  BRITISH  SAILORS 
ABROAD. 

Db.  CAMEBON  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
Whether  it  is  not  a  fact  that,  under  the 
Merchant  Shipping  Act,  prisons  used  for 
the  imprisonment  of  British  sailors  sen- 
tenced by  naval  courts  abroad  must  be 
approved  by  the  senior  naval  officer  and 
certified  in  writing  as  proper  for  the 
purpose ;  whether,  knowing  that  the 
gaols  of  Callab  and  Lima,  always  very 
bad,  were  in  an  exceptionally  bad  and 


251 


India — The 


(COMMONS] 


Forest  Deparim$Mt.       2MI 


dangerous  condition  during  the  Chilian 
occupation  in  February  last,  and  with- 
out the  necessary  certification  of  their 
fitness,  Mr.  St.  John,  the  British  Minis- 
ter at  Lima,  ordered  the  imprisonment 
in  them  of  seven  British  seamen  sen- 
tenced by  a  naval  court  for  insubordina- 
tion on  board  the  merchant  ship  **  Fort 
George;"  whether  Mr.  St.  John  per- 
sisted in  his  attempts  to  have  the  men 
imprisoned  in  the  gaols  of  Callao  and 
Lima  in  spite  of  repeated  remonstrances ; 
and,  whether  he  will  lay  upon  the  Table 
any  Correspondence  relating  to  the  sub- 
ject? 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE :  Accord- 
ing to  the  1 8th  Paragraph  of  the  Mer- 
chant Shipping  Act  of  1875,  the  senior 
Naval  or  Consular  Officer  present  at  the 
place  where  a  Naval  Court  is  held  is  to 
approve  the  prison  in  which  men  sen- 
tenced to  imprisonment  are  to  be  con- 
fined. On  the  occasion  referred  to  in 
the  Question,  no  Consular  Officer  ap- 
pears to  have  been  at  the  Naval  Court, 
and  it  is  not  known  whether  the  Naval 
Officer  approved  the  prison.  Mr.  Spen- 
ser St.  John  reports  having  found  a  por- 
tion of  the  Lima  Prison  in  a  proper  con- 
dition ;  but  it  is  not  known  why  the 
sentenced  men  were  not  placed  there. 
Further  inquiries  are  being  made  into 
the  question,  and  the  Papers  cannot, 
therefore,  be  laid  before  Parliament  at 
present. 

Dr.  CAMERON  asked  whether  Mr. 
St.  John  made  inquiries  as  to  the  fitness 
of  the  prison  before  these  men  were  de- 
tained ? 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE :  That  is 
one  of  the  points  upon  which  further 
inquiry  is  to  be  made. 

POST  OFFICE  (IRELAND)  — THE  TELE- 
GRAPH SERVICE. 
POST  OFFICE  SAVINGS  BANKS- 
FEMALE  CLERKS. 

Mr.  a.  M.  SULLIVAN  asked  the 
Postmaster  General,  If  he  is  aware  that 
the  permanent  officials  of  the  Post  Office 
have  decided  that  (in  Ireland),  tele- 
graphists who  joined  the  Telegraph  Ser- 
vice after  the  transfer  to  the  State  are 
not  eligible  for  any  vacancy  occurring 
in  the  Accountant's  Department  (Ire- 
land), and  that  telegraphists  who  were 
taken  over  by  the  State  at  the  transfer 
are  eligible;  and,  if  bearing  in  mind 
his  recent  statement  as  to  telegraphists 
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in  general.,  he  can  state  what  is  fliA 
nature  of  the  distinction  whish  appean 
to  exist  ? 

Mr.  O'CONNOR  POWER  asked  Oi 
Postmaster  General,  When  the  opct 
competition  for  female  clerkships  in  tin 
Post  Office  Savings  Bank  will  takt 
place? 

Mr.  FAWCETT  :  Telegraphists  who 
have  been  appointed  subsequent  to  tbA 
transfer  are  not  eligible  for  appointment 
to  vacancies  in  the  Accountant  s  Depart* 
ment  (Ireland),  because  the  standard  of 
examination  for  that    office  is  higher 
than  that  prescribed  for  telegraphistii 
The   standard  of  examination  had  not 
been  prescribed  at  the  time  of  the  tnni* 
fer;    and  it  was  held  that  the  traoi- 
ferred  telegraphists  were  eligible  for  ap- 
pointment to  any  office  to  which  derii 
at  that  time  in  the  Service  could  be  ap- 
pointed under  the  Regulations  then  m 
force.  TheDepartment  of  the  Aocountant 
of  the  Post  Office  in  Ireland  was  one  ol 
those  offices.    In  reply  to  the  QueatioB 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Mayo,  I  maj 
state  that  the  scheme  for  the  open  ocmi- 
petitive  examinations  for  female  deik- 
ships  in  the  Savings  Bank  Department 
of  the  Post  Office  will  come  into  opera- 
tion almost  immediately.     The  prelimi- 
nary examination  will  be  held  on  the 
rith  of  August,  by  which  the  candidates 
will  be  sifted.     The  second  and  final  ex- 
amination will  be  held  on  the  2nd  of 
September.     The  prelimin&ry  examina- 
tions will   be  conducted  in   15   of  the 
largest  towns  in  England,  Scotland,  and 
Ireland,  and  the  final  examinations  in 
London,  Edinburgh,  and  Dublin. 

INDIA.— THE  FOREST  DEPARTMENT. 

Mr.  round  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  India,  If  admissions  to  the 
Forest  Department  under  the  Qoyem- 
ment  of  India  are  by  competition,  or  if 
there  are  any  recent  cases  on  record  in 
which  officers  have  been  appointed  either 
by  the  English  or  Indian  authoritiee 
without  undergoing  any  previous  ex- 
amination ? 

The  Marquess  of  HARTINGTON: 
Candidates  in  this  country  for  nomina- 
tion to  junior  appointments  in  the 
Forest  Department  in  India  are  re- 
quired to  pass  an  examination,  and  from 
among  those  who  attain  the  required 
standard  a  selection  is  made  of  snch  as 
are  deemed  best  adapted  to  the  servioe. 
No  recent  appointments  have  been  znade 


253     Currmey^-Iniematimal        {July  7,  1881 )         Monetary  Conference.        264 


by  the  authorities  in  this  country  with-  ' 
out  previous  examination.  Under  the  ' 
rules  for  the  selection  of  candidates  in  | 
India  no  previous  examination  is  re- 
quired if  applicants  can  produce  satis- 
factory certificates  of  their  acquirements. 
Candidates  selected  in  this  country  un- 
dergo a  special  training  at  the  Forest 
School  at  Nancy  before  receiving  their 
appointments ;  and  those  selected  in 
India  are  required  to  pass  two  years' 
training  in  the  forests  attached  to  the 
Government  Forest  School,  or  to  serve 
as  probationers  for  the  same  length  of 
time  before  their  appointments  are  con- 
firmed. 

PARLIAMENT-RULES  AND   ORDERS- 
ANSWERS  TO  QUESTIONS. 

Mr.  GOBST  asked  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury,  Whether  arrangements 
could  be  made  by  which,  when  Ques- 
tions are  asked  which  required  mere 
Department  information,  the  answers 
thereto  might  be  printed  with  the  Votes, 
and  thus  save  the  time  which  is  taken  up 
by  the  oral  delivery  of  the  reply  of  the 
Department  in  the  House  by  the  Minister 
in  charge? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  This  important 
subject  would  necessarily  require  a  good 
deal  of  consideration.  I  think  it  could 
not  be  adopted  as  a  general  rule. 

SOUTH  AFRICA  — THE  TRANSVAAL 
AMSTERDAM  LOAN. 

Babow  HENEY  DE  WOEMS  asked 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury, Whether 
his  attention  has  been  called  to  the  fol- 
lowing advertisement  which  appears  in 
the  "  Times  "  :— 

"  The  Couponfl  of  the  Transvaal  Amsterdam 
Loan  will  be  paid  under  the  usual  conditions  on  the 
Ist  July  next,  by  Messrs.  Insinger  and  Co.  at  their 
offices  in  Amsterdam.  This  payment  falling 
due  within  the  period  during  wmch  the  Com- 
mission charged  with  the  settlement  of  affairs 
in  tiie  Transvaal  is  still  sitting,  Her  Britannic 
Majesty's  Government  has  supplied  the  neces- 
sary funds,  but  it  hereby  gives  notice  that  by  so 
doing  it  recognises  no  obligation  to  provide  for 
any  subsequent  dividends,  and  in  no  way  gua- 
rantees the  payment  of  either  principal  or  in- 
tereet  in  the  future ;  '* 

and,  whether  it  is  the  intention  of  Her 
Majesty's  Qovemment  to  repudiate  the 
obligations  entered  into  and  cancel  the 
guarantees  already  given  with  respect  to 
the  principal  and  interest  of  the  Trans- 
vaal Amsterdam  Loan  on  the  strength  of 
find  in  fiaith  of  which  numbers  of  British 


subjects  and  others  have  invested  their 
savings  in  that  loan  V 

Me.  GLADSTONli: :  This  is  a  matter 
on  which  I  have  communicated  with  the 
Colonial  Office,  and  what  I  understand 
to  be  the  case  is  this.  At  no  period  has 
the  British  Government  admitted  any 
liability,  or  g^ven  an  y  guarantee  with  re- 
spect to  this  loan.  In  order  to  guard 
the  credit  of  the '  Transvaal  Govern- 
ment, the  Colonial  0  ffice  have  given  in- 
structions for  the  paj;ment  of  the  interest 
falling  due  within  the  period  during 
which  the  Commission  charged  with  the 
settlement  of  affaini  in  the  Transvaal  is 
sitting.  Arrangements  are  now  being 
made  by  the  Hoyfil  Commission  which 
will  involve  negotiations  for  the  re- 
sumption by  the  new  Transvaal  Govern- 
ment of  all  obligations.  Although  ar- 
rangements have  been  made  from  time 
to  time,  it  has  always  been  with  the  dis- 
tinct understanding  that  there  would  be 
no  liability  on  the  part  of  the  British 
Government. 

WAYS  AND  ME  ANS— INLAND  REVENITE 
— SUCCESSJiON  DUTY  (IRELAND). 

Mr.  NORTHCOTE  asked  the  First 
Lord  of  the  IVeasury,  If  it  is  his  inten- 
tion to  make  any  provision  for  the  repay- 
ment io  Irish  landlords,  the  rental  of 
whose  estates  may  be  diminished  by  the 
action  of  the  <Jourt  proposed  to  be  created 
by  the  Irish  Land  Bill,  of  a  propor- 
tionate amount  of  the  Succession  Duty 
paid  by  them  on  succeeding  to  real 
estates  in  Iroland  since  1870  ? 

Me.  GLA]:)ST0NE,  in  reply,  said,  he 
was  not  prepared  to  return  any  amount 
of  the  Succession  Duty  paid  by  Irish 
landlords  on  succeeding  to  their  estates. 
The  duty  was  fixed  on  the  most  lenient 
conditions,  and  was  not  liable  to  be  re- 
turned according  to  the  subsequent  de- 
preciation or  decrease  of  value  in  the 
property. 

CURRENCY —  INTERNATIONAL  MONE- 
TARY  CONFERENCE  AT  PARIS— BI- 
METALLISM. 

Mr.  MAGNIAC  asked  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury,  Whether  any  engage- 
ment has  been  made  by  the  Government, 
or  any  authority  conferred  on  the  British 
representative  at  the  Silver  Conference 
in  Paris,  which  goes  beyond  the  use  of 
silver  as  at  present  permitted  by  Law  for 
purposes  of  cun*ency ;  whether  the  Trea- 
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sury  have  made  any  communication  to 
the  Directors  of  the  Bank  of  England 
requiring  or  requesti  ng  them  to  hold  in 
silver  any  part  of  their  reserve  for  the 
due  payment  of  notes ;  and,  if  so,  what ; 
whether  the  Government  have  authorised 
or  concurred  in  any  engagement  by  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  India,  by  which 
the  free  action  of  the  Government  of 
India,  in  dealing  with  silver  for  currency 
purposes,  would  be  restrained ;  whether 
he  will  state  if  there  is  any  intention  on 
the  part  of  the  Government  to  alter  in 
any  degree  whatever  the  standard  upon 
which  our  present  srystem  of  currency 
depends ;  whether,  ha  ving  regq,rd  to  the 
fact  that  speculation  in  silver,  by  wliich 
much  temporary  disarrangement  would 
be  imported  into  operations  of  trade,  is 
likely  to  arise  during  tihe  sitting  of  the 
Conference,  he  will  instruct  the  British 
Commissioner  to  hasten  the  decision  as 
much  as  possible,  so  as  to  put  an  end  to 
the  intermediate  state  of  uncertainty ; 
and,  whether  he  can  lay  upon  the  Table 
any  Papers  bearing  upon  the  question  ? 
Mb.  GLADSTONE:  I.  No  engage- 
menth  as  been  made  by  the  Government, 
and  no  authority  conferred  on  the  British 
Hepresentative  at  the  Paris  Conference, 
to  alter  the  limits  now  imposed  by 
law  upon  the  use  of  silver  as  currency. 
2.  The  Government  were  informed  that 
an  agreement  might  be  possible  between 
the  silver-using  Powers  if,  among  other 
matters,  the  Bank  of  England  would 
hold  in  the  issue  department  part  of  its 
reserve  in  silver,  and  they  communicated 
their  information  to  the  Bank,  inviting 
the  Bank  Court  to  state  its  opinion  upon 
such  an  exercise  of  the  discretion  en- 
trusted to  the  Bank  by  the  Act  of  1844. 
The  Court  replied  that  it  saw  no  reason 
why  an  assurance  should  not  be  con- 
veyed to  the  Monetary  Conference,  if 
the  Treasury  thought  it  desirable,  that 
the  Bank,  agreeably  with  the  Act  of 
1844,  will  be  always  open  to  the  pur- 
chase of  silver,  provided  that  the  Mints 
of  other  countries  return  to  such  rules 
as  would  insure  the  convorsion  of  gold 
into  silver  and  silver  into  gold.  The 
Treasury,  noting  the  statement  of  the 
Bank  that  it  saw  no  danger  to  the  prin- 
ciple of  the  Act  of  1 844  in  such  an  as- 
surance, caused  the  Delegate  of  the 
United  Kingdom  at  the  Conference  to 
be  instructed  to  convey  the  assurance  to 
the  Conference.  Mr.  Fremantle  in- 
formed the  Conference  accordingly  at  its 
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meeting  of  yesterday,  3.  The  Secretaiy 
of  State  for  India  will  state  whether  he 
has  authorized  the  Delegate  of  India  to 
convey  any  assurance  to  the  Conference. 
4.  There  is  no  intention  on  the  part  of 
the  Government  to  alter  the  present 
Currency  Law.  5.  The  Government 
could  not  undertake  to  make  representa- 
tions to  the  Conference  as  to  its  courM 
of  proceeding.  G.  If  the  hon.  Member 
will  move  for  Papers,  I  will  have  sncb 
of  them  as  explain  the  action  of  the  Gb- 
vernment  presented. 

The  Marquess  of  HARTINGTON: 
The  only  engagement  which  the  Bepre- 
sentatives  of  the  Government  of  India 
at  the  Monetary  Conference  have  been 
authorized  to  make  on  behalf  of  that 
Govei*nment  is  that  for  a  definite  term 
of  years  it  will  undertake  not  to  depart 
in  any  direction  calculated  to  lower  the 
value  of  silver  from  the  existing  praotioe 
of  coining  silver  freely  in  the  Indian 
Mints  as  legal  tender  throughout  the 
Indian  Dominions  of  Her  Majesty.  Suoh 
a  declaration  must,  however,  be  condi* 
tional  on  the  acceptance  by  a  number  of 
the  principal  States  of  an  agreement 
binding  them,  in  some  manner  or  other, 
to  open  their  Mints  for  a  similar  term  to 
the  coinage  of  silver  as  full  leg^l  tender 
in  the  proportion  of  15}-  of  silver  to  1  of 
gold,  and  the  engagement  on  the  part  of 
India  would  be  obligatory  only  so  long 
as  that  agreement  remained  in  force. 

In  reply  to  an  hon.  Membeb, 

The  Mabquess  of  HARTINGTON 
said,  he  thought  there  would  be  no  ob" 
jectionon  the  part  of  the  Government  to 
the  publication  of  the  proceedings  at  the 
Conference.  He  believed  that  a  record 
of  the  transactions  was  being  made ;  but 
it  would  be  some  time  before  it  was 
completed.  He  should,  perhaps,  there- 
fore, move  that  it  be  given  as  an  un- 
opposed Heturn.  As  the  document  would 
be  so  voluminous,  he  did  not  think  it 
desirable  io  print  it ;  but  he  would  be 
able  to  place  some  copies  of  it  in  the 
Library  of  the  House. 

SOUTH  AFRICA— THE  TRANS'VAAL 
PAPERS-BUSINESS    OF    THE    HOUSE. 

Sir  MICHAEL  HICKS  -  BEACH 
asked  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury, 
When  the  further  Papers  relating  to 
South  Africa  will  be  published,  and 
whether  they  will  include  Mr.  Forss- 
man's  letter  and  any  other  Memoriale 
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addressed  to  Her  MajeBty'sGoyemment 
from  the  Transvaal ;  whether  any  oom- 
munications  have  passed  between  Her 
Majesty's  Government  and  the  present 
Oovemment  of  the  Cape  Colony  with 
reference  to  the  Basutos;  and,  if  so, 
whether  those  communications  will  be 
included  in  the  Papers  ? 

Me.  GLADSTONE :  The  Papers  re- 
lating  to  the  Transvaal  will  be  placed 
in  the  hands  of  hon.  Members  to-mor- 
row. The  Memorials  referring  to  claims 
only  will  not  be  included,  as  they  are 
only  documents  of  first  instance  which 
must  be  referred  to  the  re- assembled 
Commissioners  before  the  Government 
will  be  in  a  condition  to  ask  for  a  judg- 
ment upon  them.  Upon  the  subject  of 
Basutoland,  there  are  certain  communi- 
cations between  the  Government  and 
the  new  Ministry  at  the  Cape ;  but  they 
are  incomplete,  and  will  not  be  com- 
prised in  the  Papers  to  be  distributed 
to-morrow.  In  case  we  should,  as  I 
hope  we  may,  conclude  the  Committee 
on  the  Land  Law  (Ireland)  Bill  in  the 
course  of  next  week,  towards  the  close 
or  by  the  close,  we  shall  be  ready  to 
appropriate  the  Monday  in  the  foUow- 
iDg  week,  the  first  clear  day  at  our 
command,  to  take  the  debate  on  the 
Transvaal. 

Sm  STAFFORD  NOETHCOTE :  Am 
I  right  in  inferring  that  we  are  to  know 
nothing  of  the  claims  made  for  compen- 
sation until  they  are  decided  on  ? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  I  have  not  said 
as  much  as  that ;  but  we  do  not  propose 
to  present  to  the  House  any  document 
of  mat  kind  at  the  present  stage. 

PARLIAMENT— BUSINESS  OF  TDE 
HOUSE— THE  BEER  BILL. 

Colonel  BABNE  asked  Mr.  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer,  Whether  the 
Government  intend  to  absorb  Wednesday 
July  20th  with  their  business,  when  the 
Bill  for  better  securing  the  purity  of  Beer 
is  the  first  Order  for  Second  Beading  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE,  in  reply,  said,  he 
did  not  know  whether  the  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Member  saw  a  felicitous  connec- 
tion between  a  measure  for  promoting 
the  purity  of  beer  and  the  absorption  of 
Wednesday  by  Government  Business. 
He  should  be  glad  if  the  Committee 
were  concluded  before  Wednesday.  As 
he  had  stated,  it  was  their  duty  to  go 
forward  with  the  Committee  from  day 
to  day ;  and  until  it  was  concluded  he 
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was  afraid  the  Bill  referred  to  could  not 
come  on. 

THE  NEW  FRENCH  GENERAL  TARIFF. 

Mr.  monk  asked  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury,  Whether,  considering  the 
great  importance  to  the  commercial  com- 
munity of  obtaining  the  earliest  infor- 
mation respecting  the  Tariff  upon  which 
the  French  Gt>yemment  propose  to  base 
a  CommercieJ  Treaty  with  this  Country, 
Her  Majesty's  Government  will  cause 
the  necessary  information  respecting 
that  Tariff  to  be  laid,  without  delay, 
before  Parliament?  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man said  he  pressed  this  matter  on  the 
attention  of  the  Government,  because 
the  Hetum  of  the  new  General  Tariff 
which  had  been  presented  to  Parliament 
was  calculated  to  mislead  the  public  and 
the  country. 

Me.  GLADSTONE:  No  doubt,  the 
public  would  make  a  mistake  if  they 
were  to  assume  that  the  new  Genercd 
Tariff  has  been  laid  before  them,  and 
that  they  have  the  final  practiced  ar- 
rangements under  which  the  commerce 
of  the  two  countries  is  to  be  conducted. 
I  hope  it  will  not  be  so.  We  shall  be 
glad  when  the  communications  between 
the  Commissions  now  reach  such  a  state 
as  to  enable  us  to  give  more  practical 
information  on  the  subject ;  but  at  pre- 
sent such  projected  Tariffs  as  have  been 
produced  to  the  Commission  are  con- 
sidered as  confidential  at  the  request  of 
the  French  Commissioners.  We  are, 
therefore,  not  at  liberty  to  produce  them. 

Viscount  SANDON  :  It  may  be  con- 
venient if  I  put  a  Question  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  which  is  germane  to 
the  answer  just  given.  It  is — (1.)  Whe- 
ther he  can  hold  out  any  hope  of  being 
able  to  make  public  the  ''Tarif  k  dis- 
cuter" — that  is,  the  secret  terms  for 
the  new  Commercial  Treaty  offered  by 
France  to  England,  before  the  close  of 
the  Session,  and  before  Her  Majesty's 
Government  finally  commits  the  coun- 
try to  the  acceptance  or  rejection  of  a 
Treaty;  (2.)  And  whether,  during  the 
month  which  is  to  elapse  before  the 
Anglo-French  Commission  re-assembles 
for  final  decision.  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment will  communicate  confidentially  to 
the  leading  officers  of  each  of  the  prin- 
cipal Trades  Unions  (registered  imder 
Act  of  Parliament)  concerned  with  the 
trades  affected  by  the  French  Tariff, 
and,  60  far  as  it  relates  to  their  own 
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trades,  the  terms  above  mentioned — 
that  is,  the  **Tarif  tl  discuter,"  in  the 
Same  manner  as  these  terms  have  been 
Confidentially  communicated  by  the  Fo- 
reign Office  to  Chambers  of  Commerce 
and  to  manufacturers,  in  order  that  Her 
Majesty's  Government  may  have  the 
advantage  of  becoming  acquainted  with 
the  views  and  practical  experience,  not 
only  of  the  master  manufacturers,  but 
also  of  the  important  and  numerous 
bodies  of  handicraftsmen  whose  wages 
and  means  of  living  will  be  largely 
affected  by  the  decision  as  to  a  Com- 
mercial Treaty  with  France? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  I  think  it  would 
be  bettor  fo  postpone  the  answer,  be- 
cause I  am  not  able  at  present  to  give 
any  positive  engagement  about  produc- 
ing the  Tariff.  On  the  other  hand,  I 
should  be  unwilling  to  abandon  the  hope 
of  producing  it,  because  we  are  most 
anxious  to  make  it  known  as  soon  as  we 
can  do  so  without  misleading  the  public 
or  violating  the  consideration  which  we 
owe  to  those  with  whom  wo  are  in  com- 
munication. 

TURKEY— SULTAN  ABDUL  AZIZ— CON- 
DEMNATION OF  MIDHAT  PASHA. 

Mr.  STAVELEY  HILL  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  Whether  he  had  any  informa- 
tion from  Constantinople  with  regard 
to  the  fate  of  Midhat  Pasha  ? 

Sir  CHAELES  W.  DILKE  :  I  can 
give  no  information  upon  this  subject. 
The  telegrams  which  have  passed  up  to 
the  present  time  do  not  show  what  are 
Lord  Dufferin's  views;  but  representa- 
tions are  being  made. 

PARLIAMENT-PUBLIC  BUSINESS. 

Mr.  DILLWYN  wished  to  ask  the 
Prime  Minister  whether,  in  case  the 
Land  Law  (Ireland)  Bill  were  concluded 
as  soon  as  he  expected,  he  intended  to 
take  Tuesday  nights  for  Government 
Business  after  the  Morning  Sittings,  or 
to  leave  the  Evening  Sittings  to  private 
Members  ? 

Colonel  BAENE:  I  should  like  to 
ask  a  similar  Question  with  reference  to 
Wednesdays,  when  the  Land  Law  (L:e- 
land)  Bill  is  out  of  Committee. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  I  was  under  a 
mistake  in  the  answer  I  gave  before 
when  I  said  I  feared  that  on  the  day 
the  hon.  Member  referred  to  we  should 
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be  in  Committee.  I  was  under  the  im- 
pression that  he  meant  Wednesday  in 
next  week ;  I  find  now  that  he  means 
Wednesday,  the  20th.  The  authori^ 
the  House  has  given  us  is  simply  an 
authority  for  precedence  on  behalf  of 
the  Land  Law  (Ireland)  Bill  on  all  the 
days  when  it  is  set  down ;  but  upon 
other  days  we  fall  back  under  the  ordi- 
nary rules ;  and  that  will  probably  be 
the  state  of  the  case  until  we  have  dis- 
posed finally  of  the  Land  Bill.  It  most 
be  two  or  three  weeks,  at  any  rate, 
before  we  have  finally  disposed  of  it 
I  therefore  feel  hardly  prepared  to  say 
what,  in  reference  to  the  state  of  Publu 
Business,  it  may  bo  our  duty  to  do ;  bat 
obviously  some  opportunities  will  be  left 
to  private  Members. 

AR^IY  (AUXILIARY  FORCES)— THE 
VOLUNTEER   REVIEW   AT   WINDSOB. 

Mr.  SCHREIBER  gave  Notice  that 
to-morrow  he  would  ask  the  Prime 
Minister  whether  he  would  personally 
communicate  with  His  Royal  Highnesi 
the  Ranger  of  Windsor  i?ark,  for  the 
purpose  of  obtaining  admis-sion,  for 
Members  of  both  Houses  of  Parliament 
wishing  to  attend  the  Review,  to  the 
reserved  space  enclosed  in  the  Park  on 
either  hand  of  the  position  occupied  by 
Her  Majesty  on  that  occasion  ? 

Mr.  CHILDERS  :  The  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury  has  asked  me,  with  re- 
ference to  the  Notice  just  given,  to  read 
a  letter  I  received  two  or  three  minutea 
ago  after  the  Questions  that  were  put  to 
me.  It  is  from  Mr.  Charles  Gore,  the 
First  Commissioner  of  Woods  and 
Forests.     He  says — 

* '  I  have  made  further  inquiry  to-day,  by  tele- 
gram, as  to  the  possibility,  if  required,  of  making 
an  enclosure  for  Peers  and  Members  of  Parlia- 
ment. The  existing  enclosures  are  in  front  of 
the  line  of  carriages.  Any  further  enclosuzM 
will  necessarily  reduce  the  space  available  for 
the  general  public.*' 

Enclosed  in  that  letter  is  another — ^not 
from  the  Ranger  himself,  who  at  the 
moment  the  inquiry  was  made  was 
away,  but  from  a  gentleman  in  the 
Office,  whose  name  I  cannot  be  quite 
sure  of;  but  which,  as  well  as  I  can 
make  out,  appears  to  be  Simmons.  He 
uses  these  words — 

^  "An  enclosure  could  be  formed  of  hurdleib 
either  for  the  foot  people  or  for  carriaget. 
There  are  no  stands.  Prince  Christian  thinki 
the  enclosures  would  shut  out  the  view  id  the 
general  public.*' 
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Mb.  AETHUE  ARNOLD :  I  beg  to 
give  Notice  that  on  going  into  Committee 
of  Supply  I  shall  move — 

"  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  it  is  de- 
sirable that  the  charge  of  Windsor  Park  he 
transfotred  from  the  Commissioners  of  Woods, 
Forests,  and  Land  Revenues  to  the  Commis- 
sioners of  Her  Majesty's  Works  and  Publio 
Buildings.'* 


ORDERS    OF   THE   DAY. 
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LAND  LAW  (IRELAND)  BILL.— [Bill  136.] 
{Mr,  OladatonSf  Mr,  Forater,  Mr.  Bright^  Mr, 

Attorney  Gentral  for  Ireland^    Mr.  Solicitor 

General  for  Ireland^ 

OOMIOTTEE.      [rVJENTY-SECOND  NIGHT.  1 

[ProgreiB  %th  July,'] 

Bill  eonndered  in  Oommittee. 

(In  the  Oommittee.) 

Paet  IV. 

Provisions  Supplemental  to  Pbeoedino 

Pabts. 

Miscellaneous . 

Clause  14  (Limited  administration  for 
purposes  of  sale). 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  11,  line  14,  after  the  word  **  mtij" 
insert  '*on  such  terms  and  conditions,  if  any, 
as  they  may  think  fit." — {Mr.  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland,) 

Question  proposed,  * '  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted.'' 

Mr.  P.  MAETIN  wished  to  remind 
Members  of  the  Committee  who  were 
not  there  yesterday  of  the  circumstances 
under  which  this  Amendment  was  moved. 
The  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Wood- 
stock (Lord  Eandolph  Churchill)  had 
moved  an  Amendment  which  made  it 
imperative  upon  the  Court,  in  every  case 
in  which  a  limited  Administrator  was  ap- 
pointed, to  require  such  Administrator 
to  give  security  for  the  due  performance 
of  the  duties  imposed  upon  him  by  the 
Act.  The  Attorney  General  for  Ireland, 
in  contesting  that  Amendment,  showed 
clearly  and  plainly  how  unnecessary  it 
was,  and  pointed  out  that  a  limited  Ad- 
ministrator would  have  very  few  duties 
to  discharge.  Under  those  circumstances 
he  had  thought  that  the  noble  Lord 
wotdd  not  further  oppose  the  clause; 
but,  with  the  perseverance]  which  dis- 
tinguished the  noble  Iiord,  he  pressed 


the  matter  still  further,  and  at  length 
induced  the  Attorney  General  for  Lre- 
land  to  introduce  an  Amendment  which 
he  (Mr.  Martin)  must  characterise  as,  at 
the  best,  unnecessary,  but  which,  in  his 
judgment,  would  be  mischievous  and 
injurious  to  the  interests  of  the  tenants, 
and  likely  to  give  rise  to  considerable 
litigation.  Turning  to  the  42nd  clause 
of  the  Bill,  it  would  be  found  that  the 
fullest  powers  were  given  to  the  Court 
in  regard  to  the  making  of  rules,  and 
giving  directions  of  every  kind  for  carry- 
ing the  Act  into  effect.  In  point  of  fact, 
the  Court  had  as  full  powers  as  he  could 
conceive  to  be  necessary.  In  this  1 4th 
section,  which  dealt  with  the  appoint- 
ment of  a  limited  Administrator  for  the 
purposes  of  the  Act,  Her  Majesty's 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  now  in- 
troduced words  which  must  be  taken  by 
the  Court  as  an  indication  upon  the  part 
of  the  Legislature  that  security  must  be 
given.  The  words  of  the  Amendment 
were — ''On  such  terms  and  conditionsi 
if  any,  as  they  may  think  fit."  He 
thought  it  would  not  unfairly  be  con- 
tended that  these  words  meant  that  in 
every  case  some  security  must  be  g^ven, 
and  that  the  terms  and  conditions  on 
which  that  security  was  to  be  taken 
alone  was  left  to  the  discretion  of  the 
Court.  What  reasons  existed  for  calling 
on  the  limited  Administrator  to  be  ap- 
pointed for  the  purposes  of  this  dause, 
as  a  general  rule,  to  give  security  ?  Ac- 
cording to  the  general  principles  of  law, 
when  a  limited  Administrator  was  ap- 
pointed in  reference  to  large  estates — 
for  instance,  under  the  Court  of  Pro- 
bate, he  was  not  required  to  give  secu- 
rity. Now,  in  like  manner,  under  this 
clause,  the  limited  Administrator  was 
the  agent  to  transfer  a  tenant's  estate ; 
and  though  it  was  true  he  received  the 
purchase  money,  yet  the  provisions  of 
the  Bill  did  not  permit  him  to  retain 
that  money,  but  directed  specially  what 
he  had  to  do — namely — 

**  Such  limited  administrator  may  pay  to  the 
landlord,  out  of  the  purchase  money,  any  sums 
due  to  the  landlord  in  respect  to  his  tenancy, 
and  may  pay  the  residue  of  the  purchase  money 
to  a  general  administrator  (if  any)  or  into 
Court." 

The  1st  section  of  the  Bill  directed  that 
in  case  of  sale — 

*'  Where  a  tenant  sells  his  tenancy  to  any 
person  other  than  the  landlord,  the  landlord 
may  at  any  time  within  the  prescribed  period 
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g  ive  notice  both  to  the  outgoing  tenant  and  the 
purchaser  of  any  Bums  which  ho  may  claim  from 
the  outgoing  tenant  for  arrears  of  rent  or  other- 
wise," 

and  in  such  case  the  purchaser  to  whom 
notice  was  given  paid  the  amount  to  the 
landlord,  unless  ho  received  notice  that 
the  tenant  disputed  the  landlord's  claim, 
in  which  case  he  was  bound  to  pay  the 
amount  disputed  into  Court.     Thus  the 
duty  of  paying  money  into  Court  was 
a  nominal   duty,  imposed  without  any 
real  significance.      It  was  a  statutory 
duty  imposed  on  the  purchaser  to  see 
that  the  amount  of  rent  mentioned  in 
the  notice  should  bo  paid  to  the  landlord. 
No  doubt,  Her  Majesty's  Attorney  Gene- 
ral for  Ireland  was  anxious  to  protect 
the  landlord  ;  but  ho  did  not  understand 
that  the  limited  Administrator  was  to 
retain  the  money  in  his  hands  for  any 
length  of  time  before  he  distributed  it. 
What  were  the  express  directions  of  the 
section  ?    He  was  to  pay  the  landlord 
any  sums  due  to  the  landlord  by  the 
deceased  tenant ;  and  he  was  to  pay  the 
residue  of  the  purchase  money  either  to 
the  general  Administrator  or  into  Court. 
He  felt  bound  to   protest  against  the 
costly  system  of  procedure  enforced  by 
the  Bill  in  respect  of  the  unfortunate 
small  tenants.     They  were  not  dealing 
in  this  instance  with  the  case  of  a  large 
tenant  with  large  interests,  but  with  the 
case  of  some  400,000  small  tenants  in 
Ireland,   whose    entire  interest  in  the 
farm  would,  in   the  gross,  not  exceed 
£100.     Then,  why  should  the  Commit- 
tee  force  upon  these  poor  tenants  un- 
necessary costs  ?    First  of  all,  there  was 
the  cost  of  serving  the  notice  on  the 
landlord;     then     of    ascertaining    the 
amount  due  to  the  landlord ;  then  of 
the  payment  of  the  sum  in  dispute  into 
Court ;  then  there  was  to  be  the  appoint- 
ment of  a  limited  Administrator,  who 
was  to  give  security.     Was  this  security 
to  be  given  upon  a  cumbrous  form  with 
a  stamp,  with  two  sureties  brought  in 
from  a  distance  ?  and  was  all  this  addi- 
tional cost  to  be  imposed  upon  the  ten- 
ant simply  for  the  purpose  of  warding 
off  the  temporary  opposition  of  the  noble 
Lord  the  ^lember  for  Woodstock  to  the 
passing  of  this  clause  ?    They  had  fur- 
ther to  provide  for  the  additional  cost 
of  a  general  Administrator,  and  the  costs 
of  the  proceedings  necessary  under  the 
Act  for  giving  security  in  the  case  of  the 
appointment  of  a  limited  Administrator 

•  Mr.  P.  Martin 


would  amount,  at  the  very  lowest,  to 
£9,  or  a  deduction  of  about  15  percent 
on  tlie  proceeds  of  the  sale  which  wooli 
find  their  way  into  the  pocket  of  the 
tenant.  Under  these  circumstances,  ha 
would  most  certainly  enter  his  proteit 
against  the  Amendment. 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHUECHIIL 
said,  he  could  not  understand  why  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Kilkenny 
(Mr.  P.  Martin)  should  consider  it  ne- 
cessary, upon  so  very  small  a  point,  to 
make  so  very  long  a  speech.  If  the 
same  course  were  pursued  in  regard  to 
every  Amendment  they  would  never  get 
through  the  Bill  at  all.  He  only  wished 
to  point  out  to  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Attorney  General  for  Ireland  that 
if  he  thought  the  matter  likely  to  lead 
to  a  prolonged  discussion,  or  to  occasion 
any  serious  difRculty,  he  (Lord  Kandolph 
Churchill)  would  not  press  the  Amend- 
ment in  its  entirety,  but  would  be  con- 
tent with  part  of  it.  When  he  proposed 
the  Amendment  yesterday,  the  hon* 
Member  for  Monaghan  (Mr.  Given) 
said  it  was  not  necessar3%  because  the 
Administrator  had  to  pay  the  money  into 
Court.  But,  under  the  clause  as  it  stood, 
the  Administrator  had  not  to  do  anythinff 
of  the  kind.  If  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  would  in- 
sert the  word  '*  shall"  instead  of  "may," 
in  line  21,  leaving  out  all  the  rest^  in 
order  that  the  clause  might  read-* 

''Shall  pay  within  the  prescribed  period  the 
purchase  money  into  Court,  and  the  same  ihall 
be  subject  to  such  order  as  the  Court  shall  make, 
having  regard  to  the  claims  of  the  landlord  to 
the  purchase  money," 

that  would  be  in  accordance  with  sub- 
section 9  of  Clause  1,  which  gave  the 
same  direction.  This  would  be  an  order 
to  the  Court  to  proceed  as  the  Court  of 
Chancery  would  proceed.  There  would 
not  be  a  limited  Administrator  holding 
the  money ;  but  the  Act  would  require 
it  to  be  paid  into  Court  within  a  week 
or  a  month,  as  the  case  might  be.  The 
sum  of  money  to  be  handed  over  might 
be  large,  and  if  the  Government  would 
accept  this  Amendment,  and  say  that 
the  limited  Administrator  should  pay  the 
money  into  Court,  ho  would  withdraw 
the  previous  proposal. 

Mr.  GIBSON,  in  expressing  a  hope 
that  the  Amendment  would  be  with* 
drawn,  said,  the  proposal  now  made  by 
tlie  noble  Lord  was  well  worthy  of  con- 
sideration and  adoption.    It  WM  ren« 
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to  making  his  own  remarks  as  concise 
as  he  could  without  interfering  with 
hon.  Members  on  that  side.  For  the 
present  he  (Lord  Randolph  Ohurohill) 
withdrew  the  Amendment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 
Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  15  (Provision  in  case  of  title 
paramount). 

The  attorney  GENERAL  foe 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  said,  he  proposed 
to  move,  in  line  25,  after  the  word 
''holding,"  to  omit  the  words  ''in  re- 
spect of  which,"  and  insert  "  the  estate 
of ; "  also  to  leave  out  the  words  from 
"  being  "  to  "  otherwise ;  "  and  then,  in 
line  27,  after  "  tenancy,"  to  insert  "from 
year  to  year,  whether  subject  or  not 
subject  to  statutory  conditions."  The 
clause  would  then  stand  thus — 

"  If  in  the  case  of  any  holding  the  estate  of 
the  immediate  landlord  for  the  time  being  is 
determined  during  the  continuance  of  any  ten- 
ancy from  year  to  year,  whether  subject  or  not 
subject  to  statutory  conditions,  the  next  superior 
landlord  for  the  time  being  shall,  for  the  pur- 
poses of  this  Act,  during  the  continuance  of 
such  tenancy,  stand  in  the  relation  of  immediate 
landlord  to  the  tenant  of  the  tenancy,  and  have 
the  rights  and  bo  subject  to  the  obligations  of  an 
immediate  landlord.'* 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  1 1 ,  line 
25,  after  the  word  "holding,"  to  insert 
the  words  **  in  respect  of  which." — ( J/r. 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 


Mb.  QIBSON  could  not  say  that,  as 
far  as  he  had  followed  them,  he  objected 
to  the  words  of  the  first  Amendment  of 
his  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend ;  but 
he  must  really  protest  strongly  against 
the  way  in  which  Amendments  were 
placed  suddenly  in  manuscript  before 
the  Committee.  His  right  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  would  remember  that 
very  early,  in  fact  upon  the  first  night 
of  the  debate  upon  the  Bill,  he  (Mr. 
Gibson)  had  drawn  particular  attention 
to  this  clause,  and  had  pointed  out  its 
obvious  and  grotesque  efi'ects  which  ren- 
dered it  unreadable  and  unworkable. 
In  this  case,  Amendments  had  been  put 
down  in  regard  to  the  clause  by  his  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  the  Member  for 
Preston  (Sir  John  Holker).  The  Go- 
vernment knew  all  the  points  raised  by 
those  Amendments,  yet,  nevertheless. 


they  waited    until    they   came  to  the 
clause,  and  now  proposed  to  re-cast  it 
by  means  of  manuscript  Amendments 
across  the  Table.   He  protested  strongly 
against  such  a  course.     Something  very 
like  it  occurred  yesterday.    An  impor- 
tant modification  was  proposed,  which 
called  upon  them  to  consider  at  once  the 
bearing  of  important  legal  changes.    It 
was  most  unusual  to  require  the  Com- 
mittee to  decide  upon  Amendments  of 
this  nature  without  an  opportunity  being 
afforded  for  considering  their  real  effect. 
They  were  now  asked  to  consider  the 
withdrawal    of   certain  proposals  con- 
tained in  the  clause,  and  the  substitution 
of  what  practically  amounted  to  a  new 
clause,  introduced  by  his  right  hon.  and 
learned  Friend.     The  proper  course  to 
take  was  to  postpone  the  consideration' 
of  the  clause,  which  would  not  take  up 
much  time  when  they  came  to  it  at  the 
end  of  the  Bill.     He  had  no  desire  to 
protract  or  delay  the  progress  of  the 
^ill ;  but  he  should  like  to  have  time  to 
consider  what  the  effect  of  the  words 
proposed  to  be   substituted  would  be. 
He  had  no  desire  to  question  in  a  cap- 
tious spirit  any  of  the  Amendments  sub- 
mitted by  his  right  hon.  and  learned 
Friend ;  but  he  certainly  would  like  to 
understand  what  they  meant. 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  said,  he  would 
at  once  accept  the  suggestion  of  his 
right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  and  post- 
pone the  clause. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Clause  postponed. 

Clause  16  (Provision  as  to  certain 
small  tenancies). 

Mb.  GIBSON  said,  that  in  the  ab- 
sence of  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
the  Member  for  Chatham  (Mr.  Gorst)  it 
was  necessary  that  he  should  move  the 
Amendment  which  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  had  placed  upon  the  Paper.  It 
was  a  very  short  one  on  a  very  short 
clause,  although  it  dealt  with  a  very  im- 
portant principle.  The  clause  consisted 
of  two  paragraphs,  each  dealing  with 
an  entirely  distinct  and  independent 
topic.  The  Amendment  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Chatham  dealt  with 
the  first  paragraph,  which  was  to  the 
following  effect : — 

"  A.  tenancy  for  a  year  certain  shall,  for  the 
purposes  of  this  Aot,  be  deemed  to  be  a  tenancy 
Lom  year  to  year." 
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11,   line   14,   to  leave  out    the  words 
'*  whom  thej  think  fit." 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Lord  EANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
moved,  in  page  11,  line  21,  to  leave  out 
the  word  "may,"  and  insert  **  shall." 
The  object  of  this  Amendment  was  to 
compel  the  Administrator  to  pay  the 
money  into  Court  within  a  prescribed 
period.  The  right  hon.  and  learned 
uentleman  said  he  did  not  want  to  force 
the  tenant  to  go  into  Court,  but  the 
whole  thing  was  already  under  the 
jurisdiction  of  the  Court ;  and,  as  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  pointed 
out,  it  was  possible  that  the  Adminis- 
trator might  have  to  hold  the  residue 
for  some  time.  He  (Lord  Randolph 
Churchill)  did  not  believe  there  was  any 
precedent  for  such  an  arrangement.  In 
all  money  transactions  under  the  Court 
of  jDhancery,  the  money  was  always 
lodged  in  Court,  and  the  Court  gave  a 
guarantee  to  the  parties  interested.  The 
Administrator  might  hold  the  money  for 
some  time,  perhaps  six  or  12  months, 
until  it  was  ordered  by  the  Court  to  be 
given  up ;  but  it  would  be  much  better 
that  the  Administrator  should  be  com- 
pelled to  pay  the  money  into  Court 
within  a  prescribed  period.  He  there- 
fore proposed  to  insert  the  word  **  shall," 
instead  of  *'may." 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  11, 
line  21,  leave  out  '^may,"  and  insert 
'*  shall."— (Zor(/  Randolph  Churchill) 

Question  proposed,  **That  the  word 
'  may '  stand  part  of  the  Clause." 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  remarked,  that 
if  there  was  a  general  Administrator, 
giving  security  in  the  ordinary  way  to 
the  Court,  and  who  was  competent  to 
receive  the  custody  of  the  estate  of  the 
deceased,  he  saw  no  reason  why  it  should 
not  be  handed  over.  He  quite  admitted 
that  there  ought  to  be  an  obligation  upon 
the  man  who  received  the  money  to  pay 
it  into  Court  or  to  the  person  entitled  to 
it ;  and  if  the  noble  Lord  would  slightly 
modify  the  Amendment,  so  as  to  bring 
in  the  general  Administrator,  that  would 
obviate  his  objection. 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
asked  if  the  Attorney  General  for  Ire- 
land would  take  it  in  this  way— that 
the  limited  Administrator  should  pay  the 
money  to  the  landlord  within  a  prescribed 

The  AUamey  General  for  Ireland 


period,  and  should  pay  the  residne  to 
the  general  Administrator  within  a  pre* 
scribed  period?  He  took  it  that  that 
would  protect  both  the  interests  of  the 
landlord  and  the  tenant. 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  foi 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  said,  the  Court 
might  impound  the  g^ant  of  administzt- 
tion,  so  that  no  one  else  would  be  aUe 
to  do  anything  with  it,  just  as  the  Oomt 
of  Probate  at  the  present  often  im- 
pounded letters  of  general  adminisEbrA- 
tion. 

Mr.  LEAMY  said,  the  1  st  clause  of  the 
Bill  gave  power  to  sell,  and  he  presumed 
that  any  sale  would  take  place  subject  to 
the  conditions  prescribed  mthe  let  daoa^. 
[The  Attorney  General  for  iRSLurD 
(Mr.  Law):  Yes.]  The  condition  under 
the  1st  clause  was  that  the  purchaser 
should  pay  the  sum  due,  not  to  any  Ad* 
ministrator,  but  into  Court.  How  could 
they  compel  the  purchaser  to  pay  it  to 
an  Administrator  and  also  to  pay  it  into 
Court  ?  Who  was  to  pay  the  landlord, 
who  might  get  nothing  at  all  ? 

Colonel  BARNE  pointed  out  that  if 
''  shall  "  were  not  inserted  the  Adminis- 
trator might  or  might  not  pay  the 
money.  It  would  be  purely  a  permis- 
sive clause,  by  which,  if  the  Adminis- 
trator did  not  choose  to  pay  the  money, 
there  would  be  no  legal  power  to  compel 
him  to  pay  the  landlord  his  share,  or 
the  other  people  their  share.  He  con- 
sidered that  the  Amendment  waa  abso- 
lutely necessary. 

Mr.  MITCHELL  HENRY  said,  he 
thought  they  were  wasting  a  great  deal 
of  time  about  a  very  small  matter  of 
this  kind.  He  thought  they  might 
safely  trust,  in  legal  matters,  to  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Attorney  Gene- 
ral for  Ireland. 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
said,  he  was  always  inclined  to  defer  to 
any  legal  opinion  that  might  be  ex- 
pressed by  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland;  but  he 
declined  to  accept  the  rebuke  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  County  of  Galway 
(Mr.  Mitchell  Henry),  who,  because 
hon.  Members  on  that  side  of  the  House 
thought  thoy  had  discovered  a  legal  flaw 
in  the  Bill,  charged  them  with  disrespect 
to  the  Attorney  General.  He  had  seen 
the  hon.  Member  frequently  take  up  a 
much  longer  time  with  a  speech  of  his 
own,  and  it  would  better  become  him  in 
future  if  he  would  confine  his  attention 
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tion  an  ordinary  layman  would  place 
upon  them.  Certainly,  in  any  other 
place  than  an  Act  of  Parliament  they 
would  mean  something  very  different. 

Mb.  GIYAN  said,  the  69th  section  of 
the  Land  Act  provided  that  any  tenant, 
after  the  passing  of  the  Act,  should  be 
entitled  to  compensation  if  the  landlord 
resumed  the  holding.  He  presumed  that 
the  two  lines  which  conbtituted  the  first 
paragraph  of  the  clause  were  introduced 
in  order  to  prevent  the  landlord  from 
evading  the  Act 'by  making  an  agree- 
ment to  let  the  farm  for  a  year  certain. 
It  would  be  easy  to  evade  the  Act  by 
making  the  tenancy  a  tenacy  for  a  year 
certain;  and  yet  it  was  a  curious  fact 
that  if  a  tenant  executed  an  agree- 
ment making  his  tenancy  less  than  a 
tenancy  from  year  to  year,  he  would 
not  thereby  be  excluded  from  the  bene- 
fit of  the  Act  of  1 870.  As  he  understood 
the  words  now  under  consideration, 
their  object  was  to  prevent  an  evasion 
of  the  Act. 

Mb.  GIBSON  wished  to  point  out 
that  Section  69  of  the  Act  of  1870,  re- 
ferred to  by  the  hon.  Member,  only  re- 
lated to  tenancies  created  after  the  pass- 
ing of  that  Act. 

Mr.  GIYAN  said,  he  thought  there 
might  be  some  force  in  the  argument  of 
the  light  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman, 
if  it  were  not  for  the  69th  section  of  the 
Act  of  1870,  which  turned  all  tenancies 
at  will,  and  tenancies  less  than  ten- 
ancies from  year  to  year,  into  tenancies 
from  year  to  year.  It  was  hardly 
possible  that  there  could  now  be  any 
tenancies  existing  for  a  year  certain ; 
and,  therefore,  the  observations  of  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  had 
no  application,  and  were  wholly  un- 
necessary. So  far  as  the  retrospective 
action  of  the  clause  was  concerned,  it 
was  highly  improbable  that  there  were 
any  tenancies  existing  at  this  moment  to 
which  it  could  apply  ;  but  the  effect 
would  be  that,  in  regard  to  all  future 
tenancies,  the  landlord  would  insist  upon 
making  them  for  a  year  certain. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  said,  that  under 
the  Act  of  1870  landlords  had  been  able 
to  make  contracts  with  their  tenants  for 
a  year  certain,  and  then  to  keep  such 
tenants  under  an  indefinite  series  of  con- 
tracts of  the  same  nature.  It  had,  there- 
fore, been  deemed  advisable  to  insert 
the  present  clause,  which  would  prevent 


the  continuance  of  this  practice,  adopted 
to  defeat  the  Land  Act.  The  question  of 
what  was  the  precise  character  of  a  ten- 
ancy for  a  year  certain  arose  in  a  curious 
form  a  few  years  ago.  The  question 
raised  was,  whether  a  tenancy  for  a  year 
certain  was  less  than  a  tenancy  from 
year  to  year?  It  was  regarded  as  a 
very  knotty  point,  and  the  Court  to 
which  it  was  submitted — the  Court  of 
Common  Pleas — was  divided  in  opinion 
upon  it;  but  the  majority  held  that  it 
was  not  less  than  a  tenancy  from  year 
to  year.  Eventually,  the  case  went 
to  the  Court  of  Exchequer  Chamber, 
and  there  five  Judges  against  three 
again  held  that  a  tenancy  for  a  year 
certain  was  not  less  than  a  tenancy  from 
year  to  year.  This  decision  drew  atten- 
tion to  the  operation  of  the  Land  Act, 
and  it  was  found  that  tenancies  for  a 
year  certain  were  thus  withdrawn  from 
the  operation  of  the  69th  clause  of  that 
Act,  although  tenancies  for  nine  months 
or  for  two  months,  or  three  months,  or 
any  other  definite  portion  of  time,  would 
fall  within  it.  A  tenancy  of  six  or  nine 
months  was  less  than  a  tenancy  from 
year  to  year,  and,  therefore,  came  under 
the  purposes  of  the  Act ;  but  a  tenancy 
for  a  year  certain  was  not  less  than 
a  year  by  tenancy,  and,  therefore,  was 
not  under  the  Act.  That  was  a  very 
anomalous  state  of  things,  and  it  was 
desirable  to  remedy  it.  In  deference  to 
what  had  been  urged  by  his  right  hon. 
and  learned  Friend,  he  did  not  think  it 
would  be  reasonable  to  extend  the  re- 
trospective operation  of  the  Bill  to  ten- 
ancies for  a  year  certain,  i)ecause  there 
could  be  no  existing  tenancies  for  a  year 
certain  before  the  present  year.  Such 
tenancies  would  now  be  covered,  and 
he  thought  the  Committee  might  adopt 
the  phraseology  of  the  Act  of  1 870.  He 
was  not  opposed,  therefore,  to  the  spirit 
of  the  Amendment  of  his  right  hon. 
and  learned  Friend ;  but  he  thought  the 
object  would  be  better  effected  by  intro- 
ducing, after  **  certain,"  in  line  82,  the 
words  *^  created  after  the  passing  of  this 
Act."  Such  an  alteration  would  pro- 
vide that  tenancies  for  a  year  certain 
for  the  purposes  of  the  Act  would  be 
tenancies  from  year  to  year,  and  by  that 
means  all  difficulty  would  be  obviated. 

Mr.  GIBSON  said,  he  would  frankly 
confess  that  ho  preferred  his  own 
Amendment;  but  he  would,  neverthe- 
less, withdraw  it  in  favour  of  the  propo- 
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The  Amendment  of  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  proposed  to  strike  out 
this  sectipn  altogether.  He  ventured  to 
think  that  it  would  have  been  wiser  not 
to  have  complicated  the  Bill  with  all  the 
various  considerations  and  difficulties  that 
must  arise  by  putting  this  clause  in  at 
all.  Neither  of  the  paragraphs  dealt 
with  a  very  wide  class  of  tenants ;  but 
the  principle  involved  in  both  of  them 
was  large,  and  might  lead  to  substantial 
difficulties,  especially  in  regard  to  this 
paragraph,  which  proposed  to  give  the 
benefit  of  the  statutory  term  and  all 
the  other  equities  of  the  Bill  to  a 
class  even  more  narrow  than  tenancies 
from  year  to  year — namely,  to  a  man 
who  went  into  possession  for  a  year  cer- 
tain with  the  exact  term  indicated — 
namely,  that  it  was  only  to  last  for  a 
year.  Was  it  not  unreasonable,  under 
such  circumstances,  to  say  that  a  man 
who  was  allowed  to  take  possession  of  a 
farm  for  12  months  certain,  the  tenancy 
commencing  perhaps  last  year,  and  from 
the  very  necessity  of  the  case  expiring 
this  year — was  it  not  unreasonable  to  say 
that  in  dealing  with  an  existing  tenancy 
for  a  year  certain,  they  were  to  find  at 
the  middle  of  the  year  certain  that,  by 
the  operation  of  this  Bill,  the  year  cer- 
tain was  turned  into  15  years'  certain, 
with  the  certainty  of  a  renewal  at  the 
end  of  those  15  years?  Was  such  a 
provision  reasonable  or  necessary  ?  Ten- 
ancies from  year  to  year  implied  by  the 
very  term  duration  and  continuance, 
and  the  history  of  this  country  showed 
that  that  was  the  principle  taken.  But, 
on  the  other  hand,  tne  Government 
now  proposed,  practically,  to  place  on 
the  same  basis  the  tenant  who  might 
have  been  in  the  occupation  of  his  farm 
for  100  years  with  the  tenant  whose 
tenancy  implied  not  duration,  but  an  ab- 
solute certainty  of  termination.  Was 
that  reasonable  ?  He  ventured  to  think, 
whatever  they  might  do  with  regard  to 
the  poorer  tenants,  that  they  ought  not, 
at  all  events,  to  break  the  contracts  de- 
liberately entered  into  for  12  months, 
which  were  now  current,  and  say  to  the 
tenant  that  he  was  to  be  subject  to  ex 
post  facto  legislation  now,  which  would 
deprive  him  of  the  status  and  conditions 
in  which  he  entered  upon  the  farm.  Ho 
might  give  an  instance.  Suppose  a  man 
desired  to  go  on  the  Continent,  and  he 
let  the  tenancy  of  his  farm  for  a  year 
certain,  was  it  not  unjust  and  unreason- 
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able  to  say  to  the  landlord  without  warn- 
ing, who  had  not  before  him  the  slightait 
idea  that  such  a  Bill  as  this  was  coming, 
that  he  must  now  accept  the  man  he  hd 
taken  for  a  year  certain,  as  a  tenaat 
in  perpetuity?  It  would  be  unjmk 
to  include  in  the  Bill  tenants  in  futuv 
for  a  year  certain;  bat  there  oooll 
scarcely  be  two  opinions  as  to  the  un- 
fairness of  thus  dealing  with  the  ezisting 
tenants  for  a  year  certain.  It  came  to 
this  —  that  such  tenants  whose  tenni 
were,  according  to  arrangement  and 
stipulation,  to  expire  within  a  givm 
time,  would  be  able,  when  the  time 
came,  to  apply  to  the  Court  for  a  staiii- 
tory  term.  He  ventured  to  hope  tibit 
when  his  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
considered  the  matter  he  would  see  Idf 
way  towards  dealing  with  the  questum 
in  a  more  reasonable  manner. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  11,  line 
32,  leave  out  from  "A"  to  "to  year" 
in  line  33,  both  [inclusive. — {3£r.  GH* 

son,) 

Question  propoaed,  "  That  the  wordi 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Clause." 

Mb.  BIQGAE  said,  the  remarks  of 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  the  University  of  Dublin 
showed  the  desirability  of  leaving  the 
clause  as  it  stood.  The  word  **  certain  " 
was  a  purely  technical  term.  If  he  took 
a  farm  for  one  year  certain  he  should 
imagine  it  meant  that  the  tenancy  would 
not  be  less  than  a  year,  and  that  it 
would  be  impossible  to  put  an  end  to  it 
in  the  course  of  six  months.  The  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  had  scarcely 
stated  the  case  fairly  when  he  said  thi^ 
the  tenant  who  took  a  farm  now  would 
be  converted  into  a  present  tenant,  and 
would  have  the  same  privileges  as  an* 
other  tenant  who  had  been  in  the  occu- 
pation of  his  farm  for  50  years.  [Mr. 
Gibson  :  He  would  become  a  present 
tenant.]  He  (Mr.  Biggar)  did  not 
see  how  that  could  be  so  after  the 
passing  of  the  Act;  and  he  thought 
that  tho  interpretation  put  upon  the 
clause  by  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  was  altogether  fallacious. 
It  proved  very  clearly  the  difficulty 
of  understanding  the  legal  phraseo- 
logy of  an  Act  of  Parliament  when  it 
was  declared  by  a  very  high  authority 
that  the  words  of  a  clause  meant  some- 
thing very  different  from  the  construe- 
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able  to  contract  themselyea  out  of  the 
Bill.  As  regarded  the  right  of  compen- 
sation for  disturbance,  it  was  regulated 
by  the  Act  of  1870,  which  fixed  the  limit 
of  contract  at  £50 ;  but  as  he  understood 
the  position  of  future  tenants  under  this 
Bill — although  he  would  admit  that  he 
found  a  good  many  of  his  hon.  Friends 
near  him  did  not  agree  with  him — if 
the  landlords  desired  to  evict  them  they 
would  have  no  protection  or  security  except 
under  the  compensation  for  disturbance 
clauses.  He  took  it  that  the  landlord, 
the  day  after  the  passing  of  the  Bill, 
might  give  a  future  £100  tenant  notice 
to  quit,  and  such  future  tenant  would 
be  obliged  to  leave  the  farm,  subject 
only  to  a  claim  to  compensation  for  dis- 
turbance. It  was  quite  true  that  if  the 
landlord,  instead  of  desiring  to  get  rid 
of  him,  retained  him,  he  would  have 
protection  under  the  Bill ;  but,  without 
increasing  his  rent,  it  would  be  in  the 
power  of  the  landlord  to  turn  him  out 
the  moment  the  Act  passed.  With  re- 
gard to  future  tenants,  he  wished  the 
freatest  freedom  of  contract  to  prevail ; 
ut  he  wanted  to  know  what  ^ould  be 
the  position  of  such  tenants,  or  what 
security  they  would  have  if  they  con- 
tracted themselves  out  of  the  compen- 
sation for  disturbance  clauses  ?  There- 
fore it  seemed  to  him,  as  regarded  future 
tenants,  this  clause  would  really  afford 
no  protection  to  them.  He  would  like  to 
see  some  arrangement  under  which  there 
would  be  but  one  limit.  As  the  Bill 
stood,  and  as  he  understood  the  matter, 
future  tenants,  if  their  landlord  evicted 
them,  would  be  entitled  to  compensation 
for  improvements,  and  also  to  compensa- 
tion for  disturbance.  He  wished  to  draw 
the  broadest  distinction  possible  between 
present  and  future  tenants,  and  he  desired 
to  see  the  position  of  the  present  tenant 
modified,  so  that,  after  being  converted 
into  copyholders,  they  might  some  day 
become  proprietors.  There  was  no  rea- 
son why  the  English  system  should  not 
be  applied  in  the  case  of  future  tenan- 
cies, where  the  landlord  had  bought  up 
the  tenant  right.  He  begged  to  move 
the  Amendment  standing  in  his  name. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  11, 
line  41,  leave  out  the  words  ''one  hun- 
dred and." — {Sir  George  CamphelL) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
'  one  hundred  and '  stand  part  of  the 
Clause." 


Mb.  SYNAN  said,  he  was  opposed, 
not  only  to  the  Amendment,  but  to  the 
limit  of  £150  set  down  in  the  clause 
itself.  As  far  as  present  tenants  were 
concerned,  he  thought  the  provision  per- 
fectly nugatory,  because,  if  the  present 
tenant  had  power  to  go  to  the  Court  to 
revise  his  title,  he  was  not  bound  to 
contract  himself  out  of  this  Act.  The 
limit,  therefore,  as  far  as  the  £150  was 
concerned,  would  only  apply  to  future 
tenants.  But  this  would  result  in  great 
inconsistency.  With  respect  to  the  pre- 
sent Bill,  it  required  a  £150  limit  to 
contract,  so  far  as  the  future  tenant  was 
concerned,  out  of  the  beneficial  opera- 
tion and  provisions  of  the  Bill.  Of 
course,  as  far  as  the  Bill  was  concerned, 
the  future  tenant  could  only  apply  the 
power  of  sale.  But,  taking  the  case  of 
a  tenant  under  the  provision  for  com- 
pensation for  disturbance  in  the  Act  of 
1870,  it  would  be  found  that  a  tenant 
at  £50  could  be  contracted  out  of  the 
benefit  of  compensation  for  disturbance, 
even  upon  the  enlarged  scale  in  this 
Bill.  Whatever,  therefore,  the  compen- 
sation for  disturbance  might  be  under 
this  Bill,  a  £50  tenant  could  be  com- 
pelled to  contract  himself  out  of  the 
benefit  of  that  compensation.  He  could 
understand  the  Government  proposing 
to  apply  the  £150  limit  to  the  Act  of 
1870,  as  well  as  to  this  Bill,  so  that  no 
tenant  would  be  obliged  to  contract 
himself  out  of  compensation  for  disturb- 
ance upon  the  enlarged  scale  in  this 
Bill  who  was  not  rated  at  £  1 50 ;  and  un- 
less the  limit  of  £150  was  applied  both 
to  this  Bill  and  the  Act  of  1870  a  great 
injustice  would  be  done  to  the  tenants 
of  Ireland,  who  might  seek  for  compen- 
sation for  disturbance. 

Mb.  HEALY  said,  it  would  be  a  great 
inconsistency  to  place  the  limit  of  £150 
in  this  Act,  while  the  limit  of  £50  was 
left  in  the  Act  of  1870.  He  hoped  that 
the  Government  would  see  their  way  to 
extend  the  limit  contained  in  the  Act  of 
1870. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  the  Govern- 
ment looked  upon  the  limit  of  £150  as 
being  the  fairest  limit.  The  limit  of 
£50  in  the  Act  of  1870  they  regarded 
as  materially  too  low,  considerable  pres- 
sure having  been  brought  to  bear  upon 
small  tenants  to  cause  them  to  contract 
themselves  out  of  that  Act.  He  was 
bound  to  confess,  having  regard  to  the 
working  of  the  limit  of  the  Act  of  1870, 
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^hat  the  Government  had  been  guilty  of 
a  mistake  in  the  preparation  of  the  words 
of  the  clan  Re. 

Mr.  PLUNKET  submitted  that  some 
ground  should  be  stated  for  departing 
from  the  limit  of  £50  contained  in  the 
Act  of  1870.  As  far  as  he  could  see 
there  was  no  reason  for  extending  that 
limit.  He  would  like  to  know  whether 
there  was  any  evidence  upon  the  sub- 
ject in  the  Eeport  of  the  Royal  Com- 
mission. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  the  Eeport 
of  the  Bessborough  Commission  did  not 
enter  into  details  in  connection  with  this 
subject. 

Mb.  W.  n.  SMITH  understood  the 
Prime  Minister  to  say  that  it  was  pro- 
posed to  rescind  the  provision  of  the 
12th  clause  of  the  Act  of  1870,  which 
enabled  a  tenant  at  £50  to  contract  him- 
self out  of  that  Act.  He  must  say  that 
the  proposed  change,  together  with  the 
provisions  introduced  into  this  Bill  in 
favour  of  the  tenant,  would  make  freedom 
of  contract  almost  impossible.  Unless 
freedom  of  contract  was  to  bo  regarded  as 
somotliing  that  ought  to  be  discouraged 
in  every  possible  way ;  unless  a  man's 
independence  was  a  thing  that  ought  to 
be  taken  away  from  him,  it  did  soom 
that  the  old  limitation  was  one  which  it 
was  desirable  to  maintain.  It  appeared 
to  him  that  the  extension  of  the  limit 
contained  in  the  Act  of  1870  was  en- 
tirely unnecessary  if  there  was  over  to 
bo  freedom  of  contract  in  Ireland. 

Mr.  SHAW  regarded  the  limit  of 
£  1 50,  contained  in  the  clause,  as  of  great 
use.  There  was  no  doubt  that  the 
greatest  pressure  had  been  brought  to 
bear  upon  tenants  to  get  them  to  con- 
tract themselves  out  of  the  Act  of  1870. 
It  would  be  a  decided  advantage  to  take 
away  from  the  landlord  everything  like 
an  inducement  to  get  tenants  to  con- 
tract themselves  out  of  this  Act. 

Colonel  BARNE  understood  the 
Prime  Minister  to  quote  the  Bess- 
borough  Commission  as  an  authority  for 
the  £150  limit.  Ho  should  have  thouglit 
that  it  was  hardly  wortli  tho  while 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  quote 
this  Report,  after  the  way  in  which  it 
had  been  liandled  by  one  of  his  lato 
Colleagues. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  had  been 
rather  too  cautious  in  his  reference  to 
the  Bessborough  Commission,  wliich  re- 
commended notliing  of  this  kind.     The  i 
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Commissioners  recommended  that  ce^ 
tain  descriptions  of  holdings  should  be 
excluded  from  the  operation  of  the  Act; 
but  they  did  not  recommend  the  intro- 
duction of  any  provision  whatever  for 
enabling  parties  to  contract  themselTW 
out  of  the  Act. 

T^RD    EDMOND    FITZMAXmiCE 
regretted  that  the  Government  had  not 
taken  a  middle  course  between  the  Act 
of  1870  and  the  present  proposal— that 
was  to  say,  to  admit  a  limit  of  £100. 
He  did  not,  however,  attach  much  im- 
portance to  these  contract  clauses  one 
way  or  the  other.     He  believed  that  the 
Irish  tenants  were  acute  enough  to  cal- 
culate what  advantages  they  could  get 
under  the  Bill.     They  would  see  ther 
were  placed  in  a  strong  position,  and 
would  naturally    ask    themselves  why 
they  should  contract  themselves  oat  <n 
the  Bill  at  all.  The  landlord  had  hardly 
anything  left  that  he  could  offer  to  the 
tenant  as  a  valuable  consideration  to  in- 
duce him  to  contract  himself  out  of  the 
Bill.  Assuming,  as  he  did,  that  it  was  de- 
sirable that  free  contract  tenures  should 
exist,  the  only  way  in  which  these  could 
be  created  was    by  leaving  the  larger 
tenants  out  of  tho  Bill.     Ho  did  not, 
however,  wish  to  re-open  that  question, 
which  had  been  discussed  at  length  on 
tho  Amendment  of  the  hon.  ^lemberfor 
Groat  Grimsby  (Mr.  Heneage) ;  but  he 
wished  to  point  out  that,  unless  he  had 
misread  tho  paragraph  in  the  Keport  of 
the  Bessborough  Commission,  the  Prime 
Minister   was   possibly    mistaken.     Ho 
thought  the  plain  English  of  the  para- 
graph, altliough  he  admitted  it  was  not 
quite  clear,  was  that  grazing  farms,  and 
also  farms  which  were  above  £50  rental, 
whetlior  grazing  farms  or  not,   should 
bo  left  to  free  contract. 

Question  put. 

Tho  Committee  dividifd: 
Noes  99:  Majority  103.- 
No.  293.) 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  \)ivzo  12,  Ihio  2,  after  •*  Act,'*  insert  '^or 
of  tho  liandlord  and  Tenant  (Ireland)  Act 
1870." — {Mr.  Attoniet/  General  for  Irelatid.) 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  reminded  the 
Committee  that  the  hon.  Member  for 
Stroud  (Mr.  Brand)  had  withdrawn  an 
Amendment  relating  to  cases  in  which 
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tenancies  under  the  Ulster  Custom  had 
been  bought  up  by  the  landlord  prior  to 
the  passing  of  this  Act.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber having  pointed  out  that  it  would  be 
very  hard  upon  the  landlord,  having 
such  holdings  in  his  hand,  that  they 
should  be  subject,  when  let,  to  the  1st 
section  of  the  Bill,  had  withdrawn  his 
Amendment  on  the  understanding  that 
a  clause  should  be  brought  up  to  enable 
the  parties  to  contract  themselves  out  of 
that  section.  He  therefore  begged  to 
move  the  Amendment  now  standing  on 
the  Paper  in  his  name. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  12,  line  2,  after  "  Act,"  leave  out 
"  but,"  and  iuscrt — **  Where  the  tenancy  in  a 
holding  subject  to  the  Ulster  tenant  right  cus- 
tom or  to  any  corresponding  usage,  has  been 
purchased  b}'  the  landlord  from  the  tenant  bv 
voluntary  purchase  before  the  passing  of  this 
Act,  then,  if  at  the  date  of  the  passing  of  this 
Act  the  owner  of  any  such  holding  is  in  actual 
occupation  thereof,  it  shall  be  lawful,  in  the 
case  of  the  first  tenancy  created  in  the  holding 
after  the  passing  of  this  Act,  for  the  parties  to 
the  contract  creating  tho  same,  by  writing 
under  their  hands,  to  provide  that  such  tenancy 
shall  be  exempt  from  the  provisions  of  section 
one  of  this  Act.'' — {Mr.  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland.) 

Question  proposed, ''  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Loud    RANDOLPH    OHUEOHILL 
said,  he  accepted  the  Amendment  as  far 
as  it  went;  but  he  was  bound  to  say 
that  it  interfered  with  the  Government 
definition   of  a  tenancy.     Because  how 
could  a  landlord  be  prevented  buying 
up  tho  tenant  right  in  a  present  tenancy, 
entering  into  occupation,  and  re-letting 
the  farm  subject  to  no  tenant  ris^ht  r 
The  Government  contention  had  been 
that  the  tenant  had  the  right  of  assign- 
ment in  law  fortified  by  the  Act  of  1870; 
that  this  right  adhered  to  the  tenancy 
and  could  not  be  got  rid  of.     He  (Lord 
Bandolph  Churchill)  had  never  entirely 
admitted  that;  but  if  the  proposed  clause 
were  added,  that  definition  with  regard 
to  tenant  right  would  be  destroyed.    He 
did  not  see  how  they  could  draw  a  dis- 
tinction between  the  case  where  the  land- 
lord, before  the  passing  of  the  Act,  bought 
up  the  tenant  right,  occupied  the  holding, 
and  re-let  it,  and  therefore  cleared  the 
land  of  the  tenant  right,  and  the  case 
where  the  landlord  who,  after  the  passing 
of  this  Act,  bought  up  the  tenant  right, 
entered  into  occupation,  and  re-let  the 
holding. 


•  The  attorney  GENERAL  foe 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  said,  that  one 
object  of  the  provision  was  to  liberate 
land  for  the  purpose  of  being  let,  which 
otherwise  might  remain  in  the  hands  of 
the  owner. 

Mb.  BIGGAR  considered  the  Amend- 
ment mischievous  in  character,  because, 
although  the  number  of  cases  to  which 
it  would  apply  was  small,  it  really  had 
the  effect  of  putting  a  certain  number  of 
persons  outside  the  provisions  of  the 
Bill.  He  was  quite  unable  to  see  why 
a  tenant  who  took  land  from  a  landlord 
in  occupation  of  it  at  the  time  of  the 
passing  this  Bill  should  not,  at  the  end 
of  5,  10,  or  20  years,  get  compensation 
for  disturbance.  No  doubt,  the  number 
of  cases  to  which  the  Amendment  would 
apply  was  extremely  small ;  but  he 
could  not  regard  it  as  in  logical  sequence 
with  other  parts  of  the  Bill. 

Mr.  CHARLES  RUSSELL  pointed 
out  that  the  Amendment  only  applied  to 
cases  where  the  tenant  contracted  with 
the  landlord  that  the  tenancy  should  be 
excluded  from  the  operation  of  the  1st 
section  of  the  Act.  It  left  the  right 
to  compensation  for  disturbance  un- 
touched. 

Mb.  BIGGAR  said,  that  made  very 
little  difference,  because  the  right  of 
compensation  only  arose  when  the  ten- 
ant was  turned  out.  The  point  was  that 
the  tenant  could  not  sell.  He  did  not 
assume  that  his  interest  would  be  very 
great ;  but  there  was  no  reason  why  he 
should  be  placed  in  a  different  position 
to  other  tenants,  because  the  landlord 
happened  to  have  bought  up  the  tenant 
right.  The  sale  might  have  been  more 
or  less  compulsory,  or  not  bond  fide  at 
all. 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
asked  whether  a  tenant,  in  the  circum- 
stances defined  in  the  Amendment,  would 
have  anything  to  sell  when  he  went 
out? 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  foe 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  said,  the  Amend- 
ment was  intended  to  meet  the  case 
where  a  landlord  had  bought  the  tenant 
right,  and  would  not  let  the  holding  ex- 
cept on  certain  conditions.  A  tenant 
could  not  be  prevented  taking  the  farm 
on  these  conditions,  and  if  he  chose  to 
contract  that  he  was  not  to  sell,  of  course 
he  could  not  do  so.  He  would,  however, 
have  the  right  to  compensation  for  dis- 
turbance. 

[Twrnty-seeond  Night.] 
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Mr.  MITCHELL  HENRY  asked 
whether  the  Government  would  also 
except  holdings  reclaimed  and  occupied 
by  the  owner  himself,  which  had  never, 
in  consequence,  been  subject  to  the 
Ulster  tenant  riprht  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  asked  if  the 
tenant  might  sell  that  security  in  his 
occupation  which  was  given  by  the  Act 
of  1870? 

Mr.  H.  R.  brand  said,  the  hon. 
Member  opposite  was  right  in  saying 
that  the  Amendment  of  the  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  did  not  entirely 
meet  the  case  which,  on  a  former  occa- 
sion, lie  had  submitted  to  the  Committee; 
but  he  had  not  undei'stood  at  the  time 
that  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man committed  himself  to  the  extent  of 
assenting  to  all  that  he  had  asked. 
When  he  moved  the  Amendment  in 
question,  he  (Mr.  Brand)  pointed  out  to 
the  Committee  that  there  were  three 
cases  in  which  it  was  desirable  to  limit 
tho  right  of  free  sale.  First,  where  land 
was  unlet  at  the  time  of  the  passing  of 
this  Act ;  secondly,  where  the  landlord 
had  bought  up  the  tenant  right  pre- 
viously to  the  passing  of  this  Act  and 
had  it  in  his  occupation  at  the  time  of 
the  passing  of  this  Act;  and,  thirdly, 
wliero  the  landlord  had  exercised  his 
right  of  pre-emption  and  bought  up  the 
tenant  right.  He  understood  the  Amend- 
ment to  meet  the  case  where  the  land- 
lord had  bought  up  the  tenant  right 
previous  to  the  passing  of  the  Act ;  and 
he  believed,  also,  that  the  Attorney 
General  was  about  to  deal  with  the  de- 
mesne lands  in  another  clause.  It  there- 
fore appeared  that  the  only  case  which 
remained  open  was  that  mentioned  by 
the  noble  Lord  tho  Member  for  Wood- 
stock (Lord  Randolph  Churchill). 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
said,  tho  Government  adopted  such  Pro- 
tean forms  of  definition  that  one  did  not 
know  where  to  catch  them.  A  few  days 
ago  they  wore  speaking  of  the  interest 
in  a  tenancy  as  tho  value  of  the  holding ; 
and  when  he  ventured  to  submit  that 
these  were  two  separate  things,  he  was 
told  that  no  distinction  was  to  be  drawn 
between  the  Common  Law  right  and  the 
tenant  right  of  Ulster.  In  the  case  to 
which  he  now  drew  the  attention  of  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland,  he  under- 
stood that  the  land  would  be  clear  of  any 
tenant  right  at  all.    But  it  appeared  that 


the  tenant  in  that  case  still  possesaed  i 
valuable  interest — that  was  to  say,  tin 
interest  recognized  in  the  1st  olauie  d 
the  Bill  destroyed  under  its  old  name  of 
tenant  right,  but  revived  under  the  net 
name  of  ''reasonable  expectation  of  OOB- 
tinuance.''  

The  attorney  GENERAL  ra 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  said,  the  pro- 
posal was  to  enable  the  tenant  to  ooo* 
tract  himself  out  of  the  Ist  section  d 
the  Act;  but,  so  far  as  his  Common  Liw 
nght  was  concerned,  it  was  not  touched 
by  the  Bill. 

Mr.  WARTON  said,  he  thought  the 
words  ''in  actual  occupation,"  a  little 
too  strong.  The  landlord  might  poe- 
sibly  havo  some  person  occupjring  tbe 
holding  for  him,  but  not  as  a  tenant; 
and,  therefore,  he  suggested  that  some 
words  should  be  added  to  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  Attorney  General  for  Ire- 
land to  provide  for  such  cases.  • 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  said  pro- 
posed Amendment, 

To  leave  out  the  word  "  actual "  in  line  4* 
and  insert  after  ^'  thereof  "  in  line  6,  '*  either  \ff 
himself  or  any  other  person  on  his  "behalf."— 
(Mr.  irartOH.) 

The  attorney  GENERAL  roi 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  said,  that  tie 
words  suggested  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Bridport  were  quite  unnecee- 
sary,  inasmuch  as  any  person  in  occu- 
pation on  behalf  of  the  landlord  would 
be  in  tho  position  of  servant. 

Amendment  to  the  said  proposed 
Amendment  negatived. 

Amendment  {Mr,  Attorney  Oeneralfw 
Ireland)  agreed  to. 

LoKD  JOHN  MANNERS  said,  in  the 
absence  of  tho  right  hon.  Member  for 
North  Hants  (Mr.  Sclater-Booth),  he 
begged  to  move  the  Amendment  stand- 
ing next  on  the  Paper  in  the  name  of 
that  right  hon.  Member.  The  object  of 
tho  Amendment  was  to  prevent  the 
clause  applying  in  such  a  way  as  to 
violate  existing  leases  which  might  be 
proved  to  bo  contrary  to  the  proTisions  of 
this  Bill. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  12, 
lino  3,  after  **  any,"  insert  "future." — 
( Lord  J  oh  n  Jifaimt  re. ) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  the  word 
'  future '  be  there  inserted." 
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Th»  attorney  general  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  drew  the  atten- 
tion of  the  noble  Lord  opposite  to  an 
Amendment  on  the  Paper,  which  would 
provide  for  the  case  of  existing  leases 
perhaps  a  little  more  distinctly  than 
the  Amendment  just  moved  by  him. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  12,  line  4,  after  **  contract,"  insert 
"made  after  the  passing  of  this  KcV'—iMr. 
Attorney  Genial  for  Ireland,) 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  page  12,  line  6,  after  "Act,"  insert  "or 
with  any  of  the  proTisions  of  the  Landlord  and 
Tenant  (Ireland)  Act,  1870,"-- (Jtfr.  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland.) 

Question  proposed,  ''  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mr.  GIBSON  said,  he  had  understood 
the  last  Amendment  of  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman,  inasmuch  as  it 
was  upon  the  Paper ;  but  as  it  appeared 
he  was  now  moving  an  Amendment 
from  manuscript,  he  reserved  to  himself 
full  liberty  of  considering  the  matter  on 
Report.  The  statement  that  he  wished 
to  assimilate  the  restriction  in  the  Act  of 
1870  to  the  restriction  in  this  Bill  was 
made  for  the  first  time  by  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  that  evening. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 
Clause,  a9  amended,  agreed  to. 

Limited  Owner, 
Clause  18  (Powers  of  limited  owners). 

Mr.  LITTON  said,  the  object  of  the 
Amendment  he  was  about  to  move  was 
to  provide  a  larger  definition  of  the 
term  'limited  owner"  than  was  given 
in  the  26th  clause  of  the  Act  of  1870. 
According  to  that  Act,  the  term '' limited 
owner  "  meant  any  person  entitled  under 
any  existing  or  future  settlement  at  law 
or  in  equity,  for  his  own  benefit  and  for 
the  term  of  his  own  life,  to  the  posses- 
sion or  receipt  of  the  rents  and  profits  of 
land,  and  so  on.  His  object  was  to  in- 
clude persons  who  held  estates  for  the 
benefit  and  for  the  life  of  others. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  12, 
line  8,  after  *'  1870,"  insert  *'  and  this 
Act."— (1/r.  Litton,) 

Amendment  agreed  to. 


Amendment  proposed,  in  page  12, 
line  9,  leave  out  "foregoing." — {Mr, 
Litton,) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  word 
*  foregoing  '  stand  part  of  the  Clause." 

Mr.  a.  M.  SULLIVAN  said,  he  had 
been  requested  to  ask  the  Government 
to  enable  trustees  for  collegiate  institu- 
tions and  other  corporate  bodies  in  Ire- 
land to  sell  to  the  tenant  in  occupation 
under  this  Act  as  trustees. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  said,  he  hoped 
the  Amendment  would  be  withdrawn. 
The  word  "foregoing"  was  applicable 
only  to  the  clauses  which  had  been 
passed  ;  it  had  no  application  to  the  re- 
maining clauses  of  the  Bill. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  12,  line  11,  after  '*  Corporate,"  leave 
out  '*  Commissioners,"  and  insert "  Public  Com- 
missioners, trustoes  for  Charity  Commissioners, 
or  trustee^  for  collegiate  or  other  pablio  pur* 
poses." — {Mr,  Litton,) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

The  attorney  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  said,  he  believed 
the  clause  as  it  stood  had  been  framed  to 
meet  some  special  cases.  Perhaps  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  would  with- 
draw the  Amendment,  and  if  there  was 
no  objection  to  the  insertion  of  the 
words  they  could  be  added  on  Report. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn, 

Mr.  GIBSON  said,  he  was  about  to 
move  a  technical  Amendment  to  insure 
that  the  interest  of  those  who  claimed 
after  the  life  of  a  limited  owner  should 
be  protected. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  12, 
line  12,  after  "not,"  insert  "grant  a 
judicial  lease  or." — {Mr,  Gibson.) 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Mr.  VILLIERS  STUART  said,  the 
object  of  the  Amendment  he  was  about 
to  propose  was  the  removal  of  all  unne- 
cessary obstacles  in  the  way  of  creating 
fixed  tenancies.  The  clause  relating  to 
fixed  tenancies  had  been  unanimously 
approved  at  meetings  of  tenant  farmers 
in  Ireland;  but  it  appeared  to  him  that 
the  usefulness  of  the  clause  would  be  se- 
riously curtailed  by  requiring  the  limited 
owner  to  obtain  the  sanction  of  the  Court 

l^Twenty-eeeond  Night.'} 


287 


Land  Law 


(COMMONS} 


(.Irelani)  Bill. 


m 


for  the  creation  of  a  fixed  tenancy.  No 
doubt,  the  object  of  the  provision  was  to 
protect  the  interest  of  the  remainder 
men  ;  but,  in  his  opinion,  that  would  be 
equally  well  protected  by  the  simple 
giving  of  notice  and  the  payment  of  the 
money  into  Court. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  12, 
line  13,  leave  out  *'the  sanction  of," 
and  insert  **  notice  to." — {Mr,  Villi ers 
Stuart,) 

Question  proposed,  ''  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

The  attorney  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  pointed  out  that 
for  the  purpose  of  the  clause  the  giving 
of  a  notice  would  not  be  of  the  smallest 
value. 

Amendment  negatived. 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  pnfi:o  12,  line  17,  at  the  end  of  the  clause, 
add  "Provided  always,  That  the  court  may 
make  any  order  hy  the  said  Act  auth(iriBed  to  be 
made  by  any  other  court  thereby  empowered, 
with  respect  to  the  layinp-out,  investment, 
accumulHtion,  and  pa^nnont,  in  accordance  with 
the  provisions  of  the  said  Act,  of  any  such  fines 
or  principal  moneys  paid  into  the  bank  in 
manner  by  the  said  Acts  prescribed,  and  for 
such  purpose  shall  have  and  may  exercise  all 
and  the  like  power,  authority,  and  jurisdiction 
as  such  other  court  as  aforesaid.'* — {Mr.  Gibson,) 

Question  proposed,  *'  That  those  words 
be  there  added." 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  foe 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  pointed  out  that 
the  40th  section  of  the  Act  gave  power 
to  the  Land  Commission  to  refer  any 
matter  to  the  Land  Judges  of  the  Clian- 
cery  Division  of  the  High  Court. 

Mb.  GIBSON  said,  as  the  matter  was 
connected  with  the  administration  of  the 
Act  he  would  not  press  the  Amendment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 
Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Part  V. 
AcQUisiTiox  OF  Land  by  Tenants,  Re- 
clamation OF  Land,  and  Emigration. 

Acquiiition  of  Land  by  Tenants. 

Clause  19  (Advances  to  tenants  by 
commission  for  purchase  of  holdings). 

The  CHAIRMAN  said,  the  Amend- 
ment in  the  name  of  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  for  Galway  (Major  Nolan)  was 
beyond  the  purpose  of  the  clause,  and 

ilr,  Fillieri  Stuart 


could  not  be  considered  at  that  place. 
It  was  a  proposition  of  a  distinct  xiiid, 
and  should  be  brought  up  as  a  separate 
clause. 

Major  NOLAN  said,  he  did  not  widi 
the  important  question  relating  to  the 
purchase  of  land  for  the  benefit  of  li- 
bourers  to  be  put  off,  and  if  it  were 
possible  he  would  prefer  to  move  the 
Amendment  at  that  place. 

The  chairman  said,  he  had  con- 
sulted the  authorities  of  the  House,  wlio 
were  of  opinion  that  the  Amendmeat 
of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  wu 
clearly  inconsistent  with  the  clause,  and 
could  not  be  put. 

Mr.  LITTON  moved,  in  page  IS, 
line  30,  leave  out  from  ''  punmaae'^to 
''three-fourths''  inline  31,  and  inaert— 


"  The  whole  of  said  principal  Bum,  or  in 
the  Land  Commission  shall  hie  satisfied  that  the 
tenant  is  unable  to  give  snfficient  aecurity  lor 
the  whole  of  the  said  principal  sum,  then  to 
advance  to  the  tenant  any  sum  not  leas  flm 
four-fifths." 

If  the  Government  would  yield  to  the 
unanimous  feeling  that  seemed  to  be 
entertained  in  favour  of  an  advance  of 
four-fifths,  he  would  ask  leave  not  to 
move  the  earlier  part  of  the  Amend- 
ment, and  would  simply  move  that  the 
words  ''  four-fifths  "  be  substituted  for 
the  words  'Hhreo-fourths  "  in  linea  30 
and  31.  He  begged  to  move  that  those 
words  be  inserted. 

Mr.  BIGGAR  said,  he  did  not  know 
that  the  hon.  and  learned  Geiitleman 
was  quite  justified  in  leaving  out  the 
first  part  of  the  Amendment  and  moving 
only  the  second,  because  it  would  be 
seen  that  there  were  on  the  Paper 
Amendments  by  several  hon.  Members, 
among  others  one  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Carrickfergus  (Mr.  Greer),  who  re- 
presented a  population  partly  urban  and 
partly  rural ;  and  one  by  the  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  County  Down  (Lord 
Arthur  Hill),  who  had  a  very  large  rural 
constituency ;  while  there  were  several 
Conservative  Members  from  the  North 
of  Ireland  who  had  given  Notice  of 
Amendments;  and  if  the  Amendment 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Tyrone  (Mr.  Litton)  were  altered  as  sug- 
gested by  him  it  would  stand  in  the  way 
of  the  rest.  He  thought  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  would  do  better  to 
put  the  Amendment  as  it  originally  stood, 
and  thus  give  to  other  hon.  Members  the 
opportunity  of  dealing  with  the  subject. 
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Me.  LITTON  said,  he  thought  there 
was  some  force  in  what  was  said  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Cavan  (Mr.  Biggar), 
and  therefore  he  asked  leave  to  with- 
draw the  Amendment  he  had  just  moved 
go  that  he  might  move  it  in  its  original 
form. 

The  chairman  said,  he  would 
point  out  that  no  damage  would  be  done 
by  leaving  it  as  it  stood,  because  if  the 
Committee  decided  on  leaving  out  three- 
fourths,  and  any  other  Amendments  were 
made,  the  words  could  be  inserted  be- 
fore the  Committee  affirmed  the  words 
'*  three-fourths." 

Mb.  BIGGAE  said,  he  thought  the 
original  Amendment,  of  which  Notice 
was  given  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Mona- 
ghan  (Mr.  Qivan),  was  one  that  took  in 
most  of  the  other  Amendments. 

Mb.  LITTON :  I  will  ask  leave  of  the 
Committee  to  withdraw  the  Amendment 
as  just  submitted,  and  to  move  the 
Amendment  as  it  originally  stood  in  the 
name  of  the  hon.  Member  (Mr.  Givan). 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  12,  line  30,  to  leave  out  from  the 
word  "purchase,"  to  the  word  **  three-fourths," 
in  line  31,  in  order  to  insert  the  words  "the 
whole  of  said  principal  sum,  or  in  case  the  Land 
CommiBsion  shall  he  satisfied  that  the  tenant  is 
unahle  to  ffive  sufficient  security  for  the  whole 
of  the  said  principal  sum,  then  to  advance  to 
the  tenant  any  sum  not  less  than  four-fifths," — 
{Mr.  Litton,) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  ''That  the  words 
'  any  sum  not  exceeding  three-fourths ' 
stand  part  of  the  Clause." 

Mb.  GLADSTONE:  Sir,  upon  this 
question  I  think  it  my  duty  to  use  great 
plainness  of  speech.  When  I  look  down 
the  page  of  Amendments,  near  the  head 
of  which  appears  the  one  which  has 
just  been  moved,  the  consensus  and 
spirit  of  harmony  which  appear  to  pre- 
vail on  this  particular  branch  of  the 
subject  among  Irish  Members  seems  to 
me  very  touching,  and  really  goes  to  my 
heart;  but  I  may  here  say  that  Irish 
Members  have  not,  upon  this  particular 
clause,  that  especial  authority  and  weight 
which  I  feel  to  belong  to  them  with  re- 
gard to  many  provisions  of  the  Bill; 
xor  the  persons  who  are  ultimately  con- 
cerned— in  whatever  way  we  may  pro- 
ceed in  regard  to  the  provision  of  the 
funds  for  fhese  purposes— the  persons 
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who  must  either  immediately  find  the 
money,  if  it  is  to  bo  used  directly,  or 
who  must  undertake  the  responsibility 
of  finding  the  money,  must  necessarily 
be  the  taxpayers  of  the  Three  Kingdoms. 
We  have  a  duty  to  discharge  to  them 
which  I,  above  all,  in  respect  both  to 
this  Bill  and  to  thfej  Office  which  I  have 
the  honour  to  hold,  am  bound  to  bear 
carefully  in  mind.  Therefore,  I  must 
say  that  I  am  not  prepared  to  accede  to 
either  of  these  Amendments.  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  have  considered  very 
carefully  and  very  largely  this  subject, 
and  they  feel  that  they  are  undertaking 
a  very  great  responsibility — although, 
they  have  undertaken  it  freely,  wul- 
ingiy,  and  deliberately — but  still  a  very 
serious  responsibility,  in  recommending 
the  House  to  give  its  sanction  to  the 
very  large  and  liberal  advances  proposed 
by  the  Bill.  Now,  Sir,  I  would  say  to 
my  hon.  and  learned  Friend  behind  me, 
and  to  other  Insh  Members  in  this 
House,  let  them  consider  what  it  is  that 
we  propose  to  do — let  them  consider 
what  it  is  to  advance  three- fourths  of 
the  sum  necessary  for  the  purchase  of 
land.  I  need  not  say  that  this  is  a  thing 
totally  unknown  in  all  private  trans* 
actions.  No  vendor  of  an  estate  will 
ever,  under  any  circumstances,  consent 
to  sell  to  a  person  who  leaves  three- 
fourths  of  the  price  chargeable  on  the 
estate.  It  is  always  a  great  deal  less 
than  that,  and  if  he  leaves  half  of  it 
charged  on  the  estate  it  is  a  very  heavy 
burden  upon  the  transaction,  and  it  is 
also  a  burden  not  very  commonly  allowed 
to  remain,  l^ut  I  beg  them  also  to  con- 
sider— and  this  is  really,  in  my  opinion, 
quite  the  true  view  of  the  whole  matter 
— that  in  this  case  the  State  is  not  going 
to  deal  with  one  party  only,  but  with 
two.  It  has  to  deal  with  the  tenant,  and 
it  has  also  to  deal  with  the  landlord,  and 
these  two  persons,  it  is  concluded,  will 
be  equally  interested  in  driving  on  the 
transaction.  Well,  I  ask  what  will  be 
the  position  of  the  landlord  if  he  is  in- 
spired with  only  one-hundredth  part  of 
the  alarm  that  has  entered  into  the  minds 
of  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  with  regard 
to  the  efi*ect  of  this  Bill — and  I  seriously 
believe  that  that  alarm  has  been  under^ 
going  a  gradual  and  considerable  dimi- 
nution during  the  progress  of  this  Bill 
— but  supposing  he  is  inspired  with  any 
real  alarm  or  anxiety,  and  is  anxious  to 
sell  his  estate,  what  will  be  his  position  ? 
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His  position  will  be  this — he  will  be  en- 
ablea  at  once  to  propose  to  his  tenants 
that  they  should  become  purchasers,  and 
he  will  be  able  to  offer  to  them  an  irre- 
sistible attraction  at  very  small  risk  and 
cost  to  himself.  And  it  is  essential,  in 
order  to  appreciate  this  proposal,  to  re- 
member that  in  these  transactions  there 
will  be,  not  two  principal  parties,  but 
three,  the  State  being  one  principal 
party,  as  supplying  in  some  shape  or 
another  the  bulk  of  the  money,  while 
the  other  two,  the  landlord  and  the  ten- 
ant, are  also  principals.  The  landlord 
who  wishes  to  dispose  of  his  estate  will 
have  only  one  sacrifice  to  make.  He 
will  have  three-fourths  of  the  pur- 
chase money  assured  to  him  at  once 
from  the  public  funds ;  and  what  is  he 
called  upon  to  do  ?  He  is  only  called 
upon  to  say  to  the  tenants,  I  wUl  leave 
the  remaining  fourth  on  mortgage  on 
the  property,  posterior,  of  course,  to  the 
mortgage  to  the  State.  And  what  does 
his  security  consist  of?  It  consists  of 
this — first  of  all,  in  the  belief  that  the 
acquirement  of  proprietorship  will  sti- 
mulate the  industry  of  the  tenants ;  next, 
in  the  fact  that  the  amount  he  is  allow- 
ing to  remain  as  a  mortgage  on  the 
property  is  a  very  limited  amount — an 
amount  that  many  a  vendor  of  an  estate 
is  willing  to  allow  to  remain  as  a  charge 
on  it ;  because  I  suppose  I  shall  be  right 
in  saying  that  while  it  is  a  very  common 
thing  to  allow  half  to  remain  in  the  pur- 
chase of  landed  property,  it  is  also  a  very 
common  thing  to  allow  one-fourth  to  re- 
main as  a  charge  on  the  estate.  But  the 
security  of  the  landlord  is  not  merely  in 
the  one-fourth  of  his  own  interest  in  the 
holding ;  it  also  consists  in  the  value  of 
the  tenant  right  of  the  land  which  fur- 
nishes a  part  of  the  security  upon  it ;  and 
there  is,  again,  this  great  feature  in  the 
transaction,  that  the  landlord  has  the 
guarantee  that  it  will  be  the  duty  or  the 
necessity  of  the  State  to  see  that  the  ten- 
ant fulfils  his  part  of  the  bargain  by  re- 
ducing from  year  to  year,  from  the  very 
inception  of  the  transaction,  that  portion 
of  the  incumbrance  which  is  due  to  the 
State  ;  so  that  while  the  orie^nal  advance 
made  by  the  landlord  is  the  small  ad- 
vance of  25  per  cent  to  the  tenant,  he 
makes  that  advance  on  the  undeniable 
security  of  the  one-fourth  part  of  his  own 
interest,  and  of  the  whole  of  the  tenant's 
interest  in  the  holding,  and  does  this 
with  the  full  knowledge  that  the  tenant 
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will  have  every  year  to  improve  his  pon- 
tiou  by  lightening  that  portion  of  the 
incumbrance  which  is  due  to  the  State. 
Now,  I  want  to  ask  whether,  under  theee 
circumstances.  Her  Majesty's  Gh)vea- 
ment  have  not  done  everything  they  can 
reasonably  be  expected  to  do  in  a  spint 
of  the  utmost  liberality  for  the  facuiti- 
tion  of  these  transactions,  if  there  is  to 
be  any  regard  to  public  prudence  In 
finance?  I  know  that  there  are  hon.(}ea- 
tlemen  who  think  that  under  the  prori* 
sions  of  this  Bill  the  position  of  the  ten- 
ant will  bo  such  that  he  will  probably  be 
satisfied  with  the  modified  propiietaiy 
interest  which  he  will  have  in  the  land, 
and  that  the  desire  to  acquire  the  abiO" 
lute  fee-simple  which  now  prevails  among 
Irish  tenants  will  gradually  die  away. 
I  cannot  tell  how  that  may  be;  it- may 
bo  so,  and  it  may  not ;  but,  at  any  rate, 
it  is  not  our  intention  to  force  the  ten- 
ants in  that  direction.    We  have  given 
them,  we  think,  very  great  facilities  in- 
deed ;  and  what  I  wish  to  impress  onfiie 
minds  of  the  Irish  Members  is  that  the 
facility  is  not  only  as  great  as  it  appean 
to  bo  on  the  face  of  the  Act,  bat  that  it 
is  really  very ''much  greater  than  it  at 
first  sight  appecurs  to  be  on  account  d 
this  essential  fact,  the  interest  of  tiie  land- 
lord, who,  by  the  very  nature  of  the  oaae^ 
is  supposed  to  be  interested  in  promotiiig 
the  transaction  by  the  smallness  of  the 
risk  and  the  greatness  of  the  inducement 
which  he,  as  landlord,  has  to  supply  the 
only  thing  wanted,  on  allowing  either 
the  entire  25  per  cent,  or  such  portion  as 
may  be  necessary,  to  remain  as  an  in- 
cumbrance on  the  holding.  Under  these 
circumstances,  I  feel  myself  bound  to 
speak  plainly  and  decisively.     As  we 
have  determined  to  ask  Parliament  to 
undertake  these  liabilities,  and  as  we 
laid  down  in  the  original  announcement 
of  this  plan  a  very  important  proposition 
relating  to  it,  we  cannot  accede  to  any 
deviation  from  that  plan  in  the  sense  at 
acceding  to  the  propositions  for  enlarg- 
ing these  percentages.    The  announce- 
ment to  which  I  referred  just  now  was 
this — that  we  did  not  intend  to  ask  Pto- 
liament  to  impose  any  absolute  limit  at 
the  present  time  as  to  the  extent  of  those 
transactions  that  may  take  place  under 
this  Bill.     We  wish,  rather,  to  let  them 
be  tested  by  their  merits,  as  they  wfll  be 
tested  in  the  actual  operations  of  the 
law.    We  know  that  Parliament  cannot 
part  with  its  power  and  responsibilitiee; 
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but  we  do  not  wish  to  fetter  its  freedom 
of  action  or  its  responsibility  by  asking 
Parliament  to  say — **  We  will  allow  pur- 
chasing to  be  done  to  the  extent  of  this 
or  of  that  number  of  millions ;  we  would 
rather  allow  the  operation  of  the  powers 
under  the  Bill  to  expand  in  accordance 
with  what  may  be  the  real  needs  and 
necessities  of  the  case."    Under  these 
circumstances,  I  cannot  but  express  a 
sanmine  hope  that  my  hon.  Friend  and 
the  Members  for  Ireland  generally  will 
feel  that  Her  Majesty's  Gbvernment  can- 
not divest  themselves  of  their  duties  to 
the  taxpayers  of   the   three  countries. 
It  so  happens  that  this  question  has  been 
brought  on  at  a  moment  when  the  oppo- 
site Benches  are  not  very  largely  at- 
tended ;  but  that  circumstance  is,  I  be- 
lieve, an  accident.    But  I  am  quite  cer- 
tain that  those  who  usually  occupy  the 
Benches  opposite — and  especially  those 
who  occupy  the  Front  Bench — ^will  feel 
that  they,  too,  have  considerable  respon- 
sibility resting  upon  them  in  this  matter, 
and  will  not  fdlow  us — I  will  frankly  use 
the  expression — even  if  we  were  so  dis- 
posed, to  tamper  rashly  or  wildly  with 
the   interests   of  the  taxpayers  or  the 
Exchequer.     This  is  not  merely  a  ques- 
tion of  the  interests  of  the  taxpayers, 
for  anything  like  a  loose  disposition  to 
bring  the  State  into  a  position  of  pro- 
prietorship without  efifectual  provisions 
for  rapidly  relieving  it  of  its  responsi- 
bilities would,  I  am  sure,  be  strongly 
resisted    from    many  quarters  of   this 
House.     On  the  night  when  it  was  my 
duty  to  state  to  the  House  the  leading 
provisions  of  this  Bill,  the  first  sugges- 
tion that  occurred  to  the  very  acute  mind 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Leader 
of  the  Opposition — than  whom  there  is, 
undoubtedly,  no  person  in  this  House  or 
out  of  it  who  more  thoroughly  compre- 
hends the  finances  of  this  country — the 
very  first  suggestion  that  occurred  to 
him  was  one  of  scruple  and  difficulty  as 
to  our  being  allowed  to  involve  the  Ex- 
chequer of  this  country  in  liabilities  that 
would   be  impolitic  and  excessive.      I 
have  made  these  comments  at  this  point 
very  much  for  the  sake  of  my  hon.  and 
learned   Friend  (Mr.  Litton).    I  have 
thought  it  best  to  state  my  views  at  once, 
and  I  am  sure  he  will  not  interpret  my 
firankness   as  impljdng  any  disrespect; 
but  I  deemed  it  best  that  at  first  we 
should  enable  him  clearly  and  distinctly 
fo  understand  the  conclusions  we  have 


come  to  in  respect  to  our  duty  in  this 
matter.  We  have  felt  it  our  duty  to 
hold,  as  evenly  as  we  can,  the  balance 
of  equity  and  justice  in  the  whole  of  our 
dealings  with  this  Bill,  not  only  as  be- 
tween the  several  classes  it  will  affect  in 
Ireland,  but  likewise  as  between  the 
several  portions  of  the  United  Kingdom, 
and  the  great  mass  of  the  people.  I  am 
convinced  that  were  we  to  deviate  from 
this  principle,  although  there  may  be  no 
great  indications  on  the  face  of  this 
Paper  of  reluctance  to  enter  into  this 
pecuniary  responsibility  at  the  present 
moment,  if  we  were  to  show  a  spirit  of 
recklessness  in  regard  to  our  duty  as 
guardians  of  the  Public  Treasury,  oppo- 
sition would  spring  up  in  many  quarters 
of  this  House,  including  quarters  in 
which  the  best  disposition  towards  Ire- 
land prevails,  and  we  should,  perhaps, 
involve  the  progress  of  this  measure, 
which  is  just  now  more  hopefxd  than  it 
has  ever  been,  in  doubt  and  diffimdty, 
and  possibly  even  in  danger. 

Mr.  CHAELES  EU8SELL  would  at 
once  say  that  he  could  not  support  the 
Amendment,  which  contemplated  a  state 
of  things  by  which  the  whole  of  the  pur- 
chase money  might  be  advanced  to  the 
tenant.  Everyone  who  had  heard  the 
statement  of  the  Prime  Minister  could 
not  but  be  impressed  by  it ;  but  what  he 
(Mr.  G.  Eussell)' wished  to  say  to  the 
Uommittee  was  in  the  direction  of  show- 
ing— though  he  was  afraid,  after  what 
had  fallen  from  the  Prime  Minister,  he 
could  hardly  hope  for  a  satisfactory  re- 
sult— that  it  would  be  in  the  interest  of 
the  State  itself  that  if  possible  the  limit 
of  advance  should  be  enlarged  to  four- 
fifths.  He  desired  to  state  the  g^imds 
on  which  he  rested  this  argument.  He 
was  one  of  those  who  regarded  this  part 
of  the  Bill  as  embodying  to  the  gpreatest 
extent  the  principle  of  finality,  and  it 
was  this  portion  that  he  wished  to  see 
made  as  wide  and  efficient  in  its  pro- 
visions as  the  Government  could  allow 
it  to  be  made.  He  would  state  one  or 
two  facts  in  support  of  his  position.  He 
might  refer  to  the  experience  obtained 
in  reference  to  the  purchase  of  the  sur- 
plus land  of  the  Irish  Church,  and  he 
would  point  out  to  the  Committee  that  he 
had  taken  means  to  inform  himself  as  to 
how  the  matter  stood.  Those  Church 
lands  had  been  sold  under  what  he  might 
call  circumstances  of  considerable  ms- 
advantage  to  the  tenants,  because  the 
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primary  object  of  the  Church  Commis- 
sion was  to  obtain  the  largest  price  that 
could  be  got  for  the  land,  and  the  giving 
effect  to  the  "Bright  Clauses"  of  the 
Act  of  1870  was  merely  a  subsidiary 
object.  More  than  this,  he  knew  a  good 
deal  of  the  land  that  had  been  brought 
under  that  system,  and,  as  a  rule,  it  was 
poor  land.  Notwithstanding  the  high 
price  paid  by  the  tenants,  and  the  fact  that 
the  land  they  purchased  was  not  in  the 
main  of  the  best  kind,  and  that  they 
had  just  passed  through  three  successive 
bad  years,  out  of  the  annual  instalment 
of  £110,000  payable  to  the  Church 
Commissioners,  he  believed  only  about 
£4,000  remained  in  arrear.  He  had  been 
informed,  on  what  he  believed  to  be 
good  authority,  that  the  borrowing,  in 
these  cases,  by  the  tenants  of  the  re- 
maining fourth  of  the  purchase  money, 
and  its  repayment,  had  oeen  a  source  of 
greater  difficulty  and  expense  to  the  ten- 
ants than  the  repajrment  of  the  annual 
instalments  of  the  rest  of  the  money ; 
because  the  repayments  due  to  the  Com- 
missioners bore  a  comparatively  small 
interest,  while  the  rate  they  had  to  pay  for 
the  fourth  they  had  borrowed  elsewhere 
was  such  as  to  be  a  hindrance  and  burden 
upon  them  which  they  found  highly 
injurious.  He  was  informed,  though 
this  was  a  point  that  he  did  not  wish  the 
Committee  to  understand  he  had  per- 
sonaUy  inquired  closely  into,  that  in  some 
cases  the  amount  of  interest  payable  on 
this  one-fourth  was  as  much  as  20,  30,  40, 
and  even  50  per  cent.  Surely  this  was  a 
state  of  things  to  be  avoided  if  possible. 
He  recognized  most  fully,  as  the  Prime 
Minister  had  pointed  out,  that  there 
would  be  great  objection  to  putting  the 
State  in  the  position  of  a  rent-gatherer, 
or  a  tax- gathering  landlord,  or  whatever 
term  they  might  choose  to  apply  ;  but 
the  State  was  already,  by  the  provisions 
which  had  been  passed,  necessarily  in 
that  position,  and  the  question  was  how 
that  position  could  best  be  fulfilled  with- 
out loss  to  the  State.  The  advances 
made  by  the  State  were  becoming  year 
by  year  gradually  less,  while  at  the 
same  time  the  security  held  by  the  State 
was  becoming  year  by  year  gradually 
greater.  If  the  Committee  once  realized 
the  real  condition  of  affairs,  it  would  be 
seen  that  the  class  of  people  in  Ireland 
who,  if  he  might  use  the  phrase,  aspired 
to  be  their  own  landlords,  would,  when 
once  they  had  agreed  to  purchase  their 
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holdings  and  made  but  one  instalment 
good,  go  to  work  with  a  sense  of  secu« 
rity,  with  a  vigour,  and  with  prompt- 
ings and  aspirations  such  as  they  had 
never  known  before,  and  would  struggle 
to  the  very  death  before  they  would  do 
anything  that  would  imperil  the  loss  of 
that  which  it  had  been  the  greatest  aim 
and  object  of  their  lives  to  acquire.  He 
was  exceedingly  unwilling  to  discuss 
this  point  any  longer  than  was  necessary 
to  bring  fairly  and  fully  before  Her 
Majesty's  Government  the  views  of  those 
who  regarded  it  in  the  same  light  as 
himself ;  but  he  did  most  strongly  feel 
the  force  of  what  he  had  just  stated, 
and  unless  the  Prime  Minister  had  made 
up  his  mind  resolutely  and  determinedly 
on  the  matter,  he  would  respectfully 
ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  whether 
it  would  not  be  possible,  though  he  did 
not  urge  them  to  accept  the  Amendment 
and  advance  the  whole,  to  acccept  the 
modified  proposal  that  the  Commission 
should  be  empowered  to  advance  four- 
fifths?  It  was  proposed  to  intrust  to 
to  the  Commissioners  very  large  powers, 
and  he  thought  it  was  not  too  much  to 
permit  them  at  their  discretion  to  ad- 
vance money  to  the  extent  of  four-fifths 
of  the  purchase. 

Mr.  DAWSON  said,  from  his  know- 
ledge of  Ireland,  North  and  South,  he 
could  inform  the  Committee  that  the 
hearts  of  the  people  were  more  set 
upon  the  Proprietary  Clauses  than  upon 
any  efforts,  however  well  intended,  to 
bolster  up  an  untenable  position  in 
which  they  would  find  themselves  in 
an  uncommercial  arrangement  as  be- 
tween landlord  and  tenant.  He  hoped 
the  Government  would  strain  every 
effort  and  extend  the  well-intentionea 
proposals  that  appeared  on  the  face 
of  the  Bill  more  prominently  in  the 
clauses  they  were  now  discussing  than 
in  any  other  part  of  the  measure.  These, 
be  held,  were  really  the  clauses  that 
would  lead  to  finality,  if  finality  was  to 
be  achieved.  He  considered  that  the 
arguments  used  by  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Prime  Minister  went  exactly 
to  prove  the  case  for  the  Amendment, 
although t  they  were  not  brought  for- 
ward with  that  view.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  laid  great  stress  on  the 
security  the  tenants  would  have  to  offer ; 
but  every  security  the  tenant  had  to 
offer  to  the  landlord  would  also  be 
available  for  the  Government^  and  as 
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much    a    source    of    security    for    the 
Oovernment  advance  as  it  was  to  the 
landlord,  or  to  those  persons  from  whom 
the  tenant  might  borrow  in  the  money 
market  in  the  ordinary  way.     By  re- 
fusing to  extend  the  advance  the  Go- 
vernment might  be  forcing  the  tenants 
into  the  hands  of  those  who,  as  had 
been  stated  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Oentleman  who  had  just  sat  down  (Mr. 
C.  Russell),  had  been  charging  interest 
at  the  rate  of  20,  30,  40,  and  even  50 
per  cent.     Was  not  this  a  strong  reason 
why  the  Govemmenment  should  concede 
this  point,  and  even  a  stronger  reason 
why  they  should  concede  the  other  fourth  ? 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  said  the 
provisions  of  the  Bill,  as  it  stbod,  were 
80  good  for  the  landlord  that  he  would 
jump  at   the  oflPer  of  three-fourths  of 
the  purchase  money  down ;  but  he  (Mr. 
Dawson)    contended  that  the  landlord 
would  even  more  readily  jump  at  the 
ofiFer  of  four-fourths.     The  whole  of  the 
purchase   money  could    be   easily   ad- 
vanced by  the  State,  and  the  landlord 
would  be  far  more  ready  to  sell  his 
estate  if  he  had  all  the  money  at  once 
than  if  he  only  got  three-fourths.     The 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Dundalk  (Mr.  0.  Russell)  had 
said  he  should  not  like  to  see  the  Go- 
vernment a  rent-gathering  Government ; 
but  his  (Mr.  Dawson's)  idea  was  that 
this  would  be  the  very  way  to  settle  the 
question,  and  that  instead  of  throwing 
in  the  face  of  the  Irish  people  the  mag- 
nanimous British  taxpayer,  there  need 
be  no  money  taken  from  the  British  tax- 
payer at  all  if  the  Government  would 
only  do  as  the  Gorman  Government  did, 
pay  the  landlord  in  land  bonds,  redeem- 
able in  50  years  or  40  years,  at  5  per 
cent,    the   purchaser  paying  back    the 
purchase  money  in  the  meantime,  and 
the  landlords  getting  4  per  cent,  while 
the  other  1  per  cent  would  form  a  sink- 
ing fund  to  wipe  out  the  debt.     This  5 
per  cent  was  not  more  than  the  tenantry 
would  be  willing  to  pay,  and  pay  cheer- 
fully, and  they  could  very  well  earn  it, 
under  the  circumstances,  through  the  in- 
dustry and  thrift  that  a  sense  of  the  rights 
of  proprietorship  would  inspire  in  them. 
If  this  were  done,  the  landlords  would 
be  induced  to  sell,  as  he  would  then  be 
receiving   not  three-fourths,   but  four- 
fourths,  while  the  passage  of  the  Bill 
would  be   facilitated  in  regard  to  the 
only  portions  that  had  any  real  solidity. 


He  had  no  faith  in  the  appeals  to  the 
Courts  and  the  statutory  conditions  and 
complicated  machinery  which  only  made 
confusion  worse  confounded ;  but  he  had 
great  faith  in  the  Proprietary  Glauses, 
and  did  not  think  it  was  at  all  beyond 
the  feeling  and  scope  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Prime  Minister  to  deal 
with  the  matter  as  he  (Mr.  Dawson) 
had  pointed  out  was  done  in  Germany. 
If  this  were  done,  the  question  would  be 
settled  without  calling  on  the  taxpayers. 
If  it  could  not  be  done,  it  would  be  use- 
less to  obstruct  a  great  measure  like  this ; 
but  he  hoped  the  Government  would  see 
their  way  to  advancing  the  other  fourth. 
Sir  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  said,  he 
had  observed  that  some  difficulty  was 
likely  to  be  created  by  the  Amendments 
from  all  parts  of  the  House,  and  he 
thought  tney  ought  to  be  exceedingly 

frateful  to  the  rijzht  hon.  Gentleman  the 
'rime  Minister  K>r  the  firm  manner  in 
which  he  had  put  his  foot  down.  If  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  were  capable  of 
being  charmed  by  any  Irish  Member  it 
would  be  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Dundalk  (Mr.  C.  Russell) ;  but  he 
(Sir  George  Campbell)  was  afraid  that 
on  this  subject  tne  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  must  consider  that  his  efforts 
in  that  direction  had  been  thrown  away. 
They  had  been  told  that  heretofore, 
when  the  Irish  Church  land  had  been 
purchased,  and  three- fourths  of  the 
money  advanced  by  the  Commissioners, 
the  remaining  fourth  had  frequently 
been  borrowed  at  a  ruinous  rate  of  in- 
terest by  the  Irish  tenant;  but  the  deduc- 
tion he  drew  from  this  fact  was  different 
from  that  drawn  by  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  the  Member  for  Dundalk  (Mr. 
C.  Russell).  In  his  opinion,  if  the  Irish 
tenant  could  not  pay  one-fourth  of  the 
purchase  money,  and  was  obliged  to 
borrow  it  from  a  usurer,  he  had  better 
not  attempt  to  purchase  at  all.  In  the 
case  of  the  prudent  and  thrifty  man,  who 
had  saved  up  enough  money  to  pay  for 
one-fourth,  the  advance  of  the  remaining 
three-fourths  by  the  Government  was  a 
very  liberal  proceeding ;  and  where  the 
tenant  had  not  been  prudent  and  thrifty, 
and  had  saved  nothing,  the  worst  thing 
the  Government  could  do  would  be  to 
advance  him  three-fourths  of  the  money 
with  the  knowledge  that  the  remainder 
would  be  obtained  from  the  usurer. 
They  had  heard  a  good  deal  about  some 
of  the  purchases  made  under  the  Act  of 
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1870  being  attended  with  snooess;  but 
he  had  been  a  good  deal  struck  by  read- 
ing the  Beport  of  the  Assistant  Commis- 
sioners under  the  Bichmond  Commission, 
who  said  with  regard  to  this  question  of 
purchase  under  the  Irish  Church  Act, 
that  in  the  county  of  Armagh,  one  of  the 
best  counties  in  Ireland,  in  almost  all 
cases  where  the  tenants  had  not  the 
money  to  meet  the  payment  of  the  fourth, 
but  had  to  borrow  it,  the  operation  of  the 
Act  had  been  unsuccessful.  He  hoped 
that  this  would  not  be  general  under  this 
Bill ;  but  he  confessed  he  was  not  very 
sanguine  on  the  subject,  although  some 
hon.  Members  seemed  to  be.  In  his 
opinion,  what  was  required  was  that  the 
thing  should  be  done  gradually.  They 
ought  not  to  have  Irish  tenants  rushing 
into  the  arms  of  the  Land  Commission 
and  getting  three-fourths  from  them  and 
the  fourth  part  of  the  money  from 
usurers.  He  was  heartly  glad  that  the 
first  part  of  the  Bill  had  been  passed  in 
the  interest  of  the  Irish  tenants;  but 
what  he  hoped  to  see  was,  that  having 
ffot  the  advantages  conferred  on  them 
by  that  part  of  the  measure  they  would 
not  be  m  too  great  a  hurry  to  purchase 
what  they  had  not  the  money  to  pay  for, 
but  would  gradually  endeavour  to  ac- 
quire the  means  by  which  to  pay  part 
of  the  purchase. 

Mb.  MELDON  said,  he  had  bestowed 
a  good  deal  of  consideration  on  this  sub- 
ject, and  he  desired  to  offer  a  few  re- 
marks upon  it.  He  was  quite  ready  to 
admit  that  he  could  be  no  party  to  asking 
the  Committee  to  affirm  the  proposition 
that  the  State  should  lend  money  except 
on  good  security.  He  pointed  out  that 
the  security  was  not  the  subject-matter 
of  the  sale,  but  the  subject-matter  of  the 
sale  plus  the  landlord's  interest ;  and  the 
Prime  Minister  had  said  the  landlord 
would  be  perfectly  safe  and  secure. 
Therefore,  he  assumed  that  four-fifths 
of  the  purchase  money  would  be  per- 
fectly safe,  and  he  was  not  asking  the 
Government  to  do  anything  that  would 
cause  a  loss  to  the  State ;  but  the  Prime 
Minister's  argument  was  that  the  State 
was  doing  enough  in  advancing  three- 
fourths,  and  the  landlords  should  ad- 
vance the  additional  sum  required.  It 
did  not  matter  to  the  tenant  where  he 
got  his  money  so  long  as  he  got  it, 
and  if  experience  showed  that  landlords 
would  be  prepared  to  advance  the  differ- 
ence the  tenant  would  not  object  to  the 
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Government  proposal ;  but  the  experience 
of  the  past  showed  that  the  last  person 
from  whom  the  tenant  could  expect  any 
benefit  or  assistance  for  the  purchase  of 
his  land  was  the  landlord.  That  was 
likely  to  be  the  case  in  the  future,  and 
the  tenant  would  in  that  case  have  no 
hope  of  becoming  the  owner  of  his  land. 
Then  it  was  said  that  it  was  not  de- 
sirable that  pauper  tenants  should  be 
encouraged  to  purchase  their  land ;  but 
the  proposal  of  the  Government  would 
bring  about  that  result,  because  if  every 
sixpence  was  extracted  &om  a  tenant 
who  had  to  purchase  his  farm,  he  would 
be  without  capital  to  carry  on  his  busi- 
ness, and  so  the  proposal  would  pauperize 
him  more  than  any  other  plan.  He  did 
not  say  the  Government  ought  to  ad- 
vance the  whole  of  the  purchase  money ; 
but  he  believed  the  Government,  having 
the  security  of  the  landlord  and  of  the 
tenant,  would  be  safe  in  advancing  four- 
fifths.  That  would  be  in  accordance  with 
the  recommendation  of  the  Select  Com- 
mittee which  sat  three  Sessions  ago, 
and  of  which  the  First  Commissioner  of 
Works  (Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre)  was  the 
Chairman.  The  recommendation  was 
approved  by  Members  of  both  sides  of 
the  House,  and  therefore  the  proposal 
was  not  a  new  one.  He  believed  the 
security  to  the  State  would  be  perfectly 
good,  and  that  it  was  fair  to  allow  tenants 
to  become  their  own  landlords — not  as 
paupers,  but  with  capital  to  carry  on 
their  farms.  The  proposal,  he  main- 
teined,  was  just  and  fair  and  reasonable, 
and  he  believed  the  Irish  Members  would 
be  unanimous  in  wishing  that  the  recom- 
mendation of  the  Committee  of  1878,  that 
four-fifths  of  the  purchase  money  should 
be  advanced  by  the  State,  should  be 
given  effect  to. 

Sir  STAFFOBD  NORTHCOTE:  I 
do  not  very  precisely  see  why  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  stops  at  four- 
fifths.  It  seems  to  me  that  his  argu- 
ment would  rather  imply  that  the  State 
had  better  lend  the  whole  purchase 
money,  and  I  could  have  understood  an 
argument  founded  upon  that  principle. 
I  remember  an  old  story  of  Mr.  Sydnev 
Smith,  when  he  was  talking  with  an  Irish 
priest  many  years  ago,  when  there  was 
a  question  whether  the  Irish  priests 
should  or  should  not  be  paid  oy  the 
State.  The  priest  said — ''The  priests 
would  never  receive  it."  And  Sydney 
Smith  said — "  Do  you  mean  to  saj  that 
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if  jou  had  £800  a-jear  placed  to  your 
credit  in  a  bank  in  a  neighbouring  town 
you  would  not  consent  to  draw  it  ?  "  The 
priest  replied — "Oh!  Mr.  Smith,  you 
We  such  a  way  of  putting  it."  With 
regard  to  these  advances  to  tenants  it  is 
such  a  way  of  putting  it.  It  might  be 
said  to  a  tenant — **  Would  not  you  like 
to  purchase  your  holding?  "  And  he 
would  say — "  Yes ;  but  I  have  not  got 
ihe  money."  "  Oh,  but  we  will  lend 
it— the  State  will  advance  it."  And  the 
man,  at  the  request  of  the  State,  borrows 
the  State's  money — the  State  is  very  in- 
dulgent to  men  who  are  not  only  able  to 
pay,  but  men  who  are  not  willing  to  pay 
— ^to  make  purchase  on  those  very  easy 
terms.  I  am  one  of  those  who  are  by 
no  means  sanguine  as  to  the  result 
of  a  wholesale  purchase  of  land  by  the 
tenants:  I  believe  entirely  in  what  is 
called  tenant  proprietorship  if  it  arises 
in  this  way.  If  a  man  by  his  own  in- 
dustry and  by  his  own  prudence  has 
contrived  to  save  a  little  money,  and 
desires  to  invest  that  money  in  the  pur- 
chase of  land  on  which  he  lives,  I  have 
little  doubt  if  he  is  able  to  get  the  money 
he  requires  on  reasonable  terms,  it  will 
be  a  good  thing  for  him  and  for  the 
country.  The  man  then  would  bring  his 
industry,  his  knowledge,  and  his  moral 
qualities — power  of  self-denial,  and  all 
those  qualities  which  the  farmer  has  in 
countries  where  peasant  proprietorship 
has  g^wn  up  by  natural  causes — to  bear 
on  his  holding.  In  that  case  it  would 
be  very  beneficial.  But  where  you  tempt 
a  man  to  come  in  and  offer  to  purchase 
with  very  little  trouble  on  his  part,  and 
everything  is  advanced  by  the  State,  I 
am  not  very  sanguine  on  the  subject. 
But  I  am  quite  ready  to  fall  in  with  the 
proposals  of  the  Government  to  g^ve  ad- 
oitional  facilities  beyond  those  at  pre- 
sent given  to  the  tenants  to  become  the 
owners  of  their  properties.  I  think  at 
present  the  State  advances  two-thirds. 
It  was  proposed  to  increase  it  to  three- 
fourths,  and  that  is  a  considerable  ad- 
vance. I  am  not  indisposed  to  agree  to 
that  proposal.  I  think  more  advantage 
is  to  be  gained  from  somewhat  relaxing 
the  somewhat  minute  rules  under  which 
the  advance  is  made.  I  look  more  to 
that  than  to  the  sum  advanced.  But 
while  I  am  prepared  to  go  as  far  as 
three-fourths,  we  ought  to  think  a  great 
many  times  before  we  go.  beyond  that ; 
and  if  we  were  prepared  to  go  beyond, 


we  might  just  as  well  go  the  whole 
len^h  and  advance  the  whole.  It  is 
said  a  tenant  may  borrow  the  additional 
one-fourth.  He  might  do  so ;  and  where 
he  borrows  at  a  high  rate  of  interest  it 
is  probable  the  arrangement  would  turn 
out  a  bad  one  for  him,  and  he  would  be 
a  loser.  I  am  afraid  we  cannot  help 
that,  and  that  would  be  the  case  with 
any  man  who  borrowed  recklessly ;  but 
the  man  would  have  saved  a  certain 
amount  of  money,  and  would  be  pre- 
pared to  invest  that  with  a  certain  pror 
portion  from  the  State  in  the  purchase 
of  his  holding.  I  think  you  may  fairly 
suppose  that  a  considerable  proportion 
of  those  who  would  make  purchases 
would  purchase  with  money  which  they 
have  of  their  own,  or  may  be  able  to 
borrow  from  their  landlords  or  from 
members  of  their  family  on  reasonable 
terms,  or  in  some  other  way.  But  if 
they  are  prepared,  after  all  the  excellent 
arrangements  made  for  them  to  go  on 
with  tneir  holdings  in  this  Bill,  to  make 
sacrifices  in  order  to  become  owners  of 
land  and  have  not  the  wisdom  to  refuse 
to  borrow  money  at  10,  15,  or  20  per 
cent,  I  am  afraid  they  are  people  with 
whom  you  will  not  do  much  good.  I 
think,  on  the  whole,  the  Government 
are  making  a  very  liberal  proposal ;  but 
I  am  restrained  by  my  financial  con- 
science from  going  the  length  of  three* 
fourths,  and  I  shdl  be  very  sorry  if  the 
Government  were  induced  to  give  more 
than  that. 

Mb.  a.  MOOEE  said,  he  thought  if 
more  Members  had  been  present  earlier 
during  the  discussion  their  unanimity 
on  this  subject  would  have  been  better 
seen.  With  regard  to  the  cases  under 
the  Church  Act  to  which  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Dundalk  (Mr.  C. 
Eussell)  had  referred,  the  tenants  in 
those  cases  were  only  about  10  per  cent 
in  arrear;  while  those  who  purchased 
under  the  Land  Act  were  a  trifle  over 
6  per  cent  in  arrear.  Those  who  bought 
under  the  Church  Act  bought  land 
which  was  not  very  productive,  which 
had  been  highly-rented,  and  which  was 
dearly  bought  in  years  of  commercial 
depression ;  but,  in  spite  of  those  diffi- 
culties, they  managed  to  pay  their  debts 
with  only  10  per  cent  in  arrear.  He 
thought  there  were  very  few  landlords 
in  Ireland  or  in  England  who  could 
point  to  the  same  result  during  the  last 
few  years.     They  were  giving  the  ten- 
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ants  au  additional  interest  in  their  hold- 
ings, and  that  would  mean  an  additional 
security  to  the  State.  When  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster  (Mr. 
John  Bright)  introduced  his  clauses  in 
the  Act  of  1870  it  was  thought  that  a 
social  revolution  would  take  place,  and 
that  a  great  numher  of  tenants  would 
avail  themselves  of  those  clauses ;  hut 
during  10  years  hardly  £500,000  had 
really  been  spent  in  that  way.  That 
was,  no  doubt,  owing  in  a  great  mea- 
sure to  the  difficulties  thrown  in  their 
way  by  the  Treasury  officials  ;  and, 
through  the  prices  being  based  on  valua- 
tion, instead  of  getting  two-thirds  of  the 
"whole,  they  only  got  about  one-half.  If 
the  Committee  were  anxious  to  increase 
the  number  of  owners,  and,  at  the  same 
time,  to  guard  them  from  excessive  lia- 
bilities, why  should  they  not  fix  the  sum 
•which  they  would  spend  annually?  They 
might  say  how  much  they  would  advance 
in  a  year  on  good  security,  and  then 
leave  the  Land  Commission  a  wide  dis- 
cretion in  the  distribution  of  the  money, 
not  limiting  every  advance  to  two-thirds 
or  three-fourths,  but  allowing  them,  in 
some  cases,  to  advance  a  larger  propor- 
tion. 

Mr.  GREEK  said,  the  Amendment 
appeared-  to  cover  an  Amendment  of  his 
own  in  favour  of  advancing  the  entire 
sum.  It  would  be  optional  with  the 
Commission  to  advance  the  money  or 
not,  and  they  would  not  do  so  unless 
they  were  satisfied  with  the  security. 
Therefore,  the  Government  would  be 
quite  safe  in  advancing  the  whole 
amount.  Still,  he  would  be  content  with 
four-filths;  and  he  thought  the  Govern- 
ment might  very  well  consider  that  it 
would  be  an  immense  advantage  to 
many  tenants  to  get  the  whole  of  the 
money  in  that  way,  and  at  a  lower  rate 
of  interest  than  they  otherwise  could  by 
borrowing  from  ordinary  mone}  -lenders. 

Mr.  MITCHELL  HENRY  confessed 
that  he  lelt  rather  ashamed  to  take  part 
in  this  discussion,  which  ho  thought 
was  not  very  creditable  to  the  Irish 
Members.  The  dilTerence  between  three- 
fourths  and  four-fifths  was  not  very 
large,  and  those  who  advocated  four- 
fifths  as  though  the  whole  interest  of 
the  tenants  was  bound  up  in  this  ques- 
tion were  su2)posed  to  be  the  friends 
of  the  tenant;  but,  by-and-bye,  the 
tenants  would  understand  what  it  all 
meant.     The  Government  x)roposed  to 
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advance  £75  out  of  every  £100;  and 
yet,  with  a  boon  of  this  kind,  such  as 
had  never  been  offered  in  the  history 
of  this  country  to  any  class  of  people 
engaged  in  agricultural  or  commercial 
pursuits,  hon.  Members  were  disputing 
whether  the  State  should  advance  £5 
more  in  every  £100.  That  was  the  sole 
question.  Hon.  Gentlemen  had  argued 
in  favour  of  the  whole  amount  being 
advanced,  and  the  discussion  had  been 
upon  the  question  whether  the  Govern- 
ment should  advance  £5  more  than  the 
£75  they  conceded.  Why  should  they 
not  argue  whether  the  Government 
should  advance  five-sixths  and  give  £83 
out  of  every  £100?  And,  of  course, 
anybody  who  advocated  five-sixths  would 
be  a  greater  friend  to  the  tenant  than 
the  man  who '  advocated  £75  or  £80. 
The  Purchase  Clauses  determined  that, 
as  a  general  rule,  a  sum  not  exceeding 
£3,000  should  be  advanced  by  the  State. 
This  £5  took  £150  out  of  that  £3,000. 
He  wanted  to  know  whether,  when  a 
country  composed  of  England,  Scotland, 
and  Ireland  was  to  be  burdened  with 
this  provision,  a  man  to  whom  £3,000 
was  to  be  advanced  could  consider  it  a 
hardship  if  he  was  expected  to  find  £  1 50 
himself?  The  thing  did  not  bear  ar- 
guing. The  fact  was,  the  Irish  Members 
ought  to  be  most  grateful  to  the  Govern- 
ment for  proposing  to  advance  three- 
fourths,  and  they  ought  not  to  disg^ce 
themselves  by  looking  a  gift-horse  in 
the  mouth.  It  was  perfectly  true  that 
what  were  called  the  **  Bright  Clauses  " 
had  not  had  as  large  an  operation  as  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  John  Bright) 
and  others  wished ;  but  under  the  pre- 
sent Bill  the  tenants  would  be  placed  in 
a  totally  different  position.  The  Com- 
mittee appointed  to  investigate  the  work- 
ing of  those  clauses  recommended  four- 
fifths  instead  of  three- fourths ;  but  that 
was  under  a  totally  different  law  to  that 
now  proposed.  His  belief  was  that  the 
Irish  tenants  would  find  it  to  their  ad- 
vantage to  put  the  Purchase  Clauses  in 
this  Bill  very  much  in  operation.  They 
would  be  so  protected  by  this  Bill  that 
they  would  prefer  to  keep  £25  out  of 
every  £100  in  their  pockets  for  working 
the  farm.  Then  what  would  this  BiU 
do  ?  Any  particular  tenant  on  an  estate 
might  agree  with  his  landlord  for  the 
purchase  of  his  particular  tenancy.  In 
the  case  of  a  holding  at  £10  a-year,  the 
State  would  advance  three-fourths  of 
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that  a-year  and  fix  the  amount  of  pur- 
chase money  on  the  basis  of  22  years. 
What  was  to  prevent  a  landlord  from 
being  willing  to  take  this  money  on  the 
bond  of  the  tenant  to  pay  the  remainder  ? 
A  landlord  was  not  bound  to  find  the 
tenant  the  money;    but  he  would   be 
content  to  rest  tlie  repayment  of  that 
which  was  not  fully  paid  by  the  State 
on  the  future  of   the  tenant,  and   he 
would    have   three   times   the   security 
which   the   State  would  have.     Under 
the  circumstances,  he  could  only  con- 
clude that  the  reason  why,  when  this 
matter  was  being  discussed,  there  was 
80  empty  a  House  and  so  many  of  the 
Irish  Members  were  absent,  and  when 
the  argument  for  an  advance  of  four- 
fifths  was  urged  with  so  much  feeling, 
was  because  everybody  felt  that  this  was 
no  light  thing.    It  was  not  a  true  thing, 
it  was  not  a  creditable  thing ;  and  he 
would  take  part  in  any  division  as  to 
the  question  whether  £5  more  per  £100 
was  to  be  advanced  to  the  Irish  tenant. 
Mr.  BIQGAR  said,  he  thought  one 
part  of  the  hon.  Member's  (Mr.  Mitchell 
Henry's)  speech  contradicted  the  other ; 
for  first  he  said  a  great  boon  was  being 
given  to  the  tenants,  and  then  he  said 
the  tenants  would  make  very  little  use 
of  it.      That  simply  showed  that  the 
argument  was  more  or  less  not  exceed- 
ingly logical ;  but  he  thought  the  posi- 
tion of  the  great  bulk  of  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers was  not  so  untenable  as  the  hon. 
Member  thought.    The  Government  had 
proposed  that  facilities  should  be  given 
for  creating  a  peasant  proprietary ;  but 
he  was  afraid  that  if  more  liberality  was 
not  shown  the  result  would  be  rather 
inoperative.  If,  however,  the  clause  was 
made  more  liberal,  it  would  be  a  great 
advantage  to  the  tenants  and  no  disad- 
vantage to  the  landlords,  and  no  loss  to 
the  State.  It  was  proposed  by  the  Amend- 
ment that  the  Commissioners  should  have 
the  power  to  advance   up  to  the  full 
amount  which  was  paid  to  the  landlord ; 
but  that  did  not  represent  the  full  value 
of  the  holding,  because  it  took  no  note 
of  the  interest  of  the  tenant  over  and 
above  the  interest  of  the  landlord.   And 
80  far  from  its  being  proposed  by  the 
extreme  advocates  of  this  Amendment 
to  lend  the  whole  value  of  the  holding, 
it  was  only  proposed  to  advance  four- 
fifths  of  the  value.     And  while  under 
this  Bill  it  was  proposed  to  lend  three- 
fourths  by  the  State,  under  the  Act  of 


1870  only  two-thirds  were  advanced ; 
and  he  held  that  the  State  would  have 
immeasurably  better  value  for  the  three- 
fourths  under  this  Bill  than  they  had 
for  the  two-thirds  under  the  Act  of  1870, 
because  the  tenant  had  a  saleable  in- 
terest over  and  above  what  the  landlord 
would  get  for  his  interest  in  the  holding. 
Then  as  to  the  security  the  landlord 
would  get  if  he  gave  credit  for  one- 
fourth,  the  Prime  Minister  seemed  to 
forget  that  the  landlord  would  be  only 
a  secondary  mortgagee.  But  if  the  secu- 
rity was  so  good  for  the  landlord,  would 
it  not  be  as  good  for  the  State,  seeing 
that  the  State  would  be  in  the  position 
of  sole  mortgagee,  and  could  sell  out 
the  holding,  while  a  secondary  mort- 
gagee had  usually  great  difficulty  in 
realizing  his  security?  He  therefore 
thought  the  Government  would  not  be 
very  far  wrong  in  agreeing  to  the 
Amendment,  leaving  the  Court  to  decide 
whether  there  was  adequate  security. 

Mr.  SHAW  entirely  agreed  with  the 
hon.  Member  (Mr.  Biggar)  that,  in 
lending  the  whole  amount,  the  Gt>vern- 
ment  would  have  perfect  security  in  nine 
cases  out  of  ten,  for  they  would  not 
only  have  the  fee-simple  on  the  property, 
but  the  security  of  the  mortgage.  But 
the  people  of  Ireland  were  choosers  in 
the  matter,  and  the  State  seemed  to 
have  put  down  its  foot,  and  he  feared 
they  could  not  get  the  two  distinguished 
Financiers  on  the  two  sides  to  yield  more. 
He  did  not  think  it  was  a  matter  of  great 
importance,  because  he  hoped  the  opera- 
tion of  the  present  Bill  and  the  operations 
of  the  Act  of  1 870  would  be  very  dif- 
ferent. The  Act  of  1870  failed  because 
the  clauses  were  thrown  almost  entirely 
into  the  hands  of  the  Board  of  Works, 
and  that  was  the  merest  echo  of  what 
was  called  the  Treasury  in  London. 
Tho  Board  laid  down  such  restrictions 
and  rules  that  any  extensive  operation 
was  impossible;  and  what  he  com- 
plained of  now  was,  not  so  much  that 
only  three-fourths  were  ofiTered,  but 
that  there  was  no  elasticity  in  this  clause, 
and  some  discretionary  power  left  to 
the  Court  to  advance  a  larger  amount 
than  that  named.  Ho  had,  in  many 
cases,  aided  tenants  to  purchase  their 
holdings — not  only  the  fee-simple,  but 
also  long  leases — and  he  had  known  of 
cases  where  it  would  have  been  impos- 
sible for  the  tenant  to  advance  one- 
fourth  of  the    money  without  injury. 
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primary  object  of  the  Chureli  Commis- 
sion was  to  obtain  the  largest  price  that 
could  be  got  for  the  land,  and  the  giving 
effect  to  the  "Bright  Clauses"  of  tho 
Act  of  1870  was  merely  a  subsidiary 
object.  More  than  this,  he  knew  a  good 
deal  of  the  land  that  had  been  brought 
under  that  system,  and,  as  a  rule,  it  was 
poor  land.  Notwithstanding  the  high 
price  paid  by  the  tenants,  and  the  fact  that 
the  land  they  purchased  was  not  in  the 
main  of  the  best  kind,  and  that  they 
had  just  passed  through  three  successive 
bad  years,  out  of  the  annual  instalment 
of  £110,000  payable  to  the  Church 
Commissioners,  he  believed  only  about 
£4,000  remained  in  arrear.  He  had  been 
informed,  on  what  he  believed  to  be 
good  authority,  that  the  borrowing,  in 
these  cases,  by  the  tenants  of  the  re- 
maining fourth  of  the  purchase  money, 
and  its  repayment,  had  been  a  source  of 
greater  difficulty  and  expense  to  the  ten- 
ants than  the  repayment  of  the  annual 
instalments  of  the  rest  of  the  money ; 
because  the  repayments  due  to  the  Com- 
missioners bore  a  comparatively  small 
interest,  while  the  rate  they  had  to  pay  for 
the  fourth  they  had  borrowed  elsewhere 
was  such  as  to  be  a  hindrance  and  burden 
upon  them  which  they  found  highly 
injurious.  He  was  informed,  though 
this  was  a  point  that  he  did  not  wish  the 
Committee  to  understand  he  had  per- 
sonaUy  inquired  closely  into,  that  in  some 
cases  the  amount  of  interest  payable  on 
this  one-fourth  was  as  much  as  20,  30,  40, 
and  even  60  per  cent.  Surely  this  was  a 
state  of  things  to  be  avoided  if  possible. 
He  recognized  most  fully,  as  the  Prime 
Minister  had  pointed  out,  that  there 
would  be  great  objection  to  putting  the 
State  in  the  position  of  a  rent-gatherer, 
or  a  tax- gathering  landlord,  or  whatever 
term  they  might  choose  to  apply  ;  but 
the  State  was  already,  by  the  provisions 
which  had  been  passed,  necessarily  in 
that  position,  and  the  question  was  how 
that  position  could  best  be  fulfilled  with- 
out loss  to  the  State.  The  advances 
made  by  the  State  were  becoming  year 
by  year  gradually  less,  while  at  the 
same  time  the  security  held  by  the  State 
was  becoming  year  by  year  gradually 
greater.  If  tne  Committee  once  realized 
the  real  condition  of  affairs,  it  would  be 
seen  that  the  class  of  people  in  Ireland 
who,  if  he  might  use  the  phrase,  aspired 
to  be  their  own  landlords,  would,  when 
once  they  had  agreed  to  purchase  their 
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holdings  and  made  but  one  instalment 
good,  go  to  work  with  a  sense  of  secu- 
rity, with  a  vigour,  and  with  prompt- 
ings and  aspirations  such  as  they  had 
never  known  before,  and  would  straggle 
to  the  very  death  before  they  would  do 
anything  that  would  imperil  the  loss  of 
that  which  it  had  been  the  greatest  aim 
and  object  of  their  lives  to  acquire.  He 
was  exceedingly  unwilling  to  discuss 
this  point  any  longer  than  was  necessaiy 
to  bring  fairly  and  fully  before  Her 
Majesty's  Government  the  views  of  those 
who  regarded  it  in  the  same  light  as 
himself ;  but  he  did  most  strongly  fed 
the  force  of  what  he  had  just  stated, 
and  unless  the  Prime  Minister  had  made 
up  his  mind  resolutely  and  determinedly 
on  the  matter,  ho  would  respectfully 
ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  whether 
it  would  not  be  possible,  though  he  did 
not  ur^e  them  to  accept  the  Amendment 
and  advance  the  whole,  to  acccept  the 
modified  proposal  that  the  Commissioa 
should  be  empowered  to  advance  four- 
fifths?  It  was  proposed  to  intrust  to 
to  the  Commissioners  very  large  powers, 
and  he  thought  it  was  not  too  much  to 
permit  them  at  their  discretion  to  ad- 
vance money  to  the  extent  of  four-fifths 
of  the  purchase. 

Mr.  DAWSON  said,  from  his  know- 
ledge of  Ireland,  North  and  South,  he 
could  inform  the  Committee  that  the 
hearts  of  the  people  were  more  set 
upon  the  Proprietary  Clauses  than  upon 
anv  efforts,  however  well  intended,  to 
bolster  up  an  untenable  position  in 
which  they  would  find  themselves  in 
an  uncommercial  arrangement  as  be- 
tween landlord  and  tenant.  He  hoped 
the  Government  would  strain  every 
effort  and  extend  the  well-intentionea 
proposals  that  appeared  on  the  face 
of  the  BiU  more  prominently  in  the 
clauses  they  were  now  discussing  than 
in  any  other  part  of  the  measure.  These, 
be  hold,  were  really  the  clauses  that 
would  lead  to  finality,  if  finality  was  to 
be  achieved.  He  considered  that  the 
arguments  used  by  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Prime  Minister  went  exactly 
to  prove  the  case  for  the  Amendment, 
althought  they  were  not  brought  for- 
ward with  that  view.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  laid  great  stress  on  the 
security  the  tenants  would  have  to  offer ; 
but  every  security  the  tenant  had  to 
offer  to  the  landlord  would  also  be 
available  for  the  Government;  and  aa 
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points  to  do  what  they  considered  right 
for  the  tenants,  would  strain  another 
point  to  enable  the  tenants  to  become 
proprietors  of  their  own  holdings. 

Mr.   SHAW  LEFEVEE  said,  that 
as  Chairman  of  the  Select  Committee 
which  recommended  that  four-fifths  of 
the  purchase  money  should  be  advanced 
to  tenants,  he  wlis  most  anxious  to  dis- 
claim any  responsibility  for  that  proposal. 
In  the  Beport  he  presented,  he  proposed 
no  more  than  three-fourths.  For  his  part, 
he  thought  the  advance  of  three-fourths 
of  the  money  reasonable  and  sufficient. 
If  a  larger  proportion  than  that  were 
advanced  they  would  be  approaching 
very  nearly  the  amount  of  the  previous 
rent.    By  this  Bill,  they  were  not  only 
increasing  the  proportion  to  be  advanced 
from  two-thirds  to  three-fourths,   but 
they  were  also    removing  the  former 
restrictions  upon  these  transactions,  and 
particularly  the  restriction  in  regard  to 
mortgages.     He  was  confident  that  the 
removal  of  the  latter  restriction  would 
do  more  to  facilitate  these  transactions 
in  the  future,  even  than  the  raising  of 
the  proportion  of  the  purchase  money 
to  be  advanced.     If  they  departed  from 
the  proposal  of  three-fourths  and  went 
to  four-fifths,  they  might  as  well  ad- 
vance the  whole  of  the  money.    There 
were    very    strong    arguments    to    be 
urged  against  that.     It  would,  indeed, 
be  possible   to  advance  the  whole   of 
the  purchase  money  by  spreading  the 
instalments    over  43  years;    but  if  a 
great  number  of  such  transactions  were 
to  take  place  there  would  arise  in  Ireland 
a  universal  agitation  on  the  part  of  all 
the  other  tenants  to  be  put  in  that  fa- 
vourable position.     Such  an  enactment 
would  inevitably  give  rise  to  an  agitation 
for  the  expropriation  of  landlords.  He  was 
against  the  expropriation  of  landlords, 
and  it  would  be  most  unwise  to  put  a 
large  number  of  tenants  in  Ireland  in 
a  position  which  would  give  other  ten- 
ants a  cause  to  complain.     For  these 
reasons,  he  agreed  that  it  would  be  un- 
wise to  raise  the  proportion  to  be  ad- 
vanced by  the  State  beyond  three-fourths. 
He  believed  the  Government  had  gone 
to  the  extreme  limit  of  what  was  just 
and  reasonable  in  the  matter,  and  that 
the  Committee  should  accept  the  pro- 
portion named  in  the  clause. 

Mb.  JUSTIN  M*CAETHT  said,  the 
argument  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  as 
to  some  tenants  seeing  their  neighbours 


better  treated  ihan  themselves  was  not 
one  which  appealed  to  his  judgment  as 
against  the  Amendment.  What  the 
Irish  Members  wanted  was  to  see  tenants 
treated  in  such  a  way  as  to  make  their 
neighbours  anxious  to  be  equally  well 
treated.  As  to  the  difficulty  of  the  Court 
advancing  a  large  proportion  of  the 
money  in  every  case,  there  was  nothing 
in  the  Bill  to  suggest  that  the  Court 
should  be  compelled  to  advance  four- 
fifths,  or  three-fourths,  or  even  one- 
tenth.  The  clause  only  provided  that 
they  might  advance  a  certain  proportion 
when  they  were  satisfied  with  the  secu- 
rity ;  and  he  believed  it  would  be  better 
to  allow  the  Court  to  go  the  whole  length 
of  the  purchase  money  where  they 
thought  it  well.  His  own  impression 
was  that  a  great  many  of  those  who 
would  make  applications  under  this  Bill 
would  seek  to  get  as  little  as  possible 
from  the  Court — to  get  just  as  much  as 
would  enable  them  to  tide  over  a  diffi- 
culty ;  but  in  other  cases  it  would  be 
an  advantage  to  allow  the  Court  to  ad- 
vance even  the  whole  amount.  This 
part  of  the  Bill  had  for  him  an  especial 
attraction.  He  believed  there  would  be 
found  great  practical  difficulty  in  ad- 
justing all  the  niceties  of  arrange- 
ments about  ownership,  joint-ownership, 
landlords'  and  tenants'  share  and  in- 
terests, and  all  those  intricate  and  deli- 
cate questions  which  must  arise  under 
the  first  portions  of  the  Bill.  He  did  not 
feel  the  same  doubts  about  this  part  of 
the  measure  as  about  the  earlier  parts, 
and  therefore  he  urged  the  Government 
to  accept  the  Amendment — although  he 
would  rather  see  it  pushed  further  still, 
leaving  the  Court  a  discretionary  power 
to  advance  the  whole  amount.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Cork  County  (Mr. 
Shaw)  said  it  was  no  use  discussing 
this  question  because  the  Government 
had  put  its  foot  down ;  but  he  was  not 
greatly  alarmed  by  that  announcement, 
for  they  had  had  some  experience  of  that 
performance  with  this  and  other  Go- 
vernments. They  had  seen  statesmen 
put  their  foot  down  quickly,  and  as 
quickly  take  it  up ;  and,  furthermore,  a 
Government  which  put  its  foot  down 
and  kept  it  down  would  naturally 
not  make  very  much  progress  with 
any  measure  it  undertook.  But  he 
would  credit  the  Government  with  heir  ^ 
willing  to  take  its  foot  up  if,  by  so  do^^^  ^^ 
the  progress  of  this  Bill  would  t**'^*  v .  \ 
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1870  being  attended  with  success;  but 
he  had  been  a  good  deal  struck  by  read- 
ing the  Heport  of  the  Assistant  Commis- 
sioners under  the  Bichmond  Commission, 
who  said  with  regard  to  this  question  of 
purchase  under  the  Irish  Church  Act, 
that  in  the  county  of  Armagh,  one  of  the 
best  counties  in  Ireland,  in  almost  all 
cases  where  the  tenants  had  not  the 
money  to  meet  the  payment  of  the  fourth, 
but  had  to  borrow  it,  the  operation  of  the 
Act  had  been  unsuccessful.  He  hoped 
that  this  would  not  be  general  under  this 
Bill ;  but  he  confessed  he  was  not  very 
sanguine  on  the  subject,  although  some 
hon.  Members  seemed  to  be.  In  his 
opinion,  what  was  required  was  that  the 
thing  should  be  done  gradually.  They 
ought  not  to  have  Irish  tenants  rushing 
into  the  arms  of  the  Land  Commission 
and  getting  three-fourths  from  them  and 
the  fourth  part  of  the  money  from 
usurers.  He  was  heartly  glad  that  the 
first  part  of  the  Bill  had  been  passed  in 
the  interest  of  the  Irish  tenants;  but 
what  he  hoped  to  see  was,  that  having 
got  the  advantages  conferred  on  them 
by  that  part  of  the  measure  they  would 
not  be  m  too  great  a  hurry  to  purchase 
what  they  had  not  the  money  to  pay  for, 
but  would  gradually  endeavour  to  ac- 
quire the  means  by  which  to  pay  part 
of  the  purchase. 

Mb.  MELDON  said,  he  had  bestowed 
a  good  deal  of  consideration  on  this  sub- 
ject, and  he  desired  to  offer  a  few  re- 
marks upon  it.  He  was  quite  ready  to 
admit  that  he  could  be  no  party  to  asking 
the  Committee  to  affirm  the  proposition 
that  the  State  should  lend  money  except 
on  good  security.  He  pointed  out  that 
the  security  was  not  the  subject-matter 
of  the  sale,  but  the  subject-matter  of  the 
sale  plus  the  landlord's  interest ;  and  the 
Prime  Minister  had  said  the  landlord 
would  be  perfectly  safe  and  secure. 
Therefore,  he  assumed  that  four-fifths 
of  the  purchase  money  would  be  per- 
fectly safe,  and  he  was  not  asking  the 
Government  to  do  anything  that  would 
cause  a  loss  to  the  State ;  but  the  Prime 
Minister's  argument  was  that  the  State 
was  doing  enough  in  advancing  three- 
fourths,  and  the  landlords  should  ad- 
vance the  additional  sum  required.  It 
did  not  matter  to  the  tenant  where  he 
got  his  money  so  long  as  he  got  it, 
and  if  experience  showed  that  landlords 
would  be  prepared  to  advance  the  differ- 
ence the  tenant  would  not  object  to  the 
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Government  proposal ;  but  the  expeiienee 
of  the  past  showed  that  the  last  pexsoa 
from  whom  the  tenant  could  expect  any 
benefit  or  assistance  for  the  purchase  A 
his  land  was  the  landlord.  That  ¥U 
likely  to  be  the  case  in  the  future,  and 
the  tenant  would  in  that  case  have  no 
hope  of  becoming  the  owner  of  his  land. 
Then  it  was  said  that  it  was  not  de- 
sirable that  pauper  tenants  should  be 
encouraged  to  purchase  their  land ;  but 
the  proposal  of  the  Government  would 
bring  about  that  result,  because  if  evoy 
sixpence  was  extracted  from  a  tenant 
who  had  to  purchase  his  farm,  he  woold 
be  without  capital  to  carry  on  his  bui- 
ness,  and  so  the  proposal  would  panpaiitt 
him  more  than  any  other  plan.  He  did 
not  say  the  Government  ought  to  ad- 
vance the  whole  of  the  purchase  monqr; 
but  he  believed  the  Government,  having 
the  security  of  the  landlord  and  of  tba 
tenant,  would  be  safe  in  advancing  f(Kl^ 
fifths.  That  would  be  in  accordance  witii 
the  recommendation  of  the  Select  Gem- 
mittee  which  sat  three  Sessions  ago, 
and  of  which  the  First  Commissioner  of 
Works  (Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre)  was  the 
Chairman.  The  recommendation  vas 
approved  by  Members  of  both  sides  of 
the  House,  and  therefore  the  propoeil 
was  not  a  new  one.  He  believea  the 
security  to  the  State  would  be  perfectlj 
good,  and  that  it  was  fair  to  allow tenanti 
to  become  their  own  landlords — not  as 
paupers,  but  with  capital  to  carry  on 
their  farms.  The  proposal,  he  main- 
tained, was  just  and  fair  and  reasonaUe, 
and  ho  believed  the  Irish  Members  would 
be  unanimous  in  wishing  that  the  recom* 
mendation  of  the  Committee  of  1878,  that 
four-fifths  of  the  purchase  money  should 
bo  advanced  by  the  State,  should  be 
given  effect  to. 

Sir  STAFFORD  NORTHOOTE:  I 
do  not  very  precisely  see  why  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  stops  at  four- 
fifths.  It  seems  to  me  that  his  argu- 
ment would  rather  imply  that  the  State 
had  better  lend  the  whole  purchase 
money,  and  I  could  have  understood  an 
argument  founded  upon  that  principle. 
I  remember  an  old  story  of  Mr.  Sydnev 
Smith,  when  he  was  talking  with  an  Irisn 
priest  many  years  ago,  when  there  was 
a  question  whether  the  Irish  priests 
should  or  should  not  be  paid  by  the 
State.  The  priest  said — "The  priests 
would  never  receive  it."  And  Sydney 
Smith  said — ''  Do  you  mean  to  saj  that 
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if  you  had  £300  a-jear  placed  to  your 
credit  in  a  bank  in  a  neighbouring  town 
you  would  not  consent  to  draw  it  ?  "  The 
priest  replied — **0h!  Mr.  Smith,  you 
have  such  a  way  of  putting  it."  With 
regard  to  these  advances  to  tenants  it  is 
such  a  way  of  putting  it.  It  might  be 
said  to  a  tenant — '*  Would  not  you  like 
to  purchase  your  holding?  "  And  he 
would  say — "Yes;  but  I  have  not  got 
the  money."  "  Oh,  but  we  will  lend 
it — the  State  will  advance  it."  And  the 
man,  at  the  request  of  the  State,  borrows 
the  State's  money — the  State  is  very  in- 
dulgent to  men  who  are  not  only  able  to 
pay,  but  men  who  are  not  willing  to  pay 
— ^to  make  purchase  on  those  very  easy 
terms.  I  am  one  of  those  who  are  by 
no  means  sanguine  as  to  the  result 
of  a  wholesale  purchase  of  land  by  the 
tenants.  I  believe  entirely  in  what  is 
called  tenant  proprietorship  if  it  arises 
in  this  way.  if  a  man  by  his  own  in- 
dustry and  by  his  own  prudence  has 
contrived  to  save  a  little  money,  and 
desires  to  invest  that  money  in  the  pur- 
chase of  land  on  which  he  lives,  I  have 
little  doubt  if  he  is  able  to  get  the  money 
he  requires  on  reasonable  terms,  it  will 
be  a  good  thing  for  him  and  for  the 
country.  The  man  then  would  bring  his 
industry,  his  knowledge,  and  his  moral 
qualities — power  of  self-denial,  and  all 
tnose  qualities  which  the  farmer  has  in 
countries  where  peasant  proprietorship 
has  grown  up  by  natural  causes — to  bear 
on  his  holding.  In  that  case  it  would 
be  very  beneficial.  But  where  you  tempt 
a  man  to  come  in  and  offer  to  purchase 
with  very  little  trouble  on  his  part,  and 
everything  is  advanced  by  the  State,  I 
am  not  very  sanguine  on  the  subject. 
But  I  am  quite  ready  to  fall  in  with  the 

Sroposals  of  the  Government  to  g^ve  ad- 
itional  facilities  beyond  those  at  pre- 
sent given  to  the  tenants  to  become  the 
owners  of  their  properties.  I  think  at 
present  the  State  advances  two-thirds. 
It  was  proposed  to  increase  it  to  three- 
fourths,  and  that  is  a  considerable  ad- 
vance. I  am  not  indisposed  to  agree  to 
that  proposal.  I  think  more  advantage 
is  to  be  gained  from  somewhat  relaxing 
the  somewhat  minute  rules  under  which 
the  advance  is  made.  I  look  more  to 
that  than  to  the  sum  advanced.  But 
while  I  am  prepared  to  go  as  far  as 
three-fourths,  we  ought  to  think  a  great 
many  times  before  we  go  beyond  that ; 
and  if  we  were  prepared  to  go  beyond, 


we  might  just  as  well  go  the  whole 
lenfi^  and  advance  the  whole.  It  is 
said  a  tenant  may  borrow  the  additional 
one-fourth.  He  might  do  so ;  and  where 
he  borrows  at  a  high  rate  of  interest  it 
is  probable  the  arrangement  would  turn 
out  a  bad  one  for  him,  and  he  would  be 
a  loser.  I  am  afraid  we  cannot  help 
that,  and  that  would  be  the  case  with 
any  man  who  borrowed  recklessly ;  but 
the  man  would  have  saved  a  certain 
amount  of  money,  and  would  be  pre- 
pared to  invest  that  with  a  certain  pror 
portion  from  the  State  in  the  purchase 
of  his  holding.  I  think  you  may  fairly 
suppose  that  a  considerable  proportion 
of  those  who  would  make  purchases 
would  purchase  with  money  which  they 
have  of  their  own,  or  may  be  able  to 
borrow  from  their  landlords  or  from 
members  of  their  family  on  reasonable 
terms,  or  in  some  other  way.  But  if 
they  are  prepared,  after  all  the  excellent 
arran^ments  made  for  them  to  go  on 
with  tneir  holdings  in  this  Bill,  to  make 
sacrifices  in  order  to  become  owners  of 
land  and  have  not  the  wisdom  to  refuse 
to  borrow  money  at  10,  15,  or  20  per 
cent,  I  am  afraid  they  are  people  with 
whom  you  will  not  do  much  good.  I 
think,  on  the  whole,  the  Government 
are  making  a  very  liberal  proposal ;  but 
I  am  restrained  by  mv  financial  con- 
science from  going  the  length  of  three* 
fourths,  and  I  sh^l  be  very  sorry  if  the 
Government  were  induced  to  give  more 
than  that. 

Mb.  a.  MOOEE  said,  he  thought  if 
more  Members  had  been  present  earlier 
during  the  discussion  their  unanimity 
on  this  subject  would  have  been  better 
seen.  WitJfi  regard  to  the  cases  under 
the  Church  Act  to  which  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Dundalk  (Mr.  G. 
Bussell)  had  referred,  the  tenants  in 
those  cases  were  only  about  10  per  cent 
in  arrear;  while  those  who  purchased 
under  the  Land  Act  were  a  trifle  over 
6  per  cent  in  arrear.  Those  who  bought 
under  the  Church  Act  bought  land 
which  was  not  very  productive,  which 
had  been  highly-rented,  and  which  was 
dearly  bought  in  years  of  commercial 
depression;  but,  in  spite  of  those  diffi* 
cutties,  they  managed  to  pay  their  debts 
with  only  10  per  cent  in  arrear.  He 
thought  there  were  very  few  landlords 
in  Ireland  or  in  England  who  could 
point  to  the  same  result  during  the  last 
few  years.    They  were  giving  the  ten- 
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ants  an  additional  iutorest  in  their  hold- 
ings, and  that  would  mean  an  additional 
Becurity  to  tlio  State.  When  the  Chan- 
cellor of  tho  Duchy  of  Lancaster  (Mr. 
John  Bright)  introduced  his  clauses  in 
the  Act  of  1870  it  was  thought  that  a 
Bocial  revolution  would  take  place,  and 
that  a  great  number  of  tenants  would 
avail  themselves  of  those  clauses ;  but 
during  10  years  hardly  £.500,000  had 
really  been  spent  in  that  way.  That 
was,  no  doubt,  owing  in  a  great  mea- 
sure to  the  ditficulties  thrown  in  their 
way  by  tho  Treasury  officials  ;  and, 
through  tlie  prices  being  based  on  valua- 
tion, instead  of  getting  two-thirds  of  the 
whole,  they  only  got  about  one-half.  If 
the  Committee  were  anxious  to  increase 
the  number  of  owners,  and,  at  the  same 
time,  to  guard  thorn  from  excessive  lia- 
bilities, why  should  they  not  tix  the  sum 
which  they  would  spend  annually?  They 
might  say  how  much  they  would  advance 
in  a  year  on  good  security,  and  then 
leave  tho  Land  Commission  a  wide  dis- 
cretion in  tho  distribution  of  the  money, 
not  limiting  every  advance  to  two-thirds 
or  tliree-fourths,  but  allowing  them,  in 
Bome  cases,  to  advance  a  larger  propor- 
tion. 

Mr.  GEEEH  said,  tho  Amendment 
appeared  to  cover  an  Amondmeut  of  his 
own  in  favour  of  advancing  the  entire 
Bum.  It  would  be  optional  with  the 
Commission  to  advance  the  money  or 
not,  and  they  would  not  do  so  unless 
they  were  satisfied  with  the  security. 
Therefore,  the  Government  would  be 
quite  safe  in  advancing  the  whole 
amount.  Still,  he  would  bo  content  with 
four-filths;  and  ho  thought  the  Govern- 
ment might  very  well  cun.sider  that  it 
would  bo  an  imuienso  advantage  to 
many  tenants  to  got  the  wht;le  of  tho 
money  in  that  way,  and  at  a  lower  rate 
of  interest  than  they  otherwise  could  by 
borrowing  from  ordinary  inone\ -lender.*. 

Mr.  MITCHELL  II JON KY 'confessed 
that  he  lelt  rather  ashamed  to  take  part 
in  this  dibcusbion,  which  ho  tliought 
was  not  ver}'  creditable  to  tho  Irish 
Members.  The  difloreuco  between  three- 
fourths  and  four-iiiths  was  not  very 
large,  and  ihuso  who  advtjcated  four- 
fifths  as  though  the  whole  interest  of 
tho  tenants  was  bound  up  in  this  ques- 
tion were  supposed  to  bo  tho  friends 
of  the  tenant;  but,  by-and-bye,  the 
tenants  would  underhtand  what  it  all 
meant.     The   Government  proposed  to 
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advance  £75  out  of  every  £100;  and 
yet,  with  a  boon  of  this  kind,  such  u 
had  never  been  offered  in  the  history 
of  this  country  to  any  class  of  peopk 
engaged  in  agricultural  or  commercial 
pursuits,  hon.  Members  were  disputing 
whether  the  State  should  advance  £A 
more  in  every  £100.  That  was  the  sob 
question.  Hon.  Gentlemen  had  argued 
in  favour  of  the  whole  amount  beiog 
advanced,  and  the  discussion  had  been 
upon  the  question  whether  the  Govern- 
ment should  advance  £5  more  than  &t 
£75  they  conceded.  Why  should  they 
not  argue  whether  the  Goyemmezi 
should  advance  five-sixths  and  give  £83 
out  of  every  £100?  And,  of  coune^ 
anybody  who  advocated  five-sixths  would 
be  a  greater  friend  to  the  tenant  than 
the  man  who  advocated  £75  or  £80. 
The  Purchase  Clauses  determined  that, 
as  a  general  rule,  a  sum  not  exceeding 
£3,000  should  be  advanced  by  the  State. 
This  £5  took  £150  out  of  that  £3,000. 
He  wanted  to  know  whether,  when  a 
country  composed  of  England,  Scotland, 
and  Ireland  was  to  be  burdened  with 
this  provision,  a  man  to  whom  £3,000 
was  to  be  advanced  could  consider  it  a 
hardship  if  he  was  expected  to  find  £l50 
himself?  The  thing  did  not  bear  a^ 
guing.  The  fact  was,  the  Irish  Members 
ought  to  be  most  grateful  to  the  Govern- 
tnent  for  proposing  to  advance  three- 
fourths,  and  they  ought  not  to  disg^oe 
themselves  by  looking  a  gift-horse  in 
the  mouth.  It  was  perfectly  true  that 
what  were  called  the  ''  Bright  Clauses" 
had  not  had  as  large  an  operation  as  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  John  Bright] 
and  others  wished ;  but  under  the  pre- 
sent Bill  the  tenants  would  be  placed  in 
a  totally  different  position.  The  Com- 
mittee appointed  to  investigate  the  work- 
ing of  those  clauses  recommended  four- 
filths  instead  of  three-fourths ;  but  that 
was  under  a  totall}'  different  law  to  that 
now  proposed.  His  belief  was  that  the 
Irish  tenants  would  find  it  to  their  ad- 
vantage to  put  the  Purchase  Clauses  in 
this  Bill  very  much  in  operation.  They 
would  be  so  protected  by  this  Bill  that 
they  would  prefer  to  keep  £25  out  of 
every  £100  in  their  pockets  for  working 
the  farm.  Then  what  would  this  Biu 
do  ?  Any  particular  tenant  on  an  estate 
might  agree  with  his  landlord  for  the 
purchase  of  his  particular  tenancy.  In 
the  case  of  a  holding  at  £10  a-year,  the 
State  would  advance  three-fourths  of 
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that  a-year  and  fix  the  amount  of  pur- 
chase money  on  the  basis  of  22  years. 
What  was  to  prevent  a  landlord  from 
being  willing  to  take  this  money  on  the 
bond  of  the  tenant  to  pay  the  remainder  ? 
A  landlord  was  not  bound  to  find  the 
tenant  the  money;    but  he  would  be 
content  to  rest  the  repayment  of  that 
which  was  not  fully  paid  by  the  State 
on  the  future   of   the  tenant,  and   he 
would    have  three   times   tho   security 
which   the   State  would  have.     Under 
the  circumstances,  he  could  only  con- 
clude that  the  reason  why,  when  this 
matter  was  being  discussed,  there  was 
60  empty  a  House  and  so  many  of  the 
Irish  Members  were  absent,  and  when 
the  argument  for  an  advance  of  four- 
fifths  was  urged  with  so  much  feeling, 
was  because  everybody  felt  that  this  was 
no  light  thing.    It  was  not  a  true  thing, 
it  was  not  a  creditable  thing ;  and  he 
would  take  part  in  any  division  as  to 
the  question  whether  £5  more  per  £100 
was  to  be  advanced  to  the  Irish  tenant. 
Mr.  HIQGAR  said,  he  thought  one 
part  of  the  hon.  Member's  (Mr.  Mitchell 
Henry's)  speech  contradicted  the  other ; 
for  first  he  said  a  great  boon  was  being 
given  to  the  tenants,  and  then  he  said 
the  tenants  would  make  very  little  use 
of  it.      That  simply  showed   that  the 
argument  was  more  or  less  not  exceed- 
ingly loeical ;  but  he  thought  the  posi- 
tion of  the  great  bulk  of  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers was  not  so  untenable  as  the  hon. 
Member  thought.   The  Government  had 
proposed  that  facilities  should  be  given 
for  creating  a  peasant  proprietary ;  but 
he  was  afraid  that  if  more  liberality  was 
not  shown  the  result  would  be  rather 
inoperative.  If,  however,  the  clause  was 
made  more  liberal,  it  would  be  a  great 
advantage  to  the  tenants  and  no  disad- 
vantage to  the  landlords,  and  no  loss  to 
the  State.  It  was  proposed  by  the  Amend- 
ment that  the  Commissioners  should  have 
the  power   to  advance   up  to  the  full 
amount  which  was  paid  to  the  landlord ; 
but  that  did  not  represent  the  full  value 
of  the  holding,  because  it  took  no  note 
of  the  interest  of  the  tenant  over  and 
above  the  interest  of  the  landlord.   And 
80  far  from  its  being  proposed  by  the 
extreme  advocates  of  this  Amendment 
to  lend  the  whole  value  of  the  holding, 
it  was  only  proposed  to  advance  four- 
fifths  of  the  value.    And  while  under 
this  Bill  it  was  proposed  to  lend  three- 
fourths  by  the  State,  under  the  Act  of 


1870  pnly  two-thirds  were  advanced ; 
and  he  held  that  the  State  would  have 
immeasurably  better  value  for  the  three- 
fourths  under  this  Bill  than  they  had 
for  the  two-thirds  under  the  Act  of  1870, 
because  the  tenant  had  a  saleable  in- 
terest over  and  above  what  the  landlord 
would  get  for  his  interest  in  the  holding. 
Then  as  to  the  security  the  landlord 
would  get  if  he  gave  credit  for  one- 
fourth,  the  Prime  Minister  seemed  to 
forget  that  the  landlord  would  be  only 
a  secondary  mortgagee.  But  if  the  secu- 
rity was  80  good  for  the  landlord,  would 
it  not  be  as  good  for  the  State,  seeing 
that  the  State  would  be  in  the  position 
of  sole  mortgagee,  and  could  sell  out 
the  holding,  while  a  secondary  mort- 
gagee had  usually  great  difficulty  in 
realizing  his  security?  He  therefore 
thought  the  Government  would  not  be 
very  far  wrong  in  agreeing  to  the 
Amendment,  leaving  the  Court  to  decide 
whether  there  was  adequate  security. 

Mb.  SHAW  entirely  agreed  with  the 
hon.  Member  (Mr.  Biggar)  that,  in 
lending  the  whole  amount,  the  Govern- 
ment would  have  perfect  security  in  nine 
cases  out  of  ten,  for  they  would  not 
only  have  the  fee -simple  on  the  property, 
but  the  security  of  the  mortgage.  But 
the  people  of  Ireland  were  choosers  in 
the  matter,  and  the  State  seemed  to 
have  put  down  its  foot,  and  he  feared 
they  could  not  get  the  two  distinguished 
Financiers  on  the  two  sides  to  yield  more. 
He  did  not  think  it  was  a  matter  of  great 
importance,  because  ho  hoped  the  opera- 
tion of  the  present  Bill  and  the  operations 
of  tho  Act  of  1870  would  be  very  dif- 
ferent. The  Act  of  1870  failed  because 
the  clauses  were  thrown  almost  entirely 
into  the  hands  of  the  Board  of  Works, 
and  that  was  the  merest  echo  of  what 
was  called  the  Treasury  in  London. 
Tho  Board  laid  down  such  restrictions 
and  rules  that  any  extensive  operation 
was  impossible ;  and  what  he  com- 
plained of  now  was,  not  so  much  that 
only  three-fourths  were  offered,  but 
that  there  was  no  elasticity  in  this  clause, 
and  some  discretionary  power  left  to 
the  Court  to  advance  a  larger  amount 
than  that  named.  Ho  had,  in  many 
cases,  aided  tenants  to  purchase  their 
holdings — not  only  the  fee-simple,  but 
also  long  leases — and  he  had  known  of 
cases  where  it  would  have  been  impos- 
sible for  the  tenant  to  advance  one- 
fourth  of  the    money  without  injury. 
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The  object  of  the  lender  should  be  to 
leave    the   farmer  with   full  power  of 
manufacture ;  but  in  a  case  whore  the 
State  was  entering  upon  an  operation 
which  might  extend  over  the  whole  of 
Ireland,  it  was,  perhaps,  too  much  to 
ask  for  more  than  three-fourths.     He 
would,  however,  press  the  Government 
to  give  the  Court  some  power  of  varying 
the  amount.     He  did  not  expect  there 
would  be  a  rush  all  over  Ireland  into 
the  system.    He  hoped  the  result  would 
take    the   direction    indicated   by   the 
Leader  of  the  Opposition  ;  for  if  peo- 
ple were  tempted  by  any  extravagant 
amount  of  money  to  enter  into  the  sys- 
tem, that  might  do  them  more  harm  than 
good.     He  would  rather  stimulate  them 
to    exercise    this    privilege,    and  give 
the  Court  an  optional  power  in  cases 
where  they  saw  honest,  industrious  men, 
who    had    created    property    on  their 
farms  anxious  to  purchase.     He  did  not 
urge  that  the  whole  amount  should  be 
given ;  but  he  thought  more  than  three- 
fourths  might  be  given.     That  very  day 
an  Irish  landlord  had  told  him  he  was 
going  to  sell  some  outlying  portions  of 
his  property,  and  that  in  every  case  the 
tenant  provided  half  the   amount,   and 
for  the  remainder  he  had  aiTanged  to 
take  the  tenant's  bond.     That,  he  was 
sure,  would  be  sufficient  security  for  any 
landlord  where  a  tenant  was  found  to  be 
industrious.     He  thought  the  people  of 
Ireland  ought  to  try  to  do  something 
for  themselves.     There  was  a  great  deal 
of  farmers'  money  lying  in  the  banks. 
He  did  not  wish  to  see  that  money  going 
to  the  banks;  for    if  the  industry  of 
the  country  could   be   stimulated,    the 
farmer,    although    he    might   lose  his 
capital   for   the  moment,  would   get  it 
back  in  a  short  time  with  ten-fold  in- 
terest.    Something  might    be   done  in 
this    way    by    forming    tenants'    trust 
funds ;  and  he  should  not  be  surprised 
if  the  Prime  Minister  were  to  give  them 
£200,000  or  £300,000  out  of  the  Church 
Surplus  Fund  for  that  purpose.    If  they 
could  create  such  a  fund  in  every  dis- 
trict in  Ireland,  tenants  would  bo  able 
to  provide  one-fourth  of  the  purchase 
money.    He  hoped  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  would   withdraw   his  Amend- 
ment, for  he  did  not  think  any   good 
could  be   done  by  going  to  a  division 
upon  it. 

Sir    HERVEY    BRUCE  said,   that 
from  the  landlord's  point  of  view,  he 

Mr.  Shaxo 


should  like  to  make  the  clause  work 
more   practically  than  it  would  in  its 
present  form ;  and  he  could  not  agree 
with  the  roseate  hue  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter had  given  to  the  position  of  the  land- 
lords under  this  Bill.     He  should  be 
only  too  glad  to  get  rid  of  the  property 
he  had  in  Ireland  when  the  Bill  became 
law ;    and    he  should  be  glad   to  see 
greater  facilities  given  to  the  landlord 
to  do  that,  for  he  was  certain  no  capi- 
talist in  Ireland  or  England  would,  at 
the  present  moment,  invest   money  ia 
land  in  Ireland.  The  only  persona  land- 
lords would   now   have  to  look  to  to 
purchase    their    land    would    be  their 
tenants,    and  he  was  anxious   to  see 
every  facility  given  to  the  tenants  to  be- 
come peasant  proprietors.     He  believed 
the  tenants  would  be  better  off  under 
this  Bill  if  they  were  not  all  proprie- 
tors ;  but,  as  far  as  he  was  concerned, 
he  was  quite  willing  they  should  become 
so.     He  should,  therefore,  vote  for  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.   and  learned' 
Member  for  Tyrone  in  preference  to  that 
of  the  hon.   and  learned  Member  for 
Dundalk  (Mr.  Charles  Russell),  because 
they  need  not  stop  at  four-fifths.    The 
Prime  Minister  had  suggested  that  the 
landlords  might  allow  25  per  cent  of  the 
purchase  money  to  lie  on  the  property. 
He  agreed  that  if  a  landlord  gave  a 
mortgage  on  the  property  he  might  be 
able  to  obtain  the  interest  for  his  advances 
as  a  mortgagee.     But,  as  a    landlord, 
how  could  he  get  his  money  ?  He  would 
simply  be  a  landlord  with  three-fourths  of 
his  property  gone,  and  only  one-fourth  left 
for  himself.     He  did  not  tliink  the  Prime 
Minister  would  like  to  be  a  landlord  in 
Ireland  looking  for  25  per  cent  from  the 
tenant  after  the  Government   had  got 
thoir  75  per  cent.     The  hon.  Member 
for  the  County  of  Cork  (Mr.  Shaw)  had 
alluded  to  bills.     But  were  the  Irish 
landlords  to  become  bill-brokers  for  25 
per  cent  which    would  practically  be 
rent?      The    hon.   Member  for  Kirk- 
caldy (Sir  George  Campbell)  had  sug- 
gested a  gradual  way  of  dealing  with 
the  tenants ;  but  what  would  that  be  ? 
The  men   who  were  able  to  buy  their 
holdings  were  the  most  solvent  tenants 
and  the  most  necessary  for  the  landlords; 
but  the  plan  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Kirkcaldy  was  that  they  should  become 
owners,  and  the  landlord  should  be  left 
with  all  the  small  tenants.     He  hoped 
the  Government,  having  strained  many 
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points  to  do  what  they  considered  right 
lor  the  tenants,  would  strain  another 
point  to  enable  the  tenants  to  become 
proprietors  of  their  own  holdings. 

Mr.  SHAW  LEFEVEE  said,  that 
as  Chairman  of  the  Select  Committee 
which  recommended  that  four-fifths  of 
the  purchase  money  should  be  advanced 
to  tenants,  he  wits  most  anxious  to  dis- 
claim any  responsibility  for  that  proposal. 
In  the  Report  he  presented,  he  proposed 
no  more  than  three-fourths.  For  his  part, 
he  thought  the  advance  of  three-fourths 
of  the  money  reasonable  and  sufficient. 
If  a  larger  proportion  than  that  were 
advanced  they  would  be  approaching 
very  nearly  the  amount  of  the  previous 
rent.  By  this  Bill,  they  were  not  only 
increasing  the  proportion  to  be  advanced 
from  two-thirds  to  three-fourths,  but 
they  were  also  removing  the  former 
restrictions  upon  these  transactions,  and 
particularly  the  restriction  in  regard  to 
mortgages.  He  was  confident  that  the 
removal  of  the  latter  restriction  would 
do  more  to  facilitate  these  transactions 
in  the  future,  even  than  the  raising  of 
the  proportion  of  the  purchase  money 
to  be  advanced.  If  they  departed  from 
the  proposal  of  three-fourths  and  went 
to  four-fifths,  they  might  as  well  ad- 
vance the  whole  of  the  money.  There 
were  very  strong  arguments  to  be 
urged  against  that.  It  would,  indeed, 
be  possible  to  advance  the  whole  of 
the  purchase  money  by  spreading  the 
instalments  over  43  years;  but  if  a 
g^eat  number  of  such  transactions  were 
to  take  place  there  would  arise  in  Ireland 
a  universal  agitation  on  the  part  of  all 
the  other  tenants  to  be  put  in  that  fa- 
vourable position.  Such  an  enactment 
would  inevitably  give  rise  to  an  agitation 
for  the  expropriation  of  landlords.  He  was 
against  the  expropriation  of  landlords, 
and  it  would  be  most  unwise  to  put  a 
large  number  of  tenants  in  Ireland  in 
a  position  which  would  give  other  ten- 
ants a  cause  to  complain.  For  these 
reasons,  he  agreed  that  it  would  be  un- 
wise to  raise  the  proportion  to  be  ad- 
vanced by  the  State  oeyond  three-fourths. 
He  believed  the  Government  had  gone 
to  the  extreme  limit  of  what  was  just 
and  reasonable  in  the  matter,  and  that 
the  Committee  should  accept  the  pro- 
portion named  in  the  clause. 

Mb.  JUSTIN  MCCARTHY  said,  the 
argument  of  the  right  hon.  Gentlemem  as 
to  some  tenants  seeing  their  neighbours 


better  treated  ihan  themselves  was  not 
one  which  appealed  to  his  judgment  as 
against  the  Amendment.  What  the 
Irish  Members  wanted  was  to  see  tenants 
treated  in  such  a  way  as  to  make  their 
neighbours  anxious  to  be  equally  well 
treated.  As  to  the  difficulty  of  the  Court 
advancing  a  large  proportion  of  the 
money  in  every  case,  there  was  nothing 
in  the  Bill  to  suggest  that  the  Court 
should  be  compelled  to  advance  four- 
fifths,  or  three-fourths,  or  even  one- 
tenth.  The  clause  only  provided  that 
they  might  advance  a  certain  proportion 
when  they  were  satisfied  with  the  secu- 
rity ;  and  he  believed  it  would  be  better 
to  allow  the  Court  to  go  the  whole  length 
of  the  purchase  money  where  they 
thought  it  well.  His  own  impression 
was  that  a  great  many  of  those  who 
would  make  applications  under  this  Bill 
would  seek  to  get  as  little  as  possible 
from  the  Court — to  get  just  as  much  as 
would  enable  them  to  tide  over  a  diffi- 
culty ;  but  in  other  cases  it  would  be 
an  advantage  to  allow  the  Court  to  ad- 
vance even  the  whole  amount.  This 
part  of  the  Bill  had  for  him  an  especial 
attraction.  He  believed  there  would  be 
found  great  practical  difficulty  in  ad- 
justing all  the  niceties  of  arrange- 
ments about  ownership,  joint-ownership, 
landlords'  and  tenants'  share  and  in- 
terests, and  all  those  intricate  and  deli- 
cate questions  which  must  arise  under 
the  first  portions  of  the  Bill.  He  did  not 
feel  the  same  doubts  about  this  part  of 
the  measure  as  about  the  earlier  parts, 
and  therefore  he  urged  the  Government 
to  accept  the  Amendment — although  he 
would  rather  see  it  pushed  further  still, 
leaving  the  Court  a  discretionary  power 
to  advance  the  whole  amount.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Cork  County  (Mr. 
Shaw)  said  it  was  no  use  discussing 
this  question  because  the  Government 
had  put  its  foot  down ;  but  he  was  not 
greatly  alarmed  by  that  announcement, 
for  they  had  had  some  experience  of  that 
performance  with  this  and  other  Go- 
vernments. They  had  seen  statesmen 
put  their  foot  down  quickly,  and  as 
quickly  take  it  up ;  and,  furthermore,  * 
Government  which  put  its  foot  do\f 
and  kept  it  down  would  natural 
not  make  very  much  progress  wit. 
any  measure  it  undertook.  But  he 
would  credit  the  Government  with  being 
willing  to  take  its  foot  up  if,  by  so  doing, 
the  progress  of  this  Bill  would  be  pro  • 
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moted.  Tlierefore,  ho  urged  hon.  Mem- 
bers to  bring  as  much  pressure  as  pos- 
sible to  bear  on  the  Government  to 
go  as  far  as  it  could  towards  agree- 
ing to  allow  a  four -fifths'  advance. 
There  was  no  principle  whatever  in- 
volved in  this  question ;  for  when  once 
they  granted  any  part  of  the  purchase 
money  they  could  not  say  thero  was  any 
hard-and-fast  line  between  three-fourths 
and  four-fifths.  It  was  all  a  matter  of 
convenience  for  that  peasant  class  whom 
they  wanted  to  help  to  become  pro- 
prietors ;  and  he  supported  the  Amend- 
ment because  he  thought  it  better  than 
the  proposal  of  the  Government. 

Mr.  LITTON  said,  it  appeared  to 
him  that,  having  regard  to  what  seemed 
to  be  the  feeling  of  the  majority  of  hon. 
Members,  it  would  not  bo  wise  to  press 
the  Amendment  to  a  division  or  to 
occupy  further  time  in  discussing  it.  In 
this  view  ho  was  influenced  by  the  ob- 
servations of  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
County  of  Cork  (Mr.  Shaw),  and  also  by 
the  generous  and  considerate  and  hand- 
some manner  in  which  the  Prime  ^linis- 
ter  had  spoken  of  the  Amendment.  lie 
was  also  influenced  by  the  anxiety  which 
prevailed  to  make  progresss  with  the 
J3ill ;  and,  therefore,  he  would  a^k  pur- 
mission  to  withdraw  his  Amendment. 

Mr.  DALY  pointed  out  that  if  in  the 
case  of  a  £10  holding  for  22  years,  the 
State  only  advanced  £165,  leaving  the 
tenant  to  find  the  remaining  £55,  the 
tenant  would  have  to  pay  8.f.  id.  more 
per  annum  than  if  the  larger  sum  pro- 
posed were  advanced,  and  for  the  dis- 
advantage of  paying  that  extra  amount, 
the  tenant  would  have  £o  more  in  his 
pocket  for  the  purchase  of  seed.  He 
held  that,  in  the  interest  of  the  Govern- 
ment, it  would  be  better  to  advance 
four-fifths,  and  that  they  would  have 
better  security  than  on  three-fourths. 
In  the  case  of  a  small  tenant  the  £55 
deficit,  if  only  £165  wcro  advanced, 
would  have  to  bo  obtained  from  the 
** gombeen"  man,  and  would  be  liable  to 
such  interest  as  to  cost  nearly  as  much 
as  the  interest  on  the  £165  advanced  bv 
the  Government.  If  they  applied  the 
Bill  to  the  poor  tenants,  tlio  more 
generously  tliey  did  so  the  greater 
would  bo  the  security  for  the  advances, 
^he  Jews  had  been  expeUed  from  Eus- 
sia  through  being  driven  into  the  posi- 
tion into  which  the  Government  would 
drive  t^he  Irish  tenants  if  they  compelled 
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them  to  borrow  on  the  principle  of  moii* 
gages.  Four-fifths  was  only  5  per  cent 
advance  on  the  sum  proposed  by  tin 
Government ;  and  he  trusted  the  GoYeati> 
ment,  having  made  a  proposal  which  ki 
recognized  as  large  and  generous,  wonU 
give  to  those  who  had  so  long  beet 
under  English  misrule  and  injusiiM 
this  additional  benefit. 

Mr.  ILLINGWOETH  remarked  tiW 
nothing  was  more  wonderful  than  tha  ' 
unanimity   which  had  been  shown  br 
Irish  Members  upon  this  question,  aid 
he  would  purchase  at  a  gi'eat  saerifiei 
such   a   marvellous  imanimity  on  aij 
great  Irish  question.    If  this  were  noti 
comprehensive  Bill  and  did  not  conttil 
extraordinary  provisions  in  the  intereifc 
of  tenants  who  might  not  be  able  to  bn 
their  farms,  an  appeal  might  be  matt 
for  a  lavish  advance.    When  there  wa% 
however,  this  alternative  proposal  bj 
which,  when  the  Bill  was  passed,  tai- 
ants   who   were   without   spare  capital 
would   find  themselves  in  a  good  pod- 
tion,  he  thought  a  substantial  boon  hid 
been  ofl'ered  to  them  by  the  British  HouM 
of  Parliament.     Those  tenants  might  be 
advised  to  be  content  for  the  present  to 
remain  tenants,  hoping  in  the  future, bj 
their  own  prudence  and  thrift,  to  become 
owners  of  their  holdings.     But  how  did 
the  matter  stand  when  the  State  inte^  . 
f  ered  ?     Ought  the  State  to  run  any  riA 
in  advancing  the  purchase  money?   He 
unhesitatingly  said  the  State  ought  not 
to  run  the  slightest  rivsk.     If  the  mone^ 
was  to  bo  given,  let  it  bo  a  gift;  butif 
it  was  to  bo  a  prudent  financial  opera- 
tion, for  which  the  State  was  to  be  liaUe 
and  to  assume  the  position  of  a  lender, 
then  ho  thought  an  advance  of  three- 
fourths  was  as  much  as  the  Government 
should  he  asked  to  give.     The  State  was 
to  advance  the  money  at  a  low  rate  of 
interest,  and  that  implied  that  there  ought 
to  be  no  risk  to  the  State.     With  regard 
to  tho  argument  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  County  of  Cork  (Mr.  Shaw)  a  land- 
lord could  discriminate  as  to  the  tenant, 
and  it  might  bo  said  that  tho  landlord 
could    exercise  a   wise    discrimination. 
But  how  could  the  Commissioners  pos- 
sess such  an  intimate  knowledge  of  the 
character  of  tho  men  as  to  make  it  safe 
to  give  them  the  power  proposed?     Sup- 
posing there  were  man}'  cases  in  which 
the  tenant  could  not  provide  one-fourth, 
if  ho  could  raise  one-eighth  that  would 
be  a  deposit  which  to  many  landlords 
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would  be  satisfactory,  and  would  justify 
them  in  giving  a  tenant  an  opportunity 
of  obtaining  the  remainder.  He  should 
be  very  sorry  if  the  Government  were 
pressed  to  go  beyond  their  fair  and  reason- 
able offer. 

Mr.  FITZPATEICK  said,  he  thought 
the  fact  of  so  much  unanimity  amongst 
the  Irish  Members  ought  to  induce  the 
Government  to  accept  the  Amendment 
at  once.     There  was  an  old  story  that  if 
one  Irishman    was  going  up  a  ladder 
there  were  generally  two  Irishmen  try- 
ing to  pull  him  down.     In  this  case  it 
was  apparently  the  other  way.     All  the 
Irishmen  in  the  House  were  trying  to 
help  the  tenant  up  the  ladder,  and  there- 
fore he  thought  the  Government  might 
accept  tho   proposition.     A   good   deal 
had  been  said  about  ''  gombeen  "  men, 
and  that  was  all  very  fair ;"  but  there 
was  another  element  which  was  equally 
dangerou3,  and  that  was  the  advancing 
of  the  excess  quarter  by  the  banks.     At 
the  present  time  the  banks  charged  an 
enormous  rate  of  interest ;  and  although 
he  agreed  with  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
County  of  Cork  that  as  a  financial  ar- 
rangement that  might  be  suitable  to  the 
banks,  still  the  unfortunate  tenant  might 
get  himself  into  hot  water  if  he  was  not 
able  to  redeem  at  the  right  moment.  He 
had  reason  to  believe  that  in  the  year 
before  last  22,000  processes  were  issued 
in  Munster  alone  by  the  banks  to  recover 
rents;  and  he  believed  the  distress  in 
Ireland  during  the  last  two  years  was  in 
many  instances  due  more  to  the  extreme 
action  of  the  banks  than  to  the  action  of 
the  landlords.     For  that  reason  alone  he 
thought   the   Government  ought  to  be 
glad  to  keep  the  tenants  as  its  debtors, 
and  not  to  let  them  become  the  debtors 
of  banks    and    **  gombeen "  men.     He 
hoped  the  Government  would  give  way 
a  httle  on  this  point,  and  help  the  Com- 
mittee to  be  unanimous  for  that  night  at 
any  rate. 

Mb.  JOHN  BRIGHT :  The  speech  of 
the  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Fitzpatrick) 
has  afforded  the  Committee  a  good  deal 
of  amusement.  He  remarked  upon  the 
fact  that  the  Irish  Members  were  unani- 
mous on  this  occasion.  I  think  it  is 
quite  correct  to  say  so,  because  it  is  quite 
evident  that  a  rather  more  reasonable 
view  is  taken  on  this  side  of  the  House 
by  the  Irish  Members  than  by  some  hon. 
Gentlemen  on  that  side.  But  still  that 
unanimity  is  of  a  kind  which  may  be 


always  purchased  by  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  and  I  do  not  say  that 
with  regard  to  Irishmen  only — but  there 
is  a  mode  of  pleasinp;  people  all  round 
by  sacrificing  the  public  interest.  Now, 
in  this  case,  as  I  understand,  a  part  of 
the  Amendment  proposed  is  almost  uni- 
versally given  up.  I  think  no  sensible 
man,  notwithstanding  the  speech  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Longford  (Mr.  Justin 
M'Carthy),  would  really  wish  that  the 
Government  should  undertake  to  pay 
the  whole  sum,  and  bring  all  the  tenants 
in  Ireland  instantaneously  into  the  field 
to  demand  that  they  should  be  made 
proprietors.  I  suppose  at  present  landed 
proprietors  of  Ireland  are  in  despair, 
and  that  they  will  bo  as  ignorant  in  the 
future  as  they  have  been  ignorant  in  the 
past.  The  Irish  proprietors,  if  we  are 
to  judge  from  the  speeches  we  have 
heard  to-night,  would  be  as  anxious  to 
sell  as  the  tenants  would  be  anxious  to 
buy  if  the  Government  would  step  in  and 
pay  the  whole  of  the  purchase  money. 
I  should  be  very  sorry  to  see  anything 
so  sudden  and  so  extravagant  as  that 
undertaking.  I  believe  nothing  could  be 
more  dangerous — nothing  could  set  a 
worse  example  for  the  Treasury  and  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  of  this 
country — and  I  suspect  it  would  be  bad 
also  for  those  whom  hon.  Gentlemen  op- 
posite serve.  Let  us  look  at  the  condi- 
tion of  things  with  regard  to  the  price 
of  land  in  Ireland  now,  and  to  the  price 
of  the  produce  of  the  soil.  I  do  not 
know  how  far  the  hon.  Member  for  Water- 
ford  (Mr.  Blake)  is  correct ;  but,  as  most 
of  us  are  aware,  he  has  travelled  ex- 
tensively in  Canada  and  the  United 
States  since  last  Session.  He  has  written 
letters  to  the  papers,  published  a  pam- 
phlet, and  set  forth  a  very  formidable 
statement  as  to  the  probable  reduction 
in  the  price  of  the  product  of  the  soil  of 
Ireland  in  the  next  five  or  six  years. 
My  impression  is  that  he  has  very  much 
overstated  the  case.  If  there  be  any- 
thing like  reason  or  truth  in  it,  it  may 
be  that  within  the  next  five  or  six  years, 
if  you  had  100,000  tenants  made  into 
proprietors  at  anything  like  the  present 
prices  for  land,  or  sale,  or  rent,  you  may 
have  a  vast  number  of  them  coming 
back  to  the  Government  and  saying — 
**  You  have  led  us  into  the  eXpensivo 
purchase  of  our  farms  at  prices  which 
were  fixed  looking  to  the  pas,t,  and  with 
little  or  no  knowledge  of  the  future;" 
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and  the  Government  might  bo  involved 
in  the  (greatest  possible  anxiety  if  this 
state  of  things,  predicted  by  the  hon. 
Member,  should  be  true.  Therefore,  I 
believe — and  no  one  in  this  House  will 
doubt  my  anxiety — that  this  clause  should 
act,  that  this  Bill  throughout  should 
act,  and  that  this  clause  especially  should 
act  in  the  direction  I  have  pointed  out 
on  so  many  occasions.  But,  with  that 
feeling,  I  am  the  more  anxious  the  pur- 
chase of  farms  should  go  on,  not  with 
extraordinary  and  perilous  rapidity,  but 
with  steady  growth  and  action  springing 
from  the  experience  we  have  from  year 
to  year  that  the  purchase  and  sale  of  land 
and  the  creation  of  a  proprietary  class  is 
found  to  be  an  increasing  advantage  to 
the  country.  Now,  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Galway  TMr.  Mitchell 
Henry)  pointed  out  what  is  on  the  sur- 
face of  this  question — that  the  differ- 
ence between  hon.  Gentlemen  from 
Ireland  and  the  Government  is  a  differ- 
ence of  merely  £5  in  the  £100.  The 
Government  propose  to  give  £75  ;  Irish 
Members  ask  for  £80.  The  sum  is  so 
small  that,  on  either  side,  a  person  might 
be  at  liberty  to  say  it  is  hardly  worth 
differing  about ;  that  probably  the  £80 
would  be  no  loss  to  the  Government. 
I  do  not  say  that  it  would  be ;  but  it 
must  be  admitted  that  £75  is  a  very 
large  and  liberal  offer.  It  must  not  be 
forgotten  that  the  proportion  under  the 
Act  of  1870  was  only  two-thirds,  and 
yet  we  have  never  heard,  and  I  do  not 
believe  it  to  be  true,  that  any  sensible 
portion  of  the  failure  of  that  Act  is  to  be 
traced  to  the  fact  that  only  two-thirds 
was  to  be  paid ;  while  under  the  Irish 
Church  Commission  the  proportion  ad- 
vanced was  three-fourths,  as  proposed  in 
this  Bill,  and  I  have  never  heard  it 
asserted  by  anyone  intimately  acquainted 
with  the  transactions  imder  that  Com- 
mission that  it  has  not  succeeded  be- 
cause the  advance  was  only  three- 
fourths.  If  that  be  so,  I  think  Irish 
Members  may  comfort  themselves  with 
this  knowledge  which  they  derived  from 
the  experience  of  the  past,  that  three- 
fourths  is  bettor  than  the  sum  offered 
under  the  Act  of  1870,  and  equal  to  that 
which  was  offered  under  the  Church 
Commission.  It  is  equal  to  everything 
you  have  had  under  the  experiments  in 
this  matter,  and  in  no  case  can  it  be 
paid  to  have  failed.  Therefore,  I  think 
the  wise  course  to  take  would  be  to  ac- 
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cept  the  proposition  which  the  Ghofon- 
ment  now  make,  and  which  the  Head  of 
the  Government  has,  with  such  imaii- 
swerable  arguments  to-night,  defended; 
and  I  know  no  man — ^the  House  knom 
no  man — in  the  confines  of  the  oonnbj 
who  is  to  be  more  trusted  on  a  graift 
financial  question  than  my  right  noa. 
Friend.  After  the  discussion  which  hM 
taken  place,  I  presume,  from  what  hii 
been  said,  that  hon.  Gentlemen  oppoati 
will  have  a  division,  and  that  the  Amend- 
ment will  not  be  withdrawn.  I  wish  it 
might  be,  and  that  not  only  EnglishiiMl 
but  Irishmen  could  be  ananimons.  I 
am  most  anxious  for  the  success  of  thflU 
clauses,  believing  that  they  will  be  ia 
the  future — and  not  only  in  the  imm^ 
diato  future,  but  in  the  distant  futore^ 
as  important  as  the  other  portions  rf 
the  Bill.  If  I  thought  £80  wonld  Is 
better,  or  sensibly  (better,  than  £75, 1 
would  recommend  it ;  but  I  believe  £7S 
is  a  just  and  sufiicient  proposition  and 
meets  the  requirements  of  the  case,  and 
is  consistent  with  a  regard  for  what  if 
due  to  the  Exchequer,  and  I  therefon 
ask  the  Committee  strongly  to  assent  to 
the  proposition  as  it  stands. 

Mr.  GIYAN  said,  he  was  ezoeedindj 
glad  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr. 
Gladstone)  had  adopted  the  course  oi  ex- 
plicit argument  in  this  matter,  beoauM 
there  was  no  man  in  the  world  at  the 
present  time  to  whom  all  sensible  Irish- 
men would  submit  so  readily  than  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  who,  by  the  Act  at 
1870,  had  done  more  to  ameliorate  the 
condition  of  tl\e  people  of  Ireland  than 
any  living  statesman.  He  was  supported 
iu  that  view  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  of  Lan- 
caster (Mr.  John  Bright),  to  whom  the 
people  of  Ireland  also  owed  a  debt  of 
gratitude ;  but  he  must  press  on  the 
Committee  that  there  was  a  necessity  for 
extending  the  amount  to  be  advanced  to 
the  tenants.  This  difference  of  £5  was 
a  matter  of  vital  importance  to  the  Irish 
tenant ;  and  he  contended  that  in  the 
case,  for  instance,  of  a  holding  at  £20 
rent,  with  a  fee-simple  value  of  £400 
and  a  tenant  right  of  £300,  the  Qto- 
vernment,  advancing  £300,  would  have 
an  ample  margin  of  security. .  In  the 
case  of  the  Irish  Church  Act  the  Com- 
missioners knew  now  that  they  would 
have  been  better  off  if  they  had  ad- 
vanced the  tenants  the  whole  of  the 
purchase  money  rather  than  a  propor- 
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tion  which  sent  them  to  the  money-lenders 
for  the  balance.  He  believed  the  only 
system  that  would  work  would  be  a 
system  of  advancing  either  the  whole 
amount,  or  such  proportion  of  it  as  the 
Land  Commissioners  were  convinced  the 
tenant  could  give  security  for.  In  the 
Probate  Court,  where  administration  was 
granted,  the  Court  took  a  bond  of  per- 
sonal security  to  the  extent  of  several 
thousands  of  pounds  from  two  or  three 
individuals,  and  the  Land  Commissioners 
might  adopt  a  similar  plan. 

Mr.  CHABLES  EUSSELL  said,  he 
rose  for  the  purpose  of  expressing  the 
hope  that  hon.  Members  opposite  would 
allow  the  Amendment  to  be  withdrawn. 
He  should  not  vote  for  it,  and  he  wished 
to  point  out  why  he  should  not.    He  re- 
cognized the  force  of  the  arguments  used 
by  the  Prime  Minister  against  the  ad- 
vance of  the  whole  sum,  because  he  held 
that  the  Government  proposal  was   a 
boon  which   ought  to   be  held  out  to 
thrifty  tenants  who  had  given  good  gua- 
rantee by  their  conduct  for  the  repay- 
ment of  the  money.  He  further  objected 
to  the  Amendment  because  it  did  not 
leave  any  discretion  to  the  Commission 
to  advance  up  to  four-fifths,  but  made 
it  compulsory  on  them  to  advance   a 
minimum  of  four-fifths.     On  these  two 
grounds  he  should  certainly  not  vote  in 
favour  of  it.     If  the  Amendment  were 
not  pressed  he  should  certainly,  without 
discussion,  ask  the  Committee  to  take  a 
division  upon  an  Amendment  which  stood 
in  his  name  later  on,  and  which  gave  a 
discretion  to  the  Commission  as  to  the 
amount  they  might  advance  up  to  four- 
fifths. 

Mb.  PAENELL  :  If  I  saw  any  dis- 
position on  the  part  of  the  Government 
to  ag^ee  to  the  proposal  of  four-fifths,  I 
shoidd  say  that  there  might  be  some  rea- 
son for  the  suggestion  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Dundalk  (Mr.  C. 
Bussell),  because  we  should  be  gaining 
something  by  the  discussion  we  have  had 
to-night.  But  so  far  as  there  is  any 
principle  involved  in  the  question  which 
might  and  ought  to  induce  us  to  take  a 
division,  although  we  know  we  cannot 
carry  our  Amendment,  it  appears  to  me 
involved  in  the  question  of  advancing 
the  whole  as  compared  with  advancing 
only  a  small  portion.  I  cannot  see  that 
there  is  much  principle  involved  in  the 
question  of  whether  the  State  shall  ad- 
yaace  £75  or  £80,  and  so  far  I  quite 


agree  with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster  (Mr. 
John  Bright).  If,  however,  we  could  gain 
the  concession  of  that  additional  advan- 
tage for  the  tenants,  they  would  only  have 
to  pay  £20  in  the  £100  instead  of  £25. 
In  that  case,  as  we  should  be  gaining  a 
substantial  advantage,  we  might  waive 
the  right  of  taking  a  division  on  the 
question  of  principle.     But  I  have  seen 
no    indication    from     the    Government 
Bench  of  that  concession,  and,  failing 
such  an  indication,  I  do  not  think  we 
should    be   justified    in    allowing    the 
Amendment  to  be  withdrawn.     Now,  it 
appears  to  me  that  this  question  has 
been  treated  very  much  as  if  some  pull 
was  going  to  be  made  upon  the  British 
taxpayer  and  the  British  Exchequer.  But 
that  is  really  not  so.     All  we  ask  is  this 
— that  having  deprived  us  of  the  right, 
by  the  Act  of  Union  of  pledging  our 
own  credit,  you  will  allow  us  to  use  your 
credit  to  this  extent.     If  we  had  the 
right  to  pledge  the  credit  of  the  counties 
in  Ireland  for  this  purpose,  I  am  quite 
sure  that  we  could  borrow  the  money  at 
very  little  over  the  rate  at  which  the 
State  seems  disposed  to  lend  this  money, 
for  which  I  think  something  like  3}-  per 
cent  is  charged.     I  feel  quite  sure  that 
any  public  body  in  Ireland  authorized  to 
borrow  money  for  this  purpose  could 
borrow  it  at  3^  per  cent  per  annum.  So, 
it  is  not  really  a  question  of  asking  any 
money  from  the  English  whatever.    We 
want  no  money  from  the  taxpayer.    We 
merely  desire  the  right  of  pledging  our 
own  credit  as  regards  our  own  land ;  and, 
as  you  refuse  us  that  right,  we  think  it 
only  reasonable  that  you  should  pledge 
your    own    credit    for   us.      Now,  this 
matter  might  be  efifected    in  a  g^eat 
variety  of  ways.    There  is  no  reason 
why  the  landlords  should  receive  cash 
for  their  property.    Why  not  give  them 
State  paper  r*    Offer  them  State  paper 
bearing    3   per    cent    per    annum    in- 
terest,   and  let   them    make  the  best 
they  can  out  of  the  transaction.     The 
landlord  selling  his  property  would  be 
perfectly  willing  to  take  State   paper 
which  would  fetch  par  at  the  present 
rates  of  money  on  the  London  Stock 
Exchange.     Therefore,  no  cash  is  ac- 
tually required  from  the  State.     It  is 
simply  a  question  of  the  way  in  which 
the  money  is  to  be  advanced,  and  the 
landlords  have  no  right  to  ask  that  the 
State  should  give  them  cash  if  the  State 
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offers  them  paper.  Well,  now,  what 
would  the  security  be  ?  You  have  tho 
security  in  this  case  of  the  landlord's 
interest  at  a  time  when  land  is  very 
much  depreciated  in  tlie  Irish  market, 
and  you  have  the  tenant's  interest.  You 
have  these  two  interests  as  sccuritv  for 
the  repayment  of  the  money.  It  has 
been  pointed  out  that  every  year  that 
goes  by  will  give  tho  tenant  an  ad- 
ditional interest  in  his  holding,  and  con- 
sequently will  give  the  State  a  greater 
security  for  tho  punctual  repayment  of 
the  loan.  I  fear  very  much,  from  the 
stand  which  the  Government  have  made 
upon  the  question,  that  they  intend  to 
make  the  fixing  of  rent  the  main  por- 
tion of  their  Bill,  and  that  they  do  not 
propose  to  follow  tlie  lines  indicated  by 
the  noble  Lord  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  India  when  he  said  that  the  Govern- 
ment only  proposed  the  rent-fixing  clause 
as  a  present  expedient,  and  that  they 
looked  for  the  permanent  settlement  of 
the  question  to  the  creation  of  a  greater 
number  of  owners  of  land  in  Ireland. 
It  appears  evident  that  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister has  a  prejudice  against  allowing 
a  large  number  of  Irish  tenants  to  be- 
come debtors  to  the  State  to  any  large 
extent.  He  may  fear  that  iiereaftor 
some  movement  may  be  commenced  for 
the  purpose  of  repudiating  their  debts ; 
but  I  would  remind  the  Committee  that 
there  is  a  very  great  difference  between 
repudiating  a  debt  which  has  been 
entered  into  entirely  of  their  own  ac- 
cord on  the  part  of  the  tenants  and 
repudiating  unjust  rents  which  they 
have  been  forced  by  the  circumstances 
of  the  case  to  undertake  to  pay,  whetlier 
they  could  or  not,  to  tho  landlord.  I 
quite  agree  with  the  riglit  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  of 
Lancaster  that  it  is  not  desirable,  in 
view  of  foreign  competition,  that  a  very 
large  amount  of  laud  in  Ireland  should 
be  bought  by  the  tenants  at  the  present 
moment,  and  I  do  not  think  that  tho 
Irish  tenants  would  have  any  disposition 
to  plunge  into  such  transactions  with 
that  hot  haste  whicli  the  right  lion. 
Gentleman  has  assumed  that  they  would 
exhibit  in  the  event  of  their  being  able 
to  obtain  an  advance  of  the  whole  of 
the  purchase  money  from  the  State.  I 
think  the  Irish  tenants  would  bo  very 
cautious  about  undertaking  to  buy  hold- 
ings at  the  present  moment,  even  at  no 
very  high  figure,  or  at  any  figure,  which 
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they  would   be   still  liable  to  pay,  no 
matter  what  the  depreciation  of  product 
might  come  to  in  consequence  of  foreiga 
oouipotition.    I^ut,  after  all,  the  Goyen- 
ment  are  inviting  tenants  with  the  ut- 
most confidence  to  enter  into  a  15  yeanP 
statutory  term  at  a  fixed  rent;  anaitii^ 
after  all,   only   a  question   of  degree^ 
whether  you  shall  enter  into  a  15  yean? 
statutory  term  at  a  fixed  rent,  or  whe- 
tlier you  shall  enter  into  the  ownership 
which  should  be  paid  off  by  paying  t 
fixe<l  rent  for  a  period  of  35  years.    It 
the  one  case   the  tenant  would  in  aD 
probability,  at  the  end  of  the  35  yean, 
have  doubled  the  value  of  the  holding 
by  the  improvements  he  would  have  beet 
able  to  otfect  on  it,  owing  to  the  securitf 
he  would  feel  from  his  ownership ;  in  till 
other  case  he  would  feel  that  he  had  i 
very  uncertain  future,  and  would  leate 
the  holding  at  the  end  of  the  term  in  no 
better  condition  than  it  was  at  the  com- 
mencement.    So  that,  from  eveiy  point 
of  view,  I  think  the  argument  is  over- 
whelmingly against  the  Government  in 
refusing  this  very  small   concession  to 
the  Irish  tenants  and  also  to  the  Irish 
landlords.     Now,  how  would  it  act  in 
the    case   of    estates  in   the  hands  of 
trustees?     The  Prime  Minister  invites 
the  Irish  ^Members  to  allow  the  remain- 
ing fourth  of  the  £100  to  stand  out  as  t 
second  charge.    But  in  the  case  of  lands 
in  the  hands  of  trustees  they  would  not 
be  permitted,  if  they  held  a  first  chargOi 
to  take  a  second  charge;  and  it  might 
be  their  duty  either  to  insist  upon  the 
payoieut  of  the  whole  sum,  or  else  to 
rcliiso  their  assent  to  any  portion  of  it 
being  allowed  to  stand  out  as  a  second 
charge.     Tu  fact,  no  trustee  under  the 
circumstances  would  be  able  to  assent 
to  the  arrangement,  because  he  would 
be   violating   his  trust,    and   taking  a 
responsibility  on  himself  which  no  trustee 
could  1)0  called  upon  to  take.      Then, 
again,  the  landlord,  if  he  sells  his  estate, 
may  wish  to  go  elsewhere.    His  remain- 
ing interest  in  it — namely,  the  collection 
of  tho  interest  and  purchase  money — 
would  bo  very  snmll,  and  it  would  be 
an  exceedingly  expensive  matter  to  keep 
an  agent  and  bailiffs  on  the  spot  for  the 
purpose  of  collecting  these  annual  pay- 
ments.    Tlie  State,  on  the  other  hand, 
would  have  their  legal  tax-gatherers  and 
all  the   other  machineiy,  so  that  they 
would   have   an   inexpensive  means  of 
collecting  tho  charge  which  would  come 
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in  their  way  to  make  the  annual  charge  | 
much  more  cheaply  than  in  the  way  of 
the  landlords.    I  fear  that  what  the  Go- 
vernment are  really  driving  at  is  this — 
They  do  not  like  to  trust  the  Irish  people. 
They  like  to  keep  the  Irish  landlords  as 
a  himer  between  themselves  and  the  ten- 
ants. In  no  self-governing  country  would 
such  a  miserable  concession  as  this  have 
been  refused.    We  have  the  example  of 
Pruseia,  where  the  State  advanced  the 
whole  of  the  money  necessary  for  com- 
pensating the  nobles.     We  have  the 
example  of  Bussia,  a  country  very  much 
poorer  than  England,  where  the  State 
advanced  the  whole  of  the  money  to 
emancipate  the  serfs  and  to  compensate 
the  nobles.    We  have  the  example  of 
Prince  Edward's  Island,  one  of  our  own 
Colonies,  where  the  owners  and  land- 
lords had  been  planted  in  times  gone  by 
by  the  English  Legislature,  and  where 
the  State   advanced  the  whole  of   the 
money  for  the  purpose  of  buying  out 
these  English  landlords  who  had  been 
planted  in  the  Island  when  it  was  found 
that  the  conditions  of  their  landlordship 
had  become  intolerable.    It  is  only  in 
the  case  of  a  country  like  England  go- 
verning another    country  like  Ireland 
that  we  see  this  want  of  confidence,  and 
this  refusal  to  allow  the  people  to  come 
into  contact  with  the  GK>vernment.    It  is 
one  of  the  misfortunes  of  foreign  rule — 
one  we  meet  at  every  turn.     The  method 
of  reconciling  the  respective  interests 
of  the  landlord  and  tenant  is  a  question 
still  to  be  answered  by  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter.   It  will  pursue  you  to  the  end  of 
this  Bill ;    and  if  anything  causes  the 
f&ilure  of  tbis  Bill,  it  will  oe  that  want 
of  trust  of  the  Irish  people  which  is  so 
evident,  and  that  desire  to  introduce  a 
foreign  and  small  class    between    the 
great  bulk  of  the  people  of  Ireland  and 
the  Government  of  England. 

Majob  NOLAN  saia,  that  the  Com- 
mittee upon  the  ''Bright  Clauses"  of 
the  Land  Act  on  which  he  sat  was  almost 
unanimously  of  opinion  that  four-fifths 
of  the  price  might  be  safely  advanced. 
The  arguments  used  that  evening  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster  (Mr.  John 
Bright)  and  by  the  right  hon.  uentleman 
the  Member  for  Reading  (Mr.  Shaw 
Lefevre)  would,  perhaps,  be  unanswer- 
able, if  it  were  not  that  the  best  way  to 
answer  them  would  be  by  referring  to 
the  meetings  of  that  Committee.    The 

YOL.  COLXHI.    [thibd  ssaiss.] 


right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Heading  had  taught  the  Committee  how 
safe  it  would  be  to  trust  the  Irish.  He 
had  said  that  there  was  no  chance  of  the 
tenant  failing  to  pay,  because  there  were 
no  less  than  three  different  sources  of 
rent.  In  the  first  place,  there  would 
have  been  some  payments  by  the  tenant 
on  his  improvements.  Then  there  was 
the  goodwill ;  and  no  one  used  to  point 
out  so  strongly  to  the  Committee  as  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  what  the  import- 
ance of  that  goodwill  was,  and  what  a 
great  difference  there  was  between  land 
in  occupation  and  land  not  in  occupation 
in  Ireland.  Of  course,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  now  representing  the 
Government  after  having  oeen  so  largely 
representing  the  Committee ;  but  he  did 
not  think  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was 
nearly  so  strong  in  opposing  Irish  inte- 
rests as  he  had  been  in  advocating  Irish 
interests  ;  and  he  thought  they  still  owed 
a  balance  of  gratitude  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman.  Now,  he  looked  upon  that 
question  as  one  of  the  utmost  import- 
ance, and  for  two  reasons.  The  first 
was  the  consideration  of  the  property 
element,  as  a  man  would  naturally  worK 
harder  on  his  own  property  than  he 
would  on  anyone  else's.  The  second 
was  the  political  situation.  That  Land 
Bill  would  still  leave  80  tenants  to  one 
landlord;  and  he  thought  anyone  who 
knew  anything  about  the  question  would 
say  that  those  SO  tenants,  supposine 
household  suffrage  was  conceded,  woula 
always  be  striking  against  the  landlord's 
interest.  They  were  obliged  to  face  that 
situation  in  Ireland.  Of  course,  any- 
thing established  by  centuries  of  usage 
and  property  must  be  respected.     But  a 

freat  debt  was  owing  by  England  to 
reland.  For  100  years  England  had 
prevented  the  free  sale  of  land.  They 
had  placed  the  property  of  the  country 
in  a  few  hands,  and  maybe  they  had 
placed  the  political  power  in  the  hands 
of  the  many,  and  consequently  they  had 
the  many  arrayed  against  the  few. 
Whatever  Land  Bill  tney  brought  in, 
they  would  still  have  agitation  between 
landlord  and  tenant.  The  only  way  to 
prevent  that  was  by  increasing  the  num- 
ber of  tenants.  The  present  dispropor- 
tion between  landlords  and  tenants  was 
too  great;  and  he  contended  that  the 
whole  object  of  the  Government  ought 
to  be  to  see  how  they  could  increase  the 
number  of  small  proprietors  in  Ireland. - 
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Now,  the  difference  between  four-fifths 
and  three-fourths  would  bring,  at  least, 
purchasers  in  the  proportion  of  five  to 
lour,  and  perhaps  much  more.  He  be- 
lieved that  it  was  a  well-known  fact  that 
if  they  sold  an  article  for  1«.  instead  of 
!2#.,  they  sold  a  double  number  of  them. 
If  they  raised  the  advance,  he  believed 
thd  purchasers  would  be  increased  like- 
wise in  the  proportion  of  three  to  two. 
He  entirely  repudiated,  though  on  dif- 
ferent grounds  from  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Pamell),  the 
idea  that  the  Irish  people  would  come  to 
beg  for  English  money.  His  reason  was 
that  every  year  about  £3,000,000  of 
Irish  money  went  into  the  English  Ex- 
chequer, and  were  devoted  to  Imperial 
purposes  that  were  almost  totally  dis- 
connected with  Ireland.  The  maximum 
sum  that  they  could  pledge  would  be 
nothing  like  what  Ireland  sent  to  Eng- 
land— would,  in  fact,  be  a  vexy  small 
proportion  of  it.  He  thought  it  might 
amount  to  £3,000,000,  or  only  one  year's 
amount  of  the  surplus  brought  over  from 
Ireland  to  England.  In  that  state  of 
circumstances,  he  denied  that  they  were 
begging  for  English  money. 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  said,  he  fully 
agreed  with  one  of  the  observations  of 
the  Prime  Minister — that  that  was  a 
question  which  affected  the  British  tax- 
payer. He  was  willing  to  consider  the 
merit  of  the  British  taxpayer  and  his 
Representative  in  that  House  by  the  atti- 
tude they  took  up  upon  that  point.  He 
had  been  very  much  amused  by,  he 
would  not  say  the  Pharisaical,  self-com- 
placency with  which  Englishmen,  and 
especially  Members  of  that  House,  had 
congratmated  themselves  and  lifted  their 
hands  in  admiration  of  their  own  gene- 
rosity, because  they  were  enga^^ed  in 
passing  a  Bill  like  that  for  the  benefit 
of  the  Irish  people.  But  in  examining 
the  causes  and  motives  of  that  attitude, 
he  was  bound  to  come  to  the  conclusion 
that  if  the  Liberal  side  of  the  House 
was  dealing  generously  with  the  Irish 
tenant  on  tne  question  of  the  relation 
between  landlord  and  tenant,  they  were 
dealing  generously  not  with  their  own 
property  or  supposed  rights,  but  with 
the  property  and  supposed  rights  of 
other  people.  They  were  now  dealing, 
not  with  the  property  of  Irish  landlords, 
which,  of  course,  was  dearer  to  English 
Liberal  Members  than  their  own  pro- 
perty or  lives,  but  they  were  dealing 

Major  Nolan 


with  an  amount  of  money  which  Irish- 
men, out  of  their  own  pockets,  wen 
willing  to  pay  in  their  desire  for  justioeh 
His  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  tiw 
City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Pamell)  had  drawi 
a  very  effective  contrast  between  At 
attitudo    of   the    English   OovemmeBt 
towards  Ireland   and  the    attitude  rf 
Native  Governments  towards  their  OWB 
countrv.  His  hon.  Friend  mentioned  tiis 
case  of  the  Russian  Government,  whioii 
to  all  Liberal  Englishmen  seemed  simply 
barbarous,  antique,  and  tyrannical,  cut 
he  asked  the  Government  to  imitate  tlie 
generosity  of  Russia  towards  its  sub- 
jects.   He  was  reminded  by  some  of  hii 
hon.  Friends  round  him  that  it  was  un- 
necessary to  recommend  the  example  of 
the  Russian  Government  to  the  present 
Ministry,  because  they  had  given  to  the 
Ignatieffs  and  other  high  authorities  of 
Russia  the  sincere  flattery  of  imitatioi ' 
in  some  of  their  worst  coercive  me^ 
sures.    As  they  had  been  such  hnmbla 
admirers  and  followers  of  the  coendfi 
side  of  Russian  policy,  might  he  also 
suggest  to  them  that  they  should  tske 
the  step  of  imitating  the  benevolent 
proceedings  of   the  Czar?    Now,  oni 
point  which  had  been  raised  by  the 
Frime  Minister  was  his  duty  as  the  oue- 
todian  and  holder  of  the  publio  puree. 
Well,  he  believed  that  there  was  nothing 
less  secret  than  the  deliberations  of  Ca- 
binet Ministers;   and    he  ventured  to 
think  that  the  attitude  of   the  Prime 
Minister  with  regard  to  that  question 
was  more  than  a  confirmation  of  the 
very  common  rumour  that    the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  himself  was  the  main 
obstacle  to  that  portion  of  the  Bill  being 
conceived  in  anything  like  a  generous 
spirit.     He  did  not  see  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Duc^v 
of  Lancaster  in  his  place ;  but  they  aU 
would  remember  that  famous  speech  in 
which  he  declared  that  force  was  no 
remedy,  a  speech  which  he  dared  say 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  did  not  too 
willingly  remember    at   that  moment 
But,  in  the  same  speech,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  made  the  observation — 

"  Why  should  we  quarrel  about  figares  when 
the  question  is  that  of  reconciling  the  Iriih 
people  and  doing  justice  by  them  P  Supponng 
It  takes  £6,000,000  or  £10,000,000,  or  even 
£20,000,000,  why  should  wo  hedtate  about 
spending  that  money  when  we  have  not  hesi- 
tated to  spend  £20,000,000  in  an  unjust  and  an 
unnecessary  war  with  Afghanistan  p'' 

Where  were  the  £30,000,000  now  f  They, 
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had  gone  to  some  limbo  of  departed  con- 
Tictions  such  as  ''  force  is  no  remedy." 
He  wished  to  point  to  the  evidence  given 
on  this  question  by  W.  L.  Bernard, 
whom,  he  thought,  was  one  of  the  gen- 
tlemen employed  in  the  Ecclesiastical 
Commissioners  Office.  This  gentleman 
had  said  that  he  should  be  in  favour  of 
a  discretion  being  given  to  the  Board  of 
Administration  to  allow  the  whole  of  the 
purchase  money  to  be  acquired  on  mort- 
ffaffe.  This  gentleman,  who  for  1 0  years 
had  been  engaged  in  this  very  matter 
of  establishing  a  peasant  proprietary, 
brought  forward  his  high  authority  in 
support  of  the  view  that  it  was  desirable 
in  some  eases  to  give  the  whole  purchase 
money  to  the  tenant.  His  hon.  Friend 
(Mr.  Pamell)  had  alluded  to  the  case  of 
Prince  Edward's  Island.  Well,  he  (Mr. 
O'Oonnor)  had  examined  one  of  the  Acts 
— ^that  of  1853 — regarding  the  change 
of  proprietors,  and  he  had  found  that 
20  per  cent,  or  one-fifth  only,  was  de- 
manded ;  and  accordingly,  so  far  as  pre- 
cedents were  concerned,  even  in  the  Bri- 
tish Dominions  themselves,  they  were  in 
favour  of  a  larger  proportion  of  money 
being  eranted  to  the  tenants.  Finally, 
he  womdimpressthis  on  the  Committee — 
that  this  clause,  if  properly  amended, 
would  be  more  effective  in  establishing 

i'ust  and  harmonious  relations  between 
Audlord  and  tenant  than  the  vast  com- 
plicated znachineiy  of  the  previous  part 
of  the  Bill.  They  had  conceded  power 
to  the  Commissioners  to  purchase  the 
land  and  give  it  to  the  tenant.  The 
Commissioners  might  purchase  a  piece 
of  land,  amd  give  it  to  a  tenant  on  one 
side  of  a  ditdh,  and  that  holding  would 
cease  to  be  rented  in  a  certain  time  by 
the  payment  of  a  certein  amount  of 
money.  Did  they  think  the  tenant  on 
the  other  side  of  the  diteh  would  remain 
one  minute  longer  than  he  could  help  it 
a  tenant  in  place  of  a  lord  of  the  soil  ? 
The  result  of  this  Amendment  would  be 
that  the  landlord  who  wished  to  retain 
his  territorial  power  and  his  friendly  re- 
lations with  the  tenant  would  treat  the 
tenant  properly,  because  he  would  know 
that  the  moment  he  became  anything 
like  an  oppressive  landlord  the  tenant 
would  have  the  right  to  go  to  the  Court 
and  force  him  out  of  his  possession.  The 
indirect  effect  of  the  clause  would  be  to 
establish  tenant  right  more  effectually 
than  any  previous  portion  of  the  Bill. 
He  qnite  agreed  that  this  was  a  point 


the  Irish  Members  ought  to  fight  with  a 
certain  amount  of  determination,  and  he 
was  willing  to  go  to  as  many  divisions  as 
necessaiy. 

Mr.  a.  M.  SULLIVAN  said,  that,  of 
course,  the  Committee  were  anxious  to 
get  through  with  the  Business;  but  if 
there  was  any  truth  in  the  assertion 
made  on  the  part  of  the  GK>vemment— 
as  there  was — ^that  this,,  the  peasant  pro- 
prietary portion  of  the  measure,  was  the 
portion  of  it  of  the  greatest  magnitude, 
m  their  conception  uie  main  object  up 
to  which  all  the  other  lines  of  this  mea- 
sure were  to  lead,  he  appealed  to  the 
Committee  to  give  a  patient  hearing  to 
the  Irish  Members  whilst  they  made  not 
speeches,  but  a  few  brief  observations 
on  this  point.  What  he  had  to  say  was 
this,  ^ey  had  heard  the  speech — a 
speech  of  marked  ability,  though  charac- 
terized by  his  usual  combativeness— of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Oalway  City  (Mr. 
T.  P.  O'Connor)  who  acted  upon  their 
national  motto  by  wherever  he  saw  a 
head  hitting  it.  In  the  argumentetive 
part  of  the  hon.  Member's  speech  he 
agreed ;  but  he  did  not  share  the  hon. 
Member's  view  as  to  the  motive  which 
he  seemed  to  think  animated  the  Qo- 
vemment  in  resisting  the  Irish  Members 
in  this  matter.  He  had  no  doubt  that 
the  Government  sincerely  believed  that 
they  were  extending  to  Ireland  in  these 
Purchase  Clauses  a  generous  boon,  and 
he  should  presently  show  how  far  he 
agreed  with  the  hon.  Member  in  this 
matter ;  but  it  would  have  been  a  noble 
act  on  the  part  of  Abraham  Lincoln,  and 
a  splendid  deed  upon  which  his  memory 
might  have  rested,  if,  instead  of  emanci- 
pating the  American  slaves  at  a  stroke 
of  the  pen,  he  had  granted  emancipation 
to  all  who  might  be  bom  50  years  after 
his  time.  It  would  have  been  a  splendid 
deed  in  the  days  of  Wilberforce  if  the 
same  course  had  been  adopted  with 
regard  to  the  slaves  of  the  West  Indies. 
It  was,  no  doubt,  a  generous  deed  on 
the  part  of  Her  Majesty's  Oovemment 
to  propose  to  assist  tne  Irish  peasants  to 

Eurchase  their  holdings.  It  would  have 
een  even  a  generous  deed  to  advance 
half  the  amount,  it  would  have  been 
more  generous  to  advance  two-thirds, 
and  still  more  so  to  advance  three- 
fourths  ;  but  what  did  they  ask  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  ?  They  asked  the 
Government  to  dare  to  be  bold,  and  to 
be  generous,  and  to  be  wise.    The  Go- 
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vemment  of  the  day  had  acted  upon  the 
principle  which  was  moving  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Ministers  when  they  emancipated 
the  British  slaves.    The  House  of  Com- 
mons of  to-day  conceived  it  to  be  wisdom 
to  half  or  three-quarters  to  do  a  c^enerous 
deed.    They  thought  they  had  accom- 
plished some  g^eat   statesmanship  by 
taking  a  piece  out  of  a  generous  deed, 
just  as  at  first  did  the  Parliament  in  the 
time  of  Wilberforce.    But  they  had  to 
follow  up  the  first  attempt  with  a  com- 
pleting effort,  and  in  the  same  way  Her 
Majesty's  Government  now  seemed  dis- 
posed to  make  two  bites  at  the  cherry. 
Their  measure   of  apprenticeship  had 
been  a  mistake,  and  they  simply  asked 
the  Government  now  to  make  a  conces- 
sion which  would  dearly  and  completely 
enable  the  peasants  of  Ireland  to  become 
proprietors  of  their  holdings.     There 
could  be  no  doubt  that  the  mass  of  the 
English  Members  who  were  listening  to 
him  now  regarded  this  question  in  their 
own  minds  as  a  vote  of  public  money  to 
Ireland.    If  it  were,  he  entirely  sympa- 
thized with  their  resistance.     If  it  was 
said  that  the  Irish  Members  were  asking 
for  a  vote  of  public  money,  his  reply  was 
that  they  wanted  no  gift,  and  that  he, 
for  one,  disclaimed  the  idea  of  asking 
for  it.     If  they  were  not  able  to  give 
any  commercial  security  for  this  money 
he,  for  one,  said  they  would  have  no 
mere  almonizing  aid  from  the  House  of 
Commons  for  their  country.  If,  however, 
there  were    a    margin  of    commercial 
security  sufficient  to  warrant  Parliament 
and  the  Ministry  in  making  the  advance 
asked  for,  why  did  they  hesitate  ?  What 
did  the  records  of  the  House  say  as  re- 
garded advances  to  Ireland ;  and  what 
had  Parliament  lost ?  ["Hear,  hear!"l 
He  rejoiced  than  an  hon.  Member  cheered 
that  question.     He  knew  what  was  in  his 
mind,  and  the  hon.  Member  would  see  that 
he  (Mr.  Sullivan)  had  it  in  his.  Out  of  the 
public  taxes  millions  had  been  voted  to  Ire- 
land, which  had  had  subsequently  to  be 
wiped  out.   [An  hon.  Member  :  So  there 
have  been  to  England.]  An  hon.  Friend 
reminded  him  that  so  there  had  been 
for  England;  but  he  would  deal  with 
the  Irish  case.    Their  Votes  of  millions 
of  money  to  the  propertied  and  landed 
classes  of  Ireland  had  been  wiped  out. 
Take  the  Fishery  Commissioners,  who 
had  had    to  deal  with  the  industrial 
classes  of  Ireland.     Look  at  the  Blue 
Book  Beports  of  the  re-payments  made 

#r.  A,  M,  Sullivan 


to  the  Commissioners.    Look,  again,  it     J 
the  records  of  the  Church  Temporalitiei     I 
Commissioners,  and  he  would  ask  how     I 
far  had  they  met  with  repudiation  horn 
the  tenant  farmers  of  Ireland  ?  Though 
they  had  wiped  away  millions  advanced 
to  the  Irish  landlord[8 — and  he  was  aim 
they  had  had  a  good  case  for  the  re- 
mission— they  had  never  had  to  oonfront 
repudiation  on  the  part  of  the  maseei 
of  the  people  of  Ireland.     He  did  not 
wish  to  interfere  with  the  argument  of 
his  hon.  Friend  ;  but  he  disassociated 
himself  entirely  from  the  charge  thil 
the  Government  mistrusted  the  people 
on  this  occasion.     They  merely  had  not 
the  courage  to  go  the  full  length  thai 
their  convictions  would  carry  them.  Thej 
were  afraid  of  the  doetrinairet  who  aat 
behind  them.     There  was  nothing  ao 
popular  in  the  House  as  to  sneer  at  the 
unanimity  of  the  Irish  Members  when 
they  desired  to  have  a  pull  at  the  puUie 
purse.     It  was  one  of  those  jokes  whidi 
a  Member  even  as  dull  as  himself  might 
always  rely  upon  securing  a  laugh  and 
a  cheer  from  the  House  with,  if  atten- 
tion were  at  all  flagging  from  the  sub- 
i'ect  under  debate.    But  he  put  it  beside 
lim,  and  said  that  this  was  no  application 
to  their  public  purse.     He  had  as  strong 
views  as  even  the  Prime  Minister  him- 
self as  to  the  demoralization  caused  in 
Ireland  by  grants  of  public  money,  un- 
less granted  on  sound  principles.    This 
question  of  the  difference  between  three- 
fourths  and  four-fifbhs  was  no  matter  for 
the  Government  to  stand  upon,  was  no 
matter  upon  which  to  resist  the  Irish 
Members,      Conservatives    and    Home 
Eulers  alike.     They  ought  to  rejoice  to 
see  some  sympathy  between  the  Irish 
landlords  that  remained  to  them  and  the 
Irish  tenants,  and  should  be  prepared 
to  give  way  when  they  saw  tae  Irish 
Members,  irrespective  of  the  quarter  of 
the  House  in  which  they  sat,  combining, 
as  at  present,  for  one  purpose. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided: — ^Ayes  247; 
Noes  78:  Majority  169.— (Div.  List» 
No.  294.) 

Majob  NOLAN  said,  he  wished  to 
move  an  Amendment  which  waa  not  on 
the  Notice  Paper,  the  object  of  which 
was  to  draw  a  distinction  between  resi- 
dential tenants  and  grazing  tenants.  The 
Govemment|  he  thought^  should  giro 
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more   to    the   residential  than  to  the 
g^nudng  tenant. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  pttffe  12,  line  31,  after  the  word  '*  three- 
fomihv'  insert  the  worda  "  except  in  the  case 
of  a  residential  tenant,  when  they  may  advanoe 
fonr-fifths."— (ifv'or  Nolan,) 

Question  proposed, ' '  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

LoKD  RANDOLPH  OHUROHILL 
wished  to  know  whether,  after  the  vote 
they  had  just  taken,  this  Amendment 
was  in  Order  ? 

The  CHAIBMAN  :  Beally,  so  many 
Amendments  have  been  handed  to  me 
in  this  way  that  I  have  not  had  time 
to  consider  whether  they  are  in  Order 
or  not. 

LoBD  EANDOLPH  OHUROHILL 
said,  the  Oommittee  had  just  decided 
that  the  Oommission  might  advance  to 
the  tenant  for  the  purposes  of  the  pur- 
chase "any  sum  not  exceeding  tl^ee- 
fourths  of  the  said  principal  sum." 
Now,  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
proposed  that  in  certain  cases  the  Com- 
mission miflht  advance  four-fifths.  This 
could  hardly  be  in  Order,  as  the  Com- 
mittee had  fixed  a  sum  to  apply  to  the 
whole  range  of  purchases.  [''  No,  no ! "] 
Yes ;  it  appeared  so  to  him. 

Majob  NOLAN  said,  his  was  not  an 
artificial  exception.  It  was  a  clear  and 
tangible  exception,  recognized  in  many 
Bills,  and,  in  particular,  recognized  by 
the  Prime  Minister,  who  had  brought 
in  this  measure,  because  he  practically 
excepted  all  grazing  farms.  He  was 
following  up  the  principle  of  the  Bill 
in  this  proposal,  although  his  exception 
was  much  less  in  degree  than  that  made 
in  the  measure. 

Thb  OHAIBMAN:  If  residen- 
tial  tenants  are  distinct  from  ordinary 
tenants  the  Amendment  will  be  in 
Order. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  As  a  matter  of 
fact,  out  of  every  100  tenants  in  Ireland 
99  are  residential.  [<<  No !  "]  I  think 
I  am  within  the  mark  in  saying  that. 
There  can  be  no  doubt  at  all  about  the 
fact  that  the  great  mass  of  the  tenants 
are  residential.  We  have  spent  the 
whole  evening  in  debating,  as  .  we 
thought,  the  case  of  the  whole  mass  of 
the  tenants — of  99  out  of  100 — and  have 
come  to  a  decision  of  three  to  one  in 
favour  of  the  proposal  of  the  Qovem- 
ment;  and  now  the  hon.  and  gallant 


Member  asks  that  we  should  re-discuss 
the  question,  as  it  affects  1  per  cent, 
with  a  view  to  accepting  the  opinion  of 
the  xninority.  I  need  not  say  that  the 
G-ovemment,  having  been  reluctantly 
compelled  to  accept  the  Amendment 
made  a  short  time  ago  in  so  becoming 
a  manner,  cannot  accept  the  present 
proposal. 

Mb.  a.  M.  SULLIVAN  said,  that 
no  doubt  the  GK>vemment  had  opposed 
them  on  the  last  division ;  but  he  had 
absolute  information  to  the  effect  that 
they  had  done  so  through  a  want  of 
acquaintance  with  the  official  facto. 
Evidently  the  Gt)vemment  had  not 
studied  the  document  which  had  been 
received  that  morning.  He  would  tell 
the  Oommittee  what  he  referred  to.  The 
right  hon.  Oontleman  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster  (Mr.  John 
Bright),  who  was  incapable  of 

Lobd  BANDOLPH  OHUBOHILL 
said,  he  rose  to  Order.  Had  it  been 
decided  whether  the  Amendment  could 
be  moved  or  not  ? 

The  CHAIBMAN :  As  I  stated,  if 
residential  tenants  are  an  exception  to 
ordinary  tenanto  the  Amendment  can 
be  moved. 

Mb.  a.  M.  SULLIVAN  said,  he  was 
saying  that  the  Chancellor  of  the  Duchy 
of  Lancaster,  who  was  incapable  of  in- 
tentionally misleading  the  Committee, 
or  anyone  else,  made  a  serious  statement, 
a  while  ago,  which  ereatly  infiuenced 
the  Oommittee,  and  which,  unknown  to 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  was  totally 
devoid  of  foundation.-  He  stated  that 
the  failure  of  the  Church  Temporalities 
advances  could  in  no  case  be  attributed 
to  the  advances  being  only  three-fourths. 
The  right  hon.  Member  was  not  aware, 
when  he  made  that  statement,  that  there 
was  issued  this  morning,  or  yesterday, 
a  Beport  of  Messrs.  Baldwin  and  Bobert- 
son,  in  which  it  was  said  that  in  one 
district  11  out  of  18  failures  in  the  ad- 
vances offered  out  of  the  Church  Tem- 
poralities Fund  were  due  to  the  terms 
on  which  the  remaining  one-fourth  had 
to  be  borrowed. 

Me.  GLADSTONE :  I  have  the  Be- 
port in  question  in  my  hand. 

Majob  NOLAN  said,  the  distinction 
he  proposed  was  not  a  flimsy  one,  and, 
in  proof  of  this,  it  was  sufficient  to  say 
that  from  Ballinasloe  to  Galway  nine- 
tenths  of  the  land  they  saw  along  the 
railway  was  in  the  hands  of  non-resi- 
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dential  tenants.  The  Bamo,  perhaps, 
could  not  be  said  of  other  parts  of  Ire- 
land. For  several  years  he  had  brought 
in  a  Bill  especially  and  essentially 
founded  on  a  distinction  between  resi- 
dential and  non-residential  tenants,  and, 
baying  brought  in  such  a  Bill,  he  was 
entitled  to  move  such  an  Amendment  as 
this. 

Mb.  O'DONNELL  said,  the  Prime 
Minister  had  spoken  deprecatingly  of 
the  Committee  being  asked  to  accept 
the  opinion  of  the  minority.  Well,  the 
Irish  Members  were  in  a  minority  in 
that  House ;  but  it  so  happened  that  a 
vast  majority  of  the  Irish  Members 
voted  in  favour  of  the  g^ant  of  four- 
fifths  ;  and  he  was  quite  sure  it  was  by 
a  slip  that  the  Prime  Minister  made  the 
statement,  because  if  he  wished  the 
Committee  not  to  attend  to  the  practi- 
cally unanimous  voice  of  a  section  of 
the  Members  for  the  reason  that  they 
wore  in  a  minority,  there  was  an  argu- 
ment involved  which  could  be  used  in 
regard  to  a  great  deal  of  the  Bill.  He 
hoped  the  Committee  would  do  a  little 
violence  to  its  former  conviction  and 
vote  in  favour  of  the  four-fifths'  advance. 
They  ought  to  try  to  encourage  the  ror 
fiidential  class  of  Irish  tenants ;  and  he 
was  sure  that  nothing  would  be  more 
popular  than  the  acceptance  of  this 
Amendment. 

Majob  O'BEIENE  said,  this  was  the 
clause  to  which  the  great  majority  of 
the  Irish  people  looked  for  a  solution 
of  the  Land  Question  of  Ireland.  It 
was  of  vital  importance  to  the  Irish  ten- 
ants, and  also  to  the  landlords,  that  the 
question  should  be  settled  on  a  proper 
and  wise  basis.  The  best  way  to  pacify 
the  Irish  people  and  to  render  England 
and  Ireland  really  united  was  to  confer 
perpetuity  of  tenure  on  the  Irish  ten- 
ants, giving  them  an  interest  in  the 
peace  and  prosperity  of  the  country, 
r**  Divide !  "J  He  was  astonished  that 
the  Committee  were  not  in  a  better 
humour,  and  ho  would  remind  them 
that  they  were  a  long  way  from  the 
actual  passing  of  Clause  19.  He  would 
suggest  to  the  Committee  that  the  best 
way  to  forward  the  interests  of  these 
people,  which  they  all  professed  to  have 
m  view,  was  to  listen  to  the  opinions  of 
Irish  Members,  on  this  clause  especially. 
There  were  no  Irish  Representatives 
who  would  allow  the  measure  to  be  pro- 
ceeded with  without  making  a  protest 

Major  Nulan 


against  the  purchases  to  take  ^sm 
under  the  clause.  The  best  guarantee 
of  a  man's  loyalty  was  to  give  him  t 
stake  in  his  count^. 

Mb.  LITTON  said,  he  thought*  Oe 
Committee  had  discussed  the  main  fea- 
tures of  the  clause  sufficiently,  and  that 
it  should  be  guided  by  the  deciooa 
already  arrived  at. 

Mb.  BHODHICK  said,  he  was  sore  it 
was  the  feeling  of  the  Committee  that 
the  discussion  should  not  be  further 
prolonged ;  but  some  facta  had  been 
mentioned  which  seemed  to  him  to  be 
of  a  very  striking  description,  and  he 
should  like  to  know  whether  Ihey  weve 
borne  out  by  statistics.  He  had  glaneed 
over  Messrs.  Baldwin  and  Bobertaon'i 
Report,  and  it  certainly  did  not  appear 
to  him  that  the  advances  in  eonnectiim 
with  the  Church  Temporalities  Fund 
were  due  to  the  difficulty  that  had 
been  experienced  in  borrowing  the  re- 
maining one-fourth.  He  hoped  the  right 
hon.  Oentleman  the  Prime  MiniBtar 
would  be  able  to  ^ve  some  satisliactoiy 
answer  on  this  pomt. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE:  I  was  astonished 
when  I  heard  the  statement  of  the  hooi. 
and  learned  Member  for  Meath  (Mr.  A. 
M.  Sullivan),  because  I  had  been  read- 
ing the  statement  of  Professor  Baldwin 
and  his  coadjutor,  Mr.  Robertson.  He 
S6dd  that  the  terms  on  which  the  ad- 
vances had  been  made  by  the  Chuzoh 
Temporalities  Commissioners  had  been 
the  main  cause  of  the  failure  of  those 
advances 

Mb.  a.  M.  SULLIVAN  said,  the  rij^ht 
hon.  Gentleman  had  misunderstood  him, 
and  that  nothing  was  further  from  his 
intention  than  to  make  such  a  statement 
as  that.  What  he  had  said  was  Uiat  it 
was  stated  that  in  one  district  1 1  out  of 
18  failures  in  the  advances  were  due  to 
the  terms  on  which  the  remaining  one- 
fourth  had  to  be  borrowed. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  :  I  must  say  that 
I  have  been  totally  unable  to  colleict  any 
such  statement  from  the  Paper  before  me; 
but,  of  course,  it  is  very  difficult  to  refer 
to  a  document  like  this  for  such  facts  at 
a  moment's  notice.  The  manner  in  which 
the  money  has  been  borrowed  is  only 
occasionally  referred  to. 

Mb.  MITCHELL  HENRY  said,  that 
as  he  had  sat  on  the  Committee  in  ques- 
tion ho  was  able  to  s^  what  really  was 
the  evidence  given.  The  evidence  was 
to  this  effect — that  the  tenants  were  ao 
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anxious  to  purchase  that  seyeral  of  them 
irho  had  yery  little  means  sold  all  they 
had— cows  and  eyerything — to  make  up 
the  remainder  of  the  purchase  money ; 
and  the  conclusion  to  oe  deriyed  from 
that  was  not  that  the  offer  of  three- 
fourths  was  not  a  sufficient  inducement 
to  those  who  ought  to  purchase,  but  that 
tenants  who  had  not  some  backbone  of 
their  own  should  not  be  encouraged  to 
purchase.  Further  than  that,  it  was 
pointed  out  that  one  of  the  chief  causes 
of  the  difficulties  of  these  tenants  was 
the  large  amount  of  legal  costs  which 
the  tenants  had  to  pay  to  the  solicitors. 
P'  Diyide  !  "]  He  must  request  the 
Chairman  to  call  to  Order  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  Woodstock  ^Lord 
Bandolph  Churchill),  who  was  mter* 
rupting  him.  The  noble  Lord,  if  he 
wished,  could  address  the  Committee 
when  he  had  finished.  It  must  be  re- 
collected that  in  this  Bill  the  legal  costs 
had  been  reduced  to  a  minimum.  The 
legal  work  was  to  be  done  for  almost 
nothing ;  therefore,  one  of  the  greatest 
obstacles  in  the  way  of  small  tenants 
purchasing  their  holdings  would  be  done 
away  with. 

The  CELmiMAN :  I  must  say  that 
the  discussion  is  getting  yery  wide  of 
the  Amendment.  The  Question  before 
the  Committee  has  reference  to  resi- 
dential holdings. 

Mb.  OIVAN  agreed  with  the  Chair- 
man that  the  discussion  had  got  rather 
wide  of  the  mark.  He  was  conyinced 
that  the  Ch>yemment  was  making  a  gross 
mistake  in  not  adyancing  something 
more,  or  making  some  concession  to  the 
Lish  people  in  regard  to  this  matter. 
What  had  shaken  him  in  his  belief 
more  than  anything  else,  howeyer,  had 
been  the  action  of  some  hon.  Members 
who  yoted  with  them  in  the  last  diyi- 
sion.  When  he  saw  certein  noble  Lords 
and  hon.  Gentlemen  coming  through  the 
door  of  the  Lobby  he  could  not  help 
feeling  Timeo  Dandot,  That,  howeyer, 
had  not  shaken  his  faith  in  this,  that  the 
only  way  to  create  a  peasant  proprietary 
in  Ireland  would  be  to  adyance  them  not 
three-fourths,  but  such  sum  as  the  Land 
Commission  might  declare  to  be  neces- 
sary. Whilst  he  agreed  that  there  had 
been  certain  yalid  objections  to  his  own 
Amendment,  he  could  not  see  that  they 
applied  to  the  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
ana  gallant  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Galway  (Major  Nolan). 


Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  66; 
Noes  248  :  Majority  182.— (Diy.  List, 
No.  295.) 

Thb  CHAIRMAN :  The  next  Amend- 
ment which  stands  on  the  Paper  cannot 
be  put,  for  the  sale  is  made  by  the  land- 
lord  to  the  tenant  for  a  principal  sum, 
and  the  landlord  can  only  sell  his  own 
interest  in  the  property  and  cannot  sell 
the  tenant's  interest  in  the  holding. 
Under  these  circumstances,  the  Amend- 
ment is  inconsistent  with  the  clause,  and 
cannot  be  put. 

Mb.  GEEEB  moyed  an  Amendment, 
in  page  12,  line  36,  to  leaye  out  the  word 
"  one-half,"  in  order  to  insert  the  word 
"  three-fourths."  The  sub-section  would 
then  run  thus — 

"  Where  a  sale  of  a  holding  is  about  to  be 
made  by  a  landlord  to  a  tenant  in  conddeTation 
of  the  tenant  paying  a  fine  and  engaging  to 
pay  to  the  lanolord  a  fee-farm  rent,  the  Land 
Commission  may  advance  to  the  tenant  for  the 
purposes  of  such  purchase,  any  sum  not  exceed- 
ing three'fourths  of  the  fine  payable  to  the  land- 
lord." 

He  hoped  the  Goyernment  would  accept 
that  Amendment. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  12, 
line  36,  to  leaye  out  the  word  "one- 
half,"  in  order  to  insert  the  word 
"  three-fourths." — (Mr.Grem',) — instead 
thereof. 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  word 
'  one-half'  stand  part  of  the  Clause." 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  I  cannot  agree 
to  this  Amendment.  The  point  is  whe- 
ther we  are  justified  in  adopting  any 
adyances  at  all  for  such  a  purpose  as 
this,  when  the  fee-farm  rent  may  form 
a  yery  large  proportion  of  the  net  pro« 
duct.  These  advances  are  most  excep- 
tional, and  we  only  undertook  them  on 
consideration  of  the  high  policy  of  en- 
couraging that  which  is  to  create  a 
Sroprietary  body.  Although  we  have 
etormined  on  proposing  to  make  ad- 
yances of  this  kind,  I  am  sure  the 
Committee  would  never  agree  to  make 
the  advance  to  them  to  the  same  extent 
as  to  those  who  can  make  a  complete 
purchase.  We  have  determined  to  make 
an  advance  of  three-fourths  for  a  com- 
plete purchase ;  but  we  cannot  give  so 
much  to  those  who  can  only  enter  into 
a  partnership  transaction. 

Mb.  O'DONNELL  said,  the  great  ob- 
ject was  to  have  as  much  security  as 
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possible.  Where  an  absolute  proprie- 
torship could  not  be  obtained,  the  crea- 
tion of  a  fee-farm  ought  to  be  very 
much  encouraged  by  that  House ;  but 
he  could  not  but  think  they  were  rather 
committing  a  mistake  in  tying  the  hands 
of  the  Court  beforehand.  If  the  Court 
was  to  be  a  really  responsible  body,  able 
to  deal  with  the  matter,  it  would  be 
better  to  leave  them  to  decide  to  what 
extent  they  would  give  a  grant  of  public 
money.  Judging  from  Mr.  Baldwin's 
analysis  of  the  cases  in  his  Heport,  the 
most  fertile  cause  of  failure  in  the  sales 
was  due  to  the  terms  under  which  those 
sales  had  to  be  made.  If  the  amount 
of  assistance  to  be  g^ven  to  tenants  who 
purchased  fee-farms  was  to  be  too  limited, 
those  tenants  would  only  be  driven  as 
other  tenants  had  been  driven  to  the 
village  usurer — the  ''gombeen  "  man  and 
the  local  solicitor — for  advances  to  make 
up  the  amount.  If  it  was  a  fair  case 
for  giving  assistance,  why  not  let  the 
competent  authorities  on  the  spot  de- 
cide to  what  extent  the  assistance  should 
be  g^ven  ?  If  they  thought  only  one- 
fourth  should  be  advanced,  let  them 
advance  only  that  sum.  If  they  thought 
it  should  be  one-half,  let  them  give  one- 
half.  If  they  thought  it  should  be 
three-fourths,  why  not  allow  them  to 
recommend  a  grant  of  three-fourths? 
Holding  this  view,  he  was  inclined  to 
support  the  Amendment  very  strongly. 
Lord  GEORGE  HAMILTON  said, 
he  thought  there  was  an  obvious  flaw  in 
the  second  part  of  the  clause.  He  quite 
admitted  the  force  of  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter's argument ;  but,  as  the  clause  now 
stood,  there  was  very  little  security  for 
the  repayment  of  that  portion  of  the 
amount  which  was  advanced  by  the 
State.  In  order  to  make  the  clause 
symmetrical,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  taken  the  same  proportion  as  in 
transactions  of  an  entirely  diflerent 
character.  Where  a  tenant  bought  his 
holding,  three-fourths  of  the  money 
might  be  advanced  by  the  State,  and 
that  proposal  was  intelligible  enough  ; 
but  the  next  was  that  in  certain  cases, 
where  the  tenant  might  bo  paying  a  fine 
and  getting  the  farm  at  a  perpetual  fee- 
farm  rent,  the  State  should  pay  one- 
half  the  fine,  the  understanding  being 
that  the  fee-farm  rent  should  not  ex- 
ceed 75  per  cent  of  the  rent  that  a  sol- 
vent tenant  would  pay.  But  the  tenant 
might  hold  a  very  highly-rented  farm, 

Jfr.  ffDonnell 


and  the  landlord  might  say — ''  If  joa 
like  to  buy  you  can ;  I  will  reduce  it  bv 
25  per  cent."  He  (Lord  George  Han^ 
ton)  intended  to  propose  an  Amendmist 
later  on,  which  would  provide  that  than 
should  always  be  a  considerable  margii 
as  security  on  which  the  State  ooold 
advance  a  portion  of  the  fine.  If  ths 
Government  would  accept  his  Amend- 
ment, he  thought  they  might  also  accept 
the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Membsr 
for  Carrickfergus  (Mr.  Career),  sabiti- 
tuting  three-fourths  for  one-half,  be- 
cause the  security  would  be  better. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  The  transaotiott 
must  be  approved  by  the  public  aatbo- 
rity,  and  that  authority  must  in  everj 
case  be  responsible.  I  do  notseethirt. 
any  cause  has  yet  been  shown  why  ws 
should  accept  the  Amendment.  At  sll 
events,  we  could  not  agree  to  this  team 
of  it. 

Sir  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  pointed 
out  that  where  the  fee-farm  rent  repre- 
sented 75  per  cent  of  the  value  of  tlif 
property,  there  only  remained  one  qns^ 
ter  of  which  the  State  would  advinee 
a  sum  which  would  make  seven-eigfathi 
of  the  whole  forestalled  and  leave  the 
tenant  to  pay  only  one- eighth. 

Mr.  BIGGAB  said,  he  thought  thai 
in  all  these  cases  a  very  substantiil 
option  should  be  given  to  the  Land 
Commissioners.  It  was  only  in  veiy 
few  and  exceptional  cases  that  the  optioo 
would  be  reached. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided: — ^Ayes  SSO; 
Noes  62:  Majority  158.— (Div.  IM 
No.  296.) 

Mr.  CHAELES  EUSSELL  said,  he 
had  altered  the  wording  of  his  Amend- 
ment, though  not  the  substance,  and  iti 
object  was  one  that  should  receive  sup- 
port from  both  sides  of  the  House.   It 
was  addressed  to  the  clause  as  it  nov 
stood,  and  contemplated  the  case  of  s 
tenant  holding  at  a  fee-farm  rent,  and 
having  made    arrangements   with   his 
landlord  by  which  he  occupied  his  hold- 
ing at  a  fixed  unchangeable  rent.    In 
that  state  of  things  the  landlord  was 
reduced  to  the  position  of  a  mere  rent- 
charger — that  was  to  say,  he  could  not 
increase  the  rent,  but  was  simply  in  the 
position  of  an  owner  of  a  head  rent, 
which  he  could  not  increase  or  change. 
The  object  of  his  Amendment,  then, 
was,  where  the  rent  was  so  fixed  and 
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uacbangeable,  to  enable  tbe  tenant  to 
buy  up  bis  bead  rent  at  a  fair  price ; 
and  be  put  tbe  value  at  tbe  bigb  price 
of  £25   for  eacb  £1   rent ;    or  —  and 
tbis  was  tbe  main  object  of  tbe  Amend- 
ment— wbere  tbe  tenant  was  not  able 
to  do  tbis  by  buying  up  by  a  lump 
sum,  to  enable  bim  to  do  it  piecemeal. 
But,  inasmucb  as  to  do  so  piecemeal 
migbt  be  an  inconvenience  or  an  injus- 
tice to  tbe  landlord,  if  tbe  sums  paid 
were  small,  tbe  clause  would  provide 
tbat  wbere  tbe  landlord  was  not  willing 
to  accept  tbis  piecemeal  payment,  tben 
tbe  Land  Commission  migbt  receive  tbe 
money  for  tbe  purpose  of  capitalizing 
a  proportion  of  the  rent  until  tbe  rent 
was  pro    ianto   extinguisbed,   and  tbe 
money  paid  over  to  tbe  landlord  by  tbe 
Commission  in  reasonable  amounts.  Tbe 
object,  it  would  be  seen,  was  to  bold 
out  an  inducement  to  tbrifty  struggling 
tenants,  and  tbe  best  incentive  to  tbe 
exercise  of  care  and  energy,  because  if 
tbe  Amendment  were  accepted,  tbe  ten- 
ant would  be  able  to  say  at  the  begin- 
ning of  the  year — "  If  by  extra  exertion, 
extra  efforts  of  frugality  and  self-denial, 
I  am  able  to  save  £25,  I  shall  reduce 
tbe  reat  by  £1  a-year;"  and  once  be 
felt  tbis  could  be  done  be  would  begin 
to  do  it ;  and  the  Committee  migbt  rest 
assured    tbat    bis  efforts  would  never 
cease  until  be,  by  bis  payments,  became 
discharged  of  tbe  rent  altogether.    Tbis 
offered  a  very  proper  inducement  to  the 
tenant  to  cultivate  thrift  and  self-denial, 
while  it  would  work  no  injury,  certainly, 
and,  be  thought,  no  inconvenience  even 
to  the  landlord.     He  read  the  Amend- 
ment in  its  slightly  altered  form.      It 
would   be  obvious  to  the  Government 
tbat  it  involved  a  slight  loss  of  interest 
to  the  State ;  but  tbat  was  so  insignifi- 
cant, and  tbe  object  was  so  well-deserv- 
ing of  support,  tbat  be  hoped  tbe  Amend- 
ment woiud  be  accepted. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  12,  line  37»  after  <' landlord,"  to 
insert — •*  Provided  always,  That  where  a  tenant 
in  holding  at  a  fee  farm  rent  he  may  huy  up 
such  rent  at  the  rate  of  twenty-five  pounds  for 
each  one  poond  of  rent,  or  at  as  much  less  a  rate 
as  may  be  agreed  upon  between  the  landlord 
and  tenant ;  and  if  the  landlord  be  unwilling  to 
accept  such  purchase  money  by  instalments,  the 
tenant  may  pay  such  instalments  to  the  Land 
GMuminion,  and  the  I^nd  Commission  shall 
receive  the  same  and  indemnify  the  tenant  from 
a  proportionate  part  of  such  rent,  and  when  such 
payments  shall  amount  to  such  a  sum  as  the  land- 


lord may  in  the  opinion  of  the  Land  Commission 
be  reasonably  called  upon  to  accept,  the  Land 
Commission  shall  pay  the  same  to  the  landlord, 
and  thereupon  the  said  fee  farm  rent  shall  pro 
tanto  be  extinguished." — {Mr,  Charles  Sussell.) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  each  of  tbe 
Amendments  migbt  stand  or  fall  quite 
apart  from  the  other.  In  the  first  place, 
it  was  proposed  tbat  in  the  case  of  a 
fixed  rent  tbe  tenant  should  have  tbe 
absolute  right  to  redeem  tbat  rent  by 
buying  out  tbe  landlord,  certainly  at  a 
bigb  rate,  considering  tbe  average  price 
at  which  land  was  sold  in  Ireland. 
Here  tbe  Committee  was  asked  to  ad- 
here to  a  principle  of  considerable  im- 
portance. It  was  a  principle  which  was 
nowhere  else  inserted  in  tbe  Bill,  and  be 
was  not  sure  that  it  migbt  not  be  made 
a  precedent  for  other  propositions  which 
bis  bon.  and  learned  Friend  migbt  not 
be  responsible  for.  He  (Mr.  Gladstone) 
would  like  to  consider  the  matter  as  a 
separate  proposition,  and  be  must  frankly 
own  tbat  his  present  impression  was  not 
favourable  to  it.  He  doubted  if  it  was 
desirable  to  introduce  tbe  principle  of 
compulsory  redemption,  and  it  must  be 
a  strong  reason  to  justify  tbe  Committee 
in  adopting  it.  The  second  part  of  the 
Amendment  was  to  the  effect  that  wbere 
compulsory  expropriation  was  effected 
tbe  landlord  should  not  be  completely  at 
the  mercy  of  the  tenant  as  to  the  mode 
of  receiving  instalments,  and  tbat  was 
perfectly  right  as  regarded  the  landlord ; 
it  would  be  hard  upon  him  tbat  be 
should  be  compelled  to  receive  instal- 
ments; but  then  bis  bon.  and  learned 
Friend  introduced  a  provision  which  it 
was  to  be  feared  would  lead  to  the 
greatest  complexity.  It  would  require 
that  tbe  Land  Commission  should  under- 
take the  functions  of  a  bank,  and  bank* 
ing  in  the  most  minute  detail,  and  that 
would  be  a  great  burden  to  impose  upon 
a  Commission  not  appointed  for  tbe 
purpose,  and  not  acquainted  with  the 
management  of  a  bank  and  tbe  invest- 
ment of  small  sums  of  cash.  And  tbe 
greatest  objection  was  tbat  there  were 
all  over  the  country  institutions  admir- 
ably suited  for  the  purpose,  tbe  Post 
Office  Savings  Banks.  The  tenant  whose 
savings  were  small  bad  nothing  to  do 
but  deposit  them  them  down  to  It.  at  a 
time  in  tbe  Post  Office  Bank.  There  be 
would  receive  such  interest  as  tbe  State 
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paid,  and  though  that  was  little,  it  was 
as  much  as  any  such  institution  could 
pay,  and  when  it  reached  a  sum  he  could 
ask  the  landlord  to  take,  he  could  take 
the  money  out  of  the  bank.  He  was 
not  quite  certain,  either,  whether  this 
was  not  a  proposition  that  left  it  entirely 
with  the  Committee  to  authorize  the 
Land  Commission  to  become  a  bank, 
receive  money,  and  pay  interest.  He 
had  great  doubt  indeed  whether  it  was 
within  the  Committee's  power  to  adopt 
the  clause.  But,  in  any  case,  no  pur- 
pose would  be  served  oven  if  after  a 
freat  deal  of  labour  and  care  a  new 
ranch  of  business  was  developed  when 
there  was  no  benefit  to  accrue,  seeing 
that  there  was  no  place  in  Ireland  that 
had  not  a  Post  Office  Bank  within  a  dis- 
tance of  five  miles,  or  at  most  10  miles 
in  the  most  remote  districts. 

Mb.  ERRINGTON  said,  he  regarded 
the  Amendment  as  of  much  import- 
ance, and  he  was  sorry  to  hear  that  the 
Prime  Minister  did  not  receive  it  favour- 
ably. A  few  nights  before  he  proposed 
a  similar  Amendment  to  Clause  11,  and 
he  then  understood  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tlemsm  to  be  in  favour  of  the  principle 
itself;  but  he  (Mr.  Errington)  did  not 
then  wish  to  press  the  Amendment,  be- 
cause he  understood  that  the  power  to 
carry  it  out  was  virtually  contained  in 
the  Bill  as  it  stood.  He  could  only  say 
that  he  had  heard  from  many  quarters 
in  Ireland,  and  from  persons  of  much 
experience  on  the  subject,  that  there 
was  hardly  anything  more  important 
in  regard  to  increasing  the  number  of 
peasant  proprietors  than  the  oppor- 
tunity afforded  to  tenants,  at  frequent 
periods,  of  placing  their  capital  in  the 
land  in  small  sums.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Dundalk  proposed 
the  most  important  machinery  for  carry- 
ing this  out.  He  did  not  understand 
that  the  proposition  was  that  the  Com- 
mission should  undertake  all  the  de- 
tailed work  of  the  Post  Office  Bank ; 
but  it  merely  would  empower  the  Com- 
mission, if  necessary,  to  make  use  of 
the  Post  Office  Bank  as  a  moans  of  re- 
ceiving the  money  of  the  tenant,  so  that, 
by  a  process  of  fining  down  of  the  rent, 
the  purchase  of  the  holding  by  the  tenant 
might  be  facilitated.  He  hoped  the 
Prime  Minister  would  carefully  consider 
the  principle  involved,  and  he  could 
assure  him  that  persons  who  had  the 
greatest  interest  and  the  desire  to  see 


tenants  obtain  a  good,  material,  strong, 
and  powerful  interest  in  the  land,  saw 
that  this  was  one  of  the  most  impoitaai 
means  of  carrying  it  out. 

Mr.  CHARLES  RUSSELL  said,  k 
was  afraid  his  proposal  had  not  recmved 
so  much  encouragement  as  would  justiff 
him  in  going  to  a  division,  and  he  wsi 
not  insensible  to  some  of  the  praoticil 
difficulties  which  the  Prime  Minister 
had  pointed  out.  But  he  did  think  it 
was  worthy  of  consideration.  He  begged 
to  withdraw  his  Amendment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Committee  report  Progress;  to  sit 
again  To-morrow^  at  Two  of  the  clock. 

POOR  RELIEF  AND  AUDIT  OF  ACCOUNIB 

(SCOTLAND)  BILL.— [Bill  182.] 

(TA*  Lord  Advocate^  Mr,  Solicitor  General  fir 

Scotland,) 

SEOOND  BEADINO. 

Order  for  Second  Heading  read. 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J. 
M'Ilvren)  moved  that  the  Bill  be 
read  a  second  time,  with  the  view  of 
subniittiug  it  to  a  Select  Committee. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
*^  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." — {The  Lord  Advocate.) 

Mu.   DICK-PEDDIE  said,   that  he 
had  no  wish  to  oppose  the  Motion ;  but 
he  must  express  his  opinion  that  it  wai 
not  right  that  a  Bill  of  this  importance 
should  be  brought  on  for  second  read- 
ing at  1  o'clock  in  the  morning.    He 
knew  that  the  Lord  Advocate  was  not  to 
blame  for  the  Bill  being  brought  on 
at  that  time ;  but,  at  the  samo  time,  it 
was  not  satisfactory  to   the  people  of 
Scotland  that  a  Bill  of  this  kind,  affect- 
ing seriously  the  administration  of  the 
Poor  Law  in  that  country,  should  pass 
the  second  reading  at  an  hour  when  dis- 
cussion was  impossible.     It  was  right, 
however,  to  say  to  his  right  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  the  Lord  Advocate,  who 
had  charge  of  the  Bill,  that  there  were 
provisions  in  it   which   would    receive 
strong  objections  if  not  amended.   There 
were    several   provisions   which   would 
give  general  satisfaction,  especially  those 
which  applied  to  Scotlaud  the  provisions 
of  the  Act  of  1 879,  with  regard  to  lunatic 
paupers,  who  were  entitled  to  hold  pro- 
perty through   their    connection    with 
Friendly  Societies,  and  which,  to  a  cer* 
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tain  extent,  did  away  with  the  right  to 
cede  to  Parochial  Boards,  in  yirtue  of 
proprietorship.  But  in  order  that  the 
bill  should  receive  the  general  approval 
of  the  people  of  Scotland,  it  would  be 
necessary  still  further  to  do  away  with 
that  privilege ;  and,  for  his  part,  he  did 
not  see  why  Parochial  Boards  should 
not  be  on  the  same  footing  as  Municipal 
Bodies  and  School  Boards,  and  be  com- 
posed of  persons  entirely  elected  by  the 
ratepayers.  As  he  had  already  said,  he 
would  not  oppose  the  second  reading; 
but  he  thought  it  right  that  that  stage 
should  not  be  passed  without  an  intima- 
tion on  the  part  of  some  Scotch  Member 
that  considerable  changes  would  have 
to  be  made  in  it. 

Mb.  HEALY  said,  he  thought  a  Bill 
of  this  kind  should  not  be  read  a  second 
time  without  a  word  of  discussion.  He 
knew  nothing  about  the  measure ;  but 
in  Ireland  there  were  grievances  as  to 
poor  relief  and  the  way  in  which  grants 
were  made,  and  the  only  way  of  bring- 
ing them  forward  was  on  English  and 
Scotch  Bills. 

Mb.  ARTHUE  O'CONNOR  said,  as 
his  hon.  Friend  had  been  disregarded 
by  the  Treasury  Bench,  and  treated  with 
discourtesy  which  was  not  common  in 
the  House,  he  should  move  the  adjourn- 
ment of  the  debate. 

[The  Motion,  not  being  seconded, 
could  not  be  put.] 

Br.  CAMERON  explained  that  it  was 
only  proposed  to  read  the  Bill  a  second 
time  in  order  to  refer  it  to  a  Select  Com- 
mittee, by  which  it  could  be  gone  into. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  com- 
mitted  to  a  Select  Committee. 

And,  on  July  12,  Committee  nominated  as 
follows : — Mr.  Axdbusox,  Mr.  Andrew  G&amt^ 
llr.  J.  Hamilton,  Mr.  M*Laoan,  Mr.  Hender- 
son, Mr.  Bolton,  Mr.  Matheson,  l^Ir.  Meldon, 
Mr.  HiBBBBT,  Mr.  Orr  Ewino,  Mr.  Cochrans- 
Patbick,  Mr.  Dalrtmple,  Mr.  Jambs  Camp- 
bell, Admiral  Sir  John  Hay,  Mr.  Lodbr, 
Colonel  Alexamdbb,  Mr.  Healy,  Lord  Elcho, 
and  the  Lord  Astocate  :  —  Five  to  be  the 
<iaoram. 

And,  on  Jul}*  19,  Sir  Edwari>  Colbbrooke 
and  Mr.  Abthur  Balfour  added, 

Hoose  adjourned  at  One  o'clock. 


HOUSE     OF     LORDS, 
Friday y  Sth  July,  1881. 


MINUTES.]— Public  BuAJB—First  Beading— 

Alsager  Chapel  (Marriages)  *  (163). 

Oommittee  —  Beport  —  Incumbents  of  Benefices 
Loans  Extension  *  (136) ;  Statute  Law  Revi-« 

sion  and  Civil  Procedure  *  (140). 

i^irpor^— Elementary  Education  Provisional  Or- 
der Confirmation  (London)  *  (68)  ;  Tramways 
Orders  Confirmation  (No.  1)  •  (126) ;  Tram- 
ways Orders  Confirmation  (No.  3)  *  (136)  i 
Pier  and  Harbour  Orders  Confirmation* 
(122). 

Third  Reading — Court  of  Bankruptcy  (Ireland) 
(Officers  and  Clerks)  *  (133),  hxApaeted, 

PRECOGNITIONS  (SCOTLAND). 
MOTION  FOB  BETTTRNS. 

The  Eael  of  MINTO,  in  moving  for 
Betums  upon  this  subject,  apprehended 
that  the  Government  would  have  no  ob- 
jection in  granting  what  he  desired  ;  but 
the  question  in  the  latter  part  of  the 
Motion  involved  a  proposal  entirely 
novel,  and  one  to  which  there  might  be 
a  little  objection.  He  submitted,  how- 
ever, that  it  was  only  right  and  reason- 
able that  when  it  was  known  that  in- 
vestigations into  cases  of  death  under 
suspicious  or  unknown  circumstances 
were  being  made,  the  results  should  be 
commimicated  to  the  public.  The  way 
in  which  he  proposed  this  should  be 
efiPected  was,  that  the  procurator  fiscal 
should  communicate  the  information  to 
theOlerk  of  the  Commissionersof  Supply, 
and  the  reason  why  he  selected  that  offi- 
cial was  that  he  was  the  clerk  of  the  re- 
presentative body  of  the  proprietors, 
who  were  responsible  for  the  expenses 
of  the  county.  Therefore,  he  thought  the 
Clerk  of  Supply  was  the  proper  officer 
to  whom  this  information  snould  be 
given.  He  hoped  the  Government  would 
agpree  with  his  proposal.  The  noble 
Earl  concluded  by  asking  Her  Majesty's 
Government  whether  they  are  disposed 
to  give  instructions  that  a  Hetum  of  the 
number  of  cases  of  sudden  death  or  of 
death  under  suspicious  or  unknown  cir- 
cumstances which  have  been  the  subject 
of  precognition  by  procurators  fiscal  in 
each  county  in  Scotland  should  be  com- 
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xnunicated  monthly  to  the  Clerk  of 
Supply  of  each  such  county,  with  a  state- 
ment of  the  result  of  the  inquiry  in  each 
case,  and  specifying  the  cases  in  which 
the  investigations  were  from  the  first 
connected  with  cliarges  of  murder,  cul- 
pable homicide,  &c.  ? 

Moved  for, 

1.  Return  from  each  county  in  Scotland  of 
the  number  of  cases  of  sudden  death  or  of  death 
under  suspicious  or  unknown  circumstances 
which  have  been  the  subject  of  precognition 
by  procurators  fiscal  in  each  of  the  years  1879 
and  1880 ;  specif yinp^  the  number  of  such  cases 
as  have  been  the  subject  of  criminal  trials:  Such 
Setums  not  to  include  cases  in  which  the  inves- 
tigations woro  from  the  first  connected  with 
charges  of  murder,  culpable  homicide,  &c. : 

2.  Similar  Return  from  each  county  in  Scot- 
land of  the  cases  in  which  the  investigations 
were  from  the  first  connected  with  charges  of 
murder,  culpable  homicide,  &c. — {2 he  Earl  of 
Minto.) 

The  Eael  of  DALHOUSIE,  in  reply, 
had  to  say,  on  behalf  of  the  Government, 
that  there  was  no  objection  whatever 
to  grant  the  Betums  which  had  been 
moved  for  by  the  noble  Earl.  As  to  the 
Question  with  which  the  noble  Earl  had 
concluded,  the  Government  would  en- 
deavour to  give  such  instructions  as 
would  have  the  effect  of  attaining  the 
object  which  the  noble  Earl  had  in  view. 
The  instructions  at  present  to  the  procu- 
rators fiscal  were  that  communications 
between  parties  in  suspected  cases  should 
be  regarded  as  strictly  confidential,  and 
also  that  the  criminal  investigation 
at  the  instance  of  the  Grown  should  also, 
in  a  strict  sense,  be  private  and  confi- 
dential, but  in  practice,  when,  in  the 
course  of  inquiry,  the  procurator  fiscal 
was  asked  by  parties  outside  to  give  in- 
formation, he  then  communicated  with 
the  Crown  Agent,  who  consulted  the 
Advocate  Depute  as  to  the  advisability 
of  his  doing  so.  The  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department  would  give 
such  instructions  as  would  meet  the 
noble  Earl's  views. 

The  Earl  of  MINTO  :  May  I  ask  to 
whom  the  information  will  be  given  ? 

The  Earl  of  DALHOUSIE  :  The  in- 
formation will,  of  course,  be  in  the  hands 
of  the  fiscal,  who  will  give  it,  if  so  ad- 
vised by  the  Advocate  Depute,  to  the 
party  who  asks  for  it. 

Motion  agreed  to, 

Betums  ordered  to  be  laid  before  the 
House. 

The  Earl  of  Minto 


CLAIMS  OF  PEEBAGE,  fto. 
MOTION  FOB  A   8ELE0T  COMMITTEB. 

The  Eabl  of  AIRLIE,  in  rising  ti 
move — 

'*  That  a  Select  Committee  be  appoiniad  ti 
inquire  into  the  present  state  of  the  law  ai  ti 
claims  and  assumptions  of  titles  of  peer^t  h 
the  United  Kingdom  and  in  Scotland  and  Iit> 
land  respectively,  and  the  means  of  pzoving  uk 
establishing  the  same;  and  as  to  theimoN^ 
ings  and  claims  to  vote  at  elections  of  Bep» 
sentative  Peers  of  Scotland  and  Ireland  »■ 
spcctively ;  and  as  to  tho  position  and  onhrrf 
precedence  of  Scotch  peerages  upon  tiie  BoD 
called  the  Union  Roll  and  in  the  Decnek  of 
lianking  of  1606 ;  and  whether  it  is  desoiUi 
that  the  present  state  of  law  or  prtctioeiiti 
any  of  tho  matters  aforesaid  should  be  ameodfld: 
And  also  to  inquire  into  the  present  prucsdi 
and  practice  of  this  House  in  its  Committeaii 
Privileges,  and  whether    such  prooedurs  uk 

Sractice  can  bo  amended  so  as  to  diminidithi 
elay  and  expense  incident  to  the  determinittft 
of  claims  of  peerage  and  claims  to  vote  it  dn* 
tions  of  Representative  Peers  of  Scotland  nd 
Ireland  respectively/* 

said,  the  subject  with  which  his  Moti« 
dealt  was  one  in  which  their  Lordshipi 
took  a  deep  interest ;  but  it  did  not  oul 
upon  them  to  express  any  opinion  whift- 
ever  on  the  merits  of  the  question,  bat 
only  to  pronounce  that  an  inquiiy  wu 
desirable  in  this  matter.     With  regaid 
to  the  first  part  of  the  Motion,  he  wooU 
point  out  that,  under  the  present  steto 
of  the  law,  the  course  adopted  by  t 
claimant  to  a  title  or  Peerage  was  this— 
lie  presented  a  Petition  to  the  Crowif 
that  Petition  was  referred  to  their  Lord* 
ships'  House,  the  Lord  Ohancellor  in- 
vestigated the  case,  and,  if  he  thon^ 
that  everythinp^  was  satisfactory,  he  re- 
ported to  the  House  that  the  noble  Lord 
had  made  out  his  title.      If  the  Lord 
Chancellor  was  not  satisfied,  the  can 
then  went  before  the  Oommittoe  of  Wri- 
loges.     In  Ireland,  for  a  consideraUo 
time,  every  Peer  who  wanted  to  prore 
his  title  was  obliged  to  come  before  t 
Committee  of  Privileges,  a  very  tediou 
and,  in  some  cases,  a  very  ezpensiro 
process;  but  in  1857,  by  a  Besolution 
of  their  Lordships'  House,  the  couxbo 
adopted  with  regard  to   Irish    Peen^ 
claims  and  votes  was  assimilated  to  that 
which  took  place  in  the  case  of  En^ish 
Peers.     In  Scotland,  however,  the  Peer 
was  not  called  upon  to  prove  his  title,  ai 
in  the  case  of  English  and  Irish  Peers; 
and,  as  a  consequence  of  this,  it  some- 
times happened  that  persons  presented 
themselves  at  the  election  of  Scotch  Be- 
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presentatiTe  Peers,  and  claimed  to  vote, 
whom,  perhaps,  very  few  people  ever 
heard  of  before,  and  it  was  nobody's 
business  in  particular  to  object.     Indi- 
vidual Peers  might  object,  and  generally 
did  object ;  but  the  result  only  was  that 
the  elections  were  sometimes  character- 
ized by  scenes  that  were  not  very  digni- 
fied.    He  thought  it  might  be  desirable 
to  inquire   whether,  in   this  respect,  it 
might  not  be  well  to  assimilate  the  usage 
with  regard  to  Peers  claiming  to  vote 
in  the  Scottish  Peerage,  and  to  put  them 
on  the  same  footing  as  persons  claim- 
ing Irish  and  English  Peerages.    Well, 
then,  the   Oommittee   which  he   asked 
their  Lordships  to  grant  was  to  inquire 
as  to  the  position  and  order  of  precedence 
of  Scotch  Peerages  upon  the  Boll  called 
the  Union  Boll,  and  in  the  Decreet  of 
Banking  of  1606.     Well,  he  saw  the 
noble  Lord  (Lord  Balfour  of  Burleigh) 
objected  to  that  part  of  the  inquiry,  and 
had  placed  a  Notice  on  the  Paper  that 
the  words  be  left  out ;  but  he  confessed 
that  he  did  not  see  how  they  were  to  go 
into  an  inquiry  of  this  nature,  leaving 
out,  at  the  same  time,  all  reference  to 
.two  very  important  documents  which, 
after  all,  were  the  basis  of  the  claim  of 
precedence  of  the  Scotch  Peers.     To  the 
next  part  of  his  Motion,  whether  it  was 
desirable  that  the  present  state  of  that 
law  should  be  amended,  he  thought  it 
was  generally  admitted  that  some  incon- 
venience had  arisen  from  the  present 
state  of  the  law  of  Scotland,  and  that 
these  inconveniences  had  been  very  gene- 
rally recognized.     He  thought  that  was 
apparent  from  the  fact  that  at  various 
times  Committees  had  been  appointed  to 
investigate  this  subject,  and  their  Lord- 
ships had  at  various  times  passed  Beso- 
lutions  with  the  view  of  altering  or  im- 
proving the  state  of  things  as  regards 
the  method  of  establishing  Scotch  Peer- 
ages.    In  1832,  in  1847,  in  1869,  and  in 
1874  Committees  were  appointed  to  in- 
quire into  the  various  branches  of  this 
whole  question.  The  Committee  of  1874, 
of  which  his  noble  Friend  (the  Earl  of 
Bosebery)  was  Chairman,   was  rather 
wider  in  its  scope  than  that  which  he 
asked  to   be  appointed,   because  they 
went  into  the  political  question,  which 
he  hoped  this  Committee  would  not  have 
anything  to  do  with.  They  recommended 
that  all  Scotch  Peers  should  be  called  up 
\o  their  Xiordahips'  House,  and  that  the 


Boll  should  be  as  in  Ireland — ^a  Boll  of 
individuals,  and  not  Peerages.  He  did 
not  think  that  any  of  the  recommenda- 
tions of  that  Committee  had  been  acted 
upon  except  one,  which  was,  that  a  Peti- 
tion should  be  presented  to  the  Crown, 
praying  Her  Majesty  to  create  no  more 
.Irish  Peers.  He  had  pointed  out  some 
matters  in  which,  more  particularly  as 
regarded  the  election  of  Scotch  Peers, 
this  Committee  must  inquire ;  but  per- 
haps the  last  paragraph  in  the  Motion 
was  the  most  important.  He  believed 
there  was  no  doubt  that  very  g^eat 
delays  took  place  before  their  Lordships 
were  able  to  give  judgment ;  and  he 
thought  it  would  be  well  to  consider 
whether  some  means  might  not  be 
adopted  by  which  these  delays  would 
be  obviated.  It  was  not  always  possible 
to  obtain  the  services  of  noble  and  learned 
Lords  for  Committees  of  Privilege  when 
they  were  very  much  engaged  at  the 
time.  It  was  very  difficult  indeed,  some- 
times, to  get  lay  Lords  to  sit  in  sufficient 
numbers  to  form  a  quorum.  He  was 
not  surprised  at  this,  because  lay  Lords 
had  no  voice  in  the  decision  of  the  tri- 
bunal. They  had  to  listen  to  long,  ab- 
struse, and  highly  technical  legal  argu- 
ments, which  they  were  often  not  capable 
of  following ;  and,  in  fact,  as  far  as  the 
lawyers  were  concerned,  it  did  appear 
to  him  that  the  whole  thing,  not  to  speak 
disrespectfully,  was  a  solemn  farce.  He 
served  once  upon  one  of  those  Com- 
mittees, and  although  he  was  not  de- 
sirous of  shirking  any  work  that  might 
be  useful,  still  he  could  not  see  any 
advantage  of  sitting  the  whole  day  long, 
listening  to  speeches  which  it  was  ut- 
terly impossible,  from  the  want  of  legal 
knowledge,  to  understand.  He  thought, 
therefore,  it  was  very  well  worth  'con- 
sidering whether  some  modification  might 
not  be  made  in  the  constitution  of  the 
tribunal,  so  as  to  insure  some  approach 
to  expedition  in  its  proceedings.  Then 
the  expense  was  very  great ;  indeed,  he 
was  told  that  Lord  fialcarres,  in  the 
process  to  establish  his  title,  had  to 
spend  upwards  of  £20,000  ;  and  he 
understood  in  the  case  of  the  Duke 
of  Montrose,  who  did  not  succeed  in 
establishing  his  claim,  the  trial  cost 
him  much  more.  It  would,  he  sub- 
mitted, be  very  desirable  to  obviate 
the  great  delay  and  expense  attending 
upon  cases  of  this  kind. 
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yfoted,  that  a  Select  Committee  be  appointed 
to  inquire  into  the  present  state  of  the  law  as  to 
elaims  and  assumptions  of  titles  of  peerage  in 
the  United  Kingdom  and  in  Scotland  and  Ire- 
land respectively,  and  the  means  of  proving  and 
establishing  the  same ;  and  as  to  the  proceedings 
and  claims  to  vote  at  elections  of  Representative 
Poors  of  Scotland  and  Ireland  respectively ;  and 
as  to  the  position  and  order  of  precedence  of 
Scotch  peerages  upon  the  Roll  called  the  Union 
Roll,  and  in  the  Decreet  of  Ranking  of  1606;' 
and  whether  it  is  desirable  that  the  present  state 
of  law  or  ))ractice  as  to  any  of  the  matters  afore- 
said should  bo  amended :  And  also  to  inquire 
into  the  present  procedure  and  practice  of  this 
House  in  its  Committee  of  Privileges ;  and  whe- 
ther such  procedure  and  practice  can  bo  amended 
so  as  to  diminish  the  delay  and  expense  incident 
to  the  determination  of  claims  of  peerage  and 
claims  to  vote  at  elections  of  Representative 
Peers  of  Scotland  and  Ireland  respcctivelv. — 
{The  Earl  of  Airlie.) 

LoBD  BALFOUR  of  BURLEIGH, 
in  rising  to  move  the  omission  of  the 
words — 

*'  And  as  to  the  position  and  order  of  preced- 
ence of  Scotch  Peerages  upon  the  Roll  called 
the  Union  Roll  and  in  the  Decreet  of  Ranking 
of  1606," 

said,  that  before  moTing  his  Amend- 
ment, he  wished  to  say  a  few  words  on 
that  part  of  the  Motion  which  he  did 
not  oppose.  He  did  not  object  to  it,  but 
he  did  not  think  that  any  case  had  been 
made  out  for  going  into  the  whole  of 
the  inquiry  suggested  by  the  noble 
Earl.  At  the  same  time,  he  would 
not  urge  the  point  upon  the  House, 
provided  the  higher  legal  authorities 
in  the  House  were  willing  that  such 
an  inquiry  as  this  should  be  under- 
taken. He  thought  the  inquiry  was  not 
required,  because  the  state  of  the  law 
as  to  claim  and  assumption  to  title  in  the 
Peerage  of  Scotland  was  perfectly  well 
known.  The  numerous  Committees  that 
had  sat  upon  this  question  had  thoroughly 
established  to  the  satisfaction  of  every- 
body what  the  state  of  the  law  was. 
This  question  was,  he  believed,  fully 
discussed  before  a  Committee  of  the 
House  80  long  ago  as  1832;  and  the 
Committee  issued  a  Report  recommend- 
ing, among  other  things,  that  the  claim- 
ants to  Scotch  Peerages,  and  persons 
claiming  to  vote  in  Scotch  Peerages, 
under  which  no  vote  had  been  recorded 
since  1801,  should  not  be  allowed  to  vot« 
without  first  going  before  the  Committee 
of  Privileges.  They  also  recommended 
that  in  all  cases  when  claims  were  made 
for  Peerages,  on  succession  by  collaterals, 
except  brothers  of  the  last  noble,  a  cer- 


tificate should  be  issued  by  the  Lnl 
Chancellor  in  the  same  way  as  for  Iiidi 
Peerages.    The  first  of  those  two  Teoo» 
mendations  was  not  acted  upon  till  1847, 
the  other  had  not  been  acted  upon  il 
all.    The  Act  of  1 847  provided  also  ihtf 
wlienever  any  Peer  or  Peeress  shoull 
have  established  his  or  her  right  to  aaj 
Peerage,  or  the  right  to  vote  in  re^aflk 
of  any  Peerage,  and  the  same  shonll 
have  voted  at  any  election  of  Bepn- 
sontative  Peers,   then  the  Lord  Cm 
Register,  or  Lords  of  Session,  shoidl 
not,   during   the  life  of    such  Peer  or 
Peeress,  allow  any  other  person  nliMmtm 
to  answer  to  such  title  to  take  part  ii 
any  such  election,  nor  should  it  be  kv- 
ful  for  any  such  Lord  Clerk  Blister,  or 
Lords  of  Session,  to  allow  the  TOte  of 
any  other  such  person  unless  directed  bj 
the  House  of  Lords.     That  was  a  pofr 
fectly  clear  enactment,  and  if  it  W 
been  acted  on,  he  believed  some  of  the 
painful  scenes  which  had  occurred  il 
fate  elections  of  Representative  Peenit 
Holyrood  would  not  have  occurred.   At 
all  events,  they  would  not  have  ooonmd 
a  second  time ;  and  now  that  this  I0^ 
tion  had  been  brought  under  the  notki 
of  those  who  were  in  the  habit  of  it- 
tending  these  elections,  he  should  think 
there  wasverylittle  danger  of  thesesoenn 
occurring  again.     The  one  false  stop 
which  had  been  made  in  this  matter  ini 
the  rescinding,  in  1862,  of  the  Besdn- 
tions  which  obliged  all  claimants  ftr 
Peerages,  who  claimed  to  succeed  in  taj 
other  way  than  in  a  direct  line,  tQ  oomo 
before  the  Committee  of  Privileges.  Hi 
thought  the  noble  Duke  (the  Duke  A 
Buccleuch),  who  moved  the  rescindiog 
of  the  Resolutions  in   1862,  had  pnV- 
licly  expressed  in  this  House  his  r^g;nt 
at  having  taken  that  step  with  regard  to 
claims  for  the  possession  of  Scotch  Pee^ 
ages.     Ho  was  of  opinion  that  if  that 
Resolution    were  re-enacted,   it  would 
meet  all  the  difficulties  under  which  thej 
now  laboured.    With  regard  to  the  lait 
part  of  the  Motion,  he  must  say  that  a 
very  good  case  could  be  made  out  for 
inquiry  into  the  practice  and  the  proce* 
dure  of  the  Committee  of  Privileges. 
Their  practice  and  procedure,  it  might 
safely  be  said,  required  amendment  on 
several  points.    In  addition  to  the  dday 
caused,  and  the  very  unpleasant  position 
which  lay  Peers  were  called  upon  to 
occupy,   there  was  the  enormous  and 
overwhelming  expense  totheunfortani^ 
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.  claimant,  and  those  who  opposed  the 
claims  before  the  Committee.     The  Earl 
of  Crawford  had  spent,   it  was  said, 
£20,000  in  pursuing  his  claim   before 
the  Committee.     His  noble  Friend  near 
him  (the  Earl  of  Mar  and  Kellie)  told 
him  he  had  spent  a  very  large  sum  in 
prosecuting  his  claim.     He  himself  had 
unfortunately  very  intimate  knowledge 
of  the  amount  which  he,  and  his  father 
before  him,  were  obliged  to  spend  in 
making  good  his  claim  to  the  I^eerage 
which  he  now  had  the  honour  to  enjoy. 
He  thought,  therefore,  a  very  good  case 
could  be  made  out  for  inquiring  into  the 
practice  of  the  Committee  of  Privileges. 
But  when  they  were  asked  to  inquire 
into  the  position  and  order  of  precedence 
of  Scotch  Peerages  on  the  Boll  called 
the  Union  Eoll,  and  in  the  Decreet  of 
Banking  of  1606,  he  must    ask  their 
Lordships  to  pause  before  they  started 
on  any  such  course.     The  Motion,  as  he 
understood  it,  was  to  inquire  into  the 
position   and  precedence  of  individual 
Peerages  on  the  Boll;  and  hemust  say  that 
he  thought,  whether  that  settlement  was 
perfect  in  all  respects  or  not,  it  would  be 
exceedingly  unwise  to  re-open  the  whole 
subject,  after  the  settlement  had  existed 
for  upwards  of  250  years,  on  account  of 
some  minor  imperfections  which  were 
alleged  to  exist  in  it.     Perhaps  their 
Lordships   were  not  aware    how    that 
Decreet  and  Banking  took  place.      It 
took  place  in  1606,  and  the  cause  of  its 
being  ordered  by  Kin?  James  was  the 
constant  quarrels  and  bickerings  which 
took  place  among  the  Scotch  Peers  as  to 
their  precedence,  when  they  were  in  the 
habit  of  going  in  state  from  the  Palace 
of  Holyrood  up  to  the  Scottish  Parlia- 
ment, and  it  was  with  the  view  of  com- 
posing those  differences  that  this  Decreet 
was  ordered.     The  Commissioners  were 
instructed  to  summon  the  Peers  before 
them,  and  place  the  Peerages  in  their  pro- 
per order.  He  believed  some  went  before 
them,  and  some  did  not ;  at  any  rate,  the 
matter  was  gone  into  very  hurriedly,  and 
the  result   was  that  even  greater  dis- 
satisfaction was  caused  than  had  existed 
before.     According  to  the  Union  Boll, 
Peerages  were  not  put  in  anything  like 
complete  consecutive  order,  according  to 
the  dates  of  their  creation.     The   De- 
creet of  Banking  never  gave  satisfac- 
tion ;  but,  nevertheless,  he  thought  that 
to  upset  a  document  which  had  been 
a  settlement  of  the  question  for  upwards 


of  250  years  would  lead  to  a  great  deal 
more  trouble  and  annoyance,  and  per- 
haps a  gpreat  deal  more  ill-feeling,  after 
the  new  settlement  had  been  arrived  at, 
than  if  matters  were  left  as  they  were. 
He  could  not  conceive  anything  more 
unfortunate  than  re-opening  such  a 
question.  He  should  pity  the  Commit- 
tee that  had  to  undertake  it,  because  it 
would  take  a  large  number  of  years  to 
get  through  it.  There  was,  besides, 
machinery  existing  for  putting  right  any 
defects  on  the  Boll.  If  any  Peers  felt 
themselves  aggrieved  by  the  position 
they  held  on  it,  there  was  machinenr  by 
which  such  a  roan  could  protest  and  get 
himself  placed  above  one  who  was 
wrongly  put  above  him.  He  believed 
their  Lordships  had  more  than  once 
asked  the  Court  of  Session,  as  in  1740, 
to  provide  a  more  perfect  Boll  than  the 
Union  Boll,  and  that  the  Lords  of  Ses- 
sion protested  that  the  matter  was  too 
difficult  for  them  to  solve,  and  that  they 
could  not  really  undertake  to  do  it  and 
settle  it  satisfactorily.  He  would  further 
like  to  ask  of  legal  authorities  whether  it 
was  competent  to  their  Lordships  to  un- 
dertake such  inquiry  ?  He  had  always 
understood  that  questions  of  precedence, 
except  so  far  as  related  to  seats  on  the 
Benches  of  this  House,  were  not  within 
the  cognizance  of  their  Lordships.  It 
might  be  said  that,  under  the  Motion, 
the  Committee  would  not  be  instructed 
to  inquire  into  and  settle  the  precedence 
of  individual  Peerages,  but  only  into  the 
state  of  the  law  on  the  subject.  If  that 
was  so,  surely  it  was  not  an  inquiry 
which  it  would  be  worth  while  going  into ; 
and  he  could  not  see  how  it  could  be 
dissociated  from  the  much  larger  ques- 
tion to  which  he  had  referred.  In  con- 
clusion, he  should  be  guided  by  the 
amount  of  support  he  received  in  the 
discussion  as  to  whether  he  should  press 
to  a  division  the  Amendment  which  he 
had  put  on  the  Paper.  The  noble  Lord 
then  moved  his  Amendment. 

Amendment  moved, 

To  leave  out  (*'  and  as  to  the  position  of  order 
of  precedence  of  Scotch  Peerages  upon  the  Roll 
called  the  Union  Roll,  and  in  the  Decreet  of 
Ranking  of  1606.")— (TA^  Lord  Balfour  of  Bur- 
leigh,) 

Ths  Eabl  of  BELMOEE  said,  he 
would  suggest  that  the  time  allowed  be- 
tween the  issue  of  the  Writ  and  the 
making  of  the  Return  in  regard  to  the 
election  of  Eepresentative  Peers  should 
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be  shortened  from  52  days  to  32,  in  con- 1 
sequence  of  the  increased  facilities  of : 
communication  now  existing. 

Lord  BLANTYRE  said,  after  much 
dissatisfaction  had  been  expressed  lately 
at  the  manner  in  which  the  Union  Roll 
had  been  dealt  with  at  the  elections  at 
Holyrood — there  had  been  a  number 
of  Protests  at  every  election— it  was  all 
the  more  necessary  that  inquiry  should 
be  made  into  the  matter,  and  there  was 
no  sort  of  reason  why  inquiry  should  be 
evaded. 

Eabl  cairns  said,  there  were  two 
subjects  which  must  be  of  paramount 
interest  in  that  House,  and  as  to  which 
every  information  desired  ought  to  be 
put  before  it.  The  one  was  the  claims 
to  Peerages  which  would  confer  a  seat 
in  that  House ;  the  other  was  the  claim 
to  vote  for  Representative  Peers  who 
were  to  have  seats  in  that  House.  The 
greater  part  of  this  Motion  proposed 
an  inquiry  into  the  state  of  the  law  as  to 
claims  to  Peerages,  as  to  the  manner  in 
which  they  ought  to  be  substantiated, 
and  into  the  procedure  which  should  be 
resorted  to  in  case  they  became  the  sub- 
ject of  dispute.  If  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
yemment,  in  a  matter  of  that  kind,  par- 
ticularly where  the  Prerogative  of  the 
Crown  was  concerned,  thought  it  right 
to  accede  to  such  an  inquiry,  he  cer- 
tainly should  not  be  disposed  to  offer 
any  opposition  to  it ;  but,  on  the  con- 
trary, thought  that  advantage  might 
arise  from  the  inquiry.  With  regard  to 
an  observation  of  his  noble  Friend  be- 
hind him  (Lord  Balfour  of  Burleigh),  as 
to  the  Committee  of  Privileges,  he  did 
not  say  that  the  procedure  of  that  Com- 
mittee might  not  be  improved,  and  es- 
pecially that  part  of  it  which  required 
the  presence  of  seven  Peers;  but  any 
persons  who  fancied  that  the  Committee 
of  Privileges  and  the  proceedings  before 
it  could  be  made  an  inexpensive  matter 
would,  he  believed,  find  themselves  disap- 
pointed. But  there  were  matters  con- 
nected with  claims  to  the  Peerage — the 
manner  in  which  the  country,  and  even 
the  national  archives,  would  have  to  be 
ransacked  for  ancient  documents,  the  cha- 
racter of  the  evidence  which  had  to  be 
brought  to  bear  upon  those  documents, 
the  time  over  whicn  search  must  extend, 
perhaps  for  years,  the  manner  in  which 
aoouments  must  be  printed  and  submitted 
for  most  careful  examination — all  these 
were  things  which  could  not  be  deter- 1 
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mined  without  a  very  great  amount  cf  ' 
expense.  He  did  not  mean  to  say  that 
the  expenses  were  not  greater  than  ihi| 
ought  to  be ;  but  these  must  necessarily 
be  very  expensive  processes.  So  &r, 
therefore,  as  the  Motion  proposed  in- 
quiry into  the  procedure  of  the  Com- 
mittee of  Privileges,  he  did  not  object  to 
it.  It  was  a  Motion  which  concerned 
not  only  Scotland,  but  England  and  In- 
land also.  It  touched  tliem  aU.  But 
then,  in  the  centre  of  his  Motion,  ths 
noble  Lord  proposed  certain  special  in- 
quiries with  reference  to  Scotland,  and 
this  seemed  to  him  to  be  open  to  objeo- 
tious,  and  he  thougl^t  their  Lordshipi 
ought  to  be  careful  before  they  acceded 
to  that  part  of  the  Motion.  A  claim  to 
a  Peerage,  or  a  claim  to  vote  for  a  Be- 
presentutive  Peer,  was  one  thing ;  • 
claim  to  simple  precedence  was  a  wholly 
different  thing.  It  had  nothing  what- 
ever to  do  with  the  question  of  right  to 
a  seat  in  this  House,  and  precedence 
was  a  matter  which,  except  so  far  as  it 
had  been  taken  out  of  the  control  of  the 
Crown  by  Act  of  Parliament,  was  £» 
the  Crown.  They  knew  that  the  great 
statute  of  precedence — 51  ZZSwiry  YIIL— 
stated  on  the  face  of  it  that  the  regula- 
ting and  granting  of  precedence  was  for 
the  Crown  ;  and,  therefore,  it  proceeded 
to  declare  that  the  establishing  of  prece- 
dence of  Peers  in  Parliament  was  within 
the  Prerogative  of  the  Crown.  No  pre- 
cedence beyond  that  remained  for  the 
Crown  to  regulate.  Now,  for  what  pu^ 
pose  were  they  to  inquire  into  this  sub- 
ject ?  Was  it  to  raise  again  the  ques- 
tion of  the  Mar  Peerage?  He  hoped 
not. 

The  Kvkl  of  AIRLIE  said,  it  was  not. 

Earl  CAIRNS  said,  he  was  glad  it 
was  not  to  raise  that  question.  The 
Union  Roll  and  the  Decreet  of  Ranking 
might  have  their  faults ;  but,  if  so,  let 
individual  cases  stand  upon  their  merits. 
Let  them  not  have  a  Committee  to  in- 
quire specifically  as  to  the  value  of  the 
two  documents  which  were  mentioned  in 
that  Motion,  and  which  related  to  Scot- 
land alone,  and  did  not  deal  with  the 
question  of  the  Peerage  generally,  but 
only  with  precedence.  If  there  arose  a 
dispute  as  to  which  Peerage  was  the 
more  ancient  and  had  a  right  to  ait 
above  the  others,  that  was  a  claim,  not 
to  a  Peerage,  but  to  precedence  in  that 
House.  He  did  not  believe  that  that 
question  had  arisen  in  the  memoxy  of 
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any  Member  of  that  House,  or  for  100 
years.  He  thought,  therefore,  that  their 
Lordships  would  have  done  enough — if 
he  might  offer  that  advice — by  intrust- 
ing to  the  Committee  the  very  important 
investigation  which  the  rest  of  the  Mo- 
tion would  ffive  to  them.  To  go  beyond 
that  would,  he  believed,  cause  great  em- 
barrassment, delay,  and  trouble,  without 
answering  any  good  object. 

The   lord    OHANOELLOR:    My 
Lords,  I  have  to  say  for  the  Govern- 
ment that  I  am  not  prepared  to  offer 
any  objections  to  the  Motion  of    the 
noble  Earl.      There  can  be  no  doubt, 
I  think,  that  it  would  be  a  good  thing 
that  inquiry  into  the  succession  to  Peer- 
ages and  claims  to  vote  should  take  the 
same  course,   and  be  under  the  same 
law,  in  all  parts  of  the  United  King- 
dom.     At  present  it  is  well  regelated 
in  England  and  in  Ireland,  and  it  may 
be  a  consequence  of  that  regulation  that 
nobody  in  England  or  Ireland  thinks  of 
making  a  claim  to  a  Peerage  before  it 
has  been  investigated  in  this  House,  or 
perseveree  in  it  when  it  has  been  dis- 
.  allowed  after  investigation  in  this  House. 
No  doubt  there  have  been  cases  in  which 
titles  have  been  assumed  which  have  not 
been  substantiated ;  but  those  have  been 
cases  depending  upon  questions  of  fact, 
and  as  soon  as  decisions  of  this  House 
have  been  obtained,  such  claims  as  are 
contrary  to    them   have  ceased  to  be 
made.     But  it  must  be  known  to  all 
your  Lordships  that  that  which  is  the 
rule  in  England  and  in  Ireland  is  not 
the  rule  in  Scotland,  and  that  from  time 
to  time  various  titles  to  Peerages  have 
been  assumed  in  Scotland  by  persons 
who  have  not  taken  the  means  which 
were  open  to  them  of  submitting  their 
claims  to  investigation  in  this  House; 
and  hitherto  there  have  been  no  means 
provided  by  law,   except  under  parti- 
cular conditions,  for  causing  those  claims 
to  be  inquired  into ;  and  one  consequence 
of  that  has  been  that  some  discussions, 
very  inexpedient   and   undesirable,   as 
to  the  grounds  of  particular  decisions 
of  your  Lordships'  Committee  of  Privi- 
leges, have  been  raised  in  the  way  of 
general  debate  in  this  House.     To  put 
the  course    of  procedure,  in  all    such 
cases,  on  a  uniform  and  well-regulated 
footing,  seems  to  me  a  desirable  thing. 
With  respect  to  the  last  part  of  the  Mo- 
tion, as  to  the  procedure  and  practice 
ef  this  House  in  its  Committee  of  Privi- 
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leges,  while  I  entirely  agree  with  what 
my  noble  and  learned  Friend  has  said, 
that  in  most  cases,  or  at  least  in  many, 
there  must  be  much  unavoidable  expense, 
yet  I  think  it  is  something  like  a  scan- 
dal that  from  year  to  year,  from  Ses- 
sion to  Session,  nobody  knowing  how 
much  time  will  be  occupied  in  one  Ses- 
sion, or  how  many  protracted  stages 
there  may  be,  the  same  claims  are 
allowed  to  drag  on  and  continue  very 
much  at  the  convenience  of  those  who 
are  interested  in  conducting  those  cases 
out-of-doors.  I  cannot  but  think  that, 
although  it  may  be  impossible  strictly 
and  literally  to  apply  to  those  claims 
exactlv  the  same  rules  which  are  ap- 
plicable to  ordinary  cases  of  civil  litiga- 
tion, yet  a  very  much  greater  approxi- 
mation might  be  made — that  is  to  say, 
claimants  might  be  required  within  rea- 
sonable limits  of  time,  and  in  something 
like  a  regular  course,  to  bring  in  their 
evidence,  and  take  the  judgment  of  the 
Committee  of  Privileges  upon  its  effect. 
You  might  not  be  able,  in  all  cases,  to 
prevent  them  from  being  renewed,  but 
you  coidd  prevent  claims  from  being 
protracted  over  a  very  great  length  of 
time.  The  question  of  precedence  does 
not  directly  interest  this  House,  except 
so  far  as  it  may  affect  either  the  weight 
or  value  of  evidence  in  cases  of  Peerage 
claims,  and  the  relative  precedence  in 
this  House  of  any  Representative  Peers 
from  Scotland,  as  between  whom  ques- 
tions of  precedence  may  arise.  Prece- 
dence stood  originally  upon  the  Royal 
Prerogative;  but,  as  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  has  said,  so  far  as  relates  to  Eng- 
land, the  legislation  of  the  Reign  of 
Henry  YIII.  has  put  it  upon  the  footing 
of  law.  As  to  the  Scotch  JEtepresentative 
Peers,  they,  by  the  Act  of  Union,  take 
rank  in  this  House  as  at  the  date  of  the 
Act  of  Union.  Among  themselves,  they 
take  rank  when  the  dignities  are  of  the 
same  degree,  according  to  the  dates  of 
their  creation.  If  it  so  happened  that 
an  Earl  of  Rothes,  for  example,  and  some 
other  noblemen  now  standing  above  the 
Earl  of  Rothes  upon  the  Union  Roll,  were 
at  the  same  time  to  be  returned  as 
Representative  Peers,  the  question  of 
precedence  between  them  might  arise. 
Now,  the  matter  stands  in  this  peculiar 
way.  The  Decreet  of  Ranking  of  James  I. 
is  not  an  instrument  by  which  the  King, 
in  the  exercise  of  the  Royal  Prerogative, 
granted  any  precedence.     It  was  the 
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result  of  the  Commission  of  Inquiry 
issued  by  authority  of  that  King  to  look 
into  the  documents  upon  which  the  actual 
rights  of  priority  or  precedence  would 
depend,  and  to  report  accordingly.  The 
King  established  the  result  of  these  find- 
ings ;  but  the  Commission,  at  the  same 
time,  provided  that  if  anyone  should  be 
aggrieved  by  the  order  of  precedence  so 
settled,  he  might  appeal  to  the  Court  of 
Session,  and  that  Court  might  pass  a 
decree  to  rectify  any  mistake  that  might 
have  been  committed.  Under  that  power 
the  Court  of  Session,  at  the  beginning 
of  the  Heign  of  Charles  I.,  altered,  in 
one  instance  (that  of  the  Earl  of  Buchan), 
the  precedence  fixed  by  the  Decreet  of 
Banking;  and  an  Act  of  Parliament 
was  passed  to  confirm  that  change.  One 
or  two  other  cases  were  brought  for- 
ward ;  but,  so  far  as  I  have  been  able 
to  trace  the  matter,  they  came  to  nothing, 
and  the  claims  were  dropped.  So  that, 
except  in  the  case  of  the  Earl  of 
Buchan,  no  actual  rectification  has  been 
made ;  and  as  to  all  other  Peerages,  the 
Union  Boll  simply  represents  the  Decreet 
of  Hankinff.  it  may  be  a  matter  of 
serious  doubt  whether  the  Court  of  Ses- 
sion would  now  consider  that  it  has 
authority  to  entertain  any  such  question 
of  priority,  seeing  that  the  only  original 
authority  was  derived  from  King  James' 
Commission,  and  that,  in  the  single  case 
in  which  the  order  of  precedence  has 
been  changed,  it  was  thought  necessary 
to  have  an  Act  of  Parliament  to  confirm 
the  decision  in  Lord  Buchan's  favour.  It 
appears  to  me  that,  in  that  state  of  things, 
it  might  be  desirable,  not  to  inquire  whe- 
ther this  Peer  or  that  is  in  the  proper 
place  in  the  Union  EoU  or  Decreet  of 
Kanking,  an  inquiry  which  I  ^ould 
deprecate  quite  as  much  as  my  noble 
Friend  who  moves  the  Amendment ;  but 
into  the  state  of  the  law  as  to  the  means 
of  correcting  such  errors  (if  any)  as  may 
exist  in  those  instruments.  *  As  I  under- 
stand the  Motion,  all  that  is  intended 
is  that  the  Committee  should  inquire, 
not  into  the  position  and  order  of  pre- 
cedence of  the  Scotch  Peerage  upon 
the  Boll,  but  into  the  present  state  of 
the  law  with  regard  to  several  matters, 
of  which  this  is  one.  I  have  explained 
the  reasons  which  led  me  not  to  antici- 
pate the  objections  which  have  been 
made  on  this  point.  My  mind  is  perfectly 
open  upon  the  subject,  and  1  do  not 
desire    in   the  least  to  influence  your  ] 
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Lordships  if  you  think  this  part  of  the 
proposed  inquiry  unnecessary. 

TsE  E^BL  OF  BOSEBEBT  said,  he 
did  not  rise  to  take  any  part  in  the  dis- 
cussion ;  nor  did  he  think  that  the  matter 
was  of  great  importance  as  to  whether 
this  Committee  sat  or  not.  The  fact  was, 
that  all  the  information  the  Committee 
required  was  in  the  hands  of  the  House. 
The  main  points  that  were  raised  with 
respect  to  the  Scotch  Peerage,  which 
were  sufficiently  obvious,  were  already 
fully  laid  before  the  House  in  the  Beport 
of  the  evidence  of  the  Committee  of 
1874;  but  if  there  was  any  anxiety  on 
the  part  of  their  Lordships  to  sit  on  an- 
other Committee,  he  saw  no  reason  to  pre- 
vent their  doing  so.  At  the  same  time,  ho 
would  point  out  that  what  was  wanted 
was  not  a  Committee  or  information. 
There  were  various  important  recom- 
mendations of  the  Committee  now  in 
evidence  before  their  Lordships.  They 
had  been  in  the  hands  of  their  Lordships 
for  some  years,  and  there  had  been  no 
tendency  whatever  to  take  any  action 
upon  them.  The  matter  was  one  of  so 
much  delicacy  and  of  dignity,  as  affect- 
ing a  large  section  of  the  Peerage,  that 
it  could  only  be  introduced  upon  the 
responsibility  of  Her  Majesty's  Gk>veni- 
ment ;  and  certainly,  considering  the  pre- 
sent state  of  Public  Business,  it  was  not 
to  be  expected  that  the  Oovemment 
would  be  prepared  to  bring  in  such  a 
measure  this  year.  Asregarded  that  veiy 
difficult  point,  which  was  not  merely  a 
question  of  precedence  but  a  question  of 
eeemliness  at  the  election  of  SootckPeers, 
they  had  a  suggestion  that,  instead  of  a 
BoU  of  Peerage  to  which  there  were 
likely  to  be  a  dozen  claimants,  and  which 
had  led  to  scenes  almost  giving  one  the 
idea  of  personal  combat,  these  scenes 
might  be  avoided  by  making  the  Boll 
one  of  individual  Peers  and  not  of 
Peerages  to  which  people  could  lay 
claim.  The  preparation  of  such  a  BoU 
would  require  a  Committee  of  ereat 
lawyers,  and  a  Committee  that  womd  sit 
witn  great  labour  and  patience  for,  he 
should  think,  a  considerable  number  of 
years,  and  when  that  was  done  they 
should  have  some  hopes  of  getting  the 
question  put  into  a  satisfaotoxy  state. 
He  wished  to  point  out  that  a  mere  ool- 
lection  of  information  was  a  very  flabby 
and  endless  mode  of  dealing  with  this 
question.  He  did  not  know  if  noble 
Lords  ^ere  anxious  to  sit  upon  another 
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Committee,  bat  he  was  quite  certain  that 
it  wasnot  by  Committees  that  this  subject 
could  be  settled.  This  Committee  would 
have  to  guard  itself  very  striotlj  against 
the  danger  pointed  out  of  descending 
into  the  usual  controversies  concerning 
the  Mar  Peerage. 

The  Eabl  of  EEDESDALE  (Cbaib- 
uxjx  of  OoMMTTTEEs)  thought  that  it 
would  be  unwise  to  re-open  this  ques- 
tion, which  had  long  been  settled,  for 
good  or  ill.  An  inquiry  into  a  Peerage 
claim  was  very  difiTerent  from  any  other 
legal  proceeding,  in  consequence  of  the 
number  of  years  that  the  inquiry  ex- 
tended back.  In  the  Annandale  Peerage 
case,  for  instance,  the  Committee  had  to 
investigate  a  line  of  descent  commencing 
in  the  15th  centuiy.  He  had  received  a 
letter  from  a  noble  Duke  (the  Duke  of 
Bucclengh)  who  had  taken  much  interest 
in  the  matter,  in  which  he  stated  it 
would  be  impossible  for  the  Committee 
to  go  into  the  whole  of  the  details  of  the 
subject  unless  they  were  prepared  to  sit 
for  many  months,  or  perhaps  years,  and 
that  it  would  involve  a  large  expendi- 
ture of  money,  public  as  well  as  private. 
He  agreed  with  the  remarks  that  had 
fallen  from  the  noble  Lord  who  had  just 
sat  down,  and  he  hoped  the  House  would 
agree  to  the  Amendment  of  the  noble 
I^rd  behind  him. 

The  Eabi.  of  GALLOWAY  said,  the 
only  object  of  the  part  of  the  Eesolution 
objected  to  was  to  investigate  and  see 
whether  this  Decreet  of  Bsmking  was  a 
document  of  value,  without  the  inten- 
tion of  going  into  any  particular  Peer- 
age He  could  not  but  hope  their  Lord- 
ships might  think  it  best,  therefore,  to 
accept  the  Besolution  proposed  by  his 
noble  Friend  opposite  in  its  entirety, 
after  hearing  the  remarks  of  the  Lord 
Chancellor  on  the  subject. 

The  Eabl  of  AIRLIE  said,  that,  in 
aooordanoe  with  the  feeling  uf  the  House, 
he  was  willing  to  accept  the  Amendment 
of  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  Balfour  of 
Burleigh). 

On  question,  that  the  words  proposed 
to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the  motion, 
r etched  in  the  negative  ;  and  motion,  as 
amended,  agreed  to. 

ARMY   (AUXHilARY  FORCES)-THE 
WINDSOR  REVIEW. 

Eabi.  OBANYILLE  :  Perhaps  it  would 
be  oonveniexit  that  I  should  state  to  the 


House  the  arrangements  that  have  been 
made  for  the  accommodation  of  Members 
of  both  Houses  on  the  occasion  of  the 
Royal  Beview  at  Windsor  to-morrow. 
Space  for  about  500  has  been  roped  off  * 
in  front  of  the  Hoyal  carriages  ana  to  the 
left  of  the  saluting-point.    The  Banger, 
will  do  his  best  to  provide  aocommo-. 
dation  for  Membei-s'  carriages  behind 
the  Boyal  carriages. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR :  It  may 
also  be  for  the  convenience  of  the  House 
that  I  should  state  that  arrangements 
have  been  made  for  special  trains  for 
the  conveyance  of  Members  of  both 
Houses  to  Windsor  to-morrow ;  but  that 
no  arrangements  have  been  made  for 
special  trains  for  the  return  journey. 

S^.aughter.']  Perhaps  I  ought  to  modify 
at  statement  by  saying  that  at  present 
I  have  not  received  information  that  any 
arrangements  for  return  special  trains 
have  been  made. 

ALSAOEB  CHAPEL  (mAKBIAGEs)  BILL  [h.L.] 

A  Bill  to  legalize  certain  Marriages  celebrated 
in  the  Chapel  at  Alsager,  in  the  pariah  of  Bar- 
thomley — Was  presented  by  The  Lord  Arch- 
bishop of  York;  read  1*.    (No.  153.) 

House  adjonmed  at  half  past  Six 

o*olock,  to  Monday  next, 

Eleven  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OP    COMMONS, 
Friday,  Sth  July,  1881. 


MINUTES.]  —  Public  Bills  —  Ordered— First 
Iteading — Solent  Navigation  •  [207]  ;  Parlia- 
mentary Revision  (Dublin  County)  *  [208]. 

First  Reading— Cb&iiUihlb  Trusts*  [209]. 

Second  Reading — London  City  (Parochial  Cha- 
rities) [131,  debate  further  at^'oumed. 

Committee — fland  Law  (Ireland)  [136] — b.p.  ; 
Bemoval  Terms  (Scotland)  [8],  deSate  ad-- 
Journed, 

Third  Reading  —  Solicitors'  Remuneration  • 
[100],  and  passed. 

mthdraum'-Com  Returns  (No.  2)  •  [76]. 

The  House  met  at  Two  of  the  dock. 
QUESTIONS. 


SOUTH  AFRICA— THE  TRANSVAAL 
COMMISSION. 

Sib  HENEY  HOLLAND  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colo* 
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nies,  If  he  can  state  to  the  House  whe- 
ther the  labours  of  the  Transvaal  Com- 
mission are  drawing  to  a  close ;  and,  if 
no  information  has  been  received  upon 
the  point,  whether  he  will  cause  an  in- 
quiry to  be  made  of  the  Royal  Commis- 
sioners as  to  the  progress  they  are  mak- 
ing, and  the  probable  termination  of 
their  inquiry  ? 

Sir  CHARLES  \V.  DILKE :  Sir,  a 
telegram  has  been  received  from  Sir 
Hercules  Robinson,  from  which  it  ap- 
pears that  if  good  progress  continues  to 
be  made,  the  Commissioners  hope  to 
complete  the  principle  portions  of  their 
work  in  about  three  weeks  from  the 
present  time. 

SOUTH  AFRICA  —  ZULULAND  —  AL- 
LEGED  REMOVAL  OF  THE  REMAINS 
OF  THE  LATE  KING,  PANDA, 

Mb.  R.  N.  fowler  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies, 
Whether  the  Commissioners  appointed 
to  inquire  into  the  alleged  digging  up  and 
removal  of  Panda's  remains  in  Zululand 
have  made  their  Report;  and,  if  so,  will 
he  lay  it  upon  the  Table  of  the  House  ? 

Sib  CHARLES  W.  DILKE:  Sir, 
Commissioners  were  not  appointed ;  but 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  desired 
Sir  Oeorge  CoUey  to  report  upon  this 
matter,  and  a  despatch  was  received 
from  him,  from  which  it  appeared  that 
no  trustworthy  information  could  be 
procured.  A  telegram  has  been  sent  to 
Sir  Evelyn  Wood  asking  whether  any 
further  steps  were  taken  by  Sir  George 
Colley.  There  will  be  no  objection  to  pro- 
duce the  Papers  when  they  are  complete. 

ELEMENTARY  EDUCATION  ACT.  1880— 
THE  STANDARD  OF  EXEMPTION— 
BYE-LAWS  FOR  SCHOOL  ATTEND. 
ANCE. 

Me.  summers  asked  the  Vice  Pre- 
sident of  the  Council,  Whether  one  of 
the  results  of  the  passing  of  **  The  Ele- 
mentary Education  Act,  1880,"  has  been 
that  some  School  Boards  and  School 
Attendance  Committees  have  lowered 
the  standard  of  education  fixed  by  their 
bye-laws  for  the  total  or  partial  exemp- 
tion of  children  from  the  obligation  to 
attend  school ;  and,  whether  he  will  lay 
upon  the  Table  of  the  House  a  Return 
showing  the  extent  to  which  the  Act  has 
operated  in  this  direction  ? 

Mb.  MUNDELLA  :  Sir,  the  Elemen- 
tary  Education  Act  of  1880    required 
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that  on  or  before  the  Ist  of  Janoazjof 
the  present  year  every  district  in  Eng- 
land and  Wales  should  pass  bye-laws  re- 
gelating school  attendance.    The  reroh 
has  been  thatabout  1,200  sets  of  bye-lawi, 
embracing  a  population  of  6,600,000, 
have  been  passed.     In  settling  bye-lawi 
for  a  Union,  composed  of  a  number  of 
parishes,  we  have  endeavoured  as  &r 
as  possible  to  secure  uniform  standardi 
for  partial  and  total  exemption  for  the 
whole  UnioD.     To  effect  this  we  htve, 
in  some  instances,  had  to  lower,  and  in 
others  to  raise,  the  standards  in  certain 
parishes.     The  general  effect,  howerear, 
has  been  to  raise  the  standards,  and  in 
thousands  of  parishes  to  supply  stan- 
dards where   none  were  previously  in 
force.     In  the  factory  towns  and  die- 
tricts  the  half-time   standard    has,  in 
some  instances,  been  reduced.    This  ia 
owing  to  the  fact  that  before  the  pass- 
ing of  the  Act  of  last  year  it  was  con- 
tended that  no  standard  was  reqniute 
in  the  case  of  factory  children.    These 
and  all  other  children  are  now  required 
to  pass  a  standard  before  going  to  woriCi 
so  that,  although  the  nominal  standaid 
has  in  a  few  instances  been  lowered,  tlie 
effect  of  the  Act  has  been  to  raise  the 
standard  and  increase  the  efficiencjof 
educational  work  throughout  the  coun- 
try.   I  have  already  laid  on  the  TaUe 
a    Return    showing   the  standards  in 
force  in  every  parish  and  borouffh  in 
England  and  Wales,  and  this,  I  hope, 
will  meet  the  requirements  of  the  hon. 
Member. 

ARMY   (AUXILIARY  FORCES)— THE 
VOLUNTEER   REVIEW    AT   WINDSOB. 

The  O'DONOOHUE  asked  the  Seci«- 
tary  of  State  for  War,  If  it  be  true  that 
the  request  of  Sir  Frederick  Roberta 
and  Sir  James  Hill  to  attend  on  the 
staff,  on  the  occasion  of  the  Volunteer 
Review  at  Windsor,  previous  to  return- 
ing to  India,  has  been  refused ;  and,  if 
so,  on  what  grounds  ? 

Mr.  CHILDERS  :  Sir,  before  I  an- 
swer this  Question,  I  think  I  ought  to 
gather  whether  it  is  the  wish  of  the 
House  to  make  the  selection  of  officers 
for  the  Staff  at  Reviews  the  subject  of 
Parliamentary  criticism.  I  cannot  find 
that  in  either  House  of  Parliament  such 
interference  with  the  discretion  of  the 
military  authorities  has  ever  taken  place, 
and  I  must  appeal  to  the  House  to  sup- 
port me  if  I  decline  to  answer  a  Ques- 
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tion  which  would  form  a  precedent  for 
inquiries,  in  my  opinion,  quite  beyond 
the  province  of  Parliament. 

Thb  O'DONOGHUE  gave  Notice  that, 
in  consequence  of  the  answer  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  he  would  renew 
the  Question  on  going  into  Committee 
of  Supply. 

Mr.  SOHHEIBEB  asked  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury,  "Whether  he  will 
apply  to  His  Eoyal  Highness  the  Hanger 
of  Windsor  Park  to  admit  Members  of 
both  Houses  of  Parliament  wishing  to 
attend  the  Yolunteer  Eeview  on  Saturday 
to  the  reserved  spaces  in  Windsor  Park 
on  either  hand  of  the  position  to  be  occu- 
pied by  Her  Majesty,  and  so  gprant  them 
the  same  privileges  as  have  already  been 
conceded  to  others  of  Her  Majesty's 
subjects  ?  The  hon.  Member  said  he 
heard  yesterday,  for  the  first  time,  that 
Windsor  Park  was  under  the  Commis- 
fiioners  of  Woods  and  Forests,  and  that, 
consequently,  no  Member  of  the  Go- 
vernment had  communicated  with  the 
Banger  on  the  subject  of  his  (Mr. 
Schreiber's)  Questions  relating  to  the 
Volunteer  Beview.  Therefore,  the  ani- 
mated conversation  in  the  House  yester- 
day would  be  the  first  intimation  re- 
ceived by  the  Banger  of  the  wishes  of 
the  House,  with  which  he  felt  sure  His 
Boyal  Highness  would  be  anxious  to 
comply.  He  hoped  now  to  hear  from 
the  Prime  Minister  that  they  would  be 
able  to-morrow,  as  Members  of  the 
Legislature,  whether  enclosed  between 
hurdles  or  not,  to  testify  their  admira- 
tion of  the  fine  spirit  which  would  bring 
50,000  men  to  Windsor. 

Mb.  CHILDEBS  :  Sir,  my  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Prime  Minister  has  asked  me 
to  state  what  has  been  done  in  this 
matter.  After  the  conversation  in  the 
House  last  night,  I  saw  Mr.  Gore,  one 
of  the  Commissioners  of  Woods  and 
Forests,  and  we  telegraphed  to  the 
Banger  of  Windsor  Park  our  opinion 
that,  under  the  circumstances,  provision 
should  be  made  for  reserving  places  at 
theBeview  for  Members  of  the  Houses  of 
Parliament.  Space  for  500  is  roped  off, 
accordingly,  in  front  of  the  Boyal  car- 
riages and'  to  the  left  of  the  saluting 
point,  and  300  tickets  will  be  sent  to 
Mr.  Speaker  for  Members  of  this  House 
by  5  o'clock  this  afternoon.  As  to  Mem- 
bers' carriages,  the  Banger  will  make 
the  beat  arrangements  he  can  behind  the 
Boyal  oaniAges. 


FRAKCE  AND  ENGLAND— THE  NEW 
COMlfERCIAL  TREATY  — NEGOTIA- 
TIONS. 

Mb.  BIBLEY  asked  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury,  Whether,  having  regard 
to  the  magnitude  and  variety  oi  the  in- 
terests involved  in  the  negotiations  with 
France  for  a  renewed  and  modified 
Commercial  Treaty,  he  will  take  mea- 
sures to  afford  the  utmost  publicity  to 
the  inquiry  now  being  conducted  by  the 
Foreign  Office. 

Mh.  GLADSTONE :  Sir,  I  hope  the 
hon.  Member  will  be  content  with  my 
giving  him  a  general  answer,  for  a 
general  answer  is  the  only  answer  that 
can  be  given.  A  more  particular  and 
pointed  Question  is  goiu?  to  be  put  to  me 
next  week  by  the  noble  Yiscoimt  the 
Member  for  Liverpool  (Viscount  Sandon). 
Before  that  Question  is  put,  we  shall 
observe  the  state  of  things  before  the 
Commission,  and  perhaps  I  shall  be 
able  to  say  something  more.  All  I  can 
say  at  present  is  that  the  hon.  Member 
himself  cannot  be  more  desirous  than 
we  are  to  have  the  support  and  advan- 
tage of  public  opinion,  and  of  informa- 
tion from  every  source.  Consequently, 
to  the  utmost  extent  of  our  liberty  we 
shall  desire  to  associate  Parliament  and 
public  opinion  with  us  in  all  the  steps 
we  may  have  to  take. 

TELEGRAPH  ACTS,  1868  AND  1868  — 
TELEGRAPH  WIRES  OVER  PUBLIC 
THOROUGHFARES. 

Sib  henry  TTLEE  asked  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury,  with  reference 
to  the  responsibility  of  local  authorities 
for  the  safety  of  the  public  as  regards 
casualties  from  the  fracture  of  the  wires 
stretched  over  the  public  thoroughfares, 
Whether  he  will  be  so  ffood  as  to  state 
under  what  Act  of  Paniament  this  re- 
sponsibility is  thrown  upon  the  local 
authorities,  and  what  power  the  local 
authorities  have  to  control  the  General 
Post  Office  or  other  authorities  in  fixing 
the  wires ;  and,  whether  he  is  prepared 
to  recommend  a  departmentalinquiry, 
with  a  view  to  the  avoidance  of  the  seri- 
ous risk  now  incurred  to  all  persons 
using  the  thoroughfares  under  those 
wires  ? 

The  attorney  GENERAL  (Sir 
HsiraY  James),  in  reply,  said,  that  as 
this  was  a  legal  Question  he  would 
answer  it.    By  the  Act  of  1863,  Sec- 
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tions  9,  10,  and  12,  Telegraph  Com- 
panies were  restrained  from  placing  posts 
and  wires  along  thoroughfares  without 
the  consent  of  the  body  having  control 
of  such  thoroughfares.  By  the  Act  of 
1868  the  Act  of  1863  was  made  to  apply 
to  the  Postmaster  General.  Therefore, 
that  Act  only  restrained  Telegraph  Com- 
panies and  the  Postmaster  General ;  but, 
in  relation  to  other  public  bodies  and  to 
private  individuals  placing  posts  and  wires 
along  the  public  thoroughfares,  the  re- 
sponsibility of  seeing  that  they  were 
properly  placed  so  as  not  to  cause  danger 
to  the  public  rested  with  the  body  hav- 
ing control  of  the  streets  and  highways. 
In  the  opinion  of  the  Government,  no- 
thing had  arisen  to  render  necessary  a 
Departmental  Inquiry  with  a  view  to 
avoid  the  risk  to  persons  using  the 
thoroughfares  under  the  telegraph  wires. 
If  any  wire  were  erected  to  which  the 
local  authorities  took  exception  on  the 
score  of  danger  to  the  public,  they  could 
restrain  the  Postmaster  General  in  the 
matter. 

LAND     lAW     (IRELAND)     BILL- 
CLAUSE  34— THE  COMMISSION. 

Lord  EANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
said,  he  wished  to  ask  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister a  Question  of  which  he  had  given 
him  private  Notice.  As  it  was  probable 
that  Clause  34  of  the  Land  Bill  would 
bo  reached  on  Monday,  Will  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  direct  that  the  names  of 
the  persons  who  are  to  compose  the  Land 
Commission  shall  be  placed  on  the 
Notice  Paper  this  evening,  both  on  ac- 
count of  the  very  great  importance  of 
the  question,  and  the  great  convenience 
which  will  result  if  the  names  are  sub- 
mitted to  the  Committee  without  delay  ? 

Mk.  GLADSTONE  :  I  can  promise 
two  things.  Sir.  In  the  first  place,  we 
will  not  propose  Clause  34  till  we  are 
ready  to  put  in  the  names ;  and,  in  the 
second  place,  we  will  not  propose  Clause 
34  without  giving  Notice  of  the  names 
we  intend  to  ask  the  House  to  put  in. 
I  think,  however,  the  most  convenient 
course  would  bo  to  postpone  Clause  34. 
We  have  proceeded  on  the  principle  we 
adopted  at  the  time  of  the  passing  of  the 
Irish  Church  Act,  on  a  principle  ap- 
proved by  the  House  then,  and  a  rea- 
sonable principle  too — namely,  that  it 
would  be  well  to  determine  all  the  im- 
portant and  material  duties  of  the  Com- 
mission before  we  proceeded  to  name 
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them.  In  point  of  fact,  it  is  obviouB, 
when  we  come  to  consider  it,  that  the 
selection  of  the  Commissioners  implies 
the  acceptance  of  responsible  officee  by 
Gentlemen  to  whom  any  offer  or  pro- 
posal could  be  made,  and  that  tiiey 
would  naturally  desire  for  to  know  wb^ 
are  the  duties  to  be  placed  on  them  be- 
fore they  make  up  their  minde  on  the 
matter.  It  so  happens  that  in  this  par- 
ticular instance  we  have  two  or  three 
questions  that  must  necessarily  stand 
over,  as  matters  now  stand,  until  we 
have  got  through  the  clauses  of  the  BiH 
Whatever  may  be  proposed  with  respect 
to  labourers,  and  as  to  what  has  beei 
proposed,  at  least  with  respect  to  arrean 
and  other  things,  these  are  matten 
which  the  Committee  have  not  had  an 
opportunity  of  determining ;  and,  there- 
fore, probably  the  best  way  will  be  to 
postpone  the  matter. 

Sir  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTEasked 
whether  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  alae 
intended  to  postpone  the  clause  relating 
to  the  salaries  and  powers  of  the  Com- 
missioners ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  thought 
not.  In  accordance  with  the  promiee 
he  made  some  time  since,  he  wocud  place 
an  Amendment  on  the  Paper,  or  de* 
scribe  generally  various  changes  and, 
he  hoped,  improvements  which  they  in- 
tended to  make  with  regard  to  the  a^ 
rangements  relating  to  the  Commission. 
Ho  thought  those  might  be  very  well 
considered  before  naming  the  Commifl- 
sion. 

ORDERS    OF   THE   BAY. 

LAND  LAW  (IRELAND)  BILL.~[BiLL  186.] 
(.Vr.  Qladntont^  Mr,  Fortter^  Mr.  Bright^  Mr. 

Attorney  General  for  Ireland^    Mr.  SoUeiUr 

General  for  Ireland.) 

COMMITTEE.      [tWENTY-THIRD  NIOHT.] 

\^Progre98  7th  July."} 
Bill  coMxdered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

Pakt  V. 
Acquisition  of  Land  by  Tenants,  Be- 

CL.\MATION  OF  LaND,  AND  EMIGRATION. 

Acqumtion  of  Land  by  Tmanti. 

Clause   19  (Advances  to  tenants  by 
Commission  for  purchase  of  holdings). 
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On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  Attobitey  Oezyb- 
BAL  for  iBELAiTDy  Amendment  made  in 
page  18,  lines  4  and  5,  by  striking^  out 
the  words  ''  a  solvent  tenant  would 
pay/'  and  inserting^  **  would  be  a  fair 
rent."  . 

Mb.  LITTON  moved  as  an  Amend- 
ment, in  page  IS,  the  omission  of  the 
word  ''may"  in  line  13,  in  order  to 
insert  the  word  ''  shall."  That,  he  said, 
was  a  very  short  Amendment,  but  it 
was  one  of  some  importance.  The  pro- 
vision of  the  clause  was  to  indemnify 
the  tenant  who  purchased  from  the  Land 
Oommission  against  circumstances  ad- 
verse to  the  title  of  the  landlord.  He 
thought  the  Committee  would  agpree  with 
him  that  it  should  be  the  duty,  and  not 
the  option,  of  the  Oommission  to  indem- 
nify the  purchasing  tenant  under  those 
circumstances. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  13,  line 
13,  to  leave  out  **  may,"  and  insert 
"shaU."— (J/r.  Z««o«.) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  the  word 
*  may '  stand  part  of  the  Olause." 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  I  hope  my  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  will  be  content  with 
the  word  "  may."  It  is  a  very  strong 
provision,  indeed,  in  favour  of  the  ten- 
ant, to  authorize  the  Commission  to  take 
upon  themselves  the  risk  of  doubts  and 
ambiguities  appertaining  to  the  title.  I 
am  not  aware  that  any  such  enactment 
has  ever  before  been  authorized  as  that 
of  allowing  any  body  of  persons  to  take 
upon  the  State  in  the  way  now  proposed 
the  discharge  of  doubts  or  ambiguities 
in  future  contingencies.  I  think  it 
necessary  that  we  should  preserve  the 
ultimate  discretion  of  the  Court. 

Mb.  HEALT  thought  the  sub-section 
would  only  give  the  tenant  a  right  of 
action  against  the  Commission  in  case 
he  was  subsequently  evicted,  and  he 
would  ask  the  Government  to  give  the 
Land  Commission  the  same  power  that 
was  possessed  by  the  Landed  Estates 
Court.  He  would  ask  the  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  whether  this  inter- 
pretation was  not  correct  ? 

Mb.  LITTON  said,  he  was  not  so 
unreasonable  as  to  ask  that  the  Land 
Commission  should  make  such  an  inquiry 
into  the  title  of  the  landlord  as  would 
be  sufficient  to  secure  a  statutory  title. 
But  it  seemed  to  him  that  where  the 
onus  and  duty  was  oast  upon  the  Com- 


mission of  selling  to  the  tenant  and 
taking  his  money  for  the  purchase,  they 
should  be  bound  to  give  a  covenant 
against  encumbrances.  If  it  were  left 
optional  with  the  Commissioners,  it 
would  be  competent  for  them  to  say, 
''We  will  give  no  indemnity,"  and  the 
purchaser  might  be  exposed  to  eviction. 
He  was  surprised  that  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter did  not  see  his  way  to  accept  this 
Amendment.  He  did  not  like,  however, 
to  press  it  against  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman's opinion,  because  he  deferred 
to  the  right  hon.  Gentieman's  opinion 
very  much.  Probably  the  right  hon..  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Attorney  Gene- 
ral for  Ireland  could  give  some  explana- 
tion as  to  why  the  Amendment  should 
not  be  regarded  as  a  reasonable  one.  If 
the  purchaser  was  to  be  made  safe,  it 
could  only  be  done  except  through  the 
intervention  of  the  Commission,  and  he 
ought  to  get  an  indemnity  from  the 
Commission  against  any  claim  that 
might  afterwards  be  made.  It  would 
be  very  unreasonable  for  the  purchaser 
to  have  to  defend  a  law  suit  with  heavy 
costs  by  reason  of  some  oversight  on  the 
part  of  the  Commission,  or  of  their 
refusal  to  g^ve  the  indemnity  which 
they  ought  to  give.  He  was  very  un- 
wiUing  to  set  his  opinion  against  that  of 
the  Prime  Minister,  but  he  entertained 
a  strong  opinion  upon  the  subject. 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  did  not  see  how 
the  Commissioners  were  to  investigate 
the  titie  of  the  vendor  unless  they  had 
the  means  of  investigation.  The  Com- 
missioners were  merely  to  act  as  in- 
termediaries in  this  matter  between 
the  original  owner  and  the  purchasing 
tenant.  Thoy  should  not  be  bound  in 
every  case  to  make  good  the  title.  They 
would,  no  doubt,  do  it  in  all  reasonable 
cases,  and  that  was  really  the  meaning 
of  the  word  "may;"  but  the  word 
"shall"  gave  no  alternative  such  as 
ought  to  be  retained.  The  Court  might 
be  trusted  to  do  what  was  right,  and 
they  would  give  the  indemnity  where  it 
was  reasonable  to  do  it. 

Sib  JOSEPH  M^KENNA  thought 
the  case  might  be  met  according  to  the 
view  suggested  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Tyrone  (Mr.  Litton),  by 
inserting  the  words  "  shall,  unless  re- 
leased from  that  obligation  by  the 
grantee."  That  would  provide  that  the 
Court  should  indemnify  the  purchaser  of 


8W 


Zand  Law 


( COMMONS) 


i^$kni)  SOL  S68 


the  fee-farm  interest,  unless  the  pur- 
chaser should  release  them  from  that 
obligation.  That  would  work  very  well, 
because  in  cases   where  there  was   a 

feneral  consensus — where  the  title  was 
nown  to  be  good  and  sufficient — there 
would  be  no  costs  incurred ;  but  it  would 
be  very  fair  that  the  Court  should  put 
the  tenant  on  his  guard  in  certain  cases 
— the  strong  inducement  for  doing  which 
they  would  have  from  the  fact  that  they 
would  be  liable  unless  they  got  an  in- 
demity  from  him. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  The  Landed 
Estates  Court  are  armed  with  the  neces- 
sary machinery  for  strictly  investigating 
title;  but  we  could  not  provide  that 
machinery  in  the  case  of  the  Land 
Court,  and  therefore  we  cannot  place 
upon  them  the  function  of  the  Landed 
I&tates  Court  to  give  a  Parliamentary 
title.  We  have  already  gone  a  long  way 
from  what  was  proposed,  and  we  cannot 
go  further.  By  assenting  to  a  number 
of  these  provisions,  we  have  already 
somewhat  strained  our  original  pur- 
pose. 

Mr.  GOEST  said,  he  entirely  agreed 
with  the  Prime  Minister  and  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland  as  to  their  intention  ;  but  he 
confessed  he  liad  some  little  doubt  as  to 
whether  the  words  at  present  in  the  clause 
would  quite  carry  out  that  intention.  He 
was  not  sure  whether,  as  the  words  now 
stood,  the  Court  would  be  able  to  refuse 
to  give  an  indemnity,  because,  as  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  was 
aware,  the  word  *'  may  "  in  Acts  of  Par- 
liament was  generally  construed  **  shall." 
He  thought  that  words  should  be  inserted 
such  as  **  may  in  their  discretion,*'  or 
'*if  they  think  fit;"  or,  otherwise,  the 
**may"  might  be  held  equivalent  to 
**  shall "  when  the  Bill  came  to  be  put 
into  operation. 

Mr.  LEAMY  thought  that  even  if 
the  word  '*  shall"  were  substituted  for 
'*  may,"  it  might  not  have  an  obligatory 
ofiect,  unless  the  Commission  had  some 
means  of  satisfying  themselves  as  to  the 
title ;  for  it  might  be  held  that  an  indem- 
nity was  not  due  to  the  tenaiit,  and  that 
unfortunate  tenant  might  have  to  pay  a 
very  large  sum.  If  the  Court  was  to 
transact  the  business  at  all,  they  ought 
to  be  able  to  investigate  title;  and  it 
would  certainly  bo  much  cheaper  for 
them  to  investigate  tlian  for  anybody 
else  to  do  so. 

Sir  Joseph  M'Kenna 


Mr.  DAWSON  said,  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Chatham  (Mr. 
Gorst)  had  suggested  that  the  wovJi 
should  be  '*  may,  if  they  think  fit."  Bit 
what  the  words  of  the  clause  meant  m 
they  stood  at  present  was — "if  satiiM 
with  the  indemnity  given  by  the  land- 
lord." In  many  cases  the  Court  wovU 
make  inquiry  into  title,  and  they  would 
not  put  the  provision  in  force  umeH  tti 
necessary  conditions  were  complied  wittu 

Mr.  LITTON  said,  that,  after  thedb- 
cussion  that  had  taken  place,  he  would 
not  trouble  the  Committee  to  divide  upon 
the  Amendment. 

Mr.  WARTON  wished  to  suggest  to 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Attoraej 
General  for  Ireland,  before  the  Ameni 
ment  was  withdrawn,  that  there  vai 
great  force  in  what  had  been  said  If 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Chat" 
ham  (Mr.  Gorst). 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Question  proposed,  ''  That  the  CJaiuii 
as  amended,  stand  part  of  the  Bill.'* 

Sir  HERBEBT  MAX  WELL  said,  ha 
had  not  uttered  a  single  word  befora 
during  the  discussions  upon  the  Bill,  and 
he  should  not  have  ventured  to  introda 
upon  the  attention  of  the  Committoa 
now  unless  he  thouc^ht  he  had  good    \ 
reason,  for  he  knew  he  mieht  be  sop* 
posed  by  hon.  Members  sitting  on  both 
sides  of  the  House  to  be  rushing  in 
^  here  angels  and  Irish  landlords  feaiad 
to   tread.     He   intended,    however,  to 
move  the   rejection  of   this  clause,  ai 
he  thoroughly  disapproved  of  it.    The 
grounds  upon  which    the    clause  iraa 
founded  seemed  to  him  to  be  utteily 
barren,  and   to   have  been   completdy 
undermined  by  the  experience  of  the 
last  1 0  years,  as  was  shown  by  the  £e- 
port  of  the  Commissioners  and  Assistant 
Commissioners  which   he  held  in   bit 
hand.   He  had  listened  to  the  discussion 
with  the  greatest  possible  interest,  and 
had  heard  the  most  convincing  argn- 
mouts  used  against  the  clause.     On  the 
question  as  to  wliother  four-fifths  or  only 
three-fourths  of  the  advances  should  be 
provided  by  the  State,  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Duchy  of  Lancaster  (Mr.* John  Bright] 
had  said  that  there  was  one  mode  of 
purchasing    unanimity    all    round — by 
sacrificing  the  public  interest;  but  the 
only  difference  between  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,   who  stood  out  for  three- 
fourths,  and  those  who  supported  the 
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proposal  of  four-fiflhs,  was  the  small 
difference  of  £5  in  each  £100  —  the 
amount  of  the  advance  proposed  to  be 
made  by  the  nation  being  in  the  one 
case  £80,  while  in  the  other  it  was  £75. 
He  (Sir  Herbert  Maxwell)  could  not, 
for  his  life,  see  why,  if  an  £80  advance 
was  profligate,  a  £75  advance  should 
be  advisable.  And,  though  that  was 
not  the  question  now  before  the  Com- 
mittee, he  thought  the  arguments  which 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster 
(Mr.  John  Bright)  ur^ed  against  a  four- 
fifths'  advance  told  strongl}'  against  the 
whole  clause,  because  it  seemed  to  him 
that  the  clause  sacrificed  the  public 
interest  of  the  taxpayer  upon  inadequate 
security.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster 
(Mr.  John  Bright)  had  taunted  the  land- 
lords with  having  been  ignorant  in  the 
past,  and  suggested  that  probably  they 
might  be  so  in  the  future.  It  would  be, 
perhaps,  unbecoming  in  him  (Sir  Herbert 
Maxwell)  to  retort  that,  in  some  respects, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  himself  was 
possibly  not  so  well-informed  as  he  might 
be ;  but  he  would,  at  all  events,  ask  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  whether  he  had 
seen  the  Heport  of  Messrs.  Baldwin  and 
Hobertson,  dated  the  Ist  of  January, 
1880,  and  only  circulated  three  or  four 
days  ago  ?  He  did  not  think  that  many 
hon.  Members  had  yet  seen  thatBeport, 
and  he  did  not  know  why  its  publication 
had  been  delayed  so  long.  They  were 
asked,  in  the  words  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Duchy 
of  Lancaster,  to  pass  the  clause  because 
of  the  success  of  the  establishment  of 
peasant  proprietors  during  the  last  10 
years.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  told 
the  Lrish  Members  last  night  to  comfort 
themselves  with  the  knowledge  derived 
from  the  experience  of  the  past — that  in 
no  case  had  an  advance  of  three-fourths 
failed.  But  what  was  found  in  the  4th 
page  of  the  Eeport  of  the  Assistant  Com- 
missioners? Why,  that  in  18  holdings 
in  the  county  of  Armagh — that  county 
being  regarded  as  one  of  the  most  pro- 
mising grounds  on  which  to  establish 
peasant  proprietors — the  Commissioners 
gave  evidence  of  having  visited  every 
one,  and  undertook  to  state  the  naked 
facts  about  them,  and,  with  the  exception 
of  one  single  holding — No.  13  in  the 
Beport — the  description  of  each  holding 
was  given  in  the  most  gloomy  colour- 
ing.   In  no  instance  could  they  report 


improved  cultivation,  even  though  the 
tenants  could  have  no  fear  hanging  over 
the  investment  of  capital  in  the  soil,  and 
would  not  be  deterred  from  making  im- 
provements by  the  anticipation  that  the 
rent  would  be  increased  as  soon  as  the 
improvements  began  to  tell.  The  first 
holding  reached  was  No.  1,  five  acres, 
rent  £6.  The  tenant  had  had  to  exhaust 
his  live  stock  to  pay  the  instalments,  and 
not  a  beast  of  any  kind  was  to  be  found 
on  the  land  except  two  pigs.  Before 
the  purchase  the  tenant  had  had  four 
cows,  and  had  built  a  good  house ;  the 
windows  and  general  appearance  of 
the  house  now  told  their  own  tale  of 
pecuniary  embarrassment  and  distress. 
In  case  No.  8,  the  soil  was  kept  in 
the  most  beggarly  condition,  and  the 
tenant  gave  as  a  reason  for  the  pur- 
chase that  he  was  afraid  the  land 
would  be  bought  up  by  a  bad  landlord. 
But  that  was  no  argument  in  favour  of 
this  clause,  since  they  were  told  that 
after  the  passing  of  this  Bill  there  were 
to  be  no  bad  landlords.  There  was  not 
the  least  sign  of  improved  cultivation. 
The  tenant  in  case  No.  1 8  owned  three 
acres,  value  £3.  He  used  to  pay  £2  5«., 
and  the  purchase  money  was  £47,  the 
whole  of  which  was  left  at  10  per  cent. 
The  owner  bow  paid  the  rates — he  paid 
none  beforehand  he  said  that  none  of  the 
purchase  money  had  been  repaid.  He  had 
a  cow,  which  the  poor  man  described  as 
"  a  sort  of  a  cow,"  but  it  was  a  very  bad 
sort.  The  cow  had  a  calf,  but  there  was 
no  grass  or  meadow  of  any  kind ;  there 
were  no  roots  for  winter  keep.  There 
was  no  evidence  whatever  of  any  attempt 
to  improve  the  cultivation  of  the  land  or 
the  general  management  of  the  holding  ; 
and  these  observations  applied  to  all  the 
holdings  described  except  No.  13,  which 
was  bought  up  by  an  affluent  shopkeeper 
in  Newry.  This  was  not  a  very  encou- 
raging picture  of  the  result  of  the  action 
of  the  Irish  Church  Commissioners  in 
establishing  peasant  proprietors.  He 
knew  there  was  an  idea  cherished  by 
some  people  that  there  could  be  no  more 
attractive  or  desirable  state  of  things 
than  the  division  of  the  land  among 
small  proprietors.  It  was  a  charming 
idea  that  every  man  should  rest  under 
his  own  vine  and  fig  tree ;  but  it  should 
be  remembered  that  they  were  now  deal- 
ing with  a  land  where  the  fig  tree  did 
not  grow,  and  that  people  with  families 
could  not  live  upon  farms  or  holdings  of 
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five  or  ten  acres.  He  did  not  wish  to 
detain  the  Committee  any  more ;  but 
he  could  not  reconcile  it  with  his  con- 
science to  allow  the  clause  to  be  added 
to  the  Bill  without  saying  one  or  two 
words. 

Amendment  proposed,  "  To  leave  out 
aause  19.''— (6Vr  Uerhert  Maxwell.) 

Mr.  JOHN  BRIGHT :  The  hon.  Ba- 
ronet (Sir  Herbert  Maxwell)  is  mistaken 
in  the  reference  he  has  made  to  my  few 
observations  of  last  night.  I  did  not 
say  that  in  no  single  case  had  there  been 
failure,  or  that  in  no  single  case  had  the 
tenant  fallen  into  unfortunate  circum- 
stances, so  that  he  could  not  get  more 
than  three-fourths  of  the  sum  advanced 
under  the  Land  Act  or  by  the  Church 
Commission.  What  I  said  was,  that 
neither  under  the  Land  Commission  nor 
the  Church  Commission  had  it  been 
found  that  the  sum  advanced  had  been 
insufficient  to  allow  and  to  encourage  a 
fair  acceptance  of  purchase  on  the  part 
of  a  tenant  anxious  to  become  proprietor. 
If  the  hon.  Baronet  bases  his  reference 
to  what  I  said  upon  having  himself 
heard  me  speak,  he  will  recollect  that 
that  was  the  argument  which  I  used. 
If,  however,  ho  refers  to  the  reports 
which  have  appeared  iu  the  newspapers, 
I  would  only  say  that  they  are  not  very 
accurate,  and  are  not  to  be  trusted.  In 
regard  to  particular  cases,  this  much 
may  be  said,  that  some  seasons  have 
been  so  disastrous  that  not  only  small 
holders,  but  large  ones  as  well,  in  many 
cases,  have  been  brought  down.  The 
hon.  Baronet  quoted  one  case  where  the 
holding  consisted  of  three  acres.  But 
nobody  supposes  that,  in  a  bad  season, 
a  man  can  comfortably  maintain  his 
family  upon  three  acres  ;  and,  even  in  a 
good,  he  would  probably  be  able  to  live 
only  on  the  lowest  kind  of  food — on 
which,  to  a  large  extent,  the  people  of 
Ireland  have  been  accustomed  to  live. 
Even  in  England  we  know  of  many 
large  farmers  who  were  men  of  capital 
four  or  five  years  ago,  and  who  held 
large  farms,  but  who  have  now  been 
pulled  down  by  disaster.  It  is  quite 
outside  the  case  to  argue  of  the  future 
solely  in  reference  to  what  has  happened 
to  very  small  holders  during  the  last 
two  or  three  years.  Tlio  general  result, 
at  any  rate,  is  satisfactory,  because  we 
have  been  told  that  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member    for    Dundalk    (Mr.    Charles 

Sir  Herbert  Maxwell 


EuBsell)  was  not  correct  in  the  statement 
he  made  the  other  day ;  and  it  is  stated 
thatwhilethewholesumpayableannnally 
to  the  Church  Commission  is  £119,000, 
the  deficiency  is  only  about    £4,000. 
And  of  that  £4,000,  a  large  proporti(m 
of  it — I  rather  think  more  than  half- 
is  owing  to  one  individual  having  made 
large  purchases  from  the  Commission. 
If  that  be  so  during  these  bad  yeai^ 
surely  the  whole  case  of  the  Govern- 
ment is  supported,  and  we  cannot  argue 
this  experience  against  the  proposition 
of  the  Bill.     When  we  know,  as  we  do 
now   know,  that  there  is,  even  under 
these   circumstances,  great   anziefy  to 
pay,  we  may  be  quite  sure  that  the  pro- 
position made  in  this  Bill,  and  woich 
seems  to  be  advanced  under  this  dame^ 
will  be  such  as  will  enable  the  tenanti 
to  gratify  the  most  laudable  ambition 
of  becoming  proprietors  of  their  own 
farms,  freeholders  in  their  own  coontiy; 
and,  though  what  the  hon.  Baronet  has 
said  of  the  vine  and  the  fig  tree  may  be 
too  true  in  Ireland,  I  am  sore  he  might 
have  continued  the  quotation,  and  said 
of  such  peasant  proprietors  that  in  the 
future  *'  no  man  can  make  them  afraid." 
Mu.    J.    N.    RICHARDSON    said, 
that,  as  the  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  Herbert 
Maxwell)  had  mentioned  Armagh,  the 
Committee  would,  perhaps,  allow  him 
to  say  a  few  words  with  regard  to  thit 
county.     He  (Mr.   J.   N.    Kichardson] 
had  not  seen,  as  yet,  the  Papers  to  which 
allusion  had  been  made,  but  he  hoped 
to  read  them  shortly  ;  but,  if  he  did  not 
mistake,  the  hon.  Baronet  was  to  have 
credit  for  having  selected  just  the  18 
cases  in  all  Ireland  that  would  best  sup- 
port the  view  he  wished  to  put  before 
the  Committee.    No  doubt,  it  must  be 
admitted  that  many  of  these  18  cases 
were  in  the  condition  stated  in  the  Paper; 
but  there  was  no  difficulty  in  accounting 
for  that,  because  the  district  was  an 
extremely  poor,  rocky,  and  miserable 
one.     The  tenants  on  that  land  pur- 
chased at  a  very  high  price  in  1874  and 
1875 — which   were  very  good  years — 
and  a  great  many  of  them  borrowed  at 
a  very  high  rate  of  interest.     He  was 
acquainted  with  one  case  of  a  widow, 
he  believed  residing  in  a  place  called 
Ballytemple.      The   holding  was  par- 
chased  for  £96,  and  the  whole  of  that 
money  might  have  been  borrowed  from 
the  Commissioners ;  but  she  only  bor- 
rowed from  them  £56,  and  the  other 
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£40  she  procured  from  a  local  attorney, 
"who  was  good  enough  to  charge  her  20 
per  cent  interest,  and  to  make  her  out 
a  title  for    £10.     Now,  would  anyone 
expect  that  a  woman  like  tliat,  cultivat- 
ing a  farm  in  a  rocky,  barren  district, 
would  succeed ;  and  yet  that  individual, 
simply  through  her  thrift,  was  succeed- 
ing, and  was  one  of  the  exceptions  in 
the  townland  with  which  she  was  con- 
nected.    Another  thing  he  might  men- 
tion was — he  was  not  sure  whether  it 
was  in  that  district  or  not — that  when 
the  Church  Commissioners  sold  a  certain 
estate  to  tenants  living  on  the  lower 
land,  which  was  more  cultivated,  the 
right  hon.  Oentleman  the  First  Commis- 
sioner of  Works  (Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre) 
introduced  a  Bill  in  1878,  or  1879,  to 
enable  them  to  get  perpetuity  of  leases 
— to  those  who  did  not  feel  desirous  of 
purchasing  their  own  holdings.    If  he 
recollected  rightly,  that  Bill  was  thrown 
out.     [An.  hon.  Member  here  made  a 
communication    to    Mr.    Bichardson.1 
He  must  retract  entirely  what  he  had 
said  with  regard  to  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman's Bill.     He  was   quite  wrong, 
because  he  was  informed  those  farms 
were  purchased  in  1 875 ;  but  the  argu- 
ment ne  should  adduce  from  the  Beport 
the  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  Herbert  Maxwell) 
had  laid  before  the  Committee  was  this 
— not  that  these  18  cases  proved,  by  any 
means,  that  peasant  proprietorship  would 
be  a  failure  in  Ireland  ;  but  that,  on  the 
contrary,  it  was  the  exceptional  circum- 
stances  under  which  the  tenants  had 
bought — the  high  price  which  they  had 
to  give  at  that  time,  and  the  high  rate 
of  interest  which  they   had  to  pay — 
which  had  put  them  in  that  position. 
He  would  argue  from  that  that  which 
was  rather  inconsistent  with  the  votes 
he  had  given  last  night ;  but  ho  need 
not  give  any  explanation  on  that  head, 
because  he  had  his  private  and  public 
reasons  for  not  doing  so.     The  argu- 
ment he  would  adduce  would  be  this — 
if  the  Government  had  g^ven  five-sixths, 
instead  of   the  amount  they  did,  they 
would  very  materially  have  altered  the 
aspect  of  affairs. 

SiB  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE :  If, 
instead  of  receiving  five-sixths,  they  had 
seven  or  eight-sixths,  there  would  still 
be  great  difficulty  in  the  way  of  these 
small  holdings,  because  they  would  re- 
quire money,  not  only  to  purchase,  but 
to  stock  their  farms.    The  real  difficulty 


in  which  the  small  holders  appear  to  be 
placed  is  this.  They  are  carrying  on 
their  business  with  such  indifferent 
means  of  their  own  that  they  are 
obliged  to  borrow  at  very  high  rates 
of  interest  from  the  local  usurer.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (Mr.  John 
Bright)  said  just  now  that  no  man  could 
make  them  afraid.  I  am  afraid  that  is 
rather  too  sanguine  an  expectation  in 
cases  such  as  these,  where  money  has 
had  to  be  borrowed  from  the  local  usurer 
at  10  per  cent.  I  expect  the  local  usurer 
will  be  the  person  who  can  make  them 
afraid.  They  will  not  be  made  afraid 
by  the  landlord,  but  by  the  creditor. 
The  matter  seems  to  me  always  to  re- 
solve itself  into  this — that  these  small 
ownerships  will  answer  very  well  if  they 
are  in  the  hands  of  persons  who  know 
what  they  are  about,  and  are  able  to 
conduct  their  business  properly.  You 
would  have  a  good  security  for  that  in 
cases  where  the  small  proprietors  have 
been  able  either  to  accumulate  money 
of  their  own  by  their  own  industry  or 
where  they  are  able  to  obtain  credit 
from,  perhaps,  members  of  their  own 
family  or  from  the  landlord,  or,  in  a 
reasonable  degree,  from  a  public  fund 
such  as  that  it  is  proposed  they  shall 
borrow  from.  But  if  you  want  to  nurse 
or  coddle  them  too  much  by  artificial 
advances,  and  tempt  people  to  believe 
that  if  they  can  only  get  possession  of 
the  land  they  are  going  to  put  themselves 
into  a  position  of  comfort  and  security, 
you  will  be  tempting  them  very  often  to 
their  own  destruction.  If  they  get  three 
or  four  acres,  which,  as  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  very  truly  said,  are  not  suffi- 
cient to  maintain  a  family  in  bad  years, 
the  consequence  of  what  you  are  doing, 
no  doubt  with  excellent  motives,  will 
frequently  be  to  the  disadvantage  of 
these  persons.  The  lesson  we  ought  to 
learn  from  the  facts  is  this — not  to  apply 
too  great  a  stimulus  to  these  proceed- 
ings. I  think  that  wo  give  reasonable 
facilities,  nay,  that  we  give  liberal  fa- 
cilities, in  the  advances  we  ofiPer  ;  but  I 
do  not  think  we  should  go  beyond  what 
is  proposed.  I  should  be  sorry  to  see 
this  clause  thrown  out.  The  experiment 
has  answered  very  well  in  some  cases, 
and  I  have  no  doubt  it  will  answer  in 
others  under  fair  conditions.  As  to  the 
object  of  the  clause,  I  approve  of  it ;  but 
it  should  be  taken  up  with  caution.  I 
would  say,  do  not  stimulate  this  matter 
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of  the  purchase  of  small  holdiugs  arti- 
ficially or  oxcossivolv. 

Mil.  NEWDEG  ATE  eaid,  ho  was  very 
luiich  iudebtcd  to  the  lion.  Baronet  (Sir 
Herbert  Maxwell)  who  had  brought  this 
Report  prominently  before  the  attention 
of  the  House.  It  might  be  quite  true 
that  there  were  circumstances  which 
rendered  the  tenants  of  these  18  hold- 
ings exceptions  to  the  general  rule ;  but, 
at  the  same  time,  giving  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Birmingham 
(Mr.  John  Bright)  full  credit  for  bene- 
volent intentions  in  promoting  this 
scheme,  he  (Mr.  Newdegate)  must  call 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  attention  to 
the  fact  that  there  wore  circumstances 
connected  with  the  future  of  such  tenures 
that  could  not  be  overlooked.  There 
were  circumstances  that  should  impress 
themselves  very  forcibly  upon  the  atten- 
tion of  every  landowner— which  indi- 
viduals were  now  upon  their  trial,  and 
in  wliich  category  ho  (Mr.  Newdegate) 
himself  was  to  be  included.  There  was 
before  the  House  the  Report  of  Messrs. 
Clare  Read  and  Pell  concerning  their 
journey  to  America,  and  that  Report 
showed  that  Ireland  would  have  to  look 
forward  to  competinp:  in  agriculture  with 
the  United  States.  Tlie  Report  said  that 
the  virgin  soil  of  the  United  States 
would  remain  unexhausted  for  the  next 
25  years,  and  that  the  produce  of  that 
virgin  soil  would  be  able  to  compete 
with  the  agricultural  productions  of  Ire- 
land. They  had  to  remember  that  the 
agriculture  of  Ireland  had  receded  very 
largely  dui'ing  the  last  30  years,  in  con- 
sequence of  the  competition  from  Ame- 
rica, and  they  had  (complete  evidence  of 
the  fact  that  that  competition  was  likely 
to  come  with  increased  severity  during 
the  next  25  years.  As  a  matter  of  busi- 
ness, he  thought  it  u  very  doubtful 
speculation  upon  wliich  Parliament  was 
entering  when  it  engaged  to  provide 
funds  to  start  these  small  farmers  in 
Ireland.  He  wished  to  stale  that  he 
did  not  intend  to  press  tlie  Amendment 
to  a  division  ;  but  he  thought  there  were 
circumstances  in  addition  to  those  which 
had  been  adduced  by  the  hon.  Baronet 
below  him  (Sir  Herbert  Maxwell)  which 
the  House  was  bound  to  take  into  ac- 
count, as  a  House  of  Business,  in  making 
these  advances.  He  was  disinclined  to 
do  anything  or  to  say  anything  which 
would  have  in  the  smallest  degree  the 
effect  of  preventing  the  extension  of  the 

Sir  Stafford  Northoote 


agriculture  of  Ireland.  He  oonndsrad 
the  extension  of  Irish  agriculture  a  gmft 
national  object,  and,  therefore,  80  fat 
from  participating  in  the  intention  o( 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster — althongk 
he  was,  no  doubt,  aiming  at  remedyiig 
a  great  national  evil — he  could  not  orw- 
look  the  adverse  circumstances  to  whiek 
the  experiment  was  exposed.  He  tnistal 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  wouU 
excuse  his  having  uttered  these  few 
words  of  caution  in  connection  with  the 
undertaking  on  which  they  were  ei- 
gaged. 

Mr.  ECROYD  hoped  the  Committee 
would  allow  him  its  indulgence  for  t 
few  minutes,  as  he  had  not  hitheito 
spoken  upon  this  great  question.    He 
was  one  of  those  who  could  not  ▼ith 
a    good    conscience    vote    against  tlie 
clause  which  they  were  discussing  tni 
were  probably  about  to  pass ;  but,  at  flie 
same  time,  he  should  feel  that  he  hid 
not  discharged  his  duty  if  he  did  not  re- 
cord his  great  anxiety  as  to  the  aotnil 
results  which   might  follow  from  tliii 
legislation.     His  own  observation  bed 
taught  him  that  the  success  of  peassnt 
proprietors  was  very  much  in  proportioa 
to  their  enjoyment  of  a  southern  dimate, 
which  produced  those  agricultural  com- 
modities which  required  a  larg^  amonat 
of  hand  labour,  and  the  production  of 
which  was  aided  by  the  genial  force  rf 
a  southern    sun.      Where  a    northen 
climate  prevailed,    peasant  proprietuis 
were  by  no  means  so  successful.    Thoee 
who  had  travelled  through  the  BUne 
country  and  parts  of  Bavaria  must  be 
familiar  with    the  fact  that  the  condi- 
tion of  the  peasant  proprietor  there  irtB 
one  of  great  misery,  and  that  he  usually 
came  under  the  power  of  the  usurers  and 
money-lenders.  He  had  to  borrow  money 
at  a  very  high  rate  at  the  outset  of  his 
career,  and  so  came  under  a  burden  whidi 
few  indeed  ever  succeeded  in  escaping 
from ;  indeed,  from  which  it  was  almost 
impossible  to  escape.   Now,  in  this  mea- 
sure the  Government  had  been  proceed- 
ing upon  principles  which  were,  to  some 
extent,  opposed  to  the  ordinary  rules  of 
political  economy ;  and  he  felt  that  the 
success  of  the  clause  they  were  about  to 
puss  would  depend  upon  the  adoption  of 
some  strict  regulation  which  should  pre- 
vent the   usurer  doing  10  times  more 
danmge  than  the  very  worst  landlords 
were  to  be  prevented  doing  by  this  Bill. 
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He  thought  the  small  puchasers  would 
generally  find  themeelves  not  in  posses- 
sion of  the  capital  required  to  work 
their  holdings.  They  would  generally 
borrow  money  from  local  money-lenders 
at  a  high  rate ;  and  he  confessed  he  had 
great  fear  that  that  proceeding  would 
baffie  the  exceedingly  benevolent  inten- 
tions of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster. 
He  could  not  take  his  seat  without  bear- 
ing his  testimony  to  the  great  value  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  efforts  in 
that  direction  during  past  years ;  and  he 
most  cordially  hoped  that  the  effect  of 
this  clause  might  be  to  produce  better 
results  than  those  which  he  (Mr.  Ecroyd) 
and  those  who  differed  from  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  dared  to  anticipate. 

Mb.  cavendish  BENTINOK  said, 
he  felt  it  only  right  to  those  he  repre- 
sented in  Parliament  to  offer  his  protest 
against  the  principle  involved  in  this 
clause,  and,  as  that  was  the  first  time 
that  he  had  addressed  the  Committee 
upon  the  great  subject  that  was  now 
before  it,  perhaps  it  would  allow  him 
its  indulgence  for  a  few  minutes  while 
he  stated  the  grounds  of  his  objection. 
He  could  not  disguise  from  himself  that 
at  the  bottom  of  this  proposal  there  lay 
the  fixed  idea  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  First  Commissioner  of  Works 
and  the  Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  of  Lan- 
caster that  there  should  be  a  general 
system  of  peasantproprietors  established 
throughout  the  !^ngdom  at  the  cost  of 
the  State.  He  would  not  detain  the 
Committee  by  discussing  the  arguments 
which  had  been  advanced  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Commissioner 
of  Works,  because  they  had  already 
been  answered  a  great  deal  more  effec- 
tually than  he  (Mr.  Cavendish  Bentinck) 
could  answer  them.  After  the  great 
mistakes  they  had  seen  the  right  hon; 
Gentleman  commit  in  this  matter,  they 
might  dismiss  his  arguments  without 
any  further  observation;  but,  with  re- 
gard to  the  Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  of 
Lancaster,  he  was  good  enough  to  say 
last  night  that  as  the  landlords  of  Ire- 
land had  been  ignorant  in  the  past,  so 
they  would  be  ignorant  in  the  future. 
He  (Mr.  Cavendish  Bentinck)  was  not 
one  of  those  who  would  care  to  poach 
on  the  choice  vocabulary  in  the  use  of 
which  the  right  hon.  Geintleman  was  so 
proficient;  but  he  would  venture  to  say 
that  his  repose  in  what  they  might  call 


the  '^  Lethe  Wharf ''  had  made  him  rather 
forgetful  of  his  own  antecedents  in  this 
matter,  and  of  all  those  principles  of 
Free  Trade  which  were  involved  in  this 

Sroposal.  It  seemed  to  him  (Mr.  Caven- 
ish  Bentinck)  that  the  great  Free  Trade 
Party  bad  abandoned  the  principles 
which  they  had  so  long  held;  and  he 
was  told  the  other  day  by  one  of  the 
surviving  veterans  of  the  Cobden  grand 
army  that  the  Cobden  Club  were  not 
going  to  have  their  annual  dinner  this 
year,  but  that  the  shutters  were  to  be 
put  up. 

The  chairman  :  I  must  point  out 
to  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man that  he  is  going  beyond  the  clause 
in  his  observations. 

Me.  CAVENDISH  BENTINCK  said, 
he  was  ready  to  bow  to  the  Chairman's 
decision ;  but  he  was  pointing  out  in 
illustration  of  his  argument  that  the 
Cobden  Club,  which  represented  Free 
Trade  principles,  was  not  going  to 
hold  its  annual  dinner  this  year.  The 
Chairman  would  agree  with  him  that 
Free  Trade  principles  were  involved  in 
this  question,  and  that  it  was  evident 
that,  as  far  as  Irish  Land  Law  was  con- 
cerned, those  principles  were  not  to 
apply  to  it,  ana  hence  it  was  not  sur- 
prising that  the  shutters  of  the  Free 
Trade  Club  were  to  be  put  up  by  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Montrose  (Mr. 
Baxter),  and  the  hon.  Member  for  Hooh- 
dale  (Mr.  T.  B.  Potter),  who  were  the  chief 
priests  of  that  exploded  superstition. 
What  was  the  principle  upon  which  the 
Government  had  gone?  They  had  never 
heard  a  word  about  it  yet.  He  had 
heard  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  oppo- 
site say  that  the  principle  upon  which 
advances  of  public  money  could  be 
granted  depended  on  this — that  when 
they  came  and  asked  for  money  for  the 
relief  of  a  particular  class  they  were 
bound  to  show  that  the  advance  was  for 
the  general  public  benefit,  such  as  a 
larger  production  of  food,  or  for  some 
other  very  necessary  purpose.  He  was 
not  in  the  House  when  his  hon.  Friend 
(Sir  Herbert  Maxwell)  read  passages 
from  Professor  Baldwin's  Eeport ;  but  it 
seemed  to  him  to  be  thoroughly  estab- 
lished in  that  Beport  that  the  classes 
who  were  referred  to,  and  who  were  in- 
tended to  be  benefited  by  this  clause, 
would  not,  in  point  of  fact,  realize  the 
benefits  it  was  now  proposed  to  confer 
upon  them.      If  they  considered  that 

[Twrnty-third  Night.] 
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question  from  a  serious  point  of  view,  ; 
let  them  take  instances  for  the  guidance  ; 
of  the  Committee  from  the  county  with  ■ 
which  lie  happened  to  be  particular!}'  ' 
connected — namely,  the  county  of  Cum-  \ 
berland.      He  supposed  in  that  county 
there  had  been  more  peasant  proprie- 
tors than  in  any  other  part  of  the  King- 
dom ;  but  latterly  thev  had  complotel}' 
vanished.     [^*  Oh,  oh!*'']     Well,  if  they  ■ 
had  not  completely  vanialied,  the  prreator 
part  of  them  had  vanished,   and   that , 
was  entirely  owing  to  the  action  of  the  , 
very  Free    Trade  principles  of    which  ■ 
lie  had  been  speaking.   Why  were  they  | 
not    entitled    to    ask   for    the   peasant  ; 
proprietors    of   Cumberland   that   thc}'  i 
should  have  a  similar  benefit  extended  | 
to  them  to  that  proposed  to  be  conferred  , 
upon    the    Irish     tenant     proprietors  ? 
Why  were  those  advantages  to  be  only 
for  Irishmen?     Then,  again,  in  addi- 
tion to  the  Report  of  Professor  Baldwin, 
he  had  had  the  advantage,  a  few  days 
ago,  of  reading  a  letter  written  by  the 
junior    Member    for     Newcastle    (Mr. 
Ashton  Dilke)  in  Thi  Weakly  iM'ttpaichf 
descriptive  of  a  tour  he  had  made  in  the 
county  of  Cork.     Well,  he  would  ask 
hou.  Gentlemen  to  rise  from  the  perusal 
of  that  letter  and  say,  having  seen  the 
condition  in  which  those  tenants  were, 
whether  they  would  ever  be  able  to  find, 
out  of  their  own  resources,  the  balance 
which  this  clause  rendered  it  imperative 
on  them  to  contribute ;  or  whether,  in 
the  future,  they  would  be  able  to  pay 
the   necessary  instalments?    All   these 
matters,  seriously  considered,  gave  him 
great    reason  to  doubt  whether  there 
would  be  any   success  in   the  present ! 
policy  of  the  Government.    What  hope 
was  there   for   hereafter?      The   State 
was  put  in  possession  of  the  land.  Would 
the  State  ever  be  able  to  enforce  pay- 
ment by  these  tenants?      Would  they 
not  have  in  the  future,  as  they  had  had 
in  times  past,  measures  of  relief  brought 
forward  by  the  Government — measures 
relieving  the  tenants  from  payment  of 
their  liabilities  in  the  same  manner,  and 
on  the  same  principle,  as  last  year  they 
had  a  Bill  brought  forward  and  made  a 
Cabinet  measure  to  give  compensation 
for  disturbance  ?    There  was  no  guar- 
antee that  the  money  would  be  applied 
for  the  public  good,  and  that  the  State 
would  not  be,  in  the  future,  obliged  to 
stop  the  enforcement  of  the  payments. 
It  seemed  to  him  that,  at  the  bottom  of 

M\  Cavmdith  Jientinck 


this,  there  was  no  principle  whaiefer 
which  could  be  intelligible  either  to 
Members  of  the  Committee  or  to  thi 
country.  He  was  afraid  it  was  a  cai8, 
not  of  principle,  but  of  popularity,  and 
popularity  the  right  hon.  Gentiemu 
(Mr.  Gladstone)  always  had  at  the  bot- 
tom of  his  policy.  When  they  hal 
taken  off  what  he  (Mr.  Cavendish  Bea- 
tinck)  might,  perhaps,  without  offenee^ 
term  the  '*  Brummagem  lacquer"  on 
this  proposal,  they  would  find  under  it 
the  true  metal,  which  meant  more  thaa 
helping  a  few  insolvent  tenants  in  In- 
land. This  was  a  measure  and  a  pro- 
posal that  was  intended  hereafter  to 
attack  landed  proprietors  on  this  ridi 
the  Channel,  and  it  was  for  that  reason 
that  he  put  forward  these  few  wordi. 
There  were  some  hon.  Members  from 
Ireland,  whose  cry  was — *•  We  want 
neither  rents  nor  landlords."  \Jhm 
Rule  cheers.']  Those  cheers  only  justified 
him  in  saying  what  he  had  said;  and  it 
was  for  that  reason  and  on  those  prin- 
ciples that  he  should  give  the  Btronnit 
opposition  of  which  he  was  capaUeto 
the  proposal  of  the  Government,  whidi| 
he  considered,  should  be  contested  from 
every  point  of  view. 

Sir    HERBERT  MAXWELL  Mid. 
that  if  he  had  misquoted  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Duchy 
of  Lancaster,  the  morning  papers  were 
responsible  ;  but,  at  the  same  time,  the 
report  in  the  papers  had  agreed  with  hii 
apprehension  of  what  had  been  aaid  bj 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  last  night.    Ai 
to  what  had  fallen  from  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Armagh  (Mr.  J.  N.  RichardBon)f 
the  hon.  Member  seemed  to  suppoN 
that  ho    (Sir    Herbert    Maxwell)  hid 
selected  these  18  cases;   but  that  wii 
nut  the  fact.     They  were  the  only  cases 
in  the  Report  of  the  Assistant  Commis- 
sioners, and  they  were  the  only  oases 
to  which  hon.  Members  had  access.    In 
all  those  cases,  except  one,  which  was 
the  case  of  a  wealthy  shopkeeper,  there 
was  nothing  but  failure  to  report.  What 
he  had  now  stated  he  should  have  been 
sorry  not  to  have  said,  Itherair  aiitMia 
meam ;  and  if  it  was  the  intention  of  the 
Committee   to  add  this  clause  to  the 
Bill,  then  it  should  be  done  with  as  little 
delay  as   possible.     But   he  had  very 
little  doubt  that,  before  many  years  haa 
passed,  a  Bill  would  have  to  be  introduced 
to  create  a  Deus  ex  maehind,  to  release  the 
new  peasant  proprietors  from  their  insup- 
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portable  burthen  of  debt.     He  would 
withdraw  his  Amendment.     [**  No !  "] 

Amendment  negatived, 

Mb.  BIGGAB  said,   the  right   hon. 
Member  (Mr.  Cavendish  Bentinck)  had 
said  that  some  of  the  Irish  Members 
would  like  to  get  rid  of  Irish  rents  and 
Irish   landlords    altogether.      So    they 
would ;  but  they  would  like  to  see  the 
Irish  tenants  buying  up  the  holdings 
from  the  landlords ;  and  they  thought 
that  one  of  the  faults  of  this  clause  was 
that  it  did  not  go  far  enough,  and  that 
it  did  not  make  it  compulsory  on  the 
landlord  to  seU  when  the  tenant   was 
prepared  to  buy  at  a  fair  and  reasonable 
price.    That  was  what  they  considered 
one  of  the  weaknesses  of  tJiis   parti- 
cular clause ;  for  they  believed  that  the 
Government  were  too  stingy  in  their 
proposals  as  to  the  amount  of  money 
they  would  lend.    As  had  already  been 
pointed  out,  the  tenant  would  have  the 
money  which  the  landlord  would  give  as 
compensation  for  disturbance,  and  that, 
in  the  majority  of  cases,  would  allow 
quite  sufficient  margin  of  security  for 
the  money  which  he  would  borrow.     He 
must  say  that  the  practical  result  of  the 
narrowness  of  the  Government  proposal 
must,  in  the  nature  of  things,  be  to  de- 
prive this  clause  of  its  value  if  the  ten- 
ants were  bound  to  borrow  the  £5  which 
the    Gt>vernment  would  not   advance. 
The  tenants  would  begin  farfning  with 
less  stock    and  less  capital  than  they 
should  have,  and  the  result  would  be 
very  injurious  to  them.     Tenants  would 
be  less  likely  to  purchase  holdings,  or 
they  would  receive  less  benefit  from  the 
purchase  than  it    was   intended    they 
should   by  the  framers  of  the  clause. 
He  would  again  appeal  to  the  Prime 
Minister  to  re-consider  the  matter  before 
the  Beport,  and  to  come  to  a  different 
conclusion  with  regard  to  the  amount 
of  money  which  should  be  lent  on  the 
security  of  the  holding.    As  to  another 

Sart  of  the  clause — namely,  that  which 
ealt  with  the  fining  down  of  rents,  he 
did  not  think  there  was  so  strong  a 
case  as  to  ask  the  Government  to  re-con- 
sider the  matter ;  but,  where  the  tenant 
seemed  entitled  to  purchase  entirely  the 
landlord's  interest  in  the  holding,  he 
did  think  the  Government  would  be 
justified  in  authorizing  the  Court,  if  it 
thought  fit,  to  lend  a  larger  portion  of 
the  purchase  money.    In  dealing  with 


this  subject,  it  was  a  very  common  prac- 
tice to  talk  of  <<  peasant  proprietors  ;  " 
but  that  was  an  expression  that  was 
very  seldom  used  in  Ireland,  and  they 
much  preferred  the  expression  ''culti- 
vating "  or  '*  occupying  proprietors." 
The  people  who  would  buy,  in  the  ma- 
jority of  cases,  would  not  be  peasants 
at  all,  but  considerable  farmers.  In 
the  great  majority  of  cases  they  would 
be  men  who  had  property  of  their 
own,  and  who  were  in  a  position  to  pay 
back  the  money  advanced.  He  certainly 
thought,  where  the  holding  was  of  a 
good  description,  and  the  price  paid  was 
held  to  be  moderate,  the  Court  was  jus- 
tified in  lending  the  full  amount. 

Mr.  STOEEE  said,  this  most  extra- 
ordinary clause  was  based  entirely  on  a 
delusion,  which  was  this — that  the  mo- 
ment these  persons  were  converted  from 
tenants  into  peasant  proprietors,  they 
would  exchange  the  state  of  misery  and 
poverty  in  which  they  lived  to  one  of 
prosperity.  It  was  well  known  through- 
out a  great  part  of  England  that  the 
small  proprietor  could  have  no  worse 
landlord  than  himself,  because,  although 
he  might  for  a  short  time  flourish,  par- 
ticularly when  times  and  seasons  were 
good — which,  unfortunately,  they  were 
not  at  present,  and  were  not  likely  to  be 
in  the  future — ultimately,  when  times 
grew  worse,  and  when,  perhaps,  he  was 
old  and  his  family  had  left  him,  he  would 
become  a  prey  to  the  mortgagee  and  the 
usurer.  That  would  be  the  case  in  the 
present  instance ;  and  it  was  ridiculous 
to  suppose  that  the  Utopian  idea  of  right 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite — that  of  uni- 
versal prosperity — would  be  resJized. 
Even  should  it  be  realized,  the  English 
taxpayer  would  ask  why,  at  a  time  when 
he  was  overburdened  with  every  kind 
of  difficulty,  should  he  be  called  upon 
to  pay  the  money  to  carry  out  the  bene- 
volent intentions  of  the  Government  in 
Ireland?  The  Eujglish  taxpayer  could 
hardly  be  aware  of  the  proposal  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  to  advance,  he 
(Mr.  Storer)  knew  not  how  many  mil- 
lions— for  no  specific  sum  had  been  men- 
tioned— for  this  object.  When  the  Eng- 
lish taxpayer  became  fully  acquainted 
with  the  proposal,  there  could  be  no 
doubt  but  that  he  would  object  in  the 
strongest  degree  to  the  whole  scheme ; 
but  there  was  another  matter  to  be  con- 
sidered. If  this  Utopian  idea  were  to 
succeed,  what  claim  had  the  Irish  tenant 
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more  than  the  English  tenant  to  be  as- 
sisted in  this  way  ?  It  was  an  assump- 
tion and  a  delusion  throughout  the 
measure  that  the  Trisli  tenant  was  in  a 
worse  position  than  the  English  tenant. 
From  his  knowledge  of  tlie  facts,  he 
could  state,  without  fear  of  contradiction, 
that  exactly  the  converse  was  the  case. 
The  English  tenants,  in  a  great  part  of 
the  country,  were  in  a  far  worse  position 
than  the  Irish  tenants.  Last  year  they 
had  a  season  infinitely  worse  than  that 
which  was  experienced  in  Ireland  ;  and, 
if  the  bankers  could  be  consulted,  it 
would  be  found  that  the  Irish  had  a 
great  deal  more  money  saved  than  the 
English  tenant.  But  he  did  not  find 
the  Government  coming  forward  with 
any  proposal  to  assist  the  English  ten- 
ants in  any  way.  Why  was  there  no 
proposal  of  this  kind  ?  Was  it  because 
the  English  tenants  were  law-abiding, 
and  did  not  rise  in  rebellion,  and  did  not 
conspire  against  the  law  of  their  country, 
as  the  Irish  people  had  done  ?  Were 
they,  if  they  wished  for  an  amelioration 
of  their  condition,  to  follow  the  example 
set  them  in  Ireland  ?  It  was  a  strange 
thing  to  say  that  because  they  were  so 
quiet  and  so  tame,  and  because  they  did 
not  rebel  and  listen  to  agitators,  that 
their  condition  was  not  to  be  taken  into 
consideration  at  all.  On  these  grounds 
he  objected  to  the  measure ;  and  he 
thought  that  when  it  became  well  known 
to  the  taxpayers  of  the  country  what 
was  demanded  of  them,  the  measure 
would  not  be  half  so  popular  as  Her 
Majesty's  Government  seemed  to  think. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Clause  20  (Purchase  of  estates  by 
Commission,  and  resale  in  parcels  to 
tenants). 

Mr.  ERRINGTON  said,  the  first 
Amendment  stood  in  his  name,  and 
raised  a  very  important  question  with 
regard  to  purchases.  It  consisted  of 
two  portions,  the  first  of  which  he  was 
now  moving.  He  did  not  agree  with 
what  had  fallen  from  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  the  Leader  of  the  Opposition 
(Sir  Stafford  Northcote)  as  to  the  danger 
of  stimulating  the  growth  of  peasant 
proprietorship  in  Ireland;  on  the  con- 
trary, he  thought  tliat  to  a  peasant  pro- 
prietorship they  had  to  look  for  relief 
from  the  distress  from  which  that  un- 
happy country  was  suffering.  No  doubt, 
tiiat   peasant  proprietorship  should  be 

Mr.  IStorer 


carefully  guarded ;    bat  there  was  no 
chance  of  having  it  at  all,  unless  a  oer- 
tain  stimulus  was   given.     He   agreed 
with  what   had   fallen   from  the  hon. 
Baronet  the  Member  for  Coleraine  (Sir 
Hervey    Bruce)    last    night,   when  ha 
had   warned  the  Committee  that  thej 
must  not  suppose  that  after  passing  thii 
Bill  the  Irish  tenants  would  be  veiT 
keen  about  making  repayments.    Weii, 
the  clause  laid  down  provisions  under 
whicli  the  sum  advanced  by  Parliament 
was  to  bo  spent  by  the  Commissioners 
in  purchasing  estates  for  re-sale  to  the 
tenants  ;  and,  in  the  first  place,  he  found 
there   was  no   limitation   in   the  pries 
which    the  Commissioners   might  giTS 
for  tliese  estates.     In  the  second  pUoe, 
there  was  a  very  striking,  strong,  and 
clear  restriction  imposed  on  them,  thtt 
they  should  not  purchase  any  estate,  un- 
less they  were  satisfied  that  a  competent 
number  of  tenants  were  willing  to  com- 
bine to  purchase  their  holdings  from  the 
Land  Commission.  What  was  the  effect 
of  that  ?    What  class  of  estates  would 
be   dealt  with  in   that   way?    It  wai 
obvious  that  none  would  be  dealt  with 
except  those  that  were  considered  to  be 
very  well  circumstanced  ;  no  other  estate 
would  fulfil    those    requirements,  and 
when  he  said  ''well-circumstanced" he 
did    not    mean    well-circumstanced  in 
order  to  create  peasant  proprietors,  but 
in  a  general  sense.     In  this  matter,  he 
spoke  with  a  knowledge  of  particular 
estates,  and  tliere  were  many  of  thoee 
which  couLl  never  fulfil  these  eonditionit 
although  they  would  be  eminently  suited 
for  tlie  establishment  of  a  peasant  pro- 
prietary.    Landlords  would  offer  their 
estates,  being  able  to  fulfil  the  condi- 
tions, but  not  being  very  anxious  to  sell, 
and  would  ask  for  a  high  price  from  the 
Commission.    The  Commissioners  would 
be  anxious  to  carry  out  the  objects  for 
which  they  were  appointed,  and  might, 
if  they  could,  be  prepared  to. give  20 
times  the  fair  rent  of  the  estate.     He 
therefore  proposed,  in  page  13,  line  18, 
after  the  word  **  Commission,"  to  insert 
**  for  any   sum   not   exceeding  twentj 
times  the  fair  rent    of    such   estate." 
What  would  be  the  advantage  derivable 
from  the  State  purchasing  at  that  sum? 
If  the  Commission  were  able,  as  he  be- 
lieved they  would  be,  to  purchase  well- 
circumstauced  estates  at  the  fair  rent  of 
20  years'  purchase,  the  position  they 
would  be  placed  in  would  be  this — the 
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State  would  borrow  money  at  3  per  cent, 
would  invest  it  at  5  per  cent,  and  would 
have  a  margin  of  2  per  cent  left.  He 
would  take  1^  per  cent  of  that  to  form 
a  sinking  fund  for  37  years,  and  i  per 
cent  to  cover  risks  and  management. 
They  would  be  able  to  make  any  terms 
— the  most  liberal  terms  —  without 
danger  to  the  State,  and  to  stimulate 
thereby  the  purchase  by  the  tenants  of 
their  holdings.  He  hoped  the  matter 
would  be  favourably  considered  by  the 
(Government.  He  was  not  sure  how  far 
they  would  be  willing  to  accept  both 
these  Amendments,  because  he  saw  there 
might  probably  be  an  objection  to  ex- 
cluding from  the  present  any  estate  that 
might  not  be  siJeable  for  20  years'  pur- 
chase ;  but,  on  examination,  it  would  be 
found  that  the  objection  had  not  very 
much  force.  He  believed  there  were 
many  estates  that  would  be  purchased 
at  20  years,  and  he  did  not  see  why  the 
Clommissioners  should  give  more  when 
they  could  get  estates  at  20  years'  pur- 
chase. However,  he  should  not  be  in- 
clined to  press  that  part  of  the  Amend- 
ment, although  he  was  prepared  to 
insist  on  the  latter  part — namely,  in 
line  21,  to  leave  out  from  the  word 
"and**  to  the  word  "Commission,"  in 
line  28,  both  inclusive,  in  order  to  in- 
sert— 

"In  the  case  of  estates  so  purchased,  the 
OomiiiiisionexB  shall  determine  accordingly  as 
it  may  appear  just  and  expedient  in  each  case, 
and  from  time  to  time  the  amount  of  the  annual 
instalment  of  the  purchase  money  of  each  farm 
to  be  repaid  by  the  tenant  in  the  form  of  rent, 
and  the  nmnbar  of  ^ears  over  which  such  re- 
payments are  to  be  extended." 

He  would  point  out  that  they  had  left 
very  large  powers  and  very  great  dis- 
cretion to  the  Commission ;  the  clause, 
as  it  now  stood,  declared  the  Commission 
must  be  satisfied  with  the  expediency  of 
the  purchase,  and  these  words  he 
thought  should  be  left  in.  They  were 
sufficient  in  themselves  to  guard  the 
tenant  and  the  undertaking  generally ; 
and  he  hoped  the  Committee,  if  they 
could  not  agree  to  the  first  portion  of  his 
proposal,  would,  at  any  rate,  agree  to 
the  second. 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  page  13,  line  18,  after  ''Commission,*' 


times  the  fair 


insert  "  for   any  sum  not  exceeding   twenty 
ir  rent  of   such  estate."  —  (Mr, 
Srrington.) 

Oaestion  proposed,  ''That those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

VOL,   COI^Xm.      [THiap  SBBIKS.] 


Mr.  GLADSTONE  :  I  think  I  cannot 
too  soon  nor  too  clearly  express  the  view 
Her  Majesty's  Government  take  of  the 
Amendment  of  my  hon.  Friend  (Mr. 
Errington).  Its  effect  would  be  entirely 
to  break  up  the  scheme  of  the  Govern* 
ment.  From  point  to  point,  every 
imaginable  plan  that  comes  across  the 
mind  of  a  Member  of  Parliament  is  sub- 
mitted to  the  Government  and  has  to  be 
considered.  It  will  be  impossible  for  us 
to  go  into  aU  of  them,  to  say  nothing  of 
accepting  them.  We  are  doing,  on 
the  whole,  perhaps  a  dangerous  act. 
[**  Hear,  hear ! "]  Yes,  I  am  aware  of 
the  force  of  the  expression  I  am  using  ; 
we  are  doing  that  which  imposes  a  great 
responsibility  upon  Parliament,  and  a 
yet  greater  responsibility  upon  the  Go- 
vernment. Nothing  but  the  gravest 
motives  could  have  led  us  up  to  this 
point.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  oppo- 
site rSir  Stafford  Northcote),  last  nignt, 
said  ne  had  to  strain  his  financial  con- 
science in  order  to  support  a  clause,  and 
in  that  sentiment  I  entirely  confess  my 
sympathy.  It  is  the  strength  of  the 
necessity,  social  and  political,  that  brings 
us  to  make  this  proposal ;  our  scheme  is 
a  scheme  for  free  sale  with  a  view  to  re- 
sale. In  order  to  re-sell,  which  is  of 
itself  a  critical  operation,  and  which  we 
are  going  to  perform  in  a  manner  most 
convenient  and  economical,  we  are  com- 
pelled, according  to  our  own  proposal,  to 
run  the  risk  of  placing  the  State  in  the 
most  disadvantageous  position  which  can 
be  conceived — that  is  to  say,  of  becoming 
the  proprietor  of  land  in  Ireland.  It  is 
impossible  to  conceive  a  position  less 
desirable.  ["Hear,  hear;!"]  The  noble 
Lord  cheers;  but  he  knows  that  what 
I  mean  is  a  position  less  desirable 
for  the  State — I  do  not  mean  that  the 
position  is  undesirable  with  reference  to 
the  security  of  landed  property  in  Ire- 
land, for  the  same  thing  might  be  scdd 
far  more  forcibly  as  to  the  proprietor- 
ship of  land  in  England.  It  is  a  most 
undesirable  and  critical  position;  but 
we  have  fenced  it,  to  a  considerable  de- 
gree,  by  reducing  the  proportions  of  the 
proposed  transactions.  But  the  plan  of 
my  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Errington)  entirely 
breaks  up  that  scheme,  and  leaves  it  to 
the  discretion  of  an  administrative  Com- 
mission, that,  after  all,  will  only  be  in- 
directly responsible,  to  determine  in  its 
own  view  the  general  expediency — how 
much  shall  be  re-sold,  and  how  insigni- 
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ficant  a  portion  ehall  be  given  to  the 
tenants,  and  to  what  estent  tbo  State 
shall  auunie  that  function  of  proprietors. 
That  is  a  function  which  the  Uommia- 
sion  ought  not  to  assume,  not  merelj 
for  the  reason  that  it  is  critical  and 
dangerous  to  the  State,  but  for  the 
reacon  that  the  State  is  utterly  in- 
oapablo  of  discharging  the  duties  of  a 
landlord.  The  proposal  of  my  hon. 
Friend,  when  I  look  at  it  carefully, 
bristles  with  objections  at  every  point. 
These  purchases,  for  inBt«nce,  are  to  be 
oonfineil  to  cases  where  the  sum  does 
not  exceed  20  times  the  fair  rent  of  the 
estate.  Well,  the  meaning  of  that  is 
this — no  estate  can  be  purchased  by  the 
Oommissioners  until  it  has  been  driven 
through  the  Court,  and  until  every  hold- 
ing on  the  estate  bas  been  valued  by  the 
Court.  Why  are  we  to  compel  these 
estates  to  go  into  the  Gonrts  for  the 
purpose  of  becoming  qualified?  They 
may  go,  and  qualify  themselves,  and 
then,  after  all,  the  Commission  may  say, 
"We  do  not  wish  to  buy."  I  have  heard 
the  argument  used  many  times  in  these 
discuseions,  that  after  this  Bill  passes 
there  will  be  no  purchasers  of  land  in 
Ireland  but  the  State.  I  do  not  believe 
that  at  all ;  but  this  I  must  say,  that  this 
proposition  that  the  State  is  to  buy  no- 
thing, except  within  a  limit  of  20  years' 
purchase,  is,  inmy  opinion,  most  unjust. 
The  Government  thought  of  introducing 
a  limit  of  value  ;  but  I  am  bound  to  say 
that,  adverting  to  the  average  sales  that 
have  taken  place,  we  placed  that  limit 
at  seven  years  higher  than  my  hon. 
Friend  proposes ;  but,  finally,  we  came 
to  the  condusion  that  it  was  not  desir- 
able to  have  any  limit  at  all,  thinking  it 
wiser  neither  to  stimulate  prices  nor  to 
artificially  reduce  them.  The  first  part 
of  the  Amendment  would  not  be  cou- 
eiatont  with  equity  and  justice  towards 
the  landlords  in  Ireland;  and  as  to  the 
second  part,  I  do  not  know  whether,  if 
the  first  portion  is  not  accepted,  my  boa. 
Friend  will  press  it.  I  do  not  wish  to 
enter  into  detail  upon  it  now  ;  but  I  must 
frankly  state  that  I  consider  it  would 
entirely  break  up  the  plan  the  Govern- 
ment propose,  and  it  would  not  be  rea- 
■on  able. 

Loan  BUEGHLEY  said,  that  it 
teemed  to  him  the  State  would  have  to 
purchase  the  property  twice  over,  be- 
cause, in  the  first  place,  when  it  bought 
an  estate,  the  money  left  its  hands,  and 
4&-.  ffiaditetu 
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'  then,  subsequently,  it  had  to  advtnn 
money  to  other  people  to  buy  the  pro- 
perty over  again,  so  that  the  trani- 
action  must  be  a  losing  one. 

Majok  NOLAN  said,  he  could  not 
imagine  how  such  a  proposition  could  ba 
made  by  any  member  of  the  late  Lud 
Commission,  and  he  was  glad  the  Qo- 
vernment  were  not  disposed  to  accept  it 

Amendment,  by  leave,  leilidrtuen. 

Mr.  W.  J.  COHBET  said,  it  w««  re- 
markable that  throughout  the  discuBBom 
oftbequestionofland  in  Ireland  no  refer- 
ence whatever  had  been  made  to  what  lu 
must  call  the  standing  grievance  of  thi 
country— absenteeism.  Hon.  Memben 
might  not  be  aware  of  the  extent  to 
which  absenteeism  prevailed  in  Irelul; 
but,  from  the  latest  Beturn  upon  ths 
subject,  it  appeared  that  no  less  thio 
5,713,496  acres  of  land,  valued  it 
£2,765,500,  were  held  in  Ireland  by 
absentee  landlords.  The  result  of  dm 
lamentable  system  was,  he  r^retted  to 
say,  absentee  commerce  and  absenles 
trade.  He  begged  to  move  the  Amend- 
ment standing  in  his  name. 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  page  13,  line  23,  sft«r  Biib-nciticB  1,  buot 
thefollowiag  Buli-section : — "  Any  estst*  lull 
by  a  eoropmy,  or  by  any  absemtee  Undlcri, 
>hal],  within  two  yeaia  after  the  pasnng  of  tUi 
Act,  or  on  ths  application  of  a  competmt  am- 
ber of  the  tenant!,  be  porchaaeable  by  the  Lnd 
Comminian,  at  a  price  to  be  fixed  upon,  btb( 
not  more  than  twenty-Sre  or  less  than  tvn^ 
vcan'  purchase  of  the  net  reatal  of  indi  tMt, 
for  the  purpose  of  being  rewld  to  the  occnpad 
For  the  purpoaa  of  thil  lection,  an  abaaniN 
landlord  means  a  landlord  who  doea  not  leada 
commonly  in  Ireland,  that  ii  to  my  whoM 
principal  place  of  abode  ii  not  in  thatcoontiT." 
—{Ifr.  W.  J.  Oorbtt.) 

Tni!  CHAIRMAN:  The  Amendment 
in  the  name  of  the  hon.  Member  fin 
Wicklow  (Mr.  Corbet)  is  irregular,  and 
cannot  be  put.  In  the  first  place,  it  de- 
clares that  the  Commiaaion  shall  pm- 
chase  the  property  of  CompanieB  and 
absentee  landlords.  This  is  inoonnstent 
with  the  discretionary  powers  given  to 
the  Commission  in  the  two  previoni 
lines.  In  the  second  place,  it  is  incon- 
sistent with  the  ruling  given  by  the 
Speaker,  when  the  hon.  Hembra  fi>r 
Ix)ndond6rry  moved  an  Instruction  that 
the  Committee  might  provide  for  ths 
compulsory  purchase  of  estates  from 
public  Companies.  It  was  then  pointed 
out  that  compulsoiT  purchase  was  under 
certain  Standing  Ilulea  of  this  Honi^ 
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and  could  not  be  enacted  by  a  provision 
in  tlie  clause  of  a  Bill. 

Mb.  PAENELL  asked  whether  it 
was  the  ruling  of  the  Chairman  that  no 
Amendment  could  be  moved  to  this  Bill, 
giving  compulsory  powers  to  the  Com- 
mission under  the  Land  Clauses  Conso- 
lidation Act  or  otherwise,  to  purchase 
land  in  Ireland  ? 

Thb  CHAIEMAN  declined  to  give 
any  general  ruling  on  the  subject.  His 
mling  was  that  the  present  Amendment 
was  not  regular. 

Mb.  PAENELL  asked  whether  the 
Amendment  would  not  be  in  Order  if  the 
words  "  under  the  Land  Clauses  Conso- 
lidation Act"  were  added  after  the 
word  '*  Commission  ?  " 

The  CHAIEMAN  said,  if  the  hon. 
Member  for  Wicklow  County  (Mr.  W. 
J.  Corbet)  would  bring  the  Amendment 
to  the  Table  it  should  be  considered. 

LoBD  aEOEGE  HAMILTON  said,  he 
had  intended  to  move  an  Amendment 
to  the  preceding  clause,  which  he  found 
coidd    be  conveniently  moved    on  the 
present  clause.  The  Prime  Minister  had 
stated    that    morning  that    they  were 
about  to  embark  in  thesomewhat  hazard- 
ous  experiment    of    advancing  public 
money    for    the    purpose  of   enabling 
tenants  to  purchase  their  holdings,  and 
that  the    transaction  would  assume  a 
two-fold    form.    With  regard    to    the 
latter  form  of  the  transaction,  he  be- 
lieved that  the  second  part  of  the  sub- 
section relating  to  the  payment  of  a  fine, 
and  a  fee-farm  rent,  for  the  purpose  of 
enabling  a  tenant  to  purchase  his  hold- 
ing, would  have  considerable  effect  in 
the  North  of  Ireland.    The  Committee 
had  given  certain  powers  to  the  Land 
Commissioners,   allowing  them,  as   re- 
garded the  purchase  of  a  holding  for  a 
principal  sum,  to  use  their  discretion  in 
the  matter  of  security ;  but  as  regarded 
the  second  part  of  the  transaction  there 
was  the  following  qualification  :— 

"Provided  that  no  advance  shall  he  made 
by  the  Xiand  Commiaaion  under  this  section  on 
a  holding  aabject  to  a  fee  farm  rent,  where  the 
amoont  of  such  fee  farm  rent  exceeds  seventy- 
five  per  cent  of  the  rent,  which  in  the  opinion 
of  the  Land  Commission  a  solvent  tenant  would 
pay  for  the  holding." 

It  would  be  seen  that  no  notice  was  here 
taken  of  the  amount  of  the  fine ;  and, 
consequently » if  it  were  an  Instruction  to 
the  Gommisaioners  that  they  were  to 
take  cognizance  of  one  of  the  liabilities 


of  the  tenant,  while  no  mention  was 
made  of  the  other,  the  inference  would 
be  they  were  to  take  cognizance  of  one 
liability  only.  But  it  was  clear  that  if  the 
fine  was  merely  laid  down  to  free  the 
tenant  from  future  increase  of  rent,  it 
should  be  added  to  the  fee-farm  rent  in 
the  shape  of  annuity.  The  Committee 
having  given  the  Conunissioners  power, 
to  enter  into  transactions  of  this  clasSj 
they  should,  in  his  opinion,  adopt  the 
precaution  of  adding  to  the  sub-section 
the  words  of  the  Amendment  which  he 
now  begged  to  move. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  18,  line  29,  after  **  rent,*'  insert 
**  togettier  with  the  fine  converted  into  the  form 
of  an  aimmty. **-^Lord  George  HamilUm,) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  those  words 
be  there  inserted.'' 

Mb.  GLADSTONE:  The  argument 
of  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Mid- 
dlesex (Lord  George  Hamilton)  is  that 
in  dividing  the  total  value  of  tiie  land- 
lord's interest  between  the  fee-farm  rent 
and  the  fine  laid  down,  we  take  cog- 
nizance of  only  one  of  those  elements. 
If  I  understand  him,  he  means  that  we 
leave  it  open  to  the  landlord  to  exact  a 
fine  that  may  be  extravagant.  But 
surely  the  objection  of  the  noble  Lord 
will  not  apply.  We  have  provided  the 
general  ooliffation  that  the  Conmiis- 
sioners  shoiud  be  satisfied  with  the 
expediency  of  the  purchase,  as  well  as 
conform  to  the  particular  limitations; 
but  we  did  not  impose  on  them  any  ab- 
solute limit  as  to  the  price  which  might 
be  paid.  Why,  then,  should  we  impose 
on  them  any  absolute  limit  as  to  the 
amount  of  fine,  where  the  holding  is 
being  purchased  partiy  by  the  payment 
of  a  fine  and  partiy  by  the  payment  of  a 
fee-farm  rent?  I  doubt  whether  the 
Amendment  of  the  noble  Lord  will  agree 
with  the  sub-section  of  the  clause,  be« 
cause  the  fee-farm  rent,  together  with 
the  amount  of  fine,  eives  the  whole  value 
of  the  property  which  the  landlord  has 
to  sell,  while  the  sub-section  speaks  of  a 
particular  percentage  of  value  which  is 
not  to  be  exceeded. 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  thought  the 
question  was  deserving  of  consideration. 
The  fee-farm  rent  being  fined  down  to 
at  least  75  per  cent  of  the  ordinary  rent, 
the  margin  of  25  per  cent  was  not  a 
large  one;  and  if  tne  State  advanced 
one-half  of  what  might  be  an  exorbitant 

0  2  ITiffenty-ihird  N%ght.'\ 


S91 


Zand  Law 


{COMMONS) 


ilrOani)  Bitt. 


892 


fine,  the  bargain  might  not  only  be  in- 
jurious to  the  tenant,  but  to  the  State. 
He  trusted  the  Prime  Minister  would 
consider  the  point  between  that  time 
and  Eeport. 

Sib  GEOBGE  CAMPBELL  said,  it 
appeared  to  him  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  Middlesex  simply  wished 
to  guard  against  collusion  between  the 
landlord  and  tenant ;  but  that  was  an 
event  which,  looking  at  all  the  circum- 
stances, was  not  likely  often  to  occur. 

Lord  GEORGE  HAMILTON  be- 
lieved it  was  the  intention  of  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Attor- 
ney General  for  Ireland  to  alter  the 
latter  part  of  the  clause,  in  which  case 
the  objection  of  the  Prime  Minister 
would  be  valid  to  his  proposed  Amend- 
ment, so  he  would  withdraw  it. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  Attorioey 
General  for  Ireland,  Amendment  made 
in  page  13,  line  31,  by  leaving  out  **  a 
solvent  tenant  would  pay "  and  insert 
**  would  be  a  fair  rent." 

Mr.  LITTON  said,  he  wished  to  sug- 
gest that  it  was  unnecessary  to  confine 
the  action  of  the  Commission  by  the 
words  of  sub-section  3,  which  required 
the  concurrence  of  three-fourths  in  num- 
ber of  the  tenants  before  a  purchase 
could  be  made.  He  would  rather  that 
the  Commission  should  be  guided  by 
what  the  Prime  Minister  had  called  the 
general  rules  of  prudence,  because  if 
they  were  so  guided  they  would  be  the 
best  judges  of  the  matter.  The  same  view 
was  also  taken  by  several  hon.  Members 
who  had  Amendments  on  the  Paper  for 
the  omission  of  the  sub-section.  It  must 
be  manifest  to  the  Committee  that  as 
the  sub-section  stood,  one  tenant  short  of 
the  number  of  tenants  named  would  be 
enoueh  to  defeat  the  powers  which  it 
was  intended  to  give  to  the  Commis- 
sioners; and  as  it  was  desirable  that 
those  powers  should  not  be  defeated  by 
an  accident  of  that  kind  he  begged  to 
move  the  omission  of  the  sub-section. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  1 3,  line 
32,  leave  out  suo  -  section  3. — {Mr. 
Litton,) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Clause." 

Sir  JOSEPH  M'KENNA  suggested 
that  two-thirds  of  the  whole  number  of 
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tenants  would  be  preferable  to  the  pro- 
portion of  three-fourths  named  in  tbe 
sub-section. 

Coix)xel  COLTHURST  appealed  to 
the  Prime  Minister  to  adopt  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Tyrone  f  Mr.  Litton)  in  preference  to 
the  suggestion  of  the  hon.  Member  who 
bad  just  sat  down  (Sir  Joseph  M'Kenna). 
He  did  not  think  the  proposal  to  relax 
the  conditions  on  which  the  Commis- 
sion might  purchase  were  at  all  open 
to  the  same  objections  as  were  appued 
to  the  proposal  to  allow  them  to  advanoe 
four-fifths  instead  of  three-fourths  of  the 
purchase  money  of  a  holding  to  a  ten- 
ant. There  appeared  to  him  to  be  no 
danger  in  leaving  it  to  the  discretion  of 
the  Court  to  settle  the  proportion  of  ten- 
ants  able  and  willing  to  purchase. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  a  slight 
change  might  be  made  by  the  snbstita- 
tion  of  two-thirds  value  for  the  three- 
fourths  named  in  the  sub-section,  to 
meet  the  case  where,  perhaps,  two  large 
tenants  were  unwilling  to  pnrchaw, 
while  many  small  tenants  were  williiu; 
to  do  so.  The  Committee  would  recoU 
lect  that  they  were  imposing  on  the 
State,  not  only  the  remote  riu:  of  diffi- 
culty in  lending  money  on  land,  but  the 
certain  and  serious  disadvantage  of  be- 
coming itself  a  landlord.  The  State 
would  become  the  landlord,  not  only  of 
fractions  of  the  property  purchased,  bnt 
would  become  the  landloi^  of  the  worst 
fractions  of  the  property,  which  tenaati 
would  not  be  willing  to  buy.  Moreorer, 
these  worst  fractions  might  be  scattered 
all  over  Ireland.  There  was  an  immense 
disadvantage  in  the  State  having  to 
take  up  as  landlord  the  residue  (^the 

Eroperty.  Under  the  circumstances,  he 
oped  it  would  not  be  thought  unrea- 
sonable on  his  part  not  to  accede  to  any 
farther  change  than  the  substitution  of 
two-thirds  value  for  the  proportion  of 
three-fourths  named  in  the  sub-section. 
Mr.  DALY  said,  the  Prime  Minister 
evidently  thought  tiiat  a  great  deal  of 
danger  would  result  to  the  State  from 
its  being  in  possession  of  the  residue  of 
the  properties  purchased;  but  it  must 
be  well  known  that  outside  the  tenants 
on  the  estate  there  would  always  be  a 
large  number  of  persons  ready  to  take 
up  the  remaining  portions  of  the  land. 
For  his  own  part,  he  thought  the  State 
ran  no  risk  whatever  with  respect  to  the 
residue  of  land. 
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I^.  LYONS  regretted  that  the  Prime 
Uinister  did  not  see  his  way  to  omit  the 
sub-section.  When  attempts  were  made 
to  combine  a  number  of  tenants  for  the 
purpose  of  purchasing  in  the  Estates 
Oourt,  it  was  found  uiat,  although  at 
£rst  the  requisite  number  was  forth- 
coming, as  things  went  on  there  was  a 
tendency  on  the  part  of  the  tenants  to 
SaH  away  and  the  proposal  fell  to  the 
ground.  As  he  thought  it  most  desir- 
able that  this  dause  uiould  work  ezten- 
sirely  in  Ireland,  he  wished  to  see  the 
greatest  possible  facilities  afforded  for 
tne  purchase  of  holdings,  and  there- 
fore trusted  the  right  hon.  Qentleman 
would  re-consider  the  question.  Under 
the  Ist  sub-section  of  the  clause,  he  did 
not  see  that  the  Court  was  necessarily 
bound  to  consider  that  the  whole  estate 
was  involved ;  and  he  believed  it  was 
possible  for  them  to  consider  any  por- 
tion of  the  estate  as  the  estate  for  the 
time  being  for  sale. 

Me.  FARNELL  said,  from  an  expres- 
sion dropped  by  the  Prime  Minister,  it 
would  seem  as  if  he  contemplated  that 
the  Commission  should  have  the  power 
to  buy  up  the  interests  of  middlemen 
when  they  held  property  under  a  fee- 
farm  rent,  in  order  to  allow  the  sub- 
tenants to  become  owners.  But  what 
would  become  of  the  head  rent  ?  Would 
it  not  be  possible  to  introduce  words  to 
enable  the  Commissioners  to  purchase 
it  ?  Othexwise  the  Commissioners  might 
be  deterred  from  purchasing  the  interest 
of  the  middleman  altogether,  and  the 
sub-tenants  would  thereby  be  deprived 
of  the  benefit  of  the  Act  and  would  not 
be  able  to  become  owners. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  it  would  be 
difficult  for  Parliament  to  undertake  to 
specify  the  mode  in  which  the  Commis- 
sion should  deal  with  the  relations  be- 
tween intermediate  holders  and  the  head 
occupiers  of  estates.  He  did  not  see  his 
way  to  insert  any  provision  for  dealing 
with  that  subject. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  Gladstone, 
Amendment  made,  in  page  13,  line  35, 
by  leaving  out  '*  three-fourths,"  in  order 
to  insert  **  two-thirds." 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  page  13,  line  36,  to  leave  out  the  word 
*'T«nV'  iA  order  to  insert  "rental"  instead 
thereof. — (Mr,  JFarton,) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  the  word 
*  rent '  stand  part  of  the  Clause." 


Thb  ATTORNEY  GENEBAL  foe 
IBELAKD  (Mr.  Law)  said,  the  word 
''  rent  "  was  deliberately  introduced, 
and  used  in  the  proper  sense.  He  be- 
lieved, on  exammation,  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Bridport  (Mr. 
Warton)  would  see  that  this  was  the 
case,  and,  therefore,  trusted  the  Amend- 
ment would  not  be  pressed. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn, 

Majob  NOLAN  said,  that  as  the 
clause  stood,  a  certain  proportion  of 
tenants  on  the  estate  must  affree  to  pur- 
chase. He  thouffht  it  would  be  an  im- 
prorement  to  ma^e  the  qualification  one 
of  value  instead  of  number,  and,  there- 
fore, proposed  to  substitute  for  the  word- 
ing of  this  part  of  the  sub-section  the 
words  ''tenants  paying  not  less  than 
one-half  of  the  whole  rent  of  the  es- 
tate." 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  the  Govern- 
ment considered  that  the  tenants  who 
were  partly  able  to  purchase  should 
only  form  a  certain  proportion  of  the 
number  willing  to  purchase.  It  was 
necessary,  in  their  opinion,  to  introduce 
the  limit,  that  one-half  should  be  ready 
to  enter  into  a  contract  with  a  view  to 
complete  purchase. 

Sib  GEOEQE  CAMPBELL  ventured 
to  submit  that  it  was  inexpedient  to  limit 
so  strictly  the  number  of  tenants  who 
might  purchase  under  the  fine  and  fee- 
farm  system.  That  was  a  system  under 
which  the  tenant  might  be  able  to  obtain 
fixity  of  rent.  There  might  be  an  estate 
in  regard  to  which  the  landlord  and 
tenants  in  a  body  agreed  to  the  purchase 
of  the  tenures  in  the  shape  of  a  fee- 
farm  rent,  and  it  would  be  undesirable 
to  shut  out  the  estate  under  those  cir- 
cumstances. He  did  not  think  the  State 
would  suffer,  if  the  landlord  and  tenant 
agreed  together  that  the  estate  shoidd 
be  purchased  in  this  form,  by  assisting 
in  carrying  out  the  arrangement.  It 
would  put  an  end  to  future  litigation  in 
the  way  of  appeals  to  the  Court  to  fix 
a  fair  rent. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  13,  line  36,  leave  out  from  ''  estate," 
to  the  end  of  the  Bub-8ection.~(iStr  Oeergt 
Campbell.) 

Question  proposed,  **  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Clause." 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  It  would  be  no 
matter  of  dissatisfaction  to  us  to  see  the 
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clause  work  extensively;  but  I  must 
point  out  that  this  is  a  very  exceptional 
measure,  authorizing  large  public  ad- 
vances to  be  made  with  reference  to  one 
specific  object — namely,  the  creation  of 
occupying  ownerships.  The  purchase  by 
fine  and  fee-farm  rent  may  be  a  good 
process  in  itself;  yet,  certainly,  it  is 
quite  distinct  from  tiie  method  of  creat- 
ing proprietorship  to  which  I  have  re- 
ferred. It,  therefore,  has  not  a  claim 
upon  us  to  undertake  difficulties  and 
risks  on  behalf  of  the  State  to  anything 
like  the  extent  to  which  i\\Q  other  has. 
Our  view  is  that  where  the  Commis- 
sioners are  dealing  with  the  question  of 
making  these  advances,  the  major  part 
of  the  transactions  shall  be  with  the 
view  of  creating  pure  and  proper  pro- 
prietorships. 

Sir  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  thought 
the  Committee  would  pardon  him  for 
having  spoken  with  some  partiality  for 
the  system  of  purchase  by  fine  and 
fee-farm  rent.  The  favourite  form  of 
peasant  proprietorship  in  Scotland  was 
that  of  feu,  of  which  there  were  many  in- 
stances in  the  burgh  which  he  repre- 
sented. He  was  willing  to  withdraw  his 
Amendment  in  the  hope  that  the  Go- 
vernment would  re-consider  the  matter 
before  the  Heport. 

Amendmenti  by  leave,  mthirawn. 

On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  Warton, 
Amendment  made,  in  page  13,  line  37, 
after  **  are,"  by  inserting  "  able  and." 

Mr.  VILLIERS  STUART  said,  there 
were  in  almost  every  agricultural  parish 
in  England  labouring  men  who  had 
saved  up  enough  money  to  buy  small 
plots  of  land,  and  these  were  invari- 
ably the  most  industrious  and  best  con- 
ducted of  their  class.  He  was  anxious 
that  opportunities  should  bo  given 
for  establishing  a  similar  class  in  Ire- 
land. He  was  anxious  that  some  pro- 
vision should  be  made  in  the  Bill 
which  would  have  the  effect  of  pro- 
moting in  the  whole  body  of  agricul- 
tural labourers  a  sense  of  independ- 
ence and  self-respect — something  that 
would  raise  them  in  the  social  scale  and 
lead  to  a  general  improvement  of  their 
condition.  A  deputation  had  that  morn- 
ing waited  upon  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland,  which 
laid  before  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
some  most  instructive  fat.'ts.  One  case  was 

Mr.  Gladstone  ' 


quoted  of  a  man  earning  only  Ai.  a-week, 
who,  besides  supporting  a  large  family, 
paid  £2  for  the  rent  of  half  an  aero  d 
land  during  20  years.    In  another  caie^ 
£2  a-year  rent  was  paid  for  only  a  quutw 
of  an  acre,  and  the  tenant  himsdf  had 
built  a  house  upon  the  land.  The  amount 
in  the  latter  case  represented  a  rent  of 
£8  an  acre.   Now,  if  the  Amendment  Ira 
was  about   to  move  were    agreed  to^ 
these  men  would  have  the  opportunity  of 
purchasing  their  holdings  ixom  the  land- 
lords by  an  annual  payment  of  I2«.  6dL 
per  annum  in  the  case  of  the  half  acre, 
and  by  an  annual  payment  of  6#.  ^,  in 
the  case  of  the  quarter  of  an  acre,  in- 
stead of  the  exorbitant  rent  which  they 
were  then  paying,  and  which  woold 
actually  buy  up  the  fee  simple  of  the 
land  in  six  years.    The  average  prioe 
of  land  in  Ireland  was  about  £25  per 
acre ;  and,  therefore,  at  5  per  cent  per 
annum,  the  sum  required  io  buy  up  the 
principal  and  interest  would  be  25tf.  per 
acre,   or  12«.  M.  per  half  acre.    The 
transaction  would  be  perfectly  safe  for 
the  State  to  enter  into,  for  this  reaeon. 
The  State  could  borrow  money  at  8^  per 
cent,  while  the  charge  for  the  advance 
would  be  8jl  per  cent,  and  out  of  the 
difference  of  ^  per  cent  a  guarantee  fimd 
could  be  created.    Besides  that,  there 
would  be  the  security  of  the  holding 
itself,  in  case  the  tenant  failed  to  pay  up 
the  instalments.     He  thought  some  o(m- 
cession  was  due  to  the  laboorers  of  the 
kind  he  had  indicated.     As  the  Bill 
stood,  the  labourers  would  be  in  a  worse 
position  after  it  became  law  than  they 
were  in  at  present.  Hitherto  it  had  been 
possible  for  a  labourer  who  had  put  by 
a  little  money  to  take  a  small  farm 
without  payment  of  a  fine ;  but  by  the  let 
section  of  the  Bill,  which  dealt  with  free 
sale,  a  monopoly  was  created  in  favoor 
of  existing  tenants  against   all    other 
classes  in  Ireland,   and  the  labourere 
would  henceforth   have   no   chance  of 
rising  to  the  rank  of  tenant  farmers 
without  payment  of  a  fine.     Therefore, 
he  said,  it  was  worth  consideration  by 
the  Government  whether  some  conces- 
sion should  not  be  made  in  this  Bill  to 
the  labourer,  and  the  question  should 
not  be  left  to  stand  over  to  a  future 
time.  He  was  satisfied,  moreover,  that  un- 
less some  concession  were  made,  a  very 
serious  and  troublesome  agitation  would 
arise;  indeed,  there  were  synoptoms  of 
it  already  at  that  moment,     ^r  these 
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reasons  he  hoped  the  Oovemment  would 
Dot  hastily  reject  his  Amendment ;  but 
if  they  were  indisposed  to  accept  it  at 
once,  he  trusted,  at  all  events,  they 
would  take  the  matter  into  their  con- 
sideration, and  try  to  introduce  into  the 
clauses  which  they  had  promised  to  bring 
up  on  behalf  of  the  labourers  some  pro- 
Tuion  in  the  desired  direction. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  14,  line  3,  after  *<  tenant,"  to  insert 
*<  or  in  ^e  case  of  a  tenant  whose  holding  does 
not  exceed  one  half  of  an  acre,  and  who  is  a 
labourer,  the  whole  of  the  said  price  or  fine  as 
the  case  may  be."— (Jfr.  rt//i#r«  SiuarL) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  I  need  not  say  that 
very greatcredit  is  due  to  my  hon.  Friend 
(Mr.  Yilliers  Stuart)  for  the  active  zeal 
he  has  shown  in  endeayouriuff  to  secure 
the  introduction  into  ihis  Bui  of  some 
beneficial  provision  on  behalf  of   the 
Irish  labourer.    I  can  assure  him  that 
in  the  course  of  a  few  days  he  will  hare 
evidence  of  the  reality  of  our  sympathy 
with  him  in  his  proposal  in  the  clause 
which  mj  right  hon.  Friend  near  me 
(Mr.  W.  E.  Forster)  is  preparing  for  the 
purpose  of  dealing  with  this  subject. 
We    feel   that  we  can  do  some  good 
by  providing  means  and  opportunities 
which  will  be  very  beneficial  to  the  la- 
bourer as  securing  him  accommodation. 
But  accommodation  is  one  thing — ac- 
commodation, first  of  all,  in  the  use  of 
dwellings,    and,   secondly,  in    suitable 
allotments ;  and  the  proposal  of  my  hon. 
Friend  is  another.    I  do  not  complain 
myself  of  his  having  marked  out  the 
particulfiu:  area  of  land  named  in  his 
Amendment ;  but  I  say  my  hon.  Friend's 
Motion  is  not  to  provide  the  labourer 
with  the  practical  use  and  benefit  of 
dwellings  and  of  suitable  allotments; 
it  is  to  create  labourer  proprietorships. 
Now,  with  regard  to  that,  I  must  say 
that  I  am  very  doubtful  indeed  whether 
it  is  absolutely  a  desirable  thing  for  the 
labourer  that  he  should  invest  his  small 
savings  in  land.  It  is  open  to  this  doubt 
particularly.    What  is,  above  all  things, 
desirable  for   the  labourer  is  that  he 
should  not  be  tied  down  to  some  plot  of 
ground  which  he  may  hold,  and  which 
positively  fastens  him  to  one  spot.    If 
you  effect  this  you  greatly  deteriorate 
the  value  of  the  mjain  commodity  which 
he  has  to  sell — namely,  his  labour,  by 


increasing  the  distance  he  has  to  travel 
in  order  to  sell  it.  Therefore,  I  do  not 
think  that  special  facilities  ought  to  be 
given  by  the  State  for  the  purpose  of 
enabling  him  to  become  proprietor. 

Lord  JOHN  MANNEkS  said,  he  was 
disposed  to  agree  with  much  that  had 
fallen  from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Prime  Minister  with  respect  to  that 
particular  Amendment ;  but  he  thought 
the  Committee  ought  not  to  put  out  of 
consideration  what  might  and  probably 
would  be  the  condition  of  the  agri- 
cultural labourer  in  Ireland,  on  those 
holdings  which  ceased  to  be  tenancies, 
and  became  estates  belonging  to  a  new 
class  of  proprietors.  It  seemed  to  him 
that  unless  something  was  done  to  g^ve 
facilities  for  the  erection  of  labourers' 
cottages,  and  perhaps  the  creation  of 
allotments  on  the  estates,  which,  by 
the  operation  of  this  clause,  they  were 
going  to  turn  into  small  proprietorships, 
they  would  deteriorate  the  actual  position 
of  a  good  many  of  the  respectable  la- 
bourers in  Ireland.  He  thought  that 
consideration  should  be  impressed  on 
the  minds  of  the  Oovemment  at  a  time 
when  they  were  preparing,  as  he  under- 
stood they  were,  a  clause  or  clauses  in 
behalf  of  the  Irish  labourer. 

Major  NOLAN  thought  the  Prime 
Minister  might  possibly  be  right  in  the 
view  which  he  had  tcJcen  of  the  effect 
of  the  Irish  labourer  being  tied  to'  one 
spot.  But  that,  he  believed,  was  not 
the  intention  of  the  hon.  Member  (Mr. 
Yilliers  Stuart)  in  moving  his  Amend- 
ment. From  his  (Major  Nolan's)  own 
knowledge,  there  were  in  some  cases  on 
the  farms  in  Ireland  small  plots  of 
ground  in  the  occupation  of  labourers ; 
and  he  presumed  the  hon.  Member 
meant  that  when  those  small  plots  were 
being  sold  the  tenants  should  be  assisted 
to  purchase  them.  He  thought  the  la- 
bourers ought  to '  be  dealt  witb  even 
more  liberally  than  the  large  farmers 
in  the  way  of  assisting  them  to  purchase 
their  holdings.  The  cost  of  this  to  the 
Exchequer  would  be  very  small  indeed ; 
and  he  thought  the  Government  would 
do  well  to  stretch  a  point  in  theiz 
favour,  finding  the  whole  of  the  pur- 
chase money,  instead  of  advancing  only 
a  certain  portion  of  it.  Nothing  would 
tend  to  popularize  the  meastire  more 
than  a  provision  of  that  kind,  which 
would  be  regarded  as  a  great  boon  to 
the  labourer. 

[^Twenty-third  JVtyA/.] 
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Sir  JOSEPH  M'KENNA  hoped  that 
tlie  hon.  Member  for  Waterford  (Mr. 
Villiers  Stuart)  would  not  press  his 
Amendment.  There  were  a  great  many 
things  to  be  considered  before  the  plan 
of  making  labourer  proprietorships  could 
be  carried  into  law.  He  thought  the 
Committee  ought  to  be  satisfied  with 
the  statement  of  the  Prime  Minister, 
that  the  subject  should  have  the  atten- 
tion of  the  Government  before  the  Bill 
left  the  House  of  Commons.  In  legis- 
lation of  this  kind  it  was  very  necessary 
to  guard  against  one  thing — namely, 
that  the  labourer,  having  got  possession 
of,  say,  an  acre  of  land,  should  feel  that 
he  had  no  longer  occasion  to  remain  a 
labourer  for  the  man  who  had  provided  a 
house  f or'him.  He  had  had  considerable 
experience  in  providing  residences  for  la- 
bourers, and  he  knew  that  it  was  neces- 
sary to  g^ard  this  point  very  strictly. 

Mr.  O'SULLIYAN  hoped  the  hon. 
Member  for  Waterford  (Mr.  Yilliers 
Stuart)  would  not  press  his  Amendment 
to  a  division,  but  wait  to  see  what  pro- 
posal the  Government  had  to  make.  If 
that  was  not  satisfactory  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber could  bring  up  the  matter  again  on 
Beport. 

Mr.  villiers  STUART  said,  after 
the  kind  and  sympathetic  tone  in  which 
the  Prime  Minister  had  referred  to  the 
proposal  before  the  Committee,  he  was 
willing,  with  the  permission  of  the  Com- 
mittee, to  withdraw  his  Amendment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

The  chairman  :  With  regard  to 
the  next  Amendment  on  the  Paper, 
which  is  in  the  name  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Carrickfergus  (Mr.  Greer),  I 
have  to  say  that  that  Amendment  makes 
it  compulsory  on  the  Commissioners  to 
purchase  any  estate  offered  by  an  owner 
at  25  years*  purchase,  if  three-fourths 
of  the  tenants  on  that  estate  are  willing 
to  purchase  their  holdings.  This  com- 
pulsion on  the  Commission  is  incon- 
sistent with  the  part  of  the  clause 
already  agreed  to,  in  which  it  is  pro- 
vided that  the  Land  Commission  shall 
not  purchase  any  estate  unless  they  are 
satisfied  with  the  expediency  of  the  pur- 
chase. The  Amendment  cannot  therefore 
be  put.  Then,  with  regard  to  the  next 
Amendment — namely,  that  in  the  name 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Tyrone  (Mr.  Litton),  that  Amendment 
cannot  be  put,  as  the  Money  Resolu- 


tion of  the  House  would  not  anthoria 
the  Committee  to  frame  provisionB  at- 
tendant with  charges  on  the  Pablie 
Funds  for  drainage  or  agricultural  iin- 
provements. 

Mr.  a.  MOOBE  said,  the  profiaoi 
contained  in  the  5th  sub-section,  whidi 
said  that  the  costs  should  be  indnded  it 
the  purchase  money,  was  a  great  boos 
to  the  tenants.  He  wished  to  know 
whether  the  Government  would  hold  oat 
any  hope  that  there  should  be  a  regalir 
system  of  fees  in  all  cases  of  prooedoiB 
in  the  Court  ?  The  Committee  moat  n- 
member  that  that  was  an  attomej'i 
Bill,  inasmuch  as  it  would  bring  0707  , 
landlord  and  tenant  in  Ireland  to  the 
office  of  his  attorney.  He  assured  bon. 
Members  that  persons  who  had  tbij 
great  experience  in  these  matters  liMzed 
that  the  measure  would  result  in  a  good 
deal  of  law,  and  there  was  not  tke 
slightest  doubt  that  the  tenants  had 
been  most  shockingly  imposed  upon  u 
recent  proceedings  under  the  Act  d 
1870.  He  had  himself  been  preoent 
when  an  attorney's  bill  of  £400  wai 
claimed  for  in  connection  with  the  aala 
of  only  56  acres  of  land,  the  atton^ 
afterwards  consenting  to  accept  £300. 

The  attorney  GENIAL  m 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  said,  that  tha 
matter  referred  to  by  the  hon.  Member 
would  be  considered  with  the  view  of 
supplying  what  was  required. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to,  and 
ordered  to  stand  part  of  the  Bill. 

Clause  21  (Sale  to  public  of  paioeli 
not  purchased  by  tenants). 

The  CHAIRMAN :  With  reference 
to  the  Amendments  next  on  the  Paper, 
in  the  names  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Tyrone  (Mr.  Litton),  and 
the  hon.  Member  for  Monaghan  (Ur. 
Oivan),  I  have  to  point  out  that  they 
appear  to  me  to  overrule  the  dauae 
which  has  just  been  passed.  Their 
object  would  be  to  give  to  every  tenant 
who  did  not  desire  to  buy  a  grant  in 
perpetuity  upon  a  fixed  rent.  But  the 
last  clause  only  authorized  the  purchase 
of  estates  for  the  purpose  of  re-selling 
them  to  tenants,  and  the  fact  of  there 
being  a  residue  not  taken  by  the  tenanta 
does  not  exonerate  the  Commission  from 
limiting  themselves  to  the  purposes  for 
which  they  are  authorized  to  buy  estatea. 
As  these  Amendments  are  inooxuistent 
with  Clause  20,  and  woiUdj  to  a  great 
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extent,  overrule  that  clause,  they  cannot 
be  put. 

Mb.  LALOB  said,  there  was  no  doubt 
that  if  the  Commission  had  power  to 
sell  any  quantity  of  land  to  one  person 
a  large  number  of  so-called  land-jobbers 
would  make  their  appearance  in  Ire- 
land. These  persons  would,  perhaps, 
purchase  land  in  largo  quantities  and 
become  landlords,  thereby  diverting  the 
land  from  the  object  intended  by  Go- 
vernment— namely,  the  real  benefit  of 
the  community.  The  men  in  possession 
of  the  land,  in  his  opinion,  ought  to  be 
the  hondfide  tenant  farmers  who  would 
work  it  themselves  ;  and  as  it  was  his 
desire  to  promote  that  condition  of 
things  in  Iridland,  he  proposed  to  limit 
the  quantity  of  land  sold  to  one  person 
to  50  acres. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  14,  line  22,  after  "other,*'  insert 
''provided  the  quantity  of  land  that  may  be 
lold  to  any  one  purchaser  shall  not  exceed  fifty 
statute  acres."— (ilfr.  Lahr.) 

Question  proposed,  ' '  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Sm  JOSEPH  M'KENNA  hoped  the 
hon.  Member  (Mr.  Lalor)  would  not 
press  his  Amendment.  The  powers  of 
sale  of  the  Commission  ought  not  to  be 
restricted,  because  they  were  for  the 
purpose  of  enabling  them  to  recoup  the 
money  advanced  to  purchase  the  estate, 
and  by  their  exercise  the  interest  of 
the  tenants  could  not  possibly  be  dam- 
nified. 

Mb.  BIGOAB  said,  the  hon.  Member 
who  had  just  spoken  had  very  properly 
pat  the  case  of  land  in  the  occupation  of 
small  tenants ;  but  a  case  might  arise 
in  which  the  present  tenant  occupied  a 
very  large  quantity  of  land,  and  in 
which  it  was  desirable  that  powers 
should  be  given  for  more  or  less  sub- 
dividing the  holding.  The  case  of  his 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Queen's 
County  (Mr.  Lalor}  was  that  the  buver 
from  the  Commissioners  would  probably 
be  a  land-jobber,  who  would  charge  an 
exorbitant  rent  for  the  property  through 
a  middleman.  That  had  heen  the  case 
with  land  bought  from  the  Church  Com- 
missioners, when  the  occupiers  were  not 
themselves  the  buvers  of  the  holding. 

Majok  NOLAIi  hoped  the  Amend- 
ment would  not  be  pressed.  The  ques- 
tion of  these  residues  was  the  great 
difficulty  that  the  Commission  on  which 


he  sat  had  to  deal  with,  and  they  would 
constitute  the  practical  difficulty  in  this 
case.  He  could  not  see  that  it  would  be 
of  any  benefit  to  the  tenants  to  have 
landlords  limited  in  their  estates  to  50 
acres. 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTEE  pointed  out 
that  the  enormous  difference  in  the  value 
of  land  was  another  objection  to  the 
Amendment.  The  value  of  50  acres  of 
land,  for  instance,  in  the  mountainous 
parts  of  Ireland  would  be  very  small  as 
compared  with  the  value  of  50  acres  in 
other  parts  of  the  country. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn, 

LoBD  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
said,  he  wished  to  move  the  omission  of 
the  middle  paragraph  of  the  clause, 
which  provided  tnat  the  Land  Com- 
mission might  advance  to  any  purchaser 
of  a  parcel  under  this  section,  on  the 
security  of  such  parcel,  one-half  of  the 
principal  sum  paid  as  the  whole  price  or 
of  the  fine.  He  did  not  see  upon  what 
basis  this  portion  of  the  clause  rested. 
It  was  easy  to  understand  the  advance 
of  the  money  to  a  tenant,  and  the  object 
of  that  was  perfectly  plain  to  the  Com- 
mittee ;  but  here  was  a  purchaser  who 
might  be  anybody  but  a  tenant.  He 
would  not  be  one  of  the  tenants  on  the 
estate,  because,  if  he  were,  he  would 
get  an  advance  of  three -fourths  instead 
of  one-half  of  the  purchase  money.  The 
individual  would  be  one  of  the  public, 
probably  a  land-jobber ;  at  any  rate,  he 
would  be  a  person  who  would  have  no 
title  to  claim  an  advance  of  money  from 
the  State  for  the  purpose  of  making  a 
purchase.  Further,  he  would  point  out 
to  the  Government  that  if  this  purchase 
was  hond  fide^  the  purchaser  would  have 
no  difficulty  in  raising  one- half  of  the 
money  in  mortgage.  He  could  not  con- 
ceive any  reason  why  the  Government 
should  advance  any  portion  of  the  pur- 
chase money  to  persons  who  had  no 
claim  for  such  assistance.  It  might  be 
urged  that  this  was  to  be  done  in  order 
to  facilitate  the  disposal  of  land  by  the 
Commission ;  still  he  was  not  quite  clear 
that  this  was  a  sufficient  justification  for 
the  money  of  the  State  being  advanced 
to  such  individuals  as  would,  in  all  pro- 
bability, apply  for  it. 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  page  14,  to  leave  out  all  the  words  from 
''The,"  in  line  23,  to  "fine,"  in  line  26,  both 
incluslTe. — (Lord  Bandolph  Churchill,) 

[TwnUythird  Nigkl.'\ 
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QuestioD  iiruposed,  "  That  tho  words  '  aomethin^  wore  done  in  tlie  direction  hi 
proposed  to  be  loft  out  stand  port  of  tho   Itud  indicated  the  Land  Queation  wonld, 


Clause. 

The  attorney  GKNKKAL  *ok 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  hoped  the  nohle 
Locd  would  not  pru>;s  bis  Amendment. 
The  object  of  the  clause  was,  of  course, 
to  replace  tho  money  apcnt  by  the  Com- 
misaioners.  The  case  referred  to  by  the 
noble  Lord  did  not  constitute  any  real 
advance ;  it  waa  simply  the  taking  of  a 
mortgage  on  tho  land. 

Amondmont,  by  leave,  icilhdraicH. 

TnE  CHATEMAN :  The  next  Amend- 
ment— namely,  that  standing;  in  tho  name 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Galway  (Mr. 
Mitchell  Henry)  is  open  to  tho  aame  re- 
mark aa  I  have  applied  to  the  Amend- 
ments of  the  hon,  and  learned  Member 
for  Tyrone  (Mr.  Litton),  and  the  hon. 
Member  for  Monaghan  (Mr.  Givan) — 
namely,  that  it  is  not  within  the  Money 
Resolution  of  tho  House,  and  therefore 
cannot  be  put. 

Motion  made,  and  (Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Clause  stand  part  of  tho 
BiU." 

Ma.  MITCHELL  IIENIIY  aaid,  that 
as  tho  Amendment  he  had  given  Notice 
of  could  not  be  put,  he  wished  to  speak 
on  the  clause  itself.     If  the  clause  were 

fiut  into  operation  in  tlio  West  of  Ire- 
ond,  tho  Commissionera  wouhl  find 
themaelves  in  possession  of  portions  of 
estates  absolutely  worthless  for  sale,  and 
not  fit  to  bo  inhabited  by  human  beings. 
What  he  wanted  was  to  give  the  Com- 
missioners power  to  dcul  rationally  with 
such  pi^perty  for  the  purpose  of  im- 
proving it.  The  Bill  would  be  of  no  use 
whatever  in  tho  West  of  Ireland.  The 
25th  clause  enabled  the  Board  of  Works 
to  do  something  for  reclamation,  but  did 
not  enable  the  Commission  to  do  any- 
thing with  the  portions  of  estates  which 
would  remain  on  their  hands  unsold. 
[Cn'M  of  "  Agreed  '.  "]  He  saw  tliat  tho 
Government  and  the  Committee  were  so 
impatient  to  finish  the  Bill  that  it  would 
bo  useless  for  him  to  proceed  with  his 
observations ;  but  he  protested  that  the 
Bill  would  not  settle  the  Iriwh  Question, 
if  tho  tenants  of  tho  West  of  Ireland 
wore  left  in  their  proaent  condition, 
which  had  been  described  during  the 
last  two  or  three  years  as  shocking  to  the 
ideas  of  all  Englishmen,  and  as  a  dis- 
grace in  the  eyes  of  £uToi>e.    Unless 


a  very  short  time,  again  present  itidl 
LoRU  ELCHO  said,  they  had  ja« 
heard  from  the  hon.  Member  forOalm 
(Mr.  Mitchell  Henry)  that  the  Bill  woull 
bo  of  no  benefit  whatever  to  the  West  d 
Ireland ;  but  he  (Lord  Eloho)  waa  ludv 
the  impression  that  it  waa  especially  for 
the  West  of  Ireland  that  the  Bill  had 
been  introduced.  Would  the  hon.Mon- 
her  for  Oalway  kindly  inform  the  Cont 
miltee  to  what  nart  of  the  population^ 
Ireland  it  woula  be  a  benefit? 

The  CHAIRMAN  said,  it  wu  in- 
possible  to  allow  a  general  discusain 
upon  the  state  of  the  West  of  IreUnJ 
to  take  place  upon  the  Question  that  thi 
Clause  stand  part  of  the  BiU. 
Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Clause  22  (Terms  of  repayment  of 
advances  made  by  Oommiaaion). 

Mb.  CHARLES  RUSHELL,  who  raw 
to  propose  the  Amendment  of  which  ha 
had  given  Notice,  aaid,  that  it  waa  tm- 
doubtedly  true  that  there  was  no  Uwby 
which  they  could  interfere  with  the  di»- 
position  of  property  once  the  owner  wu 
owner  in  fee  simple.  Under  Clauae  11 
of  the  Bill,  which  he  merely  referred  to 
by  way  of  illustration,  the  Land  Com' 
miaaion,  as  long  as  any  portion  of  the 
advances  made  to  tenants  was  not  re- 
paid, would  have  it  in  their  power  to 
prevent  anything  like  sub-letting  or  tha 
sub-division  of  the  holding.  PersonsUy, 
ho  wan  anxious  to  eatablish  a  state  of 
things  which  should  lead  to  permaiMiit 
safety  and  aocurity,  and  it  was  on  that 
ground  that  he  recommended  the  Amend- 
ment to  tho  consideration  of  the  Com- 
mittee. By  its  adoption  security  egainit 
sub-diviaion  and  sub-letting  would,  in 
many  cases,  be  secured  for  a  period  of 
52  years, 

Amendment  proposed, 

lu  i>i\i(v  1 4,  line  30,  l<i  leave  uul  tho  «ot4i 
■'  for  lliirty-tlvo  ymn  of  five  poand*,"  in  oriff 
lo  insert  thp  wonia  "  which  shall  redeem  bolh 
principal  nad  intcreet  within  anv  period  not  n- 
cpciJinK  titty-two  yeani  at  tho  diKretion  of  thi 
I-iuJ  CumiiiiBsion,  hucK  annuity  to  bo  caJcubWd 
ill  a  rati>  wliich  iihfill  secure  to  the  Land  Con- 
iiiis-iion  inttrosl  at  Ihe  rate  of  three  pounds  ten 
HhillingB  per  annum,"— {.Ifr.  CAar/n  Jtiiura.) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  worda 
'  for  thirty-five  years'  stand  part  of  the 
Clause." 
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Lord   EANDOLPH    CHUECHILL 
thought  that  the  argument  with  which 
his  hoD.  and  learned  Friend  (Mr.  C. 
Eussell)  had  supported  the  Amendment 
ought  to  be  conclusive  with  the  Com- 
mittee.   There  was  no  doubt  whatever 
that   the   moment  nine-tenths  of  the 
owners  found  themselves  in  a  condition 
to  sub-let,  they  would  sub-let,  and  would 
sub-divide  the  holding  among  their  fa- 
milies, and  with  sub-letting  and  sub- 
division would  occur  all  the  evils  Par- 
liament were  now  desirous  of  curing. 
They  had  given  to  the  Commission  the 
power  to  prevent  sub-letting ;   but  the 
Committee  ought  to  bear  in  mind  that 
both  Professor  Baldwin  and  Mr.  Bobert- 
son  were  strongly  of  opinion  that  an  ex- 
tension of  time  was  necessary  for  the  re- 
payment of  the  advances.    The  resources 
of  the  tenant  and  the  lessening  of  the 
burden  of  repayment  would  tend  to  pre- 
vent the  old  evils  from  recurring.    He 
therefore  thought,  on  the  grounds  of  the 
ailment  of  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend, 
and  on  the  ground  of  making  the  terms 
easier  to    uie   tenant,   the  Committee 
would  do  well  to  accept  the  Amend- 
ment. 

Ma.  SHAW  LEFEVEE  said,  that  the 
term  of  35  years  for   repayment  was 
that  adopted  under  the  Act  of  1870. 
He  believed  that  under  the  Irish  Church 
Act  the  period  was  32  years,  and  a  con- 
siderable number  of  the  tenants  were 
anxious  to  repay  long  within  that  limit. 
It  was  considered  very  undesirable  to 
extend  the  period  of  years,  and  he  could 
not,  therefore,  support  the  Amendment, 
which  proposed  to  prolong  it  from  35  to 
52  years,  or  to  carry  it  over  nearly  three  | 
generations,    whereas    35    years    only 
meant  two   generations.      Surely,   two 
generations    formed    quite    as  long  a 
period  as  the  repayment  ought  to  be 
spread  over.     On  the  other    hand,   it 
must  be  borne  in  mind  that  the  instal- 
ments, together  with  interest,  were  only 
to  be  repaid  at  5  per  cent ;  and,  there- 
fore, it  was  wise  to  retain  the  period  of 
35  years.     If  they  could  secure  the  hold- 
ing against  sub-division  for  35  years,  it 
was  all  they  were  called  upon  to  do. 

Sir  JOSEPH  M'KENNA  hoped  that 
the  GFovemxnent  would  not  hesitate  to 
make  to  the  tenants  the  small  con- 
cession that  was  asked  from  them.  It 
would  make  things  easier  to  the  tenant 
occupiers  than  they  were  under  the 
clause  as  it  stood.  Five  per  cent  upon 
the  purchase  money  would  be  a  very 


heavy  drag  upon  them,  and  it  appeared 
to  him  that  it  would  be  a  great  thing  to 
set  them  going  hopefully  for  the  first  six 
or  seven  years.    If  the  instalments  were 
made  easier  they  would  be  more  regu- 
larly paid,  and   the    Irish  purchasers 
would  be  able  to  keep  the  estate  in  a 
better  condition  than  if  they  were  to 
place  a  heavy  burden  upon  them,  which 
at  first  might  be  a  strain  upon  them  they 
would  be  unable  to  get  over.  He  invited 
the  attention  of  the  Government  to  this 
point.     The  main  thing  that  was  im- 
portant to  the  State  was  that  the  money 
should  be  repaid,  and  that  the  people 
should  feel  a  moral  obligation  upon  them 
to  pay  it.  Some  additional  burden,  spread 
over  a  longer  term,  would  be  thrown 
upon  the  tenants  by  the  adoption  of  the 
Amendment ;  but  one  effect  of  it  would 
be  to  increase  the  value  of  the  security 
for  repayment,  because    the   payment 
would  be  rendered  easier,  and  more  cer- 
tain.   If  there  were  an   extension  of 
time  from  35  to  52  years,  not  only  would 
the  security  remain  as  good  as  at  the 
commencement,  but  it  would  improve 
from  day  to  day.    It  never  could  be 
worse,  and  the  Committee  had  already 
taken  care  that  only  three-fourths  of  the 
requisite  purchase  money  would  be  ad- 
vanced by  the  State.     He  hoped  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  would  im- 
press upon  his  Colleagues  the  desira- 
oility  of  consenting  to  the  Amendment. 
He  ventured  to  say  that  there  had  not 
been  a  single  point  brought  under  dis- 
cussion from  the  time  the  Bill  was  intro- 
duced until  the  present  moment  that  was 
of  more  practical  importance  than  that 
now  raised  by  the  hon.   and  learned 
Member  for  Dundalk  (Mr.  C.  Eussell). 
He  said  that  with  a  very  lengthened 
experience  of  Ireland.     He  thought  no- 
thing would  give  more  general  satisfac- 
tion, or  go  further  towards  proving  the 
sincerity  and  the  desire  of  Parliament 
and  the  Government  to  ameliorate  the 
condition  of  the  Irish  people  generally, 
than  for  the  Committee  to  agree  to  that 
proposition.    In  many  cases  it  would 
make  the  difference  between  absolute 
struggling  for  the  next  seven  years,  and 
the  rendering  of  things  comparatively 
easy,  and  it  would  be  giving  to  the  poor 
tenants  a  gleam  of  blue  sky,  which  had 
hitherto  not  been  held  out  to  them.    He 
felt  satisfied  that  his  hon.  Friend  the 
MemberforGalway(Mr.MitchellHenry), 
if  he  were  to  enter  the  House,  and  find 
^t  this  Amendment  had  been  accepted, 
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would  retract  every  word  ho  had  said 
about  the  operation  of  the  Bill  in  the 
West  of  Ireland.  The  proposition  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Dun- 
dalk  was  the  only  one  thing  needful  in 
order  to  destroy  the  predictions  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Gal  way  as  to  the  effect 
which  would  be  produced  by  the  passing 
of  the  Bill  in  the  West  of  Ireland.  And 
he  would  say,  further,  that  nothing  could 
go  forth  from  the  ITouse  that  would 
more  effectively  show  the  desire  of  Par- 
liament to  improve  the  condition  of  Ire- 
land. Under  these  circumstances,  he 
implored  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  at 
the  head  of  the  Government  to  give  the 
Amendment  the  most  favourable  consi- 
deration. He  was  satisfied  that  there 
had  not  been  a  single  Amendment  pro- 
posed to  the  Committee  which  was  any- 
thing like  as  important  as  this. 

Mr.  GIVAN  joined  with  his  hon. 
Friend  the  ^fember  for  Youghal  (Sir 
Joseph  M*Kenna)  in  impressing  upon 
the  Government  the  desirability  of  ac- 
ceding to  the  Amendment  of  his  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  the  Member  for 
Dundalk  (Mr.  C.  Russell).  It  did  not 
ask  for  any  further  sum  of  money,  but 
merely  for  an  extension  of  time.  The 
riglit  hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Com- 
missioner of  Works  (Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre) 
said  the  time  was  longer  than  that  fixed 
by  the  Irish  Church  Commission  ;  but 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  omitted  to  add 
that  the  position  of  the  estates  belong- 
ing to  the  Irish  Church  and  of  the  ten- 
ants who  were  affected  by  the  Bill  was 
very  diflferent.  lie  had  attended  a  great 
number  of  meetings  of  the  tenants  witli 
respect  to  various  matters  dealt  witli  by 
the  Bill,  and  he  had  been  constantly  re- 
quested by  the  tenants  in  the  most 
earnest  manner  to  endeavour  to  obtain 
an  extension  of  time  for  the  repayment 
of  the  instalments  of  the  advances  pro- 
posed to  be  made  to  them.  A  tenant 
farmer  might  have  a  couple  of  sons  and 
four  or  five  daughters  ;  he  might  invest 
in  a  farm  for  the  benefit  of  his  sons;  but 
he  might  not  deem  it  desirable  to  ex- 
pend the  whole  of  the  money  in  his  pos- 
session during  the  first  30  years  in  accu- 
mulating land  for  Iiis  sons.  He  would, 
therefore,  be  desirous  of  reducing  his 
liabilities  to  a  minimum.  It  would  be 
very  hard  to  ask  a  man  within  his  own 
life  to  expose  himself  for  3.5  years  to 
lieavy  difficulties  in  repaying  the  whole 
of  the  purchase  money,  and  it  was  not  a 

Sir  Joteph  M'Kmna 


question  of  loss  to  the  State.  If  the 
State  was  likely  to  lose  anything  1» 
would  not  press  the  matter  aa  he  fdt 
bound  to  do  now. 

Mr.  H.  H.  FOWLER  thought,  if  \m 
memory  served  him  aright,  that  wIm 
the  school  boards  were  first  establislifll 
in  this  country,  and  certainly  for  a  ooi- 
siderable  number  of  years  after  i870| 
the  Public  Works  Loan  CommintimM 
lent  money  to  the  school  boards  of  En^ 
kind  for  the  erection  of  Bchool-hovMik 
in  regard  to  which  the  repayment  d 
the  principal  was  spread  OTer  50  yein^ 
the  annual  payment  which  covered  hoik 
principal  and  interest  being  only  at  thi 
rate  of  4}  per  cent.  Therefore,  as  a 
English  Liberal  Member,  he  appeabi 
to  Her  Majesty's  Government  to  treit 
the  Irish  tenants,  under  the  cironnh 
stances  of  the  case,  in  such  a  manner  u 
to  give  them  real,  actual,  and  substantial 
relief,  and  to  place  them  in  as  good  tenai 
as  the  school  boards  obtained  when  thflj 
borrowed  money  from  the  State  for  the 
erection  of  their  schools.  He  thouf^t 
his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  below  him 
(Mr.  C.  Eussell)  would  feel  inclined  to 
accept  a  term  of  50  years  at  4  per  ceat 
for  the  repayment  of  principal  and  in- 
terest. Having  regard  to  tho  present 
state  of  the  money  market,  and  the  pro- 
sent  state  of  credit,  3}  per  cent  vu 
really  a  sufficient  rate  of  interest  to 
charge  when  the  security  was  ample. 

^[u.  GLADSTONE :  I  am  far  from 
disputing  the  title  of  ray  hon.  Friend 
(Mr.  n.  II.  Fowler)  to  speak  with  autho- 
rity on  this  subject ;  but  from  our  point 
of  view  he  cannot  speak,  and  from  onr 
point  of  view  I  am  bound  to  say  that 
we  cannot  consent,  on  any  consideration, 
to  accept  the  Amendment.      My  hon. 
Friend  put  the  case  of  the  school  boards. 
We  were  then  imposing,  for  the  first 
time,  a  heavy  tax  upon  the  localities  of 
the  country,  and  wo  strained  to  the  utte> 
most  tho  action  of  the  Government  in 
order  to  lessen  the  burden  the  present 
generation    would    bear.       There   has 
hardly  been  a  case — I  know  of  no  in- 
stance— in  which  by  legislation  so  con- 
siderable a  burden  was  imposed  upon 
the  localities  as  that  which  was  imposed 
by  the  Education  Act ;  but  we  must  re- 
member what  it  was  for.     In  the  pre- 
sent case,  a  great  favour  and  a  boon 
are  being  offered  to  the  tenants.    I  do 
not  depreciate  the  value  of  the  security 
which  we  should  havo  upon  those  hold- 
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logs;  but  who  can  compare  that  security 
with  the  seourity  of  the  permanent  rate- 
able property  of  the  country,  which  pro- 
perty is  permanent,  absolute,  and  un- 
questionable at  all  times  and  under  all 
circumstances?  From  the  arguments 
which  have  been  employed  one  would 
really  think  that  the  loans  to  be  granted 
are  to  be  made  repayable  within  four  or 
five  years.  The  proposal  contained  in  the 
Amendment  involyes  a  serious  straining 
of  the  financial  conscience  of  the  Qo- 
vernment.  But  there  are  points  beyond 
which  it  cannot  be  strained,  and  I  feel 
that  I  should  not  be  keeping  my  implied 
obligatioQB  to  the  Members  of  this 
House,  representing  English  and  Scotch 
constituencies,  who  have  consented  to 
accompany  the  Government  in  the  great 
length  we  have  asked  them  to  go  to- 
wa^s  meeting  this  real  necessity  if  we 
were  not  to  adhere  in  its  main  outline 
to  the  Bill  we  have  proposed,  and  of 
this  main  outline  this  is,  undoubtedly,  an 
important  feature. 

LoBD    RANDOLPH    CHUEOHILL 
was  extremely  sorry  that  Her  Majesty's 
Gk>yernment  had  put  down  their  foot 
upon  this  proposal.    Last  night  he  had 
supported  the  Government  upon  a  dif- 
ferent question,  and  he  thought  they 
might  have  dealt  more  leniently  with 
the  Amendment  now  submitted  to  them. 
They  were,  he  thought,  with  great  re- 
spect, making  a  mistake  in  the  matter, 
the  nature  of  which  had  been  pointed 
out  to  them  by  Professor  Baldwin.    It 
appeared  from  the  Beport  of  the  Comp- 
troller General  that  the  arrears  of  in- 
terest in  connection  with  the  advance 
out  of  the  Church  Fund  on  the  half- 
yearly  instalments  upon  the  mortgaged 
landed  property  were,  in  1878,  £3,197, 
in  1879  £7,472,  and  in  1880  £11,817. 
He  thought  those  facts  proved  positively 
that  the   conditions   upon  which  they 
made  these  advances   were  too    hard. 
What  they  ought  to  try  to  do  was  to 
make  the  conditions  so  favourable  that 
the  tenants  would  be  able  to  repay  the 
money  borrowed  without  a  heavy  strain 
upon  them.     Professor  Baldwin  and  Mn 
Bobertson  both  proved  that,  by  extend- 
ing tiie  repayment  over  a  longer  time, 
they  would  secure  the  advances  oeing  re- 
paid to  ^e  State  without  risk.  What  did 
it  matter  to  the  State  whether  it  was  paid 
back  within  50  or  within  35  years?  Surely 
it  was  better  to  impose  the  longer  term 
)ralher  than  run  the  risk  in  the  course  of 


a  few  years  of  creating  a  general  outcry 
in  Ireland  for  repudiation.  The  figures 
given  by  the  Church  Temporalities  Com- 
mission afforded  a  lesson  which  ought 
not  to  be  passed  over  lightly,  and  it  cer- 
tainly appeared  to  him  that  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Ghovernment  were  about  to  com- 
mit a  grave  mistake. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  I  ought  to  no- 
tice  another  point,  which  seems  to  have 
been  raised  m  the  nature  of  argument 
and  protest.  We  were  told,  and  told 
with  perfect  truth,  that  in  the  case  of 
the  Irish  Tithes  Commission  we  had  ex- 
tended the  arrangement  to  about  50  or 
52  years.  That  was  so ;  but  it  was  a 
case  very  nearly  analogous  to  that  of 
the  school  board  rates,  for  this  reason. 
The  Irish  landed  proprietary,  being  gene- 
rally Protestant,  had  had  up  to  that 
time  their  religion — if  I  may  so  speak— 
provided  for  them  at  the  expense  of  the 
State,  by  what  was  termed  a  National 
Institution.  Undoubtedly,  the  effect  of 
that  Act  was,  at  a  moment's  notice,  to 
throw  on  that  class  of  persons  a  burden 
which  it  was  quite  proper  they  should 
bear,  and  which  it  was  not  proposed  to 
enable  them  to  obtain  by  a  gift  of  money 
from  the  State.  But  having  a  burden 
thrown  upon  them  which  they  and  their 
ancestors  had  been  free  from,  it  ap- 
peared to  Parliament  that  it  was  a  very 
good  policy — and,  indeed,  it  was  a  good 
policy — to  ease  them  by  throwing  the 
burden  over  a  greater  number  of  yearn 
than  otherwise  would  have  been  done. 
The  noble  Lord  has  made  a  reference  to 
the  Beport  of  Professor  Baldwin  and 
Mr.  Bobertson ;  but  I  think  he  has  made 
a  mis-statement  as  to  the  effect  of  that 
Beport.  [Lord  Baitdolfh  Chubohill: 
I  read  it  very  carefully.]  The  general 
effect  of  that  Beport  is  to  show  that,  in 
the  minds  of  Professor  Baldwin  and  Mr. 
Bobertson,  there  is  very  great  doubt 
about  the  propriety  of  the  whole  trans- 
action. As  far  as  their  arguments  go, 
the  effect  of  the  Beport  is  to  throw  great 
doubt  upon  the  whole  scheme ;  and  as 
to  the  rapid  growth  of  arrears,  the  noble 
Lord  must  remember  the  bad  seasons 
through  which  Ireland  has  just  passed. 

Mb.  O'SH  AUGHNESSY  thoughtthat 
the  scheme  of  the  Government  might  be 
imperilled  if  they  insisted  upon  retain- 
ing 35  years  as  the  term  of  repayment. 
He  believed  there  were  very  few  Irish 
Members  who  would  be  found  unwilling 
to  pledge  the  security  of  the  country  on 
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an  Income  Tax  to  be  raised  in  Ireland  for 
repaying  the  annual  advances  under  the 
Bill.  They  would  be  quite  willing,  if 
they  could  got  the  advances  now  from 
the  House  on  fairer  terms,  that  they 
should  stand  pledged  to  the  taxpayers 
of  England  and  Scotland,  not  only  on 
the  credit  of  each  individual  farm  and 
holding,  but  on  that  of  the  entire  com- 
munity of  Ireland,  in  order  to  meet  the 
annual  repayments.  That  was  an  offer 
which  he  saw  was  not  objected  to  by 
hon.  Members  sitting  around  him,  and 
it  was  a  test  of  the  bona  fides  with  which 
they  were  entering  into  the  matter. 
Undesirable  as  it  was  that  the  repayment 
should  be  concluded  within  one  genera- 
tion, there  were  other  matters  that  were 
worthy  of  consideration.  It  was  not 
unworthy  of  consideration  by  the  Prime 
Minister  that,  by  giving  some  additional 
time,  he  would  undoubtedly  increase  the 
security  of  the  State  for  the  repayment, 
because  he  woidd  make  the  payments 
smaller  during  each  year;  and,  conse- 
quently, the  payment  that  might  have 
to  be  met  after  a  year  of  distress  would 
be  more  easy  to  bear.  Last  night  the  Com- 
mittee refused  to  the  people  of  Ireland 
to  change  the  total  advance  made  by  the 
State  from  three-fourths  to  four-fifths. 
He  would  not  go  back  upon  that  question 
now  ;  but  having  refused  that/proposal, 
it  was  not  unfair  that  they  should  be 
asked  now  to  consider  whether  the  ten- 
ants might  not  be  relieved  in  another 
way  by  an  additional  extension  of  time 
for  repayment.  He  thought  it  would  be 
far  more  advantageous  to  the  Irish  ten- 
ants to  obtain  some  slight  extension  of 
time  rather  than  an  extension  of  the  ad- 
vances. He  was  not  one  of  those  who 
were  desirous  of  making  a  peasant  pro- 
prietary by  placing  a  man  in  the  position 
of  mortgaging  his  property  without  any 
equity  of  redemption.  He  thought  that 
would  be  a  most  unfortunate  state  of 
things ;  but  if,  without  danger  to  the 
State,  if  without  any  of  the  evils  which, 
no  doubt,  they  ought  to  fear  in  transac- 
tions of  this  kind,  they  could  give  fur- 
ther facilities  to  the  tenants  of  Ireland, 
they  would  do  of  all  things  that  which 
was  most  necessary  to  make  the  Act  a 
marked  success.  What  they  ought  to 
do  was  this.  If  the  Bill  was  to  produce 
social  content  in  Ireland,  if  it  was  to 
make  the  people  believe,  what  he  trusted 
they  would  be  brought  to  believe,  that 
they  had  friends  in  that  House,  and 


that  the  House  was  inclined  to  do  then 
justice  and  to  make  some  repantifli 
for  the  past,  let  them  feel  that  thij 
had  some  benefit  coming  to  them  ttom 
the  operations  of  that  BiU.    He  would 
take  the  case  of  a  man  who  paid  £500 
for  his  tenancy.    If  they  got  him  to  pty 
that  sum  in  35  years  at  5  per  cent,  tb 
annual  payment  would  be  £25;  wheret% 
if  they  reduced  the  amount  of  each  in- 
payment, as  proposed  by  the  Amend* 
ment,  that  sum  of  £25  would  be  dind- 
nishod  to  something  like  £18  or  £19; 
but  a  difference  of  £6  or  £7  in  an  u^ 
nual  payment  of  £25  would  be  an  enor- 
mous boon  to  the  tenant,  and  wooU 
certainly  increase  rather  than  decreaw 
the  security  of  the  State.     It  might  bo 
that  the  extreme  suggestion  containod 
in  the  Amendment    of   his    hon.  ind 
learned  Friend  of  52  years  was  too  long 
a  period  over  which  to  extend  the  to- 
payment,  and  it  might  be  the  opinion 
of  the  Prime  Minister  that  a  less  period 
ought  to  be  taken  than  52  years  wi&- 
out  going  down  so  low  as  85  yean. 
[Cries  of  "No,   no!"  from  the  Hem 
Jtulers,']      He  would  remind  his  hon. 
Friends  who  called  out   ''  No ! "  ihit 
"half  a  loaf  was  better  than  no  bread;" 
and  if  they  could  not  get  52  years,  lot 
them  endeavour  to  press  the  Oommittat 
to  fix  some  intermediate  period  whidi 
would  give  some  relief  to  the  purohasir 
and  might  be  conceded  by  the  Gk)Tem- 
ment.     The  proposal  in  the  clause  was 
that  a  man  should  pay  5  per  cent  for  tho 
next  35  years  in  aischarge  of  the  pur* 
chase  money.      Of  course,  that  wonld 
discharge  the  principal  as  well  as  the 
interest;    but,  nevertheless,  while  the 
man  was  paying  it  off  it  would  veiy 
seriously  affect  him  to  have  to  pay  ao 
high  a  sum  as  5  per  cent,  a  rate  of  inte- 
rest they  never  would  advise  anybody 
to  borrow  money  at  for  the  purpose  <rf 
purchasing  land.  He  trusted,  under  theae 
circumstances,  that  either  now  or  soma 
time  before  the  conclusion  of  the  Oom- 
mittee  on  the  Bill,  some  extension  of 
time  would  be  given  for  the  repayment 
of  the  purchase  money,  because  he  se- 
riously believed  that  upon  such  an  ex- 
tension of  time  would  depend  the  deve- 
lopment of  the  principle  of  the  creation 
of  a  peasant  proprietary  in  Ireland. 

Mr.  SHAW  regretted  very  much  that 
the  Prime  Minister  seemed  to  have  de- 
cided against  the  Amendment.  He  (Mr. 
Shaw)  had  as  strong  an  opinion  as  the 
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right  hon.   Gentleman  could    possibly 
hare  in  favoar  of  concluding  such  a 
transaction  between  a  private  individual 
and  the  State  in  as  short  a  time  as  pos- 
sible.   But  it  did  not  follow  that  the 
adoption  of  the  Amendment  would  have 
the  effect,  to  a  very  large  extent,  of  pro- 
longiDg  the  time  of  repayment.  It  would 
only  be  in  exceptional  cases  that  the  ex- 
tension of  time  would  be  taken  advan- 
tage of.     The  Irish,  tenantry  would  be 
anxious  to  wind  up  the  transaction  as 
quickly  as  possible,  so  that  they  might 
be  in  a  position  to  deal  with  the  pro- 
perty.  His  own  opinion  was  strong  that 
the  average  time  of  repayment  would 
not  be  anything  like   35   years.      He 
thought  there  was  a  want  of  elasticity 
in  the  Government  proposal.     It  would 
afford  very  great  relief  to  a  large  class 
of  the  tenantry;   but  his  own  opinion 
was  that  the  Commissioners  should  have 
the  power  even  of  taking  a  reduced  pay- 
ment for  the  first  ^re  or  10  years  of  the 
time.     He  knew  a  case  where  a  man 
with  a  farm  of  50  acres  would,  the  mo- 
ment the  Bill  passed,  become  the  pur- 
chaser of  his  holding ;  and  he  did  not 
see  why  the  Commissioners  should  not 
have  the  option  of  taking  4  per  cent  at 
the  beginning  of  the  period  and  6  per 
cent  during  the  latter  part  of  it.     He 
thought   that,   upon  the  whole,   there 
should  be  more  elasticity  in  the  clause, 
and  more  power  given  to  the  Commis- 
sioners to  deal  witn  the  different  cases 
on  their  individual  merits.      He  was 
satisfied  that  such  elasticity  would  give 
£ir  greater  success  to  the  scheme;  the 
State  could  not  possibly  lose  a  single 
shilling,  because  all  that  was  asked  for 
was  a  mere  extension  of  time  for  repay- 
ment, full  interest  being  given.     He 
sincerely  hoped  that  either  in  this  way 
or  in  some  other  way  tenants  below  a 
certain  value  would  be  treated  more 
liberally.      He  did  not  think  that  the 
large  tenants  would  be  very  anxious  to 
obtain  better  terms;  but  he  was  sure 
that  there  was  a  class  of  tenants  upon 
the  smaller  holdings  to  whom  the  State 
might  fairly  give  an  extension  with  very 
great  advantage  to  all  parties  concerned. 
Mb.  MAGFABLANE  said,  he  was  not 
sure  that  there  was  very  much  utility  in 
continuing  the  discussion.    The  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  Woodstock  (Lord 
Bandolph  Churchill)    said    the    f^rime 
Minister  had  put  his  foot  down  upon 
^'     proposition.     It   might   be   said 


that  he  had  ground  it  under  his  heel, 
and  not  merely  set  down  his  foot  upon 
it.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  refused 
the  proposal  with  great  energy,  and  he 
(Mr.  Macfarlane)  regretted  extremely 
that  the  Prime  Minister  should  have 
taken  that  course.  Although  he  oould 
say  nothing  upon  the  subject  which 
had  not  already  been  said,  yet  it  some- 
times happened  that  the  same  thing  said 
by  a  great  number  of  persons  in  the 
end  produced  its  effect.  The  Prime  Mi- 
nister referred  to  the  case  of  the  school 
boards,  in  which  he  had  given  50  years 
for  the  repayment  of  the  sum  advanced, 
his  object  being  to  make  it  easy  for  the 
existing  generation.  That  was  precisely 
what  they  wanted  to  do  in  the  case  of 
the  Irish  tenants.  They  did  not  want 
to  make  it  difficult,  if  not  impossible, 
for  the  Irish  tenants  to  repay  the  ad- 
vances. He  agreed  with  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  County  of  Cork  TMr.  Shaw), 
when  his  hon.  Friend  said,  with  his  usual 
judgment,  that  the  success  of  the  Bill 
would  be  materially  interfered  with  if 
that  rigid  line  was  maintained  by  the 
Government.  He  would,  therefore,  ap- 
peal once  more  to  the  Government,  and 
ask  whether,  if  they  would  not  allow  52 
years,  at  any  rate  to  grant  45  years,  and 
if  they  would  not  grant  45  years,  let 
them  lower  the  rate  of  interest  to  3  per 
cent,  which  was  about  the  value  of  the 
public  securities  throughout  the  King- 
dom, and  there  would  be  no  loss  to  the 
Crown  upon  the  transaction.  Three  and 
a-half  per  cent  was  too  high  a  rate  to 
charge,  with  IJ-  per  cent  for  a  sinking 
fund.  If  the  Prime  Minister  insisted  in 
securing  the  repayment  of  the  money  in 
35  years,  he  would  appeal  to  him  to 
make  the  terms  more  easy. 

Mb.  GOSCHEN  :  I  do  not  think  it 
fair  towards  Her  Majesty's  Government 
that  they  should  alone  have  to  conduct 
this  debate  in  defence  of  the  Consoli- 
dated Fund.  I  feel  sure  that  the  silence 
which  has  been  observed  by  English  and 
Scotch  Members  on  this  occasion  is  not 
because  they  disagree  with  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government,  but  because  they  do 
not  wish  to  prolong  the  discussion.  For 
my  own  part,  I  wish  to  take  my  full 
share  in  any  unpopularity  that  may  be 
incurred  in  the  resistance  of  this  Motion 
for  the  further  extension  of  time  upon 
the  Consolidated  Fund.  The  noble  Lord 
opposite  (Lord  Randolph  Churchill)  said 
it  could  not  possibly  matter  to  the  State 
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i^hether  the  money  was  repaid  in  30  or 
in  50  years.  Is  the  credit  of  the  State 
such  that  th.it  doctrine  can  be  applied 
to  every  possible  advance  ?  Are  we  to 
adopt  the  principle  that  it  is  immaterial 
whether  loans  are  made,  either  to  public 
bodies  or  to  individuals,  at  one  scale  of 
payments  or  another  ?  I  entirely  agree 
with  what  has  been  said  by  the  Prime 
Minister,  that  the  financial  conscience  of 
the  Govoi'nment  has  been  strained  to  the 
utmost  in  making  th^  proposals  thoy 
have  made,  and  I  trust  that  the  finan- 
cial conscience  of  the  House  and  the 
financial  conscience  of  the  Committee 
will  not  be  more  elastic  than  that  of  the 
Prime  Minister.  The  Government  will 
find  plenty  of  support  when  they,  acting 
upon  their  judgment,  yield  to  some  of 
the  demands  which  are  made  upon  them  ; 
but  I  think  Her  Majesty's  Government 
ought  to  be  equally  supported  when 
thoy  are  defending  the  Consolidated 
Fund,  however  unanimous  may  be  the 
opinion  which  seems  to  be  brought  to 
bear  from  one  quarter  of  the  House 
against  it.  On  this  point,  also,  let  me 
ask  whether  the  effect  of  raising  the 
scale  from  30  to  50  years  might  not  bo 
to  increase  the  price  which  the  tenants 
would  have  to  pay?  I  think  that  the 
tenant  who  can  borrow  at  50  years  is 
more  likely  to  be  called  upon  to  pay  a 
higher  price  to  his  landlord  than  one 
who  could  pay  in  30  years.  \_Crie8  of 
*'  No,  no !  '*]  I  think  it  cannot  bo 
seriously  contested  that  the  easier  the 
terms  upon  which  you  can  borrow 
the  higher  the  price  you  will  have 
to  pay.     I  have  been  unwilling  at  any 

frevious  stage,  owing  to  the  fact  that 
was  not  present  at  these  debates,  to 
interfere  with  the  discussion  of  the  Bill ; 
but  I  have  felt  it  my  duty  on  this  occa- 
sion to  assure  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment, as  I  am  sure  I  can,  that  there  are 
a  number  of  Members  on  both  sides  of 
the  House  who  are  grateful  to  them  for 
the  energy  they  have  shown  in  resisting 
this  proposal,  and  I  hope  they  will  per- 
severe in  that  course. 

Sir  GABRIEL  GOLDNEY  merely 
rose  for  the  purpose  of  endorsing  every- 
thing the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Ripon  (^Lr.  Goschen)  had 
said.  He  felt  quite  satisfied  that  no 
Government  could  agree  to  the  proposal 
to  extend  the  time  of  payment. 

Mb.  DALY  said,  he  had  not  intended 
to  take  2>art  in  the  debate;  but  he  would 
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strongly  recommend  that,  if  the  object 
of  the  Government  was  to  allow  the 
poorer  classes  of  the  tenants  to  porchaia 
their  holding^,  the  burden  should  be 
made  as  liglit  as  possible,  and  the  re- 
payments spread  over  a  lengthenel 
period.  He  quite  agreed  with  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork  County  (Mr.  Shaw] 
that  it  would  bo  much  better  for  the 
tenants  to  have  a  small  annual  payment 
now»  even  if  they  had  a  larger  pajrment 
of  8  or  9  per  cent  to  make  during  the  last 
!  1 5  or  1 6  years.  The  right  hon.  Gentlemia 
the  Member  for  Bipon  (Mr.  Goschen}, 
who  had  just  sat  down,  had  made  i 
somewhat  curious  observation.  The  riglii 
hon.  Gentleman  said  that  if  the  torn 
for  the  repayment'  of  the  loan  was  ex- 
tended, the  price  paid  by  the  tenant 
would  bo  greater.  That  would  probaUf 
be  true  if  the  transaction  were  between 
the  actual  borrower  and  the  actual 
lender;  but  he  could  not  see  howtlia 
price  would  be  affected  by  giving  a 
power  to  the  tenant  to  purchase  ana  to 
repay  the  purchase  money  within  a  long 
period,  when  the  purchase  money  itaefi 
was  to  be  advanced  by  the  State.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Prime  Hinia- 
tor  had  referred  to  money  advancea  by 
the  Public  Works  Loan  Commisaionen 
for  a  period  of  52  years  for  the  erection 
of  school  board  houses,  and  the  xiglii 
hon.  Gentleman  said  that  Parliament  had 
fixed  the  term  of  52  years  beoaoae  xt 
was  about  to  impose  a  yerj  heavy  tax 
and  a  very  serious  burden  upon  the 
people.  He  (Mr.  Daly)  humbly  aub- 
mitted  that  the  same  consideration  ought 
to  apply  here.  It  was  obvious  that  uxt 
applied  to  a  wealthy  and  prosperona 
people  like  that  of  England,  it  ought 
much  more  to  apply  when  they  were 
about  to  impose  a  burden  upon  a  poor 
and  impoverished  people  already  snfibr- 
ing  from  other  buraens  which  had  been 
entailed  upon  them.  He  was  one  of 
those  who  had  all  along  welcomed  the  in- 
troduction of  this  Bill.  He  was  one  of 
those  who  looked  to  it  as  likely  to  affect 
very  greatly  the  future  of  his  countiy ; 
and  he  was  satisfied  that  if  the  schema 
of  the  Government  were  carried  out 
fairly  and  generously,  it  would  tend 
very  much  to  insure  the  prosperity  not 
only  of  the  occupiers  of  agricultural 
holdings,  but  of  all  classes  of  society  in 
Ireland  generally.  He  would  appeal  to 
the  financial  conscience  of  the  JPrime 
Minister,  and  would  ask  the  right  hoa. 
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GfenUeman  if  the  Bill  were  made  a  real 
source  of  prosperity  to  the  agricultural 
population  of  Ireland,  what  would  in- 
evitably follow  ?    There  would  inevit- 
ably follow  an  increase  in  the  deposits 
in  the  Post  Office  Savings  Banks ;  and, 
as  a  natural  consequence,  it  would  in- 
evitably follow  that  the  money  would 
be  lent  to  the  Government  at  £2  10«. 
per  cent,  bo  that  it  was  impossible  in 
the  long  run,  if  the  scheme  was  to  work 
well,  that  the  Government  would  lose 
anything  by  extending  the  repayments 
over  a  period  of  52  years.     There  was 
another  matter  which  was  also  of  great 
importance.   The  primary  thing  the  Go- 
vernment had  to  consider  was  how  they 
could  best  in  Ireland  help  the  lame  dog 
over  the  stile ;  and  just  as  the  poor  ten- 
ant was  able  to  realize  a  substantial  ad- 
vantage from  the  Gt>verzmient  proposals, 
so  would  he  become  more  thrifty  and 
industrious,  not  only  for  his  own  inte- 
rests, but  as  an  example  to  his  sons  and 
daughters  and  the  rest  of  his  family. 
When,  after  25  or  28  years  of  thrift 
and  economy,  such  a  man  would  only 
be  too  ready  to  say — ''I  am  getting 
stronger  and  inheriting    more   money 
every  day,  and  therefore  I  will  free  the 
land  from   the  restrictions  which  now 
prevent  me  from  sub- dividing  and  sub- 
letting."  That  was  only  human  nature; 
and  there   was  no  question  whatever 
about  the  security.    Indeed,  the  Prime 
Minister  himself  admitted  that  the  se- 
curity was  quite  as  good  for  52  years 
as  for  35  years.    Nor  was  it  a  question 
of  principle,  because  the  principle  had 
been  conceded  to  the  wealthier  popu- 
lation of  £ngland  ;  and  the  poorer  cLgiss 
of  Ireland  had  a  perfect  right  to  ask  for 
the  same  concession.    Indeed,  it  would 
be  an  unreasonable  rebuke  on  the  part 
of  Her  Majesty's  Goverzmient  if  they 
declined  to  make  the  same  concession  to 
the  demands  of  the  Irish  Members.  The 
claim  was  one  which  was  based  upon 
justice,  and  it  involved  no  financial  loss 
to  the  Imperial  Exchequer;  and  although 
it  was  sought  to  spread  the  repayment 
over  a  period  of  52  years,  he  believed 
himself  that,  except  in  a  very  few  in- 
stances, it  would  not  mean  more  than  30 
years. 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER:  I  wish  to 
point  out  that  the  good  effect  of  the 
proposals  made  by  Ser  Majesty's  Go- 
Tonunent  must  depend  not  merely  upon 
the  liberality  of  the  State  and  of  the 
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House  and  of  the  taxpayers  generally^ 
but  in  the  efforts  which  are  made  by 
the  recipients  themselves.  I  understand 
the  proposal  now  made  to  be  this  — 
that,  instead  of  any  efforts  being 
made  by  the  tenants  themselves,  they 
should  go  on  paying  just  about  the 
same  sum  they  are  paying  now  in  rent, 
and  that,  in  the  end,  they  should  obtcdn 
possession  of  the  freehold.  Now,  this 
means  no  effort  at  all.  We  appeal  to 
them  to  make  some  slight  sacrifice  them- 
selves, in  order  to  obt^n  the  benefits  of 
this  Bill ;  and  I  very  much  think  that 
if  we  put  it  as  a  claim  on  their  part  to 
become  prospective  landlords,  we  shall 
produce  a  great  effect  in  the  social  cha- 
racter of  the  Irish  people.  It  is  not  as 
though  we  were  about  to  deal  with  a 
people  who  are  inaccessible  to  the  ad- 
vantages  of  thrift.  That  is  a  popular 
delusion.  They  are  not  inaccessible  to 
thrift.  It  has  been  prophesied  that  the 
scheme  will  fall  through  on  account  of 
the  short  time  we  have  fixed  for  the 
repayment  of  these  advances — namely, 
85  years.  I  am  perfectly  certain  that 
we  run  no  danger  of  this  kind.  We 
have  been  told  that  we  must  nurse  the 
people  into  the  new  arrangement;  but 
that  is  not  the  way  we  should  treat  them. 
We  should  give  them  an  opportunity  at 
once  of  doine  something  for  themselves, 
and  of  devdoping  a  little  energy  and 
resolution.  One  or  two  hon.  Members 
have  said  that  there  is  no  elasticity  in 
the  Bill.  On  the  contrary,  I  beheve 
that  there  is  g^eat  elasticity  in  it.  There 
is  elasticity  up  to  35  years,  and  surely 
that  is  elasticity  enough.  What  other 
cases  are  there  in  which  a  borrower  is 
not  required  to  complete  a  bargain  in 
85  years?  Some  reference  *  has  been 
made  to  the  generations  over  which  the 
repayment  is  likely  to  extend.  Now,  I 
really  think  that  if  you  were  to  fix 
the  period  at  52  years  there  is  hardly 
a  man  who  would  incur  the  responsi- 
bility,  expecting  to  clear  off  the  ad- 
vances within  the  term  of  his  own  life. 
I  will  only  mention  one  other  fact. 
Allusion  has  been  made  to  the  advances 
that  were  made  for  the  purposes  of  edu- 
cation. I  quite  agree  with  what  has 
been  said  by  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Prime  Minister,  that  we  were  throwing 
an  entirely  new  burden  upon  the  rate- 
payers, and  that  it  was  our  duty  to  make 
it  as  easy  as  possible.  I  may  add  that 
I  was  somei^hat  interested  myself  in 
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getting  that  bargain  effected,  and  I 
thought  that  I  made  a  very  good  bar- 
gain for  the  ratepayers.  I  am  sure  of 
this — that  if  the  matter  had  been  tho- 
roughly discussed  at  the  time,  I  should 
not  have  made  the  bargain  I  did,  but 
that  it  would  have  been  found  incon- 
venient, and  would  have  been  regarded 
as  setting  a  bad  precedent.  In  all  pro- 
bability the  bargain  would  have  been 
re -cast ;  and  I  may  add  that  the  loans 
now  made  to  school  boards  are  on  very 
different  terms. 

Mk.  MEIjDON  said,  that  he  rose  to 
continue  the  discussion,  although  he  was 
very  anxious  that  the  Bill  should  make 
as  rapid  progress  as  possible.  But,  in 
so  doing,  he  wished  to  express  his  opi- 
nion that  the  most  important  Amend- 
ment which  had  come  under  the  con- 
sideration of  the  Committee  was  under 
consideration  at  the  present  moment. 
The  real  question  raised  by  the  Amend- 
ment was,  whether  or  not  the  Govern- 
ment scheme  should,  to  a  certain  extent, 
fail  or  not  ?  He  had  spoken  to  many  of 
the  farmers  upon  the  subject — he  had 
advocated  its  principles,  ana  he  had  care- 
fully studied  the  whole  question  over 
and  over  again  ;  but  he  had  always  been 
of  opinion,  and  he  had  invariably  pointed 
it  out  to  the  poor  farmers,  that  the 
scheme  for  establishing  a  peasant  pro- 
prietary could  not  be  of  any  good  to  the 
present  generation.  It  was  all  very 
well  to  tell  the  farmers  that  they  were 
laying  aside  a  store  for  their  children, 
and  their  children's  children ;  but  what 
they  said  was — "  What  will  wo,  who  are 
now  in  the  occupation  of  the  land,  gain 
by  becoming  owners  of  the  fee  simple 
instead  of  paying  rent  ?  "  The  farmers 
in  Ireland  were  a  very  clever  and  busi- 
ness-like set  of  men ;  and  when  they  made 
their  calculations,  they  ascertained  that 
not  only  would  they  derive  no  benefit 
firom  the  scheme  at  all,  but  that  they 
would  actually  be  called  upon  to  pay — 
in  the  shape  of  the  instalments  neces- 
sary to  repay  the  advances — a  larger  sum 
than  they  paid  at  present  by  way  of  rent. 
He  had  himself  pointed  out  to  the  farmers 
the  importance  of  having  a  freehold  for 
their  children,  which  at  the  end  of  30  or 
35  years  should  be  free  ;  but  their  reply 
almost  invariaMy  was — **  Let  us  take 
care  of  ourselves,  and  let  our  children 
do  the  same.  Why  should  we  impose 
burdens  upon  ourselves  for  posterit}'  ?  " 
Precedent,  over  and  over  again,  had  been 
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set  for  fixing  a  lengthened  period  fSortlM 
repayment  of  instalments  of  borroved 
money  where  the  security  was  good. 
They  had  the  precedent  of  the  school 
boards,  and  the  same  precedent  had  beea 
established,  over  and  over  again,  in  ooi- 
nection  with  other  public  bodies  of  tiie 
country.    Many  of  them  had  been  inthi 
habit  of  borrowing  money  repayable  ii 
as  long  a  period  as  60  years,  and  tin 
only  question  considered  was  whethflr 
the  security  was  good.     The  right  Hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  for  In- 
land asked    why    the    tenant   farmfln 
should  not  be  called  upon  to  do  som^ 
thing  for  themselves.     Me  wished  toed 
the  attention  of  the  right  hon.  G^ende 
man  to  the  fact   that   before  any  of 
these  advances  could  be  obtained  atiD 
the  tenant  farmer  was  himself  boimi 
to  provide  one-fourth  of  the  purcIuM 
money,  and  that  was  doing  a  great  deil 
for  himself.     Perhaps  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister would  allow  him  to  point  out  thit 
the  security  the  Government  would  havo 
for  the  repayment  of  the   instalmenti 
would  be  increasing  year  by  year ;  evovy 
farthing  paid  by   way  of   instalmenti 
made  the  security  of  the  Oovemment 
better.     He  did  not  think  that  the  Iriah 
people  had  been  fairly  treated  in  the 
way  in  which  the  proposal  had  been  re- 
ceived by  the  Committee.  There  seemed 
to  be  a  howl  against  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers, as  if  they  wanted  a  grant  from  the 
Consolidated  Fund.    They  wanted  no- 
thing of  the  kind.     The  security  wai 
admitted    to  be    perfect.    As    he  had 
pointed  out,  it  would  be  year  by  year 
increasing  in  value.  He  had  also  pointed 
out  that  over  and  over  again  there  had 
been  precedents  for  granting  loans  ex- 
tending over  a  much  longer  period  for 
purposes  by  no  means  as  desirable  as  in 
the  present  case.    It  must  also  be  borne 
in  mind  that  this  was  a  scheme  which 
Parliament  itself  was  fostering.    Par- 
liament desired  the  creation  of  a  pea- 
sant proprietary,  and  had  no  doubt  of 
its  usefulness.     He  possessed  personally 
very  considerable  knowledge  of  the  sub- 
ject, and  he  was  prepared  distinctly  to 
tell   the  Government    that    they  were 
taking  upon  themselves  a  very  great 
responsibility  if  they  refused  the  Amend- 
ment now  before  the  Committee.    No 
one  had  given  more  consideration  to  the 
question,  and  talked  the  matter  more 
constantly  over  with  the  farmers,  than 
himself;  and  he  was  in  a  position  to  de- 
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dard  that  they  were  thoroughly  alive  to 
the  fact  that,  under  this  scheme,  they 
would  be  called  upon  to  provide  not  only 
a  great  portion  of  the  purchase  money, 
but  a  larger  sum  in  the  shape  of  annual 
instalments  than  they  were  now  paying 
by  way  of  rent.    Unless  the  Bill  was 
amended  in  the  way  the  Irish  Members 
desired,  it  would  be  found  that  scarcely 
three  tenants  would  avail  themselves  of 
it ;  whereas,  if  a  slight  extension  of  the 
time  for  repayment  was  given,  five  would 
take  advantage  of  it.     He  did  not  agree 
with  what  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Kipon  TMr.  Ooschen)  said 
about  the  amount  of  the  purchase  money 
being  increased.    That  would  not  be  so, 
bat  the  number  of  cases  in  which  the 
purchase  would  be  mad^  would  be  enor- 
mously increased.    If  it  was  necessary, 
it  would  be  easy  to  give  the  Oommis- 
siooers  some  discretion  as  to  the  amount 
of  money  they  would  advance.    They 
would  not  allow  the  landlord  to  sell  at 
an  exorbitant  price,  because  that  would 
be  a  fraud ;  therefore,  it  was  idle  to  sug- 
gest any  difficulty  of  that  kind  would 
arise  if  they  extended  the  period  within 
which  the  instalments  were  to  be  paid. 
Hitherto  he  had  not  taken  up  the  time 
of  the  Committee  during  the  progress 
of  the  Billy  but,  on  the  present  occasion, 
he  felt  that  he  could  not  remain  silent ; 
and  he  wished  to  warn  the  Government 
in  the  most  solemn  way  that  the  rejec- 
tion of  this  Amendment  would  put  in 
great  peril  the  success  of  this  most  im- 
portant part  of  the  Bill.     He  certainly 
hoped  that  the  Prime  Minister  would 
seriously  consider  the  question  before 
he  rejected  what  was  really  the  most 
important  Amendment  which  had  yet 
been  moved. 

Mr.  CHAPLIN  said,  he  could  not,  as 
everyone  knew,  share  the  views  of  the 
light  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland 
in  regard  to  the  future  effects  of  this 
part  of  the  Bill.  On  the  contrary,  for 
bis  own  part,  he  should  be  agreeably 
surprised  if  the  clauses  which  related  to 
the  acquisition  of  land  did  not  turn  out 
in  the  long  run  to  be  clauses  to  pau- 
perize Ireland.  He  quite  recognized  the 
force  of  the  observations  which  had 
fallen  from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Bipon  (Mr.  Goschen) ; 
but  if  they  were  to  embark  in  this 
scheme,  they  ought,  at  all  events,  to  do 
Idl  the^  could  to  give  it  a  fair  trial. 


Judging  from  all  he  had  heard,  if  they 
did  not  extend  the  time  over  which  the 
repayments  were  to  be  made,  he  thought 
they  would  be  throwing  away  the  money 
they  proposed  to  advance  altogether. 
There  was  much  valuable  advice  con- 
tained in  the  Beport  of  the  Sub-Com- 
missioners, which  had  only  just  been 
laid  on  the  Table  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons. In  passing,  he  would  express  his 
astonishment  at  the  absence  of  that 
Heport  for  so  long  a  time.  He  observed 
yesterday  that  something  passed  upon 
the  subject,  and  the  Chief  Secretary  to 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  said 
that  some  inquiries  ought  to  have  been 
made  of  the  Bichmond  Commission,  in 
order  to  account  for  the  absence  of  the 
Beport.  Now,  the  fact  was  that  the 
Beport  was  sent  in  by  the  Bichmond 
Commission  in  the  month  of  January 
last,  and  its  receipt  was  acknowledged 
by  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department ;  but  from  that  time  to  this, 
for  some  reason  or  other,  whether  it  was 
neglect  or  inadvertence  he  did  not  know, 
it  had  been  withheld  by  the  Government 
until  quite  a  recent  period.  He  cer- 
tainly thought  it  was  desirable  that  the 
Committee  should  have  some  explana- 
tion upon  the  point  from  the  Govern- 
ment. And  now  what  were  the  recommen- 
dations contained  in  that  Beport  ?  Most 
of  it  was  unfavourable  to  these  purchase 
clauses  altogether  ;  but  the  Commis- 
sioners pressed  upon  Parliament  that  if 
the  scheme  was  to  be  successful  at  all, 
the  instalments  ought  to  be  extended 
over  a  longer  period  than  35  years.  The 
Commission  referred  to  the  case  of  a 
man  with  a  holding  of  14  acres.  They 
described  the  condition  of  that  holding, 
and  said  that  the  state  of  affairs  was  not 
very  favourable.  The  Beport  then  went 
on  to  say  that  if  the  tenant,  in  addition 
to  his  rent,  had  to  meet  the  instalments 
for  the  repayment  of  borrowed  money,  he 
would  be  very  hardly  pressed ;  and  if  the 
Government  desired  to  give  the  system  of 
creating  a  peasant  proprietary  a  fair  trial, 
the  repayments  of  the  instalments  must  be 
extended  over  a  larger  number  of  years, 
so  that  the  actual  payment  each  year 
would  not  be  much  more  than  the  pre- 
sent rent.  Personally,  he  saw  the  evils 
of  the  old  system,  and  he  should  not 
have  ventured  to  propose  such  a  scheme 
as  that  at  all.  But  what  he  was  afraid 
of  was  that  if  the  period  for  the  repay- 
ment of  the  instalments  was  not  ex- 


r  2 


{Twenty-third  Night,'] 


428 


Land  Law 


(OOMMONSi 


C/r^&fuQ  BiU. 


434 


tended  y  they  would  run  the  risk  of 
throwing  away  the  money  altogether. 
The  Commissioners  pointed  out  that, 
whatever  might  be  the  condition  of 
tenants  elsewhere,  the  indiscriminate 
sale  of  holdings  on  such  terms  and  con- 
ditions as  those  offered  by  the  Commis- 
sioners of  the  Irish  Church  Temporali- 
ties had  not  done  much  towards  creating 
a  satisfactory  class  of  peasant  proprie- 
tors. The  terms  offered  by  the  Church 
Commissioners  differed  in  no  material 
respect  from  the  terms  offered  in  the 
present  Bill.  [Mr.  Gladstone  :  Except 
in  regard  to  interest.]  The  Sub-Com- 
missioners were,  therefore,  of  opinion 
that  if  the  present  scheme  was  worth 
anything  at  all — and  they  were  not  in- 
clined, from  what  they  know  and  had 
seen,  to  believe  that  it  was — the  period 
for  the  repayment  of  the  advances  must 
be  considerably  extended.  Under  these 
circumstances,  he  should  feel  inclined 
to  support  the  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Dundalk  (Mr. 
C.  Russell),  if  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  went  to  a  division,  and  princi- 
pally for  this  reason — that  he  (Mr. 
Chaplin)  was  afraid  that  if  some  exten- 
sion of  time  were  not  given  they  would 
run  great  risks  of  the  money  advanced 
being  thrown  away  altogether. 

Mr.  DAWSON  begged  altogether,  on 
the  part  of  the  Irish  people,  in  whose  inte- 
rests the  measure  was  being  proposed, 
to  repudiate  the  idea,  often  put  forward, 
that  this  proposed  advance  was  an  act 
of  liberality,  and  a  gift  on  the  part  of 
the  British  people  to  the  Irish  nation. 
It  was  nothing  of  the  kind.  In  what- 
ever way  the  money  might  be  employed 
by  the  Irish  people,  the  interest  of  the 
Imperial  Exchequer  was  amply  secured, 
and  the  whole  of  the  advance  would  be 
repaid.  He,  therefore,  entirely  repu- 
diated the  idea  that  the  English  tax- 
payers were  to  put  their  hands  into 
their  pockets  for  the  purpose  of  grant- 
ing a  charitable  dole  to  the  people  of 
Ireland.  The  proposal  of  the  Govern- 
ment was  that  the  tenants  should  repay 
the  advances  at  5  per  cent,  under  con- 
ditions that  would  be  most  expensive  to 
them,  nor  would  they  receive  an  advance 
of  the  entire  sum  necessary  for  the  pur- 
chase, but  only  three-fourths.  The  ten- 
ant would  bo  left  to  his  ingenuity  to 
raise  the  rest,  and  the  amount  of  the 
tax  imposed  upon  him  by  way  of  repay- 
ment would  be  most  severe.     The  right 

Mff  Chaplin 


!  hon.  Gentleman  asked  the  Committee  to 
look  at  other  cases.  They  had  been 
supplied  to  him  ad  naweam  in  the  couiw 
of  the  debate  ;  but  he  would  quote  an- 
other. Some  time  ago  he  had  asked 
the  Prime  Minister  to  issue  a  small 
Commission,  in  order  to  enlighten  tkB 

Eeople  of  this  country  and  hon.  Mem- 
ers  of  that  House  as  to  the  method  ii 
which  similar  questions  were  dealt  with 
by  other  Governments.     In  Germany, 
if  a  tenant  wished  to  become  an  owner, 
he  could  borrow  the  purchase  moner 
and  repay  it  with  interest.     He  asked 
the  attention  of  the  Committee  to  the 
figures,  because  they  were  more  eloquent 
than  any  speech.     The  facts  which  he 
was  referring  to  were  published  in  a 
work  upon  Land  Tenure  by  the  Gobden 
Club.     When  a  tenant  in  Germany  de- 
sired to  purchase  in  this  manner,  the 
repayment  was  spread  over  45-I2th8,  Of 
56-12ths,    according   to   the  period  at 
which  he  elected  to  free  the  holding 
from    encumbrance.     The  tenant  wai 
offered  56-l2ths  at  5  per  cent,  andyeti 
in  this  case,  the  Government  were  only 
proposing   to  give  a  good  tenant  35 
years.    The  case  he  referred  to  in  Oei^ 
many  was  a  parallel  case ;  but  a  laxger 
extension  of  time  was  grantied  to  the 
tenant  in  that  country,  although  the 
credit  and  the  financial  position  of  Oer* 
many  was  not  at  this  moment  one-half 
so  great  as  that  of  Great  Britain.    He 
thought  that  afforded  a  complete  answer 
to  the  argument  of  the  right  hon.  Ghen* 
tleman  that  he  could  not,  with  safe^ 
to  his  financial  conscience,  extend  the 
period  proposed  by  the  clause.     Person- 
ally, he  (Mr.  Dawson)  did   not  think 
that  the  financial  conscience  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  or  his  financial  capacity 
— which  could  not  be  over-estimated— 
had  anything  to  do  with  the  question. 
But,  on  the  contrary,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  displayed  too  great  a  will- 
ingness to  give  in  to  the  idea  that  the 
English   taxpayer    was  always  to   be 
the  benevolent  benefactor  of  the  Iriah 
nation. 

Me.  O'SULLIVAN  said,  the  Irish 
tenants  had  quite  enough  to  do  to  pay 
their  present  rent,  and  he  was  sure  they 
would  not  see  the  justice  of  paying  a 
large  sum  in  addition,  in  order  that  they 
might  purchase  their  holdings  for  the 
benefit  of  their  sons  and  their  grand- 
sons. If  a  man  had  to  repay  the  pur- 
chase money  in  the  course  of  35  yearsy 
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he  would  have  to  pay  the  whole  of  it 
himself;  whereas,  if  it  was  extended 
over  52  years,  his  sons  and  his  grand- 
sons would  have  to  contribute.  He 
thought  the  Amendment  was  a  reason- 
able one,  and  he  would  support  it  by 
his  Yote. 

Mr.  BIGKj^AR  (who  rose  amid  cries 
of  '*  Divide ! ")  said,  the  subject  was  too 
important  a  one  to  be  decided  in  an  off- 
hand manner ;  and  he  therefore  wished 
to  reply  to  some  of  the  arguments  which 
had  been  adduced,  and  to  point  out  one 
or  two  considerations  in  the  case  which 
had  not  yet  been   placed  before  the 
Committee.     It  was  alleged   that  the 
persons  who  bought  up  their  holdings 
oueht  to  make  some  effort  on  their  own 
behalf;   but  the  Oovemment  ought  to 
know  that  the  25  per  cent  of  the  pur- 
chase money  whicn  the  tenant  had  to 
pay  before  he  could  obtain  an  advance 
was  a  very  heavy  item  for  the  tenant  to 
raise,  either  from  his  own*  resources  or 
by  means  of  borrowed  money.    It  was 
vezT  desirable  that  the  terms  on  which 
the  Oovemment  lent  the  money  should 
not  be    too  onerous.     The   right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Bipon  TMr. 
Ooschen)  strongly  deprecated    lenaing 
the  money  by  tne  State  for  a  very  long 
term.      In  this  case  the  length  of  time 
would  depend  very  much  on  the  circum- 
stances of  the  case.    If  the  State  lent 
money  on  landed  security,  and  only  lent 
75  per  cent  of  the  entire  value  of  the 
holding,  and  charged  5  per  cent  for  in- 
terest, he  thought  they  ought  to  be  pre- 
pared to  extend  the  period  of  repayment 
over  a  considerable  number  of  years. 
It  certainly  appeared  to  him  that  the 
terms  on   which  the  Government  lent 
money  to  school  boards  and  other  public 
bodies,  and   on  the  security  of  build- 
ings in  towns,  were  much  more  liberal 
than  thoee  upon  which  they  proposed  to 
make  those    advances   to    the    tenant 
farmers  of  Ireland.     He  believed  that 
money  lent  on  the  security  of  land  pos- 
sessed a  security  immeasurably  higher 
than  money  lent  on  buildings  of  such  a 
fanciful  nature  as   the  present  school 
board  houses.      Therefore,  he  thought 
that  the  proposition  of  the  Government 
was  altogether  untenable.     The  object 
of  the  Government  appeared  to  be  to 
pass  a  Bill  through  Parliament  which 
would  look  exceedingly  well  upon  paper; 
but  if  it  was  to  be  passed  m  its  pre- 
sent shape,  he  was  satisfied  it  would  be 


found  thoroughly  unpractical  when  they 
came  to  bring  it  into  working  order. 
He  trusted  that  they  would  withdraw 
their  present  proposition,  and  frame  a 
clause  that  would  not  only  be  workable, 
but  offer  a  fair  inducement  to  the  Irish 
people  to  avail  themselves  of  it.  If  the 
Government  placed  the  terms  of  the  ad- 
vances too  high,  th^  might  depend 
upon  it  that  the  Irish  nirmerswoula  not 
take  advantage  of  the  provisions  of  the 
BiU.  Upon  au  these  reasons,  he  appealed 
to  the  Government  to  reconsider  the 
question,  and  see  whether  or  not  they 
could  not  adopt  some  reasonable  and 
bond  fide  Amendment. 

Mb.  BTBNE  (who  rose  amid  loud 
cries  of  <' Divide!"  said,  he  regarded 
the  question  as  one  of  very  great  im- 
portance, and  as  likely  to  unsettle  all 
the  good  that  might  otiierwise  be  done 
by  the  Bill.  It  was  believed  when  the 
Government  introduced  the  Bill  that 
their  intention  of  allowing  the  tenant 
farmers  to  become  peasant  proprietors 
was  a  londfide  intention,  ana  that  they 
would  offer  the  tenants  substantial  ad- 
vantages for  the  purpose  of  enabling 
them  to  purchase  their  holdings ;  but, 
having  drawn  the  line  at  an  advance  of 
three-fourths  of  the  purchase  money,  it 
was  unfair  not  only  to  restrict  the 
amount  of  the  advance,  but  also  to  limit 
the  period  for  the  repayment  to  85 
years.     The  principle  of   buying  pro- 

Eerty  in  that  way  was  not  a  new  one ; 
ut  it  had  been  solved  in  England  by 
the  working  men  themselves,  who  had 
established  societies  for  the  purpose  of 
purchasing  freehold  property,  and  had 
successfully  carried  out  their  operations 
in  Eochdale,  Birmingham,  Bradford, 
Liverpool,  and  all  over  England ;  but 
hitherto  these  freeholds  had  been  pur- 
chased for  a  political  purpose,  in  order 
to  confer  the  right  oi  citizenship  and 
the  possession  of  votes  upon  the  pur- 
chaser. 

And  it  being  ten  minutes  before 
Seven  of  the  clock,  the  Ohairman  re- 
ported Progress ;  Committee  to  sit  again 
thU  day. 

And  it  being  now  five  minutes  to 
Seven  of  the  clock.  House  supended  its 
Sitting. 


House  resumed  its  sitting  at  Nine  of 
the  clock. 
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LAND  LAW  (IRELAND)  BILL. 
Progress  resumed. 

Clause  22  (Terms  of  rei)ayment  of 
advances  made  by  Commission). 

Amendment  again  proposed, 

In  page  14,  line  3C,  to  leave  out  the  words 
"  for  thirty-live  years  of  five  pounds,"  in  order 
to  insert  the  words  "  which  shall  redeem  both 
principal  and  interest  within  any  i>criod  not 
exceeding  fifty-two  years  at  the  discretion  of 
the  Land  Commission,  such  annuity  to  bo  cal- 
culated at  a  rate  which  shall  secure  to  the  Land 
( -ommission  interest  at  the  rate  of  three  pounds 
ten  sliillings  per  annum, — (3//*.  CharUa  Hussell,) 

— ^instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
'  for  thirty-five  years '  stand  part  of  the 
Clause." 

Mr.  BYBNE  said,  that  in  asking  the 
Committee  to  approve  of  and  adopt  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Dundalk  (Mr.  Charles  Bus- 
sell),  he  desired  to  point  out  that  it  was 
of  vast  importance  to  the  tenants  of  Ire- 
land, and  not  only  to  them,  but  to  the 
people  of  England  and  to  Her  Majesty's 
Government  in  preserving  law  and 
order,  and  in  establishing  a  proper  Go- 
vernment in  Ireland.  He  would  ven- 
ture to  say  that  if  the  clause  was  amended 
by  the  extension  of  time  suggested,  it 
would  be  a  stronger  weapon  in  the 
hands  of  the  Chief  Secretary  than  all 
the  police  and  all  the  soldiers  and 
bayonets  in  that  unfortunate  country. 
They  had  heard  from  hon.  Gentlemen 
on  the  other  side  of  the  House  that  in 
discussing  this  Bill  they  ought  not  to  be 
too  critical  as  to  the  number  of  years 
given  for  paj'ment,  as  by  so  doing  they 
would  be  looking  a  gift  horse  in  tlie 
mouth.  This  Bill,  as  it  stood,  however, 
was  not  a  gift  horse.  It  was  a  white 
elephant,  and  he  was  not  disposed  to  be 
very  thankful  for  it.  A  horse  he  could 
manage,  but  an  elephant  he  was  not  so 
sure  of  being  able  to  take  in  hand.  If 
this  clause  was  to  be  operative,  if  it  was 
to  be  used  and  not  to  be  a  dead  letter 
like  other  clauses  in  2)revious  Acts  of 
Parliament,  the  Committee  should  see 
that  it  was  possible  to  work  it  as  it  was, 
or  as  it  was  to  be  amended.  It  would 
not  be  suiiicient  for  the  tenants  to  get 
the  advances  if  they  did  not,  in  the  first 
place,  get  the  laud  at  a  fair  price.  They 
must  extend  the  time  for  repayment 
over  such  a  period  that  it  would  be  pos- 
sible for  the  farmer  to  pay  the  periodical 


instalments  to  the  Company  or  Anoda- 
tion,  or  whoever  had  advanced  the  n- 
maining  25  per  cent  to  him.    Themht 
hon.    Gentleman    (Mr.    Gk)Bchen]  nid 
looked  upon   this  question  more  as  a 
Money  Vote,  and  as  a  matter  affecting 
the  National  Exchequer,  than  as  a  quel- 
tion  of  Liberal  policy  or  of  Btateemaa- 
ship.     In  this  matter,  however,  then 
was  nothine  specially  for  the  opinion  of 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  or,  in- 
deed,  for  the  opinion  of  any  offieiaL 
They  were   discussing  the  question  of 
a  broad  and  proper  policy  lor  the  Go- 
vernment of  this  or  any  other  countiTto 
act  on.     It  was  admitted  by  the  PnoM 
Minister  thqt  the  question  of  securiftv 
did  not  arise,  or  that  it  was  ample.  Am 
then  it  had  been  said  that  the  matter 
should  be  looked  at  from  a  oommeiciil 
point  of  view.      He,  however,  was  of 
opinion  that  it  should  not  be  looked  at 
from  a  commercial  point  of  view.    TiiA 
state  of  things  in  Ireland  at  the  preaent 
time  was  such  that  most  Gt)vernmeiiti 
would  regret,  if  they  were  not  actually 
ashamed  of  it.    Ireland  being  a  part  of 
what  was  called  the  United  Kingdom, 
it  was  entitled,  if  not  to  liberality,  at  aU 
events  to  justice  and  fair  play.    It  vu 
admitted  by  right  hon.  Gentlemen  nov 
on  the  Government  Benches  that  in  the 
past  Ireland  had  not  had  justice.    The 
condition  of  things  which  had  prevailed 
in  that  country  was  the  cause  of  the 
Committee  being  now  engaged  on  thii 
Bill.     It  was  the  cause  of  the  Bill  being 
now  before  the  House,  because,  with- 
out some  such  measure  of  justice  being 
meted  out  to  Ireland,  it  was  very  doubt- 
ful what  the  results  would  be.    They 
had  also  the  authority  of   the  Prime 
Minister  for  saying  that  if  the  Bill  ^d 
not  2)ass  this  year,  the  next  time  it  waa 
introduced  it  would  be  a  stronger  mea* 
sure,  more  in  favour  of  the  tenants  and 
less  in  favour  of  the  landlords.    This 
was  not  a  question  between  the  English 
and  Irish  people,  but  it  was  a  question 
on  which  the  English  Government  had 
arrived  at  that  stage  when  they  found  it 
necessary  to  say — **  We  must,  in  justice 
to  the  people  of  Ireland,  give  them  some 
instalment  of  that  which  has  so  long 
been  their  due."     They  had  arrived  at 
that  part  of  the  Bill  in  which  they  had 
to  say  by  what  means  that  instalment 
of  justice  should  be  given.     Well,  the 
Government  in  the  clause  that  had  been 
passed  ofiered  a  certain  advance  to  assist 
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the  tenants  to  buy  their  freehold,  and 
the  Committee  had   now  come  to  the 
clause  which    specified    the   terms  on 
which  that  assistance  should  be  ffiyen. 
The  GoTemment  proposed  that  the  re- 
payment of  capital  and  interest  should 
cover  35  years,  and  the  Amendment  was 
to  the  effect  that  that  time  should  be 
extended  to  52  years ;  and  it  was  stated 
that  it  would  be  uncommercial  and  un- 
business-like  to  look  for  a  period  beyond 
that.    He  was  very  happy  to  hear  from 
a  previous  speaker  that  this  was  a  time 
when  finance  was  easy  and  when  funds 
could  be  easily  raised  at  3  per  cent;  and 
he,  therefore,  could  not  see  why  the  ex- 
tension asked  for  could  not  be  granted. 
It  had  been  said  that  other  countries 
had  advanced  money  for  longer  periods 
and,  in  some  cases,  at  lower  rates  of  in- 
terest. There  was  one  country  which  had 
not  been  mentioned — namely,  Belgium. 
He  would  remind  the  Committee  of  this 
— that  in  the  case  of  house  property  in 
the  city  of  Brussels,  the  Goyemment  had 
advanced  money  for  the  purpose  of  ac- 
quiring house  property  for  as  long  a 
period  as  66  years.    If  that  had  been 
done  merely  for  the  purpose  of  assisting 
the  citizens  of  Brussels  to  ornament  the 
city,  and  make  it  something  like  the 
handsome  city  of  Paris,  surely  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  would  be  justified  in 
extending  the  period  of  the  advances  to 
the  Irish  tenants  from  31  to  52  years. 
In  doing  that  they  would  not  be  going 
beyond  precedent ;  and,  over  and  above 
the  red-tape  view  of  the  matter  taken 
by   Finance   Ministers,  there  was  the 
question  of  settling  the  disturbed  state 
of    Ireland,   and    assisting    the  Irish 
people  at  no  cost  whatever  to  England. 
They  were  not  giving  this  money  away. 
They  were  only  lending  on  what  was 
called  good,  ample,  and  sufficient   se- 
curity ;  and  that  being  so — as  the  money 
was  absolutely  certain  to  be  repaid — 
there  was  sufficient   reason    why  they 
should  extend  the  time  for  repayment. 
They  ought,  also,  to  keep  this  in  view — 
that  every  year's  and  half-year's  instal- 
ment would  make  the  secuiity  better, 
and  that  there  was  scarcely  any  possi- 
bility of  having  to  face,  under  any  circum- 
stances, a  bad  debt.    He  might  refer  to 
several  instances  in  this  country  where 
the  line  was  not  drawn  at  lending  three- 
fourths  of  the  purchase  money.    In  all 
the  great  towns  of  England,  if  an  artizan 
wanted  to  buy  his  house,  he  could  always 


get  the  necessary  sum  advanced — espe- 
cially in  Manchester,  where  there  were 
some  very  sharp  people  living,  and 
where  seven-eighths  could  be  obtained. 
In  this  way  a  man  could  easily  acquire 
a  stake  in  the  country.  Nothing  maiie  a 
man  a  greater  admirer  of  law  and  order 
than  to  hold  property,  and  to  have  a 
stake  in  the  country ;  and,  in  order  that 
these  hapmr  results  might  be  brought 
about  in  Ireland,  he  asked  the  Prune 
Minister  and  the  Government  to  accept 
the  Amendment  and  increase  the  period 
over  which  these  repayments  coiidd  be 
made.  If  they  did,  he  hoped  the  Prime 
Minister  would  live  for  many  years  to 
see  the  good  results  of  his  handiwork. 

Major  O'BEIKNE  said,  the  people 
of  the  West  of  Ireland  suffered  a  great 
deal  more  from  bad  harvests  than  did 
the  people  in  other  parts  of  the  country, 
and  they  would  be  much  less  able  to 
pay  in  35  years  than  any  of  their  more 
favoured  countrymen.  Seeing  that  the 
people  of  Ireland  had  set  their  hearts  so 
much  on  having  peasant  proprietors,  the 
Government  should   not  neglect  their 

wishofl 

Mr.  MACLIYEB  said,  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Wexford  County  (Mr.  Byrne) 
deprecated  this  question  being  treated 
as  a  commercial  one.  It  was,  nowever, 
entirely  a  commercial  question.  It  was 
a  question  of  money.  It  had  been 
suggested  that  the  Government  might 
issue  paper,  and  need  not  advance  money ; 
but  that  was  a  complete  fallacy,  because, 
if  paper  were  to  be  issued,  it  must  surely 
be  represented  by  something  behind  it. 
And  then,  again,  the  Government  could 
not  be  expected  to  advance  money  for 
an  indefinite  period.  The  system  of 
the  Government  advancing  money  at. 
all  in  this  way  was  something  totally 
unusual  in  their  experience  in  this 
country.  What  would  be  thought  of 
an  English  trader  if  he  went  to  the 
Government  and  said  he  could  not  take 
certain  premises  unless  the  Government 
advanced  him  75  per  cent  ?  It  would 
be  delusive,  if  not  ruinous,  to  do  such  a 
thing;  and  he  was  surprised  that  any 
Irish  Members  who  had  any  commercial 
experience,  or  knew  anything  at  all  about 
monetary  affairs,  could  come  to  that 
House  and  claim  as  they  did,  not  merely 
this  75  per  cent,  but  a  great  deal  more 
— an  extension  of  time  for  repayment 
which  would  be  altogether  out  of  place 
in  any  private  business. 
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Mb.  ARTHUR  ARNOLD  doubted  if 
hon.  Members  opposite  had  seen  the 
full  bearing  of  the  proposal  they  were 
advocating.  It  would  certainly  be  to  the 
interest  of  the  landlords  if  the  period 
for  repayment  of  these  loans  were  pro- 
longed to  50  years.  There  could  not  be 
a  shadow  of  a  doubt  that  if  the  Amend- 
ment proposed  by  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  the  Member  for  Dundalk  (Mr. 
C.  Russell)  were  adopted  by  the  Com- 
mittee,  every  tenant  in  Ireland  who  set 
out  to  purchase  his  estate  would  have  to 
give  more  for  it  than  he  would  under 
other  circumstances,  because  it  would 
be  represented  that  payment  would  be 
spreaa  over  50  years  instead  of  35,  and, 
therefore,  that  he  could  afford  to  give 
more  for  the  property.  lie  (Mr.  Ar- 
nold) supported  the  clause,  and  thought 
that  if  the  Committee  had  a  close  and 
economic  regard,  not  only  for  the  in- 
terests of  the  State,  but  for  the  interests 
of  the  tenants,  they  would  accept  the 
proposal  of  the  Government.  When 
the  hon.  Member  opposite  (Mr.  Byrne) 
had  spoken  of  what  the  towns  had  done 
in  this  matter,  and  when  he  mentioned 
the  great  district  from  which  he  (Mr. 
Arnold)  came,  he  could  not  but  remem- 
ber that  at  the  time  when  Lancashire  was 
so  sorely  and  deeply  distressed,  an  Act 
was  passed  allowing  loans  to  be  granted, 
in  which  it  was  stipulated  that  these  ad- 
vances were  to  be  repaid  within  30  years. 
He  should  support  the  proposal  of  the 
Government. 

Mr.  LEAMY  said,  it  had  been  stated 
that  this  was  purely  a  commercial  ques- 
tion. He  could  not  help  thinking  it 
was  a  question  of  the  pacification  of  Ire- 
land. ['*  No,  no  !  "]  Hon.  Members 
said  '*  No  !  "  but  those  Liberals  who  had 
told  them  that  they  had  been  doing  their 
best  for  Ireland  for  many  years  past 
ought  to  know  that  the  great  cause  of 
the  present  discontent  in  Ireland  was 
the  land  system.  Why  did  they  press 
the  Amendment  on  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment? It  was  because  thoy  be- 
lieved that  the  solution  of  the  Land 
Question  would  be  found  in  the  substi- 
tution of  occupying  ownership  for  the 
present  system,  and  that,  by  passing  the 
Amendment,  thoy  would  facilitate  the 
creation  of  that  system  of  occupying 
ownership.  The  Government  had  spent 
a  great  deal  of  time  and  trouble  over 
this  Bill ;  and  he  was  willing  to  admit, 
from  a  legal  point  of  view,  that  its  pro- 


visions effected  a  great  revolution  in  tlu 
law  of  real  property  «in  Ireland.  Bnk 
I  could  it  be  denied  that  before  ihej  kii 
proceeded  to  effect  this  revolution  \kj 
their  Bill  a  social  revolution  had  alieidj 
been  effected  in  Ireland — ^that  the  Uad 
system  had  been  broken  down  by  tlw 
people.  The  Government  were  now 
merely  attempting  to  patch  it  np  by  a 
chanse  which,  if  made  10  years  ago, 
would  probably  have  settled  the  hSai 
Question.  It  had  been  said  tiiat  thif 
must  consider  the  question  of  the  Britin 
taxpayer.  He  wondered  whether  ther 
considered  the  interests  of  the  BritiBB 
taxpayer  when  they  plunged  into  and 
spent  millions  upon  foreign  wars  ?  Weii 
they  consulting  the  interests  of  the 
British  taxpayer  when  they  kept  40,000 
armed  men  in  Ireland  to  keep  down 
a    defenceless    and    disarmed  peopkf 

i''  Question !  "]   This  was  the  Question. 
?hey  knew  that  if  they  did  not  setUe  the 
Land  Question  effectually,  they  new 
could  withdraw  their  troops  from  Ire- 
land.     If  they  had  to    keep   40,000 
armed  men  in  Ireland  for  years,  then 
the  British  taxpayer  would  suffer  im- 
mensely.    The  only  way   for  them  to 
settle  this  matter  was  by  extending  the 
provisions  of  this  part  of  the  Bill ;  and 
before  12  months  had  passed  he  feared 
the  Government  would  be  of  the  same 
opinion.    The  best  way  to  convince  men 
that  you  were  right  was  to  let  them  see 
that  they  were  wrong ;  therefore,  he  was 
content  to  see  the  Bill  pass  in  its  present 
form.     When  thoy  saw  litigation  taking 
place  in  Ireland  of  a  character  nerer 
known  before,  when  they  saw  that  evezy 
man  whose  rent  was  raised  was  dissatis- 
fied, and  every   man  whose  rent  was 
lowered    was    dissatisfied,    and    when 
they  saw,  also,  that  all  the  landlords 
were  dissatisfied,  they  would   see   the 
mistake    they  were    now    committing. 
There  was  one  part  of  this  Bill  whidi 
had  met  with  a  good  reception  from  all 
classes  of  Land  Reformers — ^namely,  the 
part  before  the  Committee,    taken   in 
connection   with  the  Amendment  pro- 
posed.    When  the  Government  saw  that 
all  Irish  Members  of  different  politics 
were  in  favour  of  the  Amendment,  why 
did  they  not  support  it?     It  was  the 
fashion  to  say — **0h,  you  Irish  Mem- 
bers   are    not    united;     if    you    were 
united,  and  came  with  a  fair  and  rea- 
sonable proposition,    it  would    be  ac- 
cepted."   Well,  they  came  now  with  a 
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fair  and  reasonable  proposition.     Eefer- 
ence  had  been  made  to  the  Beport  of 
the  Assistant  Oommissioners,  and  it  had 
been  pointed  out  that  the  sales  which 
had  been  held  under  the  Irish  Church 
Act  had  not,  in  all  cases,  been  to  the 
benefit  of  the  tenants.    Let  them  take 
two  cases,  and  hon.  Gentlemen  would  see 
why  these  purchases  had  not  been  to  the 
benefit  of  the  tenants.     In  one  case  a 
woman  had  saved  £20  before  the  pur- 
chase.    She  was  the  tenant  of  six  acres, 
on  whidi  she  resided,  and  she  used  to 
hire  four  other  acres.     When  she  ob- 
tained these  10  acres  of  land  from  the 
Oommiflsioners,  she  had  to  get  indentures 
of  conveyance,  and  she  had  to  pay  her 
£20  to  a  local  attorney  for  costs.     She 
was  compelled  to  borrow  £36,  and  on 
that  she  had  to  pay  25  per  cent,  and  she 
had  to  raise  £14  on  a  loan  at  a  high  rate 
of  interest.     She  regretted  very  much 
that  she    ever    purchased;    and  hon. 
Members  would  not  wonder  at  it.     The 
charge  npon  this  woman,  for  interest 
and  capital,  had  been  more  than  double 
the  old  rent,  and,  in  addition  to  that, 
she  had  had  to  pay  all  the  rates.    The 
Irish  Members  asked  the  G-ovemment 
to  extend  the  period  of  payment,   to 
lower  the  rate  of  interest,  and  to  allow 
these  poor  people,  if  possible,  to  become 
purchasers  of  their  holdings  at  no  greater 
annual  cost  than  the  rent  which  they  had 
been  paying.    If  these  people  had  been 
maintaining  themselves  on  their  holdings 
at  a  certain  annual  rent  for  the  last  30 
years,  they  had  every  reason  to  believe 
that  they  would  be  able  to  maintain 
themselves  for  50  years  at  the  same  rent. 
Every  day  they  were  feeling  more  and 
more  convinced  that  the  time  was  com- 
ing when  they  would  be  owners  of  the 
land,  and  they  would,  therefore,  have 
the  stimulus  to  work  which  came  from 
ownership  of  the  soil.     They  were  told 
that  the  prosperity  of  the  State  was  in- 
creasing ;  but  the  Irish  tenant  had  not 
improved  his  position — and  why?     It 
was  because  of  the  fear  he  had  always 
had  of  being  turned  out  of  his  holding. 
He  would  ask  the  Prime  Minister  whe- 
ther he  thought  the  system  of  occu- 
pjring-ownership  was  good  for  Ireland  ? 
If  he  did,  it  was  fair  to  ask  him  why  he 
did  not  increase  the  facilities  for  bring- 
ing it  about  ?    The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man mistook  the  character  of  the  Irish 
people,  if  he  believed  that  when  one- 
third  could,  on  easy  terms,  become  the 


owners  of  their  property,  the  other  two- 
thirds  would  remain  satisfied  and  con- 
tented. The  Government  had  now  a 
splendid  opportunity  for  putting  an  end 
to  this  agrarian  agitation — an  agitation 
which  had  come  up  from  time  to  time  for 
centuries,  sometimes  under  a  social  and 
sometimes  under  a  political  phase.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  his  chance 
now.  He  had  the  whole  of  the  great 
Liberal  Party  at  his  back  ;  the  landlords 
and  tenants  in  Ireland  agreed  in  the 
provisions  of  the  Bill.  Would  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  accept  the  Amend- 
ment, which  would,  by  lessening  the 
amount  the  tenants  would  have  yearly 
to  pay,  considerably  lighten  their  bur- 
dens, and  enable  them  to  look  forward 
to  becoming  the  owners  of  their  own 
farms  ? 

Mb.  BABBY  said,  the  Amendment 
was  the  most  important  which  had 
been  submitted  to  the  Committee,  and 
he  was  sure  that  if  it  were  adopted  it 
would  greatly  enhance  the  value  of  the 
Bill  in  the  eyes  of  the  Irish  people. 
This  was  the  one  part  of  the  Bill  which 
had  raised  something  like  hope  and  con- 
fidence in  the  Irish  people ;  but  he  was 
greatly  afraid  that  that  hope  and  con- 
fidence would  be  seriously  diminished 
if  the  Amendment  were  not  accepted. 
In  the  face  of  the  aliiiost  unanimous 
opinion  of  the  Irish  Members — in  the 
face  of  the  strong  expressions  of  opinion 
they  had  heard  in  favour  of  the  Amend- 
ment from  both  sides  of  the  Committee 
— it  was  a  great  mistake  for  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  to  ofi*er  such  a  stub- 
bom  resistance  to  the  proposal.  The 
Prime  Minister  should  remember  some 
of  the  circumstances  of  the  passing  of 
the  Bill  of  1 870.  The  Government  of  that 
day  might  have  heard  some  very  strong 
expressions  of  opinion  from  the  Irish 
Members,  but  they  turned  a  deaf  ear  to 
them — they  successfully  resisted  the  ap- 
peal made  to  them — and  what  was  the 
result  y  Why,  it  was  this — that  the  Bill 
which  had  been  looked  forward  to  for  so 
many  years  was  nothing  but  a  ficuco  and 
a  failure.  The  only  argument  offered 
from  the  Treasury  Bench  against  this 
Amendment  was  that  its  adoption  would 
be  an  outrage  upon  the  commercial 
conscience;  but  that  seemed  to  him 
an  insufficient  reason  to  advance.  If  it 
were  an  outrage  on  the  financial  con- 
science, from  whence  did  the  pressure 
come?     The  risk  was    not  increased, 
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the  security  to  the  State  would  not  be 
in  any  way  diminished.  They  were  not 
asking  for  a  grant  from  the  Consolidated 
Fund,  but  only  that  the  time  of  pay- 
ment should  bo  extended  from  35  to  52 
years.  This  would  be  a  groat  boon  to 
the  Irish  people,  and  no  loss  to  the  Go- 
vernment ;  and,  looking  at  the  great  un- 
certainty which  attended  the  agricul- 
tural future,  not  knowing  what  would 
be  the  effect  in  the  next  few  years  of 
foreign  competition,  in  the  interest  of 
the  public  it  should  be  the  policy  of  the 
Government  to  render  the  burden  on 
the  shoulders  of  the  Irish  tenantry  as 
light  as  possible.  He  sincerely  hoped 
Her  Majesty's  Government  would  re- 
consider this  matter.  He  had  been  in 
correspondence  with  many  individuals 
of  that  class  of  farmers  who  were  likely 
to  become  purchasers  under  the  Bill, 
and  it  was  their  unanimous  opinion  that 
if  the  time  of  payment  could  be  slightly 
extended  the  advantage  to  their  posi- 
tion would  be  very  great — very  much 
wider  and  more  general.  There  was 
another  important  reason  to  bo  ad- 
vanced in  support  of  the  Amendment — 
namely,  that  it  would  go  a  long  way  to- 
wards meeting  English  opinion  on  the 
matter  of  sub-division.  By  its  adoption 
sub-division  would  be  prevented  for  a 
much  longer  period  than  would  other- 
wise be  the  case.  Ho  did  not  himself 
think  there  was  much  fear  that  in  many 
cases  the  full  52  years  would  be  taken 
advantage  of.  Ilis  opinion  was  tliat  the 
time  of  repayment  would  be  consider- 
ably shortened  by  the  adoption  of  the 
Amendment.  The  effort  tliat  would  be 
made  by  the  Irish  tenantry  to  secure  a 
f[uarter  of  the  purcliase  money  would  be 
such  a  severe  strain  on  their  resources 
that  they  would  be  left  extremely  bare, 
and  with  little  or  no  capital  to  com- 
mence those  improvements  which  were 
necessary  and  which  they  would  be 
anxious  to  make  after  purchasing  their 
holdings.  If  tlie  term  were  extended  it 
would  enable  them  to  accumulate  capital, 
and  they  would  be  able  in  a  few  years, 
by  the  profits  on  their  investments,  to 
increase  their  instalments  and  to  pay  off 
the  debt  in  a  shorter  i)eriod.  IIo  knew 
how  intense  was  the  feeling  in  Ireland 
on  this  subject;  and  he  earnestly  hoped 
the  Government  would  re-consider  their 
decision,  and  that  the  right  lion.  Gentle- 
man would  not  so  stubbornly  refuse  to 
concede  what  was  demanded. 

Mr.  Barry 


Mr.  GBEOOBT  said,  it  must  be  a 
matter  of  mortification  to  Her  Majettj'i 
Government  to  see  the  spirit  in  wludi 
this  proposal  bad  been,  he  could  not 
say  received,   but  met  by  some  hoo. 
Members ;  and  he  could  not  help  think- 
ing that  the  Gt>vemment,  in  this  matter, 
had  gone  a  long  way  towards  the  padft* 
cation  of  Ireland.     It  appeared  to  him 
that  they  had  gone  to  the  very  ntmoit 
limit  to  which  they  were  justified  in 
going,  or  to  which  they  could  expect  to 
caiTy  the  Committee.     They  were  d<nng 
that  which  no  public  Company  and  no 
individual  in  the  country  would  do~ 
namely,  proposing  to  advance,  at  a  veiy 
low  rate  of  interest,  three-fourths  of  the 
value  of   any  holding  that    a   tenant 
might  choose  to  purchase.      He  con- 
sidered that  the  State  in  that  respect 
was  in  the  position  of  a  trustee  for  the 
taxpayers,  and  that  they  were  bound  to 
observe  those  rules  which  a  pmdoit 
trustee  would  observe  in  a  transaction  of 
this  kind ;  and  he  ventured  to  say  that 
no  trustee  would  be  justified,  even  on 
the  very  best  security,  in  carrying  ad- 
vances further  than    the    Government 
now  proposed  to  do.    The  Government 
had  not  only  to  consider  this,  but  they 
had   to    consider   what    their    position 
would  be  in  making  these  advances.   It 
was  necessary,  and  they  were  perfeotly 
justified  in  requiring,  that  the  party  to 
whom  they  made  this  advance  should 
afford  some  security  for  the  propriety  of 
that  advance  by  a  contribution  on  hii 
part  of  a  certain  amount.     Unless  thej 
had  that  guarantee  they  might  be  wast- 
ing public  money  by  making  advances 
to  those  who  were  totally  unfit  to  receive 
them.     As  he  had  said,  the  Government 
were  engaged  at  this  moment  in  opera- 
tions that  no  private  individual  in  the 
country  would  undertake,  and  they  most 
consider  not  only  that,  but  what  their 
position  would  be  in  the  future  when 
they  had  to  require  the  repayment  of 
these  advances.     They  would  be  in  the 
position  of  mortgagees  of  property,  and 
not  only  mortgagees  in    an    ordinaiy 
sense,  but  mortgagees  of  tenantry  who 
wore    impoverished,    and    who    would 
have  large  claims  upon  their  considera- 
tion when  the  instalments  were  in  ar- 
rear  through  agricultural  depression  and 
other  causes.     They   might  find  great 
difficulty  in    enforcing    payment,    and 
might  be  met  by  continual  claims  on 
their  compassion  outside  the  predncts 
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of  the  House  as  well  as  within.  All 
these  things  should  be  present  before 
the  GK>yernment.  Her  Majesty's  Mi- 
nisters had  before  them  the  Report  of 
Messrs  Baldwin  and  Bobertson  with  re- 
gard to  the  advances  made  by  the 
Church  Temporalities  Commissioners. 
The  Government  must  have  had  those 
advances  in  view  when  they  contem- 
plated the  operations  of  this  Bill.  It  was, 
therefore,  not  only  that  they  were  going 
to  the  fullest  extent  that  they  could  go ; 
but  they  had  before  them  circumstances 
that  must  throw  g^ave  doubts  upon  the 
success  of  the  operation,  even  to  the 
extent  they  now  proposed  to  go.  For 
his  own  part,  he  did  not  think  the  Go- 
vernment should  carry  the  matter  one 
step  farther  than  they  now  proposed  to 
do.  They  had  given  the  tenant  every 
opportunity  of  purchasing  his  holding 
which  a  Government  ought  to  afford, 
and  beyond  that  they  would  not  be 
justified  in  going. 

Mr.   LAING  said,  he  concurred  in 
the  view  that  had  been  expressed  that 
it  was  the  duty  of  the  Committee  to  join 
the  Government  in   resisting    assaults 
upon  the  Exchequer,  in  order  to  assist 
agricultural  operations  in  Ireland.     He 
hoped    the    Government    would    resist 
every  advance  beyond  the  limit  of  75 
per  cent;  and  he  could  not  disguise 
from  himself  that  even  going  to  that 
length  they  had  made  a  great  stretch  of 
their  financial  conscience.     It  was  idle 
to  deny  that  they  were  advancing  fur- 
ther than  any  private  individual  would 
go  at  this  moment  in  regard  to  landed 
property,  and  it  was  to  be  justified  not 
on  considerations  of  financial  policy,  but 
on  general  considerations.     But,  having 
taken  that  step,  he  did  not  think  the 
question  of  whether  the  sinking  fund 
would  best  extinguish  the  debt  in  35  or 
52  years  was  au  important  one,  or  one 
involving  any  financial  difficulty.   There 
must  be  a  risk  in  any  case,  and  he  did 
not  think  it  would  be  increased  by  adopt- 
ing the  longer  in  place  of  the  shorter 
period.     The  risk  would  occur  in  the 
first  few  years.    The  first  three  or  four 
years  would  be  the  critical  period.    The 
danger  he  feared  with  regard  to  these 
advances  was  that  supposing  a  general 
repayment  was  fixed  according  to  the 
scale  on  which  rent  was  paid  in  Ireland, 
and  if,  soon  after  that  was  done,  they 
had  a  repetition  of  the  extremely  bad  sea- 
sons they  had  lately  experienced,  or  an  in- 


crease in  American  competition,  the  Irish 
tenants  would  fall  into  the  same  plight 
that,  he  believed,  the  majority  of  Eng- 
lish tenants  had  fallen  into.  Under  the 
quick  sinking  fund,  no  doubt,  as  much 
would  be  paid  up  in  four  years  as  would 
be  paid  up  in  five  years  under  the  slow 
sinking  fund ;  but,  on  the  other  hand, 
he  thought  the  slow  sinking  fund  would 
be  more  likely  to  enable  them  success- 
fully to  get  over  the  critical  period  than 
the  other.  If  he  were,  as  a  private  in- 
dividual, making  the  advance,  he  was 
by  no  means  sure  that  he  should  not 
prefer  the  longer  sinking  fund  to  the 
shorter.  With  regard  to  the  advances 
made  to  private  Companies  or  to  Corpo- 
rations in  England  and  Scotland,  he  did 
not  think  the  case  was  analogous  to  that 
under  discussion.  The  advances  were 
made  on  local  considerations,  and  not  on 
considerations  of  public  policy.  As  a 
matter  of  public  policy,  these  advances 
were  rather  discouraged  than  otherwise ; 
but,  in  the  case  of  the  tenants  of  Ireland, 
it  was  right  to  assume  that  for  purposes 
of  public  policy  it  would  be  wise  to  en- 
courage individuals  to  avail  themselves 
of  these  advances.  The  question  was 
one  of  general  policy ;  and,  from  that 
point  of  view,  he  did  not  think  there 
was  much  to  choose  between  the  two 
proposals.  If  the  Government  could  see 
their  way  to  meeting  the  wishes  of  the 
Irish  Bepresentatives,  he,  for  one, 
should  be  very  glad  of  it ;  but,  on  the 
other  hand,  he  must  say  that  if,  after 
due  consideration,  they  thought  it  ne- 
cessary to  stand  on  the  clause,  and  take 
it  to  a  division,  he  should  certainly  vote 
for  them,  for  the  reason  that,  like  the 
country  generally,  he  owed  a  deep  debt 
of  gratitude  to  the  Government  for  hav- 
ing brought  in  the  Bill,  and  for  the 
manner  in  which  they  had  conducted  it. 
He  could  not  help  feeling,  as  a  practical 
man,  that  the  best  way  to  pass  the  Bill 
was  to  give  up  their  own  crotchets  and 
particular  views,  and  to  give  the  Go- 
vernment, on  these  contested  questions, 
as  large  a  majority  as  possible,  in  order 
that  difficulties  might  be  avoided  in 
"another  place."  He  would  advise 
hon.  Members  opposite  not  to  press  this 
Amendment  to  a  division,  because  they 
must  know  that  they  could  not  carry  it, 
and  that  great    difficulties   would    be 

E laced  in  tne  way  of  its  re-consideration 
y  the  Government.    No  doubt,  if  be- 
tween this  and  the  Beport  the  Govem- 
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ment  re-oonsidered  tho  matter  and  found 
they  could  meet  tlie  wishes  of  the  Irish 
Members,  they  would  do  so. 

Mr.  CHARLES  RUSSELL  said, 
that,  as  he  was  responsible  for  the 
Amendment,  he  would  say  a  word  as 
to  the  suggestion  of  the  hon.  Member 
who  had  just  sat  down  (Mr.  Laing). 
He  (Mr. C.Russell)  very  much  regretted 
that  a  division  had  not  been  taken  on 
the  Amendment  before  this.  The  divi- 
sion should  have  taken  place  at  the 
Morning  Sitting ;  but  he  was  not  re- 
sponsible for  what  had  occurred.  He 
would  say  at  once,  in  answer  to  tho  hon. 
Member  (Mr.  Laing),  that  if  the  Prime 
Minister  were  to  hold  out  any  reasonable 
expectation  that  the  not  pressing  of  the 
proposal  might  meet  with  a  favourable 
result — he  did  not  ask  for  a  definite 
pledge  with  regard  to  its  acceptance — as 
far  as  it  rested  with  himself  he  should 
not  press  the  Amendment  to  a  division. 
But  if  the  Prime  Minister  had — to  use 
an  expression  more  than  once  adopted 
during  these  discussions — put  his  foot 
down,  then  he  failed  entirely  to  see  what 
he  had  to  gain  by  not  pressing  the 
Amendment.  Before  he  sat  down  he 
must  say  that  he  utterly  and  entirely  re- 
pudiated the  suggestion  made  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  tho  Member  for 
Ripon  (Mr.  Goscheu),  and  tho  sugges- 
tion which  had  come  from  the  other  side, 
that  this  was  an  attem^^t  on  the  part  of 
the  Irish  Members  to  raako  an  attack 
upon  the  Consolidated  Fund.  Hon.  Mem- 
bers who  said  that  entirely  misunder- 
stood the  position  of  this  question.  Tho 
question  of  the  amount  of  advance  which 
was  to  be  made  by  tlie  Land  Commission 
out  of  the  Consolidated  Fund  was  already 
settled,  was  a  thing  past  and  gone,  and  lie 
did  not  hesitate  to  say  yesterday — at  the 
risk  of  some  misconstruction  on  the  part 
of  some  hon.  Members  in  tho  House, 
and  on  the  part  of  many  more  i)eople 
out  of  it — that  he  did  not  and  could  not 
support  tho  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  ^lonaghan  (Mr.  Givan), 
who  desired  to  give  discretion  to  tlie 
Land  Commission  to  advance  the  whole, 
and  moved  to  render  it  compulsory  ui)on 
the  Land  Commission  to  advance  four- 
fifths.  He  did  not  wish  to  see  the  growth 
of  a  peasant  proprietary  artificially 
forced  on  those  who  were  not  willing 
to  make  efforts  to  secure  ownership. 
But  what  he  (Mr.  0.  Russell)  had  ad- 
vocated was  that  the  Land   Commis- 
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sion  should  have  the  power  of  lend- 
ing up  to  four-fifths  and  no  more.    Hii 
Amendment  had  been  spoken  of  as  one 
which  would  render  it  compulsory  on  tho 
Land  Commission  to  allow  52  yean  for 
repayment ;  but  that  was  an  entire  mii- 
take.    All  that  was  desired  was,  in  tiio 
appropriate  language  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Cork  County  (Mr.  Shaw),  that 
there  should  be,  in  this  respect,  a  reason- 
able elasticity  in  the  Bill.     In  the  mei- 
sure,  35  years  was  laid  down,  and  ill 
that  they  proposed  was  that  there  should 
be  a  proper  elasticity  between  35  and  53 
years.     He  could  not  understand  why 
the  right'  hon.   Gentleman  the  Prime 
Minister  should  have  such  an  intenatf 
of  feeling  as  he  had  several  times  mam- 
fested  on  this  question,  when  the  sum 
and  substance  of  the  whole  matter  was 
simply  to  give  the  Land  Commissionen 
the  power,  if  they  chose  in  a  proper 
case  to  exercise  it,  to  extend  the  penod 
for  repayment.     He  (Mr.  C.  RoeeeD) 
was  extremely  pained  to  hear  the  Prime 
Minister,    during    the    speech    of  ihe 
hon.   Gentleman  opposite,  applaud  ihe 
suggestion  that  he  was  extremely  mo^ 
tified    at     the    course    taken    on   this 
Amendment.  He  (Mr.  C.  Russell)  should 
be  extremely  sorry  to  be  a  party  in  that 
House   to  giving  mortification  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  unless  compelled 
by  a  sense  of  duty  to  do  so ;  but  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  forgive  him 
for  saying  there  was  not  the  slightest 
cause  for  pain  or  mortification.     No  one 
had  said  more  emphatically  than  he  (Mr. 
C.  Russell)  had  himself,  over  and  over 
again,  that  this  was  a  Bill  of  a  ffreat 
statesman.     He  had  said  it  out  of  the 
House,  and  he  had  said  it  in  the  House, 
and  he  should  never  cease  to  think  so. 
But  surely  the  Prime  Minister  was  too 
magnanimous  to  be  mortified  at  their 
strenuous  efi'orts  to  make  this  Bill,  upon 
which  his  (the  Prime  Minister's)  fame 
would  so  materially  rest  in  the  future, 
effective  for  tho  objects  for  which  he 
sought  to  pass  it.     He  might  be  wrong 
in  the  Amendment,  and  he  should  be 
sorry  pertinaciously  to  set  up  his  judg- 
ment  against    the  right    hon.   Gentle- 
man's; but  each  man  must  act  to  the 
best  of  his    belief.      The  opinion    he 
(Mr.    C.    Russell)    had    formed,    from 
communications  made  to  him  from  many 
and  different  quarters,  was,  as  had  been 
already  observed,  that  the  really  try- 
ing time  of  the  operation  of  this  Bill 
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would  be  the  earlier  years ;  and,  there- 
fore, it  was  desirable  that  the  tenants 
should  not  be  denuded  of  every  penny 
they  had  in  the  world  in  the  first  two 
or  three  years  after  the  purchase,  they 
should  be  left  some  small  capital  to 
work  upon.  The  tenantry,  when  they 
acquired  possession  of  the  land,  should 
be  in  a  position  to  develop  their  hold- 
ings with  advantage  to  themselves  and 
to  the  State.  He  begged  again  to  repeat 
that  this  was  not  a  question  of  putting 
their  hands  any  deeper  into  the  pockets 
of  the  Consolidated  Fund. 

Mr.  JOHN  HEIGHT  :  The  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Dun- 
dalk  (Mr.  C.  Eussell)  has  expressed  the 
pain  he  felt  at  having  to  differ  so  widely 
from  my  right  hon.  Friend  at  the  head 
of  the  Government  upon  this  matter.     I 
may  say  that  I  feel  the  same  pain  that 
I  have  to  differ  on  the  subject  of  this 
Amendment  with  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman,    who  knows  a  great  deal 
about  Ireland,  and  has  not  only  written 
very  ably  about  it,  but  has  in  this  House 
rendered    much  assistance  in   carrying 
through    many  portions  of   this    Bill. 
Therefore^  he  will  understand  that  I  do 
not  rise  immediately  after  him  for  the 
purpose  of  quarrelling  with  what  he  has 
said,  or  the  temper  he  has  shown  in  the 
observations  he  has  made.     And  when  I 
say  temper,  I  mean  the  moderate  and 
proper  temper  he  has  shown.    It  seems 
to  me  that  the  discussion  of  the  ques- 
tion before  us  is  very  much  like  that 
which  we  had  yesterday.    The  Govern- 
ment proposed  £75,  and  Members  from 
Ireland   were,   I  think,  unanimous   in 
wishing  that  the  advance  should  be  £80 
in  the  £100.     Some  who  were  in  favour 
of  the  whole  £100  being  advanced  by 
the  Government  moved  an  Amendment 
for  the  larger  sum.     The  question,  as  it 
presents  itself  to  my  mind,  and  as  I  think 
it  would  if  I  were  not  an  occupant  of 
this  Bench,  is  this — looking  at  it  as  a 
whole,  75  per  cent  and  35  years  for  re- 
payment appears  to  be  a  broad,  generous, 
and  reasonable  offer.     It  cannot  be  an 
unreasonable   proposition.      I  think  it 
might  be  accepted  almost  as  unanimously 
by  the  Irish  Members  as  it  has  been  by 
some,  and  by  Members  who  are  not  from 
Ireland.     I  hold  it,  therefore,  to  be  a 
reasonable  and  great  proposal,  and  one 
which  I  think,  were  I  an  Irish  Member 
or  an  English  Member  sitting  upon  any 
Other  Bench,  and  looking  to  the  mea- 


sure as  a  whole,  I  should  be  willing  to 
support  the  Government  in  endeavouring 
to  carry  through  Committee.  As  I 
said  yesterday,  I  have  as  strong  a  feeling 
in  favour  of  this  portion  of  the  Bill  as 
any  Member  of  this  House  can  possibly 
have,  and  I  object  to  the  Amendment  as 
a  friend  of  the  policy  of  creating  pro- 
prietary occupiers  in  Ireland.  I  object 
to  it  simply  on  that  ground.  If  I  did 
not  care  so  much  about  it,  if  it  were  not 
a  matter  of  interest  to  me,  I  should  feel 
less  on  this  question  than  I  do  at  this 
moment.  One  thing  is  certain.  If  you 
adopt  52  years,  you  postpone  for  every 
man  who  becomes  a  buyer  the  time 
when  he  becomes  entirely  the  owner  of 
his  property,  and  I  think  in  that  way 
you  diminish  in  some  degree  the  interest 
that  he  feels  in  his  holding,  and  I  am 
afraid  you  will  thus  diminish — and  that 
was  the  argument  used  by  my  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland — 
the  stimulus  you  wish  to  give  the  culti- 
vator— and  which  is  nowhere  more  re- 
quired than  in  Ireland—  to  do  his  very 
utmost  to  redeem  himself  and  the  land 
from  the  burden  which  for  so  many  years 
must  rest  upon  him.  I  think  one  of  the 
great  misfortunes  of  Ireland,  partly 
owing  to  the  system  of  land  tenure,  and 
partly  to  long  habit,  is  that  there  is  great 
slovenliness  in  cultivation.  I  say  nothing 
as  to  the  desire  of  the  Irish  people  to 
save  money,  because  I  believe  they  carry 
their  thrift  absolutely  to  penuriousness, 
and  make  more  sacrifices  to  save  than 
probably  any  other  class  of  persons  in  the 
Three  Kingdoms.-  But,  owing  to  the 
state  of  things  in  the  country,  there  is 
great  slovenliness  of  cultivation,  and, 
therefore,  the  stimulus  ought  to  be  the 
greater.  Another  thing  presents  itself 
to  my  mind.  If  you  were  to  agree  to 
advance  the  whole  of  the  amount,  and 
then  fix  a  long  period  for  repayment, 
you  would  have  every  tenant  in  Ireland 
immediately  anxious  to  become  the  pur- 
chaser of  his  farm.  Hon.  Gentlemen 
would  say  it  would  be  a  very  good 
thing  if  all  the  tenants  were  in  pos- 
session of  their  farms.  I  do  not  deny 
that  at  all  in  bulk  ;  but  I  say  there  are 
a  great  number  of  tenants  to  whom,  at 
present,  I  think  it  would  be  no  great 
blessing  to  be  in  the  position  of  owners. 
I  have  no  wish  to  drive  out  landed  pro- 
prietors from  Ireland.  I  should  like  to 
see  estates  in  Ireland  from  £10  up  to 
£10,000,  so  long  as  land  is  free,  and 
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not  held  by  the  force  of  law.  Then 
let  great,  and  middle  size,  and  small 
estates  exist,  as  they  naturally  wonld 
exist,  throughout  the  country.  Any 
proposal  for  driving  out  proprietors 
from  Ireland  is  one  which  I  should  say 
was  not  warranted  by  a  sense  of  justice, 
or  a  real  knowledge  of  what  is  best  for 
a  population.  Suppose  you  gave  a 
larger  advance,  or  a  longer  period  for 
repayment,  you  would,  in  my  opinion, 
urge  beyond  what  is  reasonable  and 
useful,  the  tenants  of  Ireland  to  buy 
their  iParms  on  any  terms,  and  I  believe 
the  result  would  bo  that  there  would  be, 
as  there  always  is — I  am  not  blaming 
the  Irish  tenants  for  it,  for  probably  all 
men  would  do  the  same — there  would 
bo  a  rash  rushing  forward  to  obtain 
possession  of  farms  at  almost  any  price, 
and  I  believe  that  would  tend  very  much 
to  increase  unduly  the  price  of  land  in  Ire- 
land. Perhaps  you  might  give  the  j^ro- 
prietors  whom  you  get  rid  of — and  that 
might  be  a  consolation  to  Gentlemen  op- 
posite— a  larger  price  than  they  would 
otherwise  get ;  but  I  believe  the  ulti- 
mate result  would  be  that  the  tenantry 
would  lose  as  much  on  the  one  side  as 
they  would  gain  on  the  other.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Dundalk,  fol- 
lowing the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  County 
(Mr.  Shaw),  spoke  of  elasticity  in  regard 
to  this  matter.  Why  should  not  the 
Commission  have  power  to  do  as  they 
liked  for  the  52  years  ?  Elasticity  must 
act  within  o2  years,  and  by  the  present 
Bill  within  35  years.  But  if  you  put  52 
years  in  the  Bill,  the  very  same  thing 
would  happen  as  with  35  years.  The  52 
years  would  become  the  rule  in  the  one 
case,  and  the  35  years  would  become  the 
rule  under  this  Bill.  We  know  there 
are  persons — I  hope  there  are  many 
such  persons — who  would  not  require  t'i5 
years  ;  who  would  be  anxious  to  pay  off 
their  liability  much  within  that  time; 
and,  in  so  far  as  the  action  of  the  Com- 
mission went,  I  believe  that  if  the  Amend- 
ment were  carried  it  would  be  laying 
down  a  rule  from  which  the  Commission 
could  not  in  any  considerable  degree,  if 
at  all,  swerve,  and  the  52  years  would 
be  a  common  line  with  regard  to  this 
question.  That,  I  think,  answers  the 
argument  upon  which  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  laid  some  stress. 
The  fact  is,  there  never  was  a  Commis- 
sion or  a  Court  established,  I  believe,  by 
any  s^ano  assembly  that  had  more  power 
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given  to  it,  and  in  which  there  was  mon 
elasticity,  than  there  will  be  in  regui 
to  this  Court.      When  you  come  to  i 
question  of  money,  and  it  has  to  be  ad- 
vanced or  repaid,  it  appears  to  be  abio- 
lutely    necessary  and  wise   to  fix  fhft 
point  beyond    which    the   GommismoB 
shall  not  go.     If  you  do  not  fix  upon 
such  a  point,  we  know  not  where  thij 
will  go ;  but  if  you  fix  the  point  at  52 
years,  I  have  not  the  smallest  doubt  thtt 
that  period  will  become  the  rule  throurii- 
out  the  whole  of  the  transactions  under 
this  Bill.  I  said  I  was  as  much  interested 
as  any  living  man  in  the  success  of  thii 
measure;    but  my  opinion  is  that  the 
success  of  the  measure  will  be  more  con- 
sulted by  adopting  the  lino  of  35  yean 
than  the  line  of  52.     I  do  not  wish  to 
see  a  great  rush  of  the  tenantry  of  Ire- 
land to  get  all  their  farms  under  thia 
Bill.  I  would  rather  see  it  work  steadily, 
beginning  with  a  moderate  number  of 
applications  on  two  or  throe  oonsideraUe 
estates  in  the  first  few  years,  and  in- 
creasing as  experience  followed  with  tlie 
growth  of  the  whole  scheme ;  but  I  be^ 
lieve  it  is  possible  you  might  invite  or 
induce  so  many  tenants  to  buy  that  in 
case  there  should  be  any  considerable 
fall  in  the  value  of  land,  and  in  rents  t 
corresponding   fall,  and   a  fall  in  the 
price  of  products  in  the  next  few  yean, 
you  might  have  hundreds,  and  possibly 
thousands,  of  tenants  who,  having  be- 
come possessed  of  their  farms  under  thifl 
Bill,  found  themselves  in  great  difficulty, 
and  would  then  turn  upon  Parliament 
and  the  Government  and  say  we  had  in- 
vited them  and  urged  them  to  a  conzse 
which  had  produced  great  embarrass- 
ment,   and  possibly  ruin,    to  many  of 
them.     That  is  one  very  strong  reason 
wo  have  for  adhering  to  the  35  years' 
rule.     I  am  sure  that  in  great  transac- 
tions like  these  it  is  far  better  to  proceed 
steadily,    and  within    lines   which  you 
feel  you  understand,  than  to  go  beyond 
them  and  run  the  risks   we   think  we 
might  if  we  wore  to  invite  tenants,  with 
little  consideration  and  much  reckless- 
ness, to  endeavour  to  become  the  owners 
of  their  farms.     These  are  the  reasons 
which  make  me  believe — and  not  be- 
cause the  35  years'  limit  is  in  the  Bill, 
for  I  held  this  opinion  before  the  Bill 
was  framed,  and  which  I  should  hold 
now  if  I  sat  on  any  other  Bench — these 
are  the  reasons  why  I  am  satisfied,  pro- 
foundly anxious  as  I  am  that  this  Bill, 
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and  this  particular  part  of  it,  should  be- 
come a  great  success  in  future  years,  we 
shall  do  wiser  by  taking  the  Bill  as  it 
stands  than  by  taking  the  Amendment 
offered  by  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend. 
Mr.  M'COAN  said,  he  would  confess 
that  the  speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman (Mr.  John  Bright)  staggered  his 
intention  to  address  the  Committee ;  but 
there  were  one  or  two  considerations 
which  he  thought  would  justify  him  in 
intruding  on  the  Committee  for  a  few 
minutes.     He  felt  that  the  Premier  in 
making  the  offer  of  a  three-fourth's  ad- 
vance for  35  years  had,  from  his  point 
of  Tiew,  done  a  very  generous  thing  for 
the  Irish  people,  and  made  a  concession 
for  which  the  Irish  Members  would  be 
grateful.      When,   however,   the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Bipon 
(Mr.  Goschen)  intervened  in  the  debate, 
his  respect  for  that  right  hon.  Member's 
financial    conscience  was    not    equally 
strone.      The  difference    between    the 
consciences  of  the  two  right  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen was  as  wide  as  the  poles  asunder. 
He  felt  a  little  "riled"— if  the  Com- 
mittee would  forgive  a  homely  expres- 
sion— at  the  unfriendly  spirit  in  which 
the  rig^ht  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Goschen) 
had  spoken  of  Irish  interests.     It  ill- 
became  the  right  hon.  Gentleman   to 
manifest  such  a  spirit,  and  his  finan- 
cial conscience  should  not  be  so  ten- 
der.    His  financial  antecedents  might 
have  made  him  less  liberal  on  ques- 
tions of  this  kind ;  but  when  he  assumed 
a   tone    of  authority,    and  pronounced 
strongly  against  the  Irish  people,  he 
(Mr.  M'Coan)  felt  it  his  duty  to  express 
his  opinion  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man's action.     Both  the  Irish  people 
and  the  Oovemment  appeared  to  be  in 
accord  in  the  feeling  that  the  real  solu- 
tion of  the  Irish  agrarian  difficulty  was 
the  establishment  of  a  peasant  proprie- 
tary.    The  Irish  people  and  the  Irish 
Members  had  looked  forward  to   this 
part  of  the  Bill  as  the  one  grand  cure 
for  the  evils  of  the  present  land  system 
in  Ireland  ;   and  they  had  hoped,  when 
the  limit  of  35  years  was  fixed,  that  that 
term  would  be  extended,  or,  failing  that, 
that  a  lower  rate  of  interest  than  3^  per 
cent  would  be  charged,  if  the  whole  of 
the  purchase  money  were  not  granted. 
But  when  the  Government  put  their  foot 
down    and    adhered  to  35  years,  they 
were  not  carrying  the  concessions  in  this 
BiU  very  much  beyond  the  Bill  of  1870, 


which  was  practically  a  non-success. 
The  main  inducement  to  the  Irish  ten- 
ants to  avail  themselves  of  these  pur- 
chase provisions  would  be  the  hope  of 
purchasing  at  a  cheaper  rate  than  their 
present  rents.  The  existing  generation 
of  Irish  tenants  would  not  be  greatly 
tempted  to  go  and  buy  their  land  at  the 
cost  of  an  increase  ;  but  they  would  be 
tempted  by  an  extension  of  the  term  for 
repayment,  or  a  reduction  in  the  rate  of 
interest.  Unless  the  tenant  was  shown 
that  by  purchasing  his  farm  he  would 
obtain  a  practical  reduction  of  his  pre- 
sent rate,  he  would  not  buy,  but  would 
leave  his  sons  or  grandsons  to  do  so, 
and  be  content  to  avail  himself  of  the 
'' three  F's"  clauses.  Seeing  that  the 
Government  would  incur  no  danger,  he 
thought  it  was  not  asking  an  undue  con- 
cession from  the  Government  to  ask  the 
Prime  Minister  before  Report  to  re-con- 
sider the  determination  to  which  he  had 
hastily  come  to-day.  If  the  Premier  would 
make  some  concession,  however  small, 
it  would  be  gratefully  regarded  by  the 
Irish  Members ;  and  in  the  future  stages 
of  the  Bill  the  Prime  Minister  might, 
he  believed,  rely  upon  their  support. 

Sir  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE :  I 
must  say  that  I  think  that  this  discus- 
sion is  an  illustration  of  the  inconve- 
nience which  arises  from  boldly  throwing 
aside  all  the  rules  of  political  economy, 
and  telling  us  that  there  are  higher 
motives  which  ought  to  guide  us  in  our 
dealings ;  but  really  I  do  think  that  the 
proposal  which  is  now  made  is  one 
which  the  House  would  be  very  unwise 
to  assent  to.  We  have  before  us  a  most 
liberal  proposition  on  the  part  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government,  and  I  own  I 
think,  if  it  sins  at  all,  it  sins  on  the  side 
of  being  too  liberal.  The  immediate 
effect  of  a  proposal  of  that  sort  is  to 
suggest  demands  for  something  further; 
and  if  I  rightly  understand  the  hon. 
Gentleman  who  has  just  sat  down  (Mr. 
M'Ooan)  his  contention  is  that  the  ten- 
ant should  pay  something  less  than  his 
present  rent,  and  finally  become  the 
owner  in  fee  simple  of  the  land  he  occu- 
pies. These  suggestions  remind  me  of 
the  passage  in  Horace — 

'*  Dam  se^tdm  donat  sestertia,  mutua  septem 
Protnittit ;  persuadet  uti  mercetur  agelluin." 

We  are  to  give  certain  advantages  to 
the  tenant  with  one  hand,  and  promise 
him  loans  with  the  other,  persuading 
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him  by  all  means  to  be  so  good  as  to 
buy  his  holding.  We  are  told  that 
his  position  as  a  tenant  under  the  Bill 
will  be  so  excellent  that  he  will  need  a 
great  deal  of  persuasion  to  buy,  and  we 
must  offer  something  still  sweeter  than 
we  have  offered  him  before.  If  we  go 
on  in  this  way,  heaping  temptation  on 
temptation  to  induce  the  tenant  to  take 
our  terms,  the  conclusion  one  must  come 
to  is  that  we  are  on  a  wrong  path.  For 
myself,  I  confess  that  I  do  not  like  the 
proposals  which  have  been  made  by  the 
Government.  I  have  endeavoured,  as 
far  as  I  can,  to  accommodate  myself  to 
them ;  but  I  am  certainly  not  disposed  to 
go  beyond  them. 

Mr.  T.  D.  SULLIVAN  said,  he  wished 
to  join  in  the  appeal  to  Government  to 
re-consider  the  position  they  had  taken 
in  regard  to  this  Amendment.  The 
Irish  Members  had  been  met  with  a  plea 
that  this  touched  very  nearly  the  finan- 
cial conscience  of  the  Prime  Minister ; 
but  that  financial  conscience  of  the  Prime 
Minister  was  not  so  tender  when  he  was 
heaping  additional  financial  burdens 
upon  Ireland  some  years  ago.  They 
had  found  out,  from  time  to  time,  all 
through  the  history  of  their  country,  that 
the  consciences  of  English  Ministers, 
and  of  the  English  Government,  had 
stood  very  much  in  the  way  of  justice 
to  Ireland.  At  one  time  a  religious 
conscience  was  in  the  ascendant,  and 
Ireland  suffered  centuries  of  persecution. 
England's  political  conscience  had  im- 

Sosed  subjugation  on  Ireland,  and  the 
estruntion  of  Irish  liberties. 
The  CHAIEMAN  :  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man is  going  much  beyond  the  Ques- 
tion. 

Mr.  T.  D.  SULLIVAN  said,  he  was 
usioff  these  illustrations  to  show  that 
the  idea  of  a  financial  conscience  ought 
not  to  bo  allowed  to  stand  in  the  way  of 
any  concession  of  ordinary  justice  to 
Ireland.  The  commercial  conscience  of 
England  had  roeulted  in  the  ruin  of  the 
trade  of  Ireland.  What  should  be  the 
first  dictate  of  the  financial  conscience  ? 
To  pay  what  you  owe ;  but  had  England 
i>aid  to  Ireland  what  she  owed  her? 
No ;  neither  from  the  financial  point  of 
view,  nor,  indeed,  any  other,  had  she 
discharged  her  debt  to  Ireland,  and  the 
l*rimo  Minister  had  admitted  the  fact. 
England  owtnl  Ireland  hundreds  of  mil- 
lions of  money  ;  England  had  pauperized 
Ireland,  and  still  i)wed  her  a  very  large 
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debt  of  reparation.  England  had  robVed 
Ireland  by  over  taxation. 

The  CHAIEMAN:  The  hon.  Member 
is  not  confining  himself  to  the  Questioii 
before  the  Committee,  which  is  whether 
35  years  shall  remain  in  the  clause? 

Mr.  T.  D.  SULLIVAN,  continuinj, 
said,  they  were  told  that  the  Prime  U- 
nister  had  put  his  foot  down ;  but  a  well- 
known  American  writer  had  said  thai 
no  man  could  go  through  the  woiid 
with  his  foot  down.  The  Prime  Minieter 
had  put  his  foot  down  before  now,  ud 
had  also  had  to  take  it  up  again.  Tlun 
was  quite  as  much  honour  sometimfli 
in  taking  a  foot  up  as  there  was  in  put* 
ting  it  down ;  and  he  thought  the  present 
was  an  occasion  when  the  Prime  IC* 
nister  might  very  properly,  if  he  hid 
put  his  foot  down,  take  it  up  again.  It 
was  all  very  well  to  speak  of  smoothing 
the  passage  of  this  Bill ;  but  surely  flu 
great  object  was  not  to  smooth  the  met- 
sure  in  Parliament,  but  rather  to  smootk 
it  for  Ireland.  The  proposal  was  a  rea- 
sonable one.  It  would  cost  nothing  to 
the  English  Exchequer  ;  and  he  urged 
the  Prime  Minister,  seeing  that  Iziih 
opinion  was  so  unanimous,  and  that  the 
proposal  was  supported  by  reason  and 
common  sense,  not  to  stand  upon  the 
financial  consideration  he  had  dwelt 
upon,  but  to  improve  the  Bill  in  order 
to  commend  it  to  the  Irish  peopki 
thereby  adding  to  the  chance  of  its  pro- 
ducing the  great  results  desired. 


Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided : 
Noes  70  :  Majority  82.— 
No.  297.) 


— Ayes  15S; 
-(Div.   IM 


Mr.  M'COAN  proposed,  in  page  14, 
line  37,  to  leave  out  the  word  '*  five,"  in 
order  to  insert  **four."  The  Govern- 
ment, he  remarked,  had  resisted  the 
appeal  of  the  Irish  Members  to  extend 
the  term  of  85  years,  and  they  had  been 
justified  in  that  by  the  division  ;  but  he 
felt  that  he  had  just  as  much  faith  now  as 
he  had  before  in  the  friendly  desire  of 
the  Government  to  do  what  was  right 
to  the  Irish  farmers.  He  would,  there- 
fore, urge  upon  the  Prime  Minister,  as 
he  would  not  consent  to  extend  the  term 
for  the  advance,  he  would  consent  to  a 
reduction  of  the  interest  to  be  paid  on 
the  advance.  The  proposal  would  not 
prejudice  in  any  way  the  Imperial  Ex- 
chequer, and  he  hoped  the  ^rime 
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nister  would  therefore  be  disposed  to 
accede  to  it. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  14,  line 
37,  to  leave  out  the  word  **  fiye,"  in  order 
toinserttheword'^four," — {3ir.M*Coan,) 
— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  ''That  the  word 
'  five '  stand  part  of  the  Clause." 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  thought  the  hon. 
Jiember  could  really  not  be  serious  in 
making  this  proposal,  because  it  was 
asking  the  Government  to  deduct  £20 
out  of  every  £100  which  was  to  be  paid 
back  to  the  Government.  That  was  a 
proposition  which  only  required  to  be 
stated. tQ  be  rejected,  and  he  was  sure 
the  hon.  Gentleman  would  not  press  the 
Amendment. 

Mb.  PABNELL  said,  he  did  not  think 
the  proposition  was  so  absurd  as  the 
Prime  Minister  supposed,  and  thought 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  rather 
overstated  the  case  against  the  Amend- 
ment when  he  said  that  the  Amendment 
asked  the  Exchequer  to  make  a  present 
of  1  per  cent  to  the  tenants  per  annum. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE:  I  did  not  say 
that;  it  is  one -fifth  for  the  whole  of  the 
advance. 

Mb.  PABNELL  said,  he  understood 
that  the  State  in  this  country  could 
borrow  money  at  3  per  cent.  [Mr. 
Gladstoitb  :  Oh,  no.")  He  understood 
the  State  could  borrow  even  at  2j^  per 
cent,  Consols  being  above  par.  If  tnat 
were  so,  the  Gqvernment  would  be  able 
to  pocket  i  per  cent  per  annum  from  the 
transactions  under  this  Bill,  at  the  very 
least.  That  would  be  charging  the  Lrish 
tenant  H  per  cent  more  for  money  ad- 
vanced than  they  would  have  to  pay 
themselves.  When  they  saw  the  United 
States  Government  funding  its  National 
Debt — the  old  Debt — at  3^^  per  cent, 
and  looking  forward  to  a  time  when 
they  would  be  able  to  fund  it  at  3  per 
cent,  it  was  not  unreasonable  to  suppose 
that  the  Government  would  always  be 
able  to  borrow  at  3  per  cent,  and  for  a 
short  time  at  2^  per  cent.  He  would 
suggest  that,  as  the  interest  had  been 
calculated  at  3^  per  cent,  in  making  out 
the  financial  payment  at  5  per  cent, 
leaving  1^  per  cent  for  a  sinking  fund, 
3  per  cent  interest  should  be  taken,  that 
being  the  rate  at  which  Government 
were  borrowing  money  in  the  open 
market,  and  that  these  holdings  should 
be  charged  with  an  annuity  of  4^  per 
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cent  over  35  years,  instead  of  5  per  cent ; 
otherwise  the  Exchequer  would  make 
an  annual  profit  of  J  per  cent  on  every 
£100  they  advanced. 

Me.  GLADSTONE  said,  that  what  he 
had  stated  was  a  very  simple  proposition 
— a  much  more  intelligible  plan  than  any 
other.  But  when  the  Government  pro- 
posed to  obtain  5  per  cent  for  principal 
and  interest  for  35  years,  4  per  cent  was 
offered  them,  and  tnat  meant  deducting 
20  per  cent  of  interest  and  20  per  cent 
of  principal.  With  regard  to  the  hou. 
Member's  description  of  the  money 
market,  and  the  power  of  the  Govern- 
ment to  borrow,  he  must  say  it  was  ex- 
ceedingly kind  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  to 
instruct  them  on  questions  of  finance; 
but  he  denied  that  the  British  Govern- 
ment could  borrow  at  3  per  cent.  If 
they  went  into  the  market  at  the  present 
moment  for  £20,000,000  at  that  rate 
they  could  not  get  it.  But  that  was  not 
the  question.  It  was  not  like  the  case 
of  £20,000,000  for  the  emancipation  of 
the  slaves,  when  the  Government  had 
to  borrow  the  money  at  once ;  for  in 
this  case  that  would  have  to  be  done  over 
a  series  of  years,  and  3}  per  cent  was  the 
rate  at  wluch  over  a  series  of  years  the 
Government  could  borrow.  But  did  the 
hon.  Member  suppose  that  all  the  opera- 
tions could  be  conducted,  the  balances 
kept,  offices  maintained,  and  salaries 
paid  without  any  addition  to  the  charge  ? 
Did  he  (Mr.  Pamell)  suppose  that  if  he 
were  turn  banker  he  would  be  able  to 
lend  money  at  the  same  rate  at  which 
he  borrowed  ?  This  sort  of  instruction 
was  a  thing  no  one  who  had  been  in  a 
responsible  position  could  accept,  and 
he  could  not  but  regret  the  pertinacity 
with  which  these  proposals  were  followed 
up  one  after  another  in  a  matter  where 
it  was  impossible  for  the  Government  to 
yield. 

Mb.  SHAW  hoped  the  Amendment 
would  not  be  pressed,  and  said,  in  a 
case  where  the  Government  were  making 
concessions  which  might  amount  to  a 
large  sum  of  money  spread  over  many 
years,  it  would  be  impossible  for  them 
to  lend  so  close  up  to  the  borrowing 
rate.  They  must  have  a  margin,  and 
he  thought  the  margin  was  so  small 
that  the  Government  would  not  gain 
anything.  At  the  same  time,  he  hoped 
the  Prime  Minister  would  not  think  the 
Irish  Members  acted  unnaturally,  for 
this  was  a  question  which  had  been 
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very  prominently  before  the  Irish  far- 
mers, and  the  Irish  Members  were 
anxious  to  see  the  Bill  made  as  accept- 
able as  possible  to  the  farmers.  Still, 
he  hoped  his  hon.  Friend  would  accept 
the  provision  as  it  stood. 

Mr.  M'COAN  suggested,  with  a  view 
to  saving  the  time  of  the  Committee, 
that  "  four  and  a-half "  should  be  sub- 
stituted for  **  four  "  in  his  Amendment. 
Ho  did  not,  he  said,  do  this  in  any 
haggling  or  bargaining  spirit,  but  with 
the  hope  that  4}  per  cent  would  supply 
a  sufficient  margin  for  the  Government. 

The  CHAIRMAN:  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber  cannot  amend  his  Amendment  in 
that  way.  The  proposal  before  the  Com- 
mittee is  that  the  word  "  five  "  stand  part 
of  the  Bill.  That  is  a  question  which  it 
is  possible  to  withdraw,  but  not  to  make 
an  Amendment  to. 

Mr.  M'COAN  asked  permission  to 
withdraw  the  Amendment. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  objected  to  the 
withdrawal  of  the  Amendment. 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
thought  the  objection  of  the  Prime 
Minister  to  the  withdrawal  would  not 
do  much  to  promte  the  progress  of  the 
Bill,  and  said  there  was  no  precedent 
for  an  hon.  Member  being  refused  leave 
to  withdraw  an  Amendment,  not  by  the 
Committee,  but  by  the  Prime  Minister. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  did  not 
insist  upon  the  Amendment  at  all,  but 
the  time  of  the  Committee  was  occupied 
by  a  multiplication  of  these  proposals ; 
and  if  this  Amendment  were  withdrawn 
without  the  judgment  of  the  House 
being  taken  upon  it,  it  might  be  revived 
on  a  subsequent  occasion,  and  further 
time  taken  up  by  discussing  it. 

Mr.  E.  STANHOPE  pointed  out  that 
the  question  was  whether  *'  five  "  should 
stand  part  of  the  clause.  The  Committee 
could  perfectly  well  decide  upon  that, 
and  then  **  four  and  a-half  "  could  be 
proposed. 

Major  NOLAN  said,  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers attached  very  great  importance  to 
the  difiPerence  between  5  and  4  per 
cent,  and  suggested  that  the  Government 
might  make  up  the  difference  by  means 
of  the  Church  Surplus  Fund. 

Mr.  MITCHELL  HENRY  wished  to 
remind  the  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of 
Cork  (Mr.  Pamell)  that  whatever  the 
rate  upon  which  a  country  might  borrow 
money  at  a  particular  moment,  its  credit 
depended  upon  whether  there  was  peace 
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within  its  borders.  The  reason  wbytiu 
United  States  could  borrow  at  a  reduced 
rate  was  that  they  had  composed  their 
differences,  and  become  one  united  ni- 
tion.  The  hon.  Gentleman  bad  beenea- 
gaged  throughout  in  reducing  the  credit 
of  this  country. 

The  CHAIRMAN:  The  hon.  Oenik- 
man  is  travelling  altogether  beyond  the 
Amendment. 

Mr.  MITCHELL  HENRY  failed  to 
see  that  an  argument  showing  why  the 
Government  of  this  country  could  not 
always  borrow  at  3  per  cent  was  not 
germane  to  the  question.  He  denied 
that  the  Government  would  make  aprrft 
on  it  advances ;  and  he  was  convuoed 
that  the  rate  at  which  a  country  conU 
borrow  depended  entirely  on  the  rdi- 
tions  she  had  with  the  external  woiU. 
These  proposed  advances  would  be  made^ 
not  on  the  credit  of  England,  but  on  the 
credit  of  the  United  Kingdom ;  and  that 
credit  depended  on  whether  this  BiU 
would  make  the  country  so  united  thit 
there  would  be  no  desire  for  a  dissoh- 
tion  of  the  Union,  and  whether  people 
would  be  willing  to  pay  the  propoeed 
rate  for  35  years.  If  they  were  not, 
they  could  not  borrow  at  3,  or  6,  or  even 

7  per  cent;  and  Gentleman  who  ao- 
cepted  the  low  rate  were  bound  to  main* 
tain  the  credit  of  this  country  by  ceasing 
their  efforts  to  dissolve  the  Union. 

Mr.  RITCHIE  stated,  that  of  all  the 
witnesses  examined  before  the  Agrical« 
tural  Commission  in  Ireland,  not  one 
advocated  a  less  interest  than  5  per  cent 
on  advances  for  the  purchases  of  hold- 
ings. He  was  sure  the  Government 
could  not  advance  money  safely  at  t 
less  rate. 

Mr.  BIGGAR  remarked,  that  the 
Prime  Minister  seemed  to  think  that  the 
Committee  should  agree  at  once  to  his 
terms  without  hearing  what  could  be 
said  against  them ;  but,  with  all  defer- 
ence to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  he 
(Mr.  Biggar)  did  not  think  that  was  the 
proper  way  in  which  to  conduct  an  im- 
portant Bill.  A  charge  had  been  made 
against  the  Irish  Members  collectively 
that  whenever  an  attack  was  to  be  made 
on  the  British  Exchequer,  they  were 
unanimous  in  support  of  that  attack; 
but,  for  his  part,  he  had  as  frequently 
voted  against  proposed  grants  for  Irish 
purposes  as  in  favour  of  them.  As  to 
the  present  question,  it  was  known  that 
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price,  and  he  did  not  see  why  the  GK>- 
▼ernment  should  make  a  profit  of  ^  per 
cent  on  loans,  when  the  interest  and 
secnrity  were  undonhted.  The  principle 
upon  which  the  Oovemment  were  now 
acting  was  very  different  from  the  prin- 
ciple on  which  they  acted  in  regard  to 
the  Bill  of  last  year.  When  they  were 
proposing  to  lend  money  to  landlords, 
they  offered  the  loans  at  1  per  cent,  and 
gave  one  or  two  years  free ;  hut  when 
they  were  dealing  with  the  unfortunate 
tenants,  they  wanted  3^  per  cent  from 
the  first  day  of  the  advance.  A  great 
deal  was  said  as  to  the  gratitude  due  to 
this  very  Liberal  Gk>vemment;  but  he 
failed  to  see  with  any  great  clearness 
that,  if  the  farmers  had  to  borrow  at 
this  high  rate,  any  great  gratitude  was 
due. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  196; 
Noes  35:  Majority  161.  —  (Div.  List, 
No.  298.) 

Olause  agreed  to,  and  ordered  to  stand 
part  of  the  Bill. 

Clause  23  (Provision  as  to  purchases 
and  sales  by  Land  Commission). 

TheCHAIBMAN:  There  are  several 
Amendments  to  this  clause  of  the  same 
kind  as  that  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Wicklow  (Mr.  M'Coan) — namely,  to  re- 
quire corporate  bodies  to  sell  their  pro- 
perty upon  compulsion.  One  Amend- 
ment makes  it  compulsory  on  Corpo- 
rations and  Companies,  and  a  further 
Amendment  extends  the  obligation  to 
limited  owners  to  sell  their  estates  to  the 
Land  Commission.  Parliament  has  been 
careful  to  protect  the  rights  of  property 
by  various  Standing  Orders.  These  Orders 
are  ordinarily  applicable  to  Private  Bills; 
but  wherever  it  appears  that  private 
rights  of  property  are  affected  by  a 
Public  Bill  it  is  usual  to  refer  such 
Bill  to  the  Examiners  in  order  to  ascer- 
tain whether  the  securities  provided  ^y 
the  Standing  Orders  have  been  afforded 
to  the  parties  interested.  On  no  matter 
has  Parliament  been  more  particular 
than  in  making  provision  for  the  com- 
pulsory purchase  of  lands.  Undoubtedly, 
there  is  a  distinction  between  a  Private 
Bill  and  a  general  measure  of  public 
policy ;  but  I  believe  it  to  be  without 
precedent  for  a  Committee  on  a  Public 
Bill  to  entertain  an  Amendment  which, 
without  Notice  and  without  the  consent 


of  the  parties  interested,  proposes  to  take 
compulsorily  the  lands  of  a  particular 
class  of  proprietors,  and,  so  far  as  I  am 
concerned,  I  am  not  prepared  as  Chair- 
man to  make  a  new  precedent.  This 
Amendment, 'therefore,  cannot  be  put. 

Mb.  LITTON  :  Does  this  ruling  apply 
to  the  Amendment  at  line  12  ? 

The  CHAIRMAN:  No;  I  do  not 
think  it  does. 

Mr.  LITTON  said,  he  had  placed  an 
Amendment  at  line  12  which  he  thought 
would  be  of  great  value.  The  Irish 
Church  Commissioners,  under  the  Irish 
Church  Act,  were  not  only  authorized 
but  directed  before  they  sold  Church 
property,  to  offer  to  the  tenant  of  that 
property  the  opportunity  of  purchasing 
their  holdings  by  way  of  a  right  of  pre* 
emption;  and  ho  suggested  that  the 
Committee  might  add  a  similar  provision 
to  this  clause.  The  question  of  corporate 
estates  in  the  North  and  other  parts  of 
Ireland  had  excited  a  great  deal  of 
interest ;  and  if  corporate  bodies,  look- 
ing forward  to  future  legislation,  were 
disposed  to  offer  their  estates  for  sale,  it 
was  desirable  that  they  should  not  be  at 
liberty  to  sell  to  private  individuals  until 
they  had  offered  to  the  tenants  the  right 
of  buying  on  equitable  terms.  The  words 
he  proposed  to  introduce  were  taken 
from  the  Church  Act  of  1870,  and  would 
carry  out  the  principle  of  that  Act,  that 
public  bodies  should  not  be  allowed  to 
sell  their  estates  to  private  individuals 
regardless  of  the  claims  of  the  occupiers. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  paffe  16,  line  12,  at  end  of  Clause,  add 
"  No  body  corporate,  public  company,  trusteea 
for  charities,  commissioners  or  trustees  for  col- 
legiate or  other  public  purposes,  shall  sell  to  the 
public  the  fee  simple  of  any  land  which  is  held 
immediately  from  or  under  them  by  virtue  of 
any  lease  or  tenancy  in  writing  until  they  have 
given  notice  to  the  lessee  or  tenant  that  they  are 
willing  to  sell  the  fee  simple  to  him  for  a  price 
to  be  fixed  by  the  Land  Commission,  and  such 
lessee  or  tenant  has  declined  to  accept  their  offer 
withii}  the  prescribed  period." — {Mr,  Litton.) 

Question  proposed,  **  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  that  he  had 
to  make  the  general  acknowledgment  to 
his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  (Mr.  Litton) 
that  there  was  in  this  Amendment  and 
in  the  subject-matter  with  which  the 
Amendment  was  connected,  what  well 
deserved  the  attention  of  Parliament ; 
but  he  was  afraid  that  he  could  not  go 
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further  than  that  there  were  many  ob- 
servations to  bo  made  on  it.  One,  for 
example,  was  that  many  of  those  parties 
had  no  power  to  sell,  as  he  (Mr.  Glad- 
stone) understood,  their  estates.  They 
had  power  given  them  under  the  Bill  to 
sell  to  the  Commission,  but  no  sale  other- 
wise than  to  the  Commission.  Then,  it 
must  be  very  hard  upon  any  body,  whe- 
ther they  held  the  land  under  mortmain 
or  not,  to  place  them  under  limitations 
of  this  kind  with  respect  to  each  par- 
ticular part  of  an  estate  which  they 
held,  because  they  might  produce  such 
a  honey-combing  of  their  estates  as 
might  be  inconvenient  and  objection- 
able in  the  highest  degree.  But  he 
would  base  his  objection  on  the  more 
^neral  ground — namely,  that  however 
important  it  might  be,  it  was  not  in  its 
place  in  the  middle  of  the  clause.  These 
were  clauses  for  regulating  purchases  by 
the  Commission,  and  this  proposal  was 
entirely  independent  of  that.  He  would 
rather,  therefore,  stand  on  that  point 
as  a  more  comprehensive  objection  than 
to  prosecute  the  matter  in  its  present 
shape.  It  did  not  even  take  in  the 
matter  on  grounds  of  public  policy. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  wished  to  elicit 
some  information  from  the  Government 
with  reference  to  the  question  which  they 
had  just  decided ;  and,  to  put  himself  in 
Order,  he  would  end  with  a  Motion. 
[**  Oh !  "]  Well,  for  reasons  which  were 
perfectly  justifiable  to  his  mind,  he  was 
entitled  to  take  that  course.  If  he 
caught  the  ruling  of  the  Chairman 
aright,  the  Committee  were  precluded 
from  considering  the  question  of  com- 
pelling Companies  principally  in  the 
North  bf  Ireland  to  sell  their  estates — 
that  was,  that  it  would  not  be  per- 
missible for  a  private  Member  to  pro- 
pose in  this  Bill  the  insertion  of  any 
clause  to  have  that  efiPect. 

The  chairman  :  Without  safe- 
guards provided  already  by  Parliament 
for  that  purpose  ? 

Mr.  T.  P.  O'CONNOR:  Quite  so; 
without  the  necessary  safeguards.  What 
he  wished  to  do  was  at  once  to  learn 
from  the  Government  whether  they  were 
prepared  to  take  that  matter  in  hand, 
Decause  the  ruling  would  be  quite  com- 

Satible  with  a  Minister  of  ^e  Crown 
ealing  with  this  question.  From  what 
he  knew,  especially  of  the  North  of  Ire- 
land and  from  several  Members  of  that 
part,  the  opinion  there  was  very  strong 
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that  the  experiment  of  establiahins 
peasant  proprietary  ahould  begin  wiu 
the  properties  that  were  under  the  eon* 
trol  of  those  Companies ;  and  tberrfon 
he  thought  it  was  only  due  to  the  peopb 
of  the  North  of  Ireland,  who  were  loot 
ing  forward  to  this  matter  with  tha 
gravest  anxiety,  to  tell  them  whetlier 
they  had  any  reason  to  hope  that  fht 
Prime  Minister  would,  in  the  course  of 
the  next  week  or  so,  consider  whether 
there  was  any  way  of  dealing  with  this 
question.  To  put  himself  in  Order  hfl 
would  move  that  Progress  be  reported. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  propoied, 
''  That  the  Chairman  do  report  rrogreai, 
and  ask  leave  to  sit  again."---(Jrr. 
T.  P.  0'  Connor.) 

Mr.  T.  COLLINS  could  scarodj 
believe  it  possible  that  the  Chainnsn 
should  rule  that  power  should  be 
denied  to  a  private  Member  upon  i 
question  of  public  policy  in  a  Pablio 
Act  to  move  any  single  clause  dealing 
with  the  rights  of  private  individuili, 
and  to  allow  a  Minister  of  the  Ctown 
that  power.  It  was  impossible  to  con* 
ceive  that  Ministers  of  the  Crown  hal 
any  special  privileges  of  that  kind. 

Mr.    GLADSTONE   said,   it   would 
appear  that  Ministers  of  the  Crown  had 
certain  duties  or  privileges  with  regazd 
to  the  taxes  laid  upon  the  people  and  to 
questions  affecting  the  property  of  the 
Crown ;  but  they  had  no  privileges  with 
regard  to  property  other  than   those 
which  he  had  described.     In  answer  to 
the  questions  which  had  been  put  to 
him,  ne  must  repeat  that  it  was  really 
and  absolutely  beyond  bis  power  and 
that  of  his  right  hon.  and  learned  Col- 
leagues,  engaged,  as  they  were,  with 
the    Bill    and    the     consideration    of 
Amendments  upon  it,  in  the  course  of 
their  ordinary  Business  to   touch  this 
matter.    He  made  this  frank  admission, 
that  if  he  endeavoured  to  introduce  it 
into  the  subject-matter  of  the  Bill,  even 
if  it  were  politic,  that  it  could  not  be 
done. 

Mr.  PARNELL  said,  the  question 
of  corporations  and  absentees  was  un- 
doubtedly a  very  important  one.  He 
did  think  that  it  might  be  in  the  power 
of  the  Government  to  draw  some  dis- 
tinction between  absentee  landowners 
and  residential  landowners.  It  had  al- 
ways, in  Irish  legislation,  been  the 
practice  to  draw  a  practical  distinctiou 


457 


Zand  Law 


iJvLtS,  18811 


iTrekiut)  BiU. 


458 


between  absentee  landowners  and  those 
who  resided  in  Ireland ;  and  there  were 
a  great  nnmber  of  the  large  owners  in 
Ireland  whose  estates  were  rented  at 
the  present  moment  at  a  fair  rent,  but 
who,  very  probably,  under  the  provi- 
sions of  this  Bill,  might  be  tempted  to 
raise  those  rents.  A  practical  way  to 
meet  the  absentee  difficulty  would  be  to 
prevent  absentee  owners  from  raising 
their  rents  any  higher  than  they  were 
at  present.  It  surely  would  not  have 
been  too  much  to  ask  for  the  tenants  on 
the  estates  of  absentee  owners  that  the 
Oovemment  should  consider  whether  it 
would  be  fair  to  allow  those  owners  the 
same  right  to  raise  their  rents  as  other 
Irish  landowners  had,  or  whether  they 
might  not  impose  some  limitations  on 
them.  This  was  a  matter  which  would 
not  press  upon  the  absentee  landowners 
very  hard — at  any  rate,  those  of  them 
who  had  allowed  their  estates  to  remain 
at  a  fair  rent ;  but  some  of  them  might 
feel  that  when  this  Bill  was  put  into 
operation  that  they  were  put  on  their 
strict  rights,  and  they  might  make  a 
move  in  the  direction  of  rent-raising, 
which  might  cause  great  confusion  and 
strife  on  the  estates  in  Ireland.  There- 
fore, he  hoped  when  the  Government 
had  had  its  attention  called  to  this  mat- 
ter that  they  would  consider  whether 
they  might  not  insert  a  clause  in  the 
Bill  depriving  absentee  landowners  of 
the  right  of  raising  their  rents  any 
higher  than  they  were  at  present. 

Sib  GEOEGE  CAMPBELL  said,  that 
he  had  paid  a  great  deal  of  attention  to 
this  subject,  and  he  had  come  to  the  con- 
clusion that  from  an  Irish  tenant  point  of 
view  there  were  no  landlords  so  good  as 
the  absentee  landlords.  They  did  not 
worry  their  tenants  or  interfere  with 
them,  and  they  did  not  take  excessive 
rents.  What  he  had  found  was  that  the 
agents  of  the  absentee  landowners  were 
something  like  Indian  collectors,  for  they 
had  a  great  deal  of  sympathy  witfi  the 
people,  and  they  entered  into  their  feel- 
ings and  were  inclined  to  do  the  best 
they  could  for  them. 

Sib  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE  said, 
the  hon.  Member  for  Elirkcaldy  some- 
times told  them  that  they  were  wasting 
time  bv  discussion.  He  hoped  that  the 
hon.  Member  would  except  the  present 
discussion  from  that  censure. 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  said,  he  would 
withdraw  his  Motion  to  report  Progress. 


He  did  not  wish  to  interfere  one  mo* 
ment  longer  than  was  absolutely  neces- 
sary; but  he  had  a  strong  impression 
that  the  Companies  themselves  would  be 
as  glad  to  sell  as  their  tenants  would  be 
glad  to  buy,  and  he  was  sure  that  ther^ 
was  nobody  in '' another  place"  who  had 
the  least  desire  to  preserve  these  Com« 
panics  in  their  property. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdraivn, 

Mb.  LITTON  asked  leave  to  with- 
draw his  Amendment,  remarking  that 
the  explanation  of  the  Prime  Minister 
was  most  satisfiactoiy. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn* 

Clause  agreed  to,  and  ordered  to  stand 
part  of  the  Bill. 

Clause  24  (Conditions  annexed  to 
holdings  whilst  subject  to  advances). 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  proposed  to  omit 
sub-section 

"  (a.)  The  holding  shall  not  be  sold  by  such 
proprietor  without  the  consent  of  the  Land 
Commission  until  one-half  of  the  whole  charge 
has  heen  discharged." 

They  had  considered  this  matter,  and 
they  had  come  to  the  conclusion  that 
this  limitation  was  unnecessary,  and 
would  restrict  the  purchaser's  power  of 
borrowing.  He  did  not  see  that  the 
Land  Commission  had  any  interest  iu 
this  restriction. 

Amendment  agreed  to :  sub  -  section 
etruek  out  accordingly. 

Mb.  LALOE  moved  the  omission,  in 
page  16,  line  22,  of  the  words  ''  or  sub- 
let." He  said  it  was  generally  agreed 
in  Ireland  that  tenants  would  purchase 
under  this  Bill,  and  if  these  landlords 
were  allowed  to  grow  up  in  Ireland  on 
the  strength  of  this  Bill  they  would  be 
the  very  worst  class  of  landlords.  The 
people  of  Ireland  had  a  great  objection 
to  these  purchasers  being  allowed  to 
sub-let  the  land.  Instead  of  sub-letting, 
however,  it  would  be  in  the  power  of 
the  Court  to  allow  them  to  sell  it,  and 
thus  get  rid  of  it. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  16, 
line  22,  to  leave  out  the  words  '*  or  sub- 
let."—(ifr.  Lalor.) 

Question  proposed,  ''  That  the  words 
'  or  sub-let '  stand  part  of  the  Clause." 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  that  the 
hon.  Member  (Mr.  Lalor)  wished  to  take 

[Twenty-third  Night.} 


459 


Land  Law 


(COMMONS) 


{Ir$land)  Bill 


460 


away  one  limitation,  in  order  to  impose 
one  of  a  different  character.  The  Go- 
vernment thought  that  they  ought  not 
to  sub-let  while  being  largely  indebted 
to  the  Commission.  But  considering  the 
Amendment,  and  fully  admitting  that 
there  was  considerable  practical  truth  in 
what  the  hon.  Member  had  said  about 
the  abuse  by  the  small  landlords  of 
their  powers,  still  he  did  not  think  that 
it  was  possible  to  afTect  with  a  perpetual 
disability  a  certain  proportion  of  the 
land  of  the  country  in  regard  to  the 
powers  which  the  proprietor  of  that 
land  possessed  of  setting  out  the  land  as 
he  pleased.  However  well  the  Amend- 
ment might  be  meant,  it  was  one  that 
they  could  not  agree  to. 

Mb.  PARNELL  was  soiTy  that  the 
Prime  Minister  did  not  see  his  way  to 
accept  this  Amendment.  The  large 
holders  of  Ireland  might  purchase  them 
under  the  Purchasing  Clauses  ;  and  he 
very  much  feared  that  one  of  the  results 
would  be  that  pointed  out  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Queen's  County  (Mr.  Lalor), 
that  they  would  have  such  persons,  after 
having  benefited  by  the  action  of  the 
State  in  putting  an  end  to  one  system 
of  landlordism,  setting  up  another  and 
a  worse  83'6tem  of  landlords  than  that 
which  existed  before.  He  thought  that 
the  principle  which  his  hon.  Friend 
sought  to  have  recognized  was  a  very 
fair  one.  The  State  stepped  in  and  did 
a  very  unusual  thing.  It  offered  to  lend 
money  to  those  tenants  for  the  purpose 
of  enabling  them  to  become  owners  of 
their  holdiugs.  It  did  that  from  the  point 
of  view  of  public  policy ;  and,  of  course, 
if  the  State  pleased  to  impose  on  that 
transaction  a  condition  that  that  land 
should  not  be  sub-let  by  the  new  owners, 
ho  did  not  see  how  the  new  owners, 
taking  advantage  of  the  arrangement, 
could  grumble  at  such  a  limitation.  If 
they  did  not  wish  to  be  owners  under 
that  limitation,  they  could  remain  ten- 
ants, and  they  would  have  nothing  to 
complain  of.  But  if  they  wished  to  be- 
come owners  under  the  limitation  that 
the  House  of  Commons  pleased  to  afhx, 
he  did  not  see  why  they  should  com- 
plain of  the  limitation.  There  was  an- 
other way  in  which  this  question  might, 
perhaps,  be  dealt  with — namely,  by 
making  them  the  present  tenants,  in- 
stead of  future  tenants,  as  they  would 
bo  under  the  operation  of  the  present 
Bill.  In  that  way  they  would  encourage 
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a  system  of  sale  where  an  owner  had 
more  land  than  he  could  profitably  em- 
ploy or  cultivate  himself ;  and  he  thouglit 
it  was  to  the.  encouragement  of  the  sys- 
tem  of  selling  land  in  Ireland,  instead 
of  letting  it,   that  they  must  look  to 
escape  from  the  present  entanglement 
Owing  to  a  variety  of  circumstanoes, 
which  it  was  not  necessary  to  allude  to, 
the  system  in  Ireland  had  been  to  let 
and  not  to  sell  land.    Both  owners  and 
occupiers  generally  preferred  to  let  it 
or  rent  it.    If  they  encouraged  the  ayi- 
tem  of  selling  land,  insteaa  of  letting 
it,  and  thus  perpetuating  the  pemicioiu 
system  of  landlordism,  it  would  be  mudi 
better. 

Sib  STAFFORD  NOETHCOTE  said, 
it  appeared  to  him  that  the  point  de- 
served earnest  consideration.  Of  conzae, 
so  far  as  the  security  of  the  Treasoiy  or 
the  Land  Commission,  or  whoever  might 
be  regarded  as  the  person  who  advanoed 
the  money,  was  concerned,  there  oonld 
be  no  doubt  that  it  was  very  reasonable 
that  proposals  should  be  made  which 
should  secure  the  repayment  of  the 
money ;  and,  as  sub-letting  or  sub- 
dividing, without  the  consent  of  the  Land 
Commission,  might  endanger  the  repay- 
ment, it  was  very  reasonable  that  there 
should  be  a  proposal  that  the  holding 
should  not  be  sab-divided  or  sub-let  with- 
out the  consent  of  the  Commission.  All 
the  Commission  would  do  would  be  to 
see  that  what  was  done  did  not  imperil 
the  security  on  which  they  had  advanced 
their  money.  Well,  but  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber proposed  to  leave  out  the  words 
''  or  sub-let."  That  would  appear,  at 
first  sight,  as  if  he  intended  to  allow  a 
purchaser,  under  this  clause,  to  sub-let 
without  the  necessity  of  going  to  the 
Land  Commission;  but  he  proposed, 
subsequently,  to  put  in  words  which  re- 
strained the  proprietor,  who  had  pur- 
chased under  those  peculiar  conditions, 
from  sub-letting  at  all — that  was,  ftom 
turning  himself  into  a  landlord.  He  un- 
derstood that  the  whole  of  this  proposal 
was  to  get  rid,  suh-modo,  of  landlordism, 
and  he  understood  that  the  proposal  of 
the  hon.  Gentleman  was  to  carry  that 
into  effoct — that  was,  to  prevent  the 
present  tenants  from  becoming  land- 
lords. If  it  were  otherwise,  they  would 
have  all  the  evils  of  landlordism  brought 
up  again,  and  the  land  would  be  in  the 
hands  of  persons  who  had  been  assisted 
to  become  landlords  by  the  aid  of  the 
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State  in  turning  out  the  previous  land- 
lords. 

Mr.  8YNAN  was  at  a  loss  to  under- 
stand how  an  owner  in  fee,  which  at 
least  a  purchaser  would  be  at  the  end  of 
35  years,  was  to  be  restrained  by  law 
from  exercising  his  ownership  in  fee  by 
attaching  a  condition  to  it  which  would 
be  totally  inconsistent  with  the  estate. 
Who  was  to  enforce  the  condition? 
Was  the  State  to  enforce  that  condition 
against  an  owner  in  fee,  and  say  that  he 
was  not  to  sub-let  or  sub-divide  his 
ownership  in  fee?  He  did  not  care 
whether  he  had  1,000  or  10  acres,  the 
condition  was  inconsistent  with  the  es- 
tate, and  they  could  not  hare  such  a 
condition  on  any  estate  in  this  Bill  or 
any  Bill. 

Mb.  CHABLES  ETJ8SELL  suggested 
that  the  object  of  the  hon.  Member  oppo- 
site (Mr.  Lalor)  could  be  met  consis- 
tently with  the  view  which  his  hon. 
Friend  (Mr.  Synan)  had  recognized,  to 
some  extent,  by  making  a  distinction  be- 
tween the  present  tenants  and  those  who 
came  after. 

Majob  NOLAN  was  quite  satisfied 
that  some  such  provision  as  this  Amend- 
ment contained  would  be  necessary  be- 
fore the  tenants  would  become  the  pro- 
prietors. On  the  Committee  presided 
over  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Beading  (Mr.  Shaw  Lef evre), 
it  was  made  quite  clear  that  they  could 
not  prevent  the  purchasing  tenant  from 
mortgaging,  or  sub-letting,  or  doing 
anything  be  liked  with  his  land.  He 
must  become  the  natural  proprietor,  and 
that  would  be  the  chief  inducement  to 
pay  the  instalments  during  the  35  years. 
Mb.  O'SHAUGHNESSY  said,  they 
must  not  look  only  to  the  present  re- 
quirements, but  to  Free  Trade  in  land 
in  Ireland.  They  could  not  hamper  it. 
It  was  in  that  way  that  many  of  the 
provisions  of  the  BiU  which  seemed  now 
to  hamper  the  relations  of  man  and  man 
with  regard  to  land  were  to  be  remedied ; 
and  he  thought  it  was  utterly  impossible 
to  restrain  purchasing  tenants  by  any 
sucli  conditions  as  were  now  proposed 
in  this  Bill.  He  thought  it  would  not 
be  possible  to  prevent  the  consolidation 
of  these  peasant  proprietary  holdings 
in  Ireland  in  face  of  the  difficulties 
which  must  be  obvious.  As  far  as  sub- 
letting was  concerned,  they  would  have 
to  contend  in  Ireland  with  the  same 
difficulties  which  had  been  experienced 


in  other  countries  where  what  was  called 
land  hunger  had  prevailed.  There 
would  always  be  found  intending  ten* 
ants  ready  to  take  land  at  high  prices ; 
but  that  did  not,  in  his  opinion,  refute 
the  objection  which  he  held  to  any  at- 
tempt to  prevent  the  free  sale  of  land 
in  Ireland  or  elsewhere.  He  did  not 
think  it  was  possible  to  trace  any  of  the 
difficulties  now  complained  of  to .  the 
wish  of  a  larffe  section  of  the  Irish 
people  for  freedom  of  sale  in  land. 

Mb.  LALOB  said,  he  objected  to  the 
clause  on  the  ground,  mainly,  that  it 
would  work  g^ss  injustice  to  the  ten- 
ants in  the  case  of  re-letting  of  estates. 

Mb.  BIGGAB  said,  his  main  objec- 
tion to  the  clause  was  that  it  would 
give  ample  opportunity  for  the  exercise 
of  their  calling  to  land-jobbers  in  all 
parts  of  the  country,  and  would  effect 
such  a  change  in  the  legislation  as  could 
only  have  the  effect  of  injuriously  affect- 
ing tenants  who  would  be  powerless  for 
their  own  defence. 

Mb.  DAWiSON  said,  the  clause  was 
bad  enough;  but  it  would  not  work 
so  injuriously  if  the  Amendment  was 
adopted,  for  no  one  could  doubt  that, 
in  the  point  of  view  of  the  tenants,  a 
system  of  sale  was  preferable  to  one  of 
sub-letting.  ' 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  that,  what- 
ever might  or  might  not  be  the  relative 
merits  of  sale  and  sub-letting,  he  did 
not  think  any  hon.  Member  could  legi- 
timately urge  that  it  was  raised  by  the 
present  Amendment.  He  thought  when 
the  Committee  came  to  consider  the 
whole  principle  involved  in  the  clause 
they  would  arrive  ^i  a  somewhat  dif- 
ferent view  of  the  matter  from  that 
which  had  been  laid  before  them  by 
some  hon.  Members. 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'OONNOB  objected  to 
the  clause,  and  supported  the  Amend- 
ment on  the  ground,  mainly,  that  it 
would  not  have  the  effect  of  facilitating 
the  sale  of  land  in  Ireland.  It  was  not 
only  the  ideal  but  the  real  land  system 
in  many  European  countries,  and  par- 
ticularly in  France,  that  the  ownership 
of  the  land  should  be  distributed  over 
as  large  a  number  of  the  inhabitants 
of  the  country  as  possible ;  and  he  hoped 
that  principle  would  not  only  be  recog- 
nized in  theory  by  the  Government,  bnt 
would  be  acted  up  to  in  practice. 

Mb.  a.  M.  SULLIVAN  said,  he  hoped 
the  Amendment  would  not  be  pressed, 

ITwentif 'third  Ni^hLl 


4Cd 


Zand  La  10 


[COMMONS] 


ilreUmi)  SiO.  464 


inasmuch  as  in  his  view  the  present  was 
not  the  most  opportune  moment  for  rais- 
ing the  great  principle  which  was  in- 
volved in  it. 

Amendment;  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Mr.  LALOR  moved,  in  page  1 6,  line 
22,  to  leave  out  the  word  **  sub-let." 

The  attorney  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  said,  he  had  no 
objection  to  the  Amendment. 

Amendment  agreed  to;  word  struck  out 
accordingly. 

Mr.  LALOR  moved  to  insert  the 
word  **  let  "  in  place  of  the  word  **  sub- 
let," just  struck  out. 

Amendment  agreed  to;  word  inserted 
accordingly. 

On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  Attobxey  Ge- 
neral for  Ireland,  Amendment  made  in 
page  16,  line  30,  by  leaving  out  the 
words  **  or  judgment." 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to,  and 
ordered  to  stand  part  of  the  Bill. 

Reclamation  of  Land  and  Emigration. 

Clause  25  (Reclamation  of  land). 

Mr.  CHARLES  RUSSELL  moved, 
in  page  17,  to  leave  out  line  15,  and 
insert  the  words  **  the  Land  Commission 
may,  with  the  concurrence  of  the  Trea- 
sury." The  general  impression  among 
a  large  section  of  the  Irish  people  was 
that  the  Irish  Board  of  Works  had  not 
used  their  powers  for  the  benefit  of  the 
country  at  large,  and  had  thus  become 
very  unpopular  and  were  ineffective. 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  page  17,  leave  out  line  lo,  and  insert  ''the 
Ijand  Commission  may,  with  the  concurrence  of 
the  Trcapur)-."— <J/>-.'  Char/ttt  litmelL) 

Question  projwsed,  *'  That  the  words 
*  The  Treasury  may  authorise  the  Board 
of  Works  to  '  stand  part  of  the  Clause." 

Lord  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH 
opposed  the  Amendment. 

Mr.  OIVAN  said,  the  Board  of  Works 
in  Ireland  was  entirely  made  up  of  a 
system  of  rod-txipe,  and  it  was  impos- 
sible to  got  a  loan  through  the  Board 
for  any  purpose  under  the  sun  without 
an  immense  amount  of  unnecessary 
trouble.  As  a  justification  of  what  he 
said,  he  might  mention  the  action  of  the 
Board  with  regard  to  advances  under 
the  Act  of  1870.    In  the  clause  that 
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enabled  the  Board  to  advance  moiwjtB 
the  tenant,  the  words  were— 

**  Where  a  tenant  ia  desirous  of  pnnfaBf 
his  holding  ho  may  apply  to  the  Board  of  Wodb 
to  advance  any  sam  not  exceeding  two-tluEdiil 
the  whole  amount ; " 

but  the  Board  actually  refused  to  it 
vance  the  tenants   any  money,  unlai 
they  applied  before  they  purchased  ift 
all  to  the  Board  for  an  aavanoe  ann 
amount  which  they  did  not  know,  be- 
cause it  was  said  the  words  of  the  Aok 
were — **  Where  the  tenant  is  desiroiuef 
purchasing."  They,  therefore,  held  thit 
a  purchase  made  by  the  tenant  wifhont 
consulting  the  Board  first  of  all,  whib 
the  transaction  was  inchoate,  and  whU, 
in  fact,  was  no  purchase  at  all,  did  not 
comply  with  the  provision,  "  when  • 
tenant  is  desirous;"    and   the  Bond 
would  not  advance  any  money  at  iD. 
The  result  was,  that  numbers  of  pa^ 
chasers,  supposing  they  had  a  clause  ii 
the  Act  of  1870  enabling  them  to  pa^ 
chase,  went  into  the  landed    Eetaiei 
Court  and  made  a  purchase  of  tbflir 
holding,  having  one-third  to  pay;  but; 
when  they  went  to  the  Board,  the  Bond 
said  they  could  not  advance  the  tvo- 
thirds  balance  because  the  applicatioi 
was  not  made  before  the  purchaiBe.  And 
so  an  Act  of  Parliament  had  to  be  paand 
through  the  House  to  get  rid  of  this 
miserable  technical  objection  that  the 
Board  raised  to  defeat  the  object  of  the 
clause  altogether.    No  wonder  the  Boeri 
of  Works  was  unpopular,  becauee  so 
more  frivolous  objection  was  ever  medB 
than  this  under  the  47th  section  of  the 
Act  of  1870.    If  the  Land  CommiesioB 
was  to  have  the  working  power  under 
the  present  Bill  to  carry  out  the  peasant 
proprietor  part  of  the  scheme,  it  should 
have  in  itself  all  that  power,  and  cer- 
tainly a  part  of  it  should  not  be  relesated 
to  the  decision  of  an  unpopular  and  ob- 
structive Board. 

Sin  STAPFORD  NORTHCOTE  said, 
of  course,  it  was  easy  to  find  fault  with 
the  Board  of  Works;  but  that  Board 
was  a  Department  that  had  assigned  to 
it  one  of  the  most  important,  delicate, 
and  invidious  duties  it  was  possible  to 
discharge.  The  history  of  the  case  was 
this.  Parliament  was  prepared  to  sane- 
tion  advances  of  certain  money  for  cer- 
tain purposes  in  Ireland  under  certain 
restrictions.  The  conditions  under  which 
the  advances  were  to  be  made  were  laid 
down  in*  an  Act  of  Parliament,  and  ez- 
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pressed  in  that  Act  the  mode  in  which 
it  should  be  done,  and  charge  of  the 
machinery.     The  Board  of  Works  was 
devised  as  the  machinery  for  the  work 
being  carried  through ;  and  it  was  the 
duty  of  those  gentlemen  who  formed 
the  Board  to  adhere  strictly  to  the  orders 
that  were  given  by  Parliament.   If  Par- 
liament had  made  its  orders  more  strict 
than    necessary,    they    might    require 
alteration,  and  the  House  had  the  oppor- 
tunity of  making  alterations  in  the  con- 
ditions on  which  Parliament  chose  to 
advance  money ;   and  it   was  open  to 
Parliament  to  make   those    conditions 
more  or  less  stringent,   as  it  pleased. 
But  do  let  them  have  fair  consideration 
for  those  who  had  to  carry  the  orders  into 
effect ;  they  were  pressed  in  every  man- 
ner, as  any  body  was  which  had  in  its 
charge  the  disposition  of  public  money  ; 
and  it  was  the  duty  of  the  House  to 
support  those  engaged  in  this  admini- 
stration.    He  was  not  prepared  to  say 
that  the  Board  of  Works  had  made  no 
mistakes  in  their  administration,  or  that 
there  had  been  no  mistakes  in  the  ad- 
ministration of  the  Treasury  in  relation 
to  these  matters ;   but  he  was  certain 
that  great  honesty,  g^eat  ability,  and 
great  firmness  had  been  shown  in  cases 
where,  if  these  qualities  had  been  want- 
ing, the  public  would  have  been  serious 
losers.     He  therefore  hoped  that  justice 
would  be  done  to  those  employed  in  a 
disagreeable,  but  important,  task.     He 
thought  that  the  Board  of  Works,  under 
the  authority  of  the  Treasury,  was  the 
best  proposal  for  the  machinery  that 
could  be  devised,  and  he  hoped  that  pro- 
posal would  be  adopted. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  gave  his 
concurrence  to  what  had  been  said  by 
the  right  hon.  Oentleman  opposite  (Sir 
Stafford  Northcote),  and  he  wished  to 
point  out  that  only  one  particular  case 
had  been  stated  against  the  Board  of 
Works  as  to  the  manner  of  their  admi- 
nistration in  which  there  had  been  some- 
thing like  a  miscarriage.  In  regard  to 
that — first  of  all,  it  must  be  said  that  the 
duty  imposed  upon  the  Board  of  Works 
was  an  exceptional  duty  outside  its 
proper  functions  and  province ;  and, 
secondly,  he  would  go  further,  and  say 
that  he  thought  it  was  impossible,  if 
there  was  blame  due — he  was  not  say- 
ing whether  this  blame  was  due,  or  was 
not — it  was  not  possible  to  stop  at  the 
Board  of  Works;  it  must  be  carried  to. 


the  Treasury,  for  the  Board  of  Works 
was  simply  an  instrument  of  the  Trea- 
sury, and  it  was  impossible  to  bring  any 
serious  charge  against  the  Board  with- 
out the  Treasury  taking  that  charge  on 
its  own  shoulders.  As  to  what  had  been 
said  about  the  unpopularity  of  the 
Board  of  Works,  perhaps  that  made 
less  impression  upon  his  mind  than  it 
did  on  the  minds  of  some.  He  had 
never  heard  that  the  Treasury  was 
popular — it  might  be  so,  and  he  hoped 
it  was — but  the  fact  had  never  come  to 
his  knowledge.  Uader  an  economical 
Administration,  it  was  held  to  be  ex- 
tremely penurious  in  the  disposition  of 
public  money ;  and  when  the  Adminis- 
tration was  more  disposed  to  be  liberal, 
then  the  appetite  grew  faster  than  the 
supply,  and  the  Treasury  was  never  en- 
abled to  establish  itself  permanently  in 
the  good  graces  of  those  who  made  the 
demands.  In  furtherance  of  what  had 
been  said  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
he  must  say  that,  seriously,  the  faults 
of  the  Board  of  Works  were  those  of 
the  Treasury;  and,  if  they  existed,  it 
was  in  Parliament  and  before  the  House 
that  the  Treasury  were  liable  to  be 
questioned,  and  were  bound  to  answer ; 
there  they  could  be  tried,  and  the  blame 
should  not  be  laid  upon  a  body  which, 
after  all,  was  but  instrumental  and 
subordinate.  He  did  not  wonder  that, 
at  first  sight,  the  notion  should  impress 
itself  that  this  work  should  be  intrusted 
to  the  Commission ;  but  let  the  Commit- 
tee consider  whether  they  had  not  gone 
far  enough  in  the  duties  they  had 
charged  upon  the  Commissioners.  There 
had  been  laid  upon  them  the  working 
of  a  judicial  duty  connected  with  the 
administration  of  new  Land  Laws;  and, 
having  done  that,  having  gone  into  a 
new  system,  and  a  new  application  of  a 
system  of  advances,  the  working  out  of 
which  had  been  laid  on  the  Commission, 
a  part  of  the  Bill  was  now  reached  en- 
tirely separate  and  distinct  from  these 
matters,  and  which,  in  point  of  fact,  was 
an  extension  of  what  now  existed,  and 
had  nothing  to  do  with  the  subject-mat- 
ter on  which  the  Commission  would  be 
engaged.  It  was  to  extend  an  Act  that 
now  existed,  to  allow  public  money  to 
be  advanced  in  aid  of  private  and  indi- 
vidual purposes  in  Ireland,  and,  there- 
fore, the  Committee  must  look  beyond 
the  machineiT  of  th^-Bill.  Having  done 
their  part,  tne  Commission  would  not 
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havo  the  experience,  the  engineering 
staff,  nor,  he  might  he  allowed  to  say, 
the  leisure  to  discharge  this  new  duty. 
He  confessed  he  almost  trembled  when 
he  thought  of  the  calls  that  would  be 
made  upon  the  care,  tlie  mind,  the 
thought  of  the  Commissioners  ;  but 
where  there  was  a  body  which  had  an 
engineering  staff  and  great  capacity, 
and  which,  also,  was  an  authorized  boay 
under  the  responsibility  of  the  Ministers 
of  the  Crown,  he  could  not  help  think- 
ing that  the  mind  of  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  would  bo  satisfied,  and  that  he 
would  himself  think  that  the  Goyem- 
ment  were  right  in  maintaining  the 
position  of  the  Bill  as  it  stood. 

Colonel  COLTHURST  said,  the  very 
work  that  the  Board  would  have  to  do 
was  the  very  work  it  did  most  success- 
fully, until,  unfortunately,  some  years 
ago,  the  system  was  changed,  and  drain- 
age was  taken  from  the  direction  of  the 
Board  of  Works  and  handed  over  to 
Drainage  Boards.  Therefore,  it  seemed 
to  him  that  the  Board  of  Works  was 
specially  qualified  for  any  work  in  the 
nature  of  drainage  and  the  reclamation 
of  waste  lands.  As  to  the  charge  which 
had  been  made  against  the  Board,  he 
did  not  wish  to  undertake  their  defence; 
but  he  was  certain  that  the  accusation 
made  against  the  Board  in  relation  to 
the  ** Bright  Clauses"  was  not  due  to 
their  own  action,  but  the  course  they 
took  was  imposed  upon  them  by  the 
Treasuiy.  There  was  one  thing,  how- 
ever, he  would  mention  in  reference  to 
the  Board  of  Works.  A  Committee, 
some  years  ago,  recommended  the  re- 
organization of  the  Board  and  the  re- 
tirement of  the  Chairman,  and  he  would 
appeal  to  the  Government  to  consider 
whether  that  recommendation  could  be 
carried  out.  No  doubt,  the  Chairman 
was  an  old  and  valuable  servant;  but 
there  was  no  doubt,  also,  his  ideas  were 
not  in  harmony  with  what  was  expected 
from  the  Board,  and,  surely,  he  might 
now  be  relegated  to  that  retirement  he 
had  so  well  earned. 

Mr.  G'SHAUGHNESSY  said,  he 
hoped  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Dundalk  (Mr.  C.  Eussoll)  would  not 
press  his  Amendment  to  a  division.  It 
was  evident  that  the  Board  of  Works 
was  best  qualified  for  the  work.  He 
was  far  from  saying  that  the  Board  did 
not  want  improvei^ieut.  It  did;  but 
the  Board  had  the  staff  and  means  of 

i/r.  Gladstone 


carrying  out  the  work  which  the  Com- 
mission would  be  unable  to  carry  oot| 
unless  a  similar  staff  was  created.   Ai 
to  the   charge   brought    by  the  lun. 
Member  for  Monaghan  (Mr.  Oivan),  ba 
was  very  much  struck  by  what  he  buI, 
that  after  the  Board  had  raised  techmcd 
objections  abiding  strictly  by  the  tqIm 
laid  down,  the  point  had  to  be  made  flu 
object  of  another  Act  of  Parliament  to 
enable  the  thing  to  be  done  as  tenBBti 
desired ;  and  that,  at  all  events,  showtd 
that  it  was  not  the  Board  of  Works  or 
the  Treasury  which  had  to  bear  ihi 
blame,  but  it  was  due  to  a  defect  in  the 
Act  of  Parliament. 

Mn.  CHARLES  BUSSELL  sdd,  ht 
would,  with  the  leave  of  the  Committer 
withdraw  his  Amendment.  ["  No,  no!"] 

Mr.  a.  M.  SULLIVAN  said,  it  vn 
remarkable  that  both  the  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Member  for  Cork  County  (Colond 
Colthurst)  and  the  hon.   and  leazned 
Member  for  Limerick  (Mr.  O'Shangh- 
nessy)  had  said  how  excellently  qnili- 
fied    was    the    Board    of    Works  for 
engineering  operations  such  as  the  ra- 
clamation  of  land  in  Ireland ;  but  what 
had  that  to  do  with  this  clause  f  Would 
the  hon.  Members  who  vindicated  the 
efficiency  of  the  Board  of  Works  fa 
drainage  and  other  improvements  look 
at  the  clause,  and  they  would  find  not  a 
word  about  engineering  operations,  bat 
a  great  deal  about  executing  monej- 
lending  operations.   Now,  he  had  heaid 
a  few  people  confess  that  the  Board  had 
completely  discharged  its  duty  in  ona 
or  two  engineering  operations,  but  lia 
had  never  heard  one  man  say  that  tha 
Board  of  Works  did  anything  but  ob- 
struct the  advance  of  public  money  ftr 
useful  purposes ;  and  he  would  ask  Ui 
hon.  Friends  who  pointed  out  the  ad- 
vantage of  handing  the  administratioa 
of  this  clause  to  the  Board  of  Works,  to 
remember  what  it  was.     The  Treasui} 
might  authorize  the  Board  to  advance 
from  time  to  time  monies  for  objects 
they    might  think  expedient,   and  for 
which    there    was    sufficient    security; 
therefore,  all  that  the  Board  would  have 
to  do  would  be  to  look  after  the  security 
for  the  money.     If  the  Government  had 
any  idea  of  making  the  clause  what  it 
purposed  to  be — merely  a  matter  for 
the  working  out  of  the  Act  in  harmony 
with  the  spirit  of  a  great  scheme — surely 
they  should  not  commit  a  part  of  the 
scheme  to  one  supreme  authorilyi  and 
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another  part  to  another.    Already  in 
Ireland  there  was  a  sufficient  number  of 
divided    authorities   working  over  the 
same  ground ;  in  fact,  he  had  often  said 
it  was  one  of  the  banes  of  the  country. 
Five    distinct    bodies    over    the    same 
ground — different   taxes,   different  tax 
oollectors,    different  officials,     different 
secretaries,  and  different  instructions — 
and   now  there  was  going   to  be   an 
addition  to  the  evil  in  this  case !     If 
all  that  Clause  25  proposed  to  do  was 
to  advance  money  to  Companies    and 
look  after  the  security  for  the  money, 
he  would  suggest  that  the  Land  Com- 
mission should  be  the  authority,  because 
the  Land  Commission  would,  in  the  dis- 
charge of  other  duties,  have  cognizance 
of  the  reasons  that  would  justify  the  re- 
commendation of  a  particular  advance. 
It  was  the  Land  Commission  alone  that 
would  be  charged  with  the  knowledge 
of  all  the  operations  taking  place  under 
the  Bill,  of  the  reclamation  and  value 
of  land,  and  with  a  knowledge  of  the 
whole   working  of  the  Act,   where  it 
might  be  that  reclamation  was  needed 
to  relieve  the  congestion  of  population 
and  where  not.    If,  then,  the  clause  had 
not  any   purpose  but  to  see  that  the 
money  had  full  security,  then  the  Land 
Commission  was  the  proper  authority. 
This  was  really  so  large  a  subject  that  it 
was  quite  impossible,  utterly  impossible, 
to  discuss  it  now  ;  and,  therefore,  since  it 
was  obvious  that  several  hon.  Members 
wished  to  speak,  he  might  as  well  say 
what  he  had  to  say  and  not  divide  it 
between  to-night  and  Monday,  and  he 
would,   therefore,  ask  the  attention  of 
the  Committee  to  one  of  the  reasons  why 
he  thought  the  Government  should  give 
the  Commission  the  authority  over  the 
reclamation  of  waste  lands  in  Ireland. 
He  would  like  to  know  whether  some 
effort  could  not  be  made  by  the  Govern- 
ment to  extend  this  clause  to  the  taking 

in  of  foreshores 

The  chairman  :  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  is  going  considerably 
beyond  the  Amendment. 
^  Mb.  a.  M.  SULLIVAN  said,  he  must 
have  failed  to  convey  his  meaning  with 
sufficient  clearness.  The  Committee  were 
discussing^  whether  the  Board  of  Works 
or  the  Xiand  Commission  should  have 
charge  of  Clause  25,  and  his  argument 
was  that  if  this  was  only  to  be  a  money 
lending  operation,  his  contention  was  that 
the  Lana  Commission  could  do  that  as 


well  as  the  Board  of  Works.  But  if  it 
was  to  be  for  the  purpose  of  conducting 
engineering  operations,  the  clause  must 
be  altered  to  give  the  Board  or  the  Com- 
mission, whichever  it  might  be,  the  power 
of  undertaking  these  operations.  That 
was  his  argument.  But  he  did  not  think 
anything  was  to  be  gained  by  trying  at 
this  part  of  the  clause  to  make  any 
suggestions,  or  use  arguments  in  con- 
nection with  the  reclamationof  land;  and, 
as  they  would  be  more  in  Order  at  a 
further  stage,  he  would  reserve  his  re- 
marks. 

Mr.  HEALY  said,  he  would  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  whether  the 
Bill  would  not  throw  a  great  deal  of 
work  on  the  Board,  and  whether  it  was 
not  a  fact  that  the  additional  work  under 
the  Belief  of  Distress  Act  of  last  year 
absolutely  broke  down  the  Board  of 
Works?  Did  not  the  clerks  in  the 
office  work  day  and  night,  and  were 
they  not  absolutely  broken  down  ?  Fur- 
ther, he  would  like  to  know,  was  is  not 
notorious  that  when  works  were  under- 
taken by  landlords  under  that  Act,  the 
Inspector  of  the  Board  of  Works  went 
down  and  certified  for  the  work  beinff 
done,  when  in  fact  it  was  not  done,  ana 
it  was  popularly  believed,  and  indeed 
in  some  cases  known,  that  the  money 
supplied  on  account  of  the  work  sup- 
posed to  done  was  spent  in  buying 
heifers — the  gentleman  sent  down  by  the 
Board  of  Works  certifying  for  the  work 
after  dining  and  wining  with  the  land- 
lords ?  Was  it  to  a  body  so  universally 
distrusted  in  Ireland  that  the  carrying 
out  of  important  provisions  in  the  BiU 
was  to  be  intrusted  ?  The  late  Conser- 
vative Government  a  few  years  ago  pro- 
mised to  have  the  Board  represented  in 
the  House,  but  it  was  never  carried  out. 
It  used  to  be  the  custom,  whenever  com- 
ments were  made  on  the  Board  of  Works 
in  the  House,  for  the  Irish  official  to  say 
— **  It's  none  of  my  child ; "  and  to  state 
that  he  was  not  responsible  for  the  mis- 
management, nor  would  the  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury  acknowledge  he  had 
any  responsibility.  Certainly,  if  the 
Board  of  Works  were  intrusted  with  the 
authority  proposed,  it  would  take  away 
any  confidence  as  to  the  working  of  the 
Act. 

Mb.  W.  E.  FOESTER,  said,  it  was 
quite  true  that  the  Boards  of  Works  was . 
not  under  the  control  of  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant or  the  Chief  Secretary;  it  was 
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under  the  Treasury,  and  his  noble 
Friend  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
had  acknowledged  the  responsibility. 
But  a  question  had  been  asked  as  to 
the  action  of  the  Board  of  Works  during 
the  distress  of  last  3'ear,  and  he  really 
must  say  that,  so  far  as  his  knowledge 
went,  and  what  he  heard  of  their  action, 
and  especially  speaking  from  his  con- 
tact with  the  Board  from  his  official 
connection  with  the  Local  Government 
Board,  he  thought  that  the  conduct  and 
management  of  the  Board  during  the 
great  pressure  of  the  time  of  distress 
was  such  that  no  fault  could  be  found 
with  it.  True,  the  clerks  were  hard 
worked,  and  so  they  were  in  the  office 
of  the  Local  Government  Board  and 
other  offices  under  the  great  pressure ; 
but  he  confessed  his  own  opinion  of  the 
Board  of  Works  was  raised  considerably 
by  the  manner  in  which  they  got  through 
the  necessities  of  the  distress.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Wexford  (Mr.  Healy)  al- 
luded to  particular  charges  of  which,  of 
course,  he  (Mr.  Forster)  knew  nothing, 
and  he  did  not  think  it  was  fair  to  brins 
forward  such  charges  as  acknowledged 
facts,  when  he  did  not  suppose  any 
Member  of  the  Committee  had  heard  of 
them  before. 

Mu.  PABNELL  said,  the  Committee 
could  not  decide  on  this  important  ques- 
tion, on  which  the  whole  of  the  clause 
depended  and  upon  which  Amendments 
hereafter  would  hinge,  at  such  a  late 
hour,  and  he  would  therefore  suggest 
that  it  would  be  reasonable  for  the  Go- 
vernment to  assent  to  a  Motion  to  report 
Progress  and  to  adjourn  the  discussion 
to  Monday.  The  Board  of  Works  was 
introduced  into  the  Bill  now  for  the 
first  time,  and  the  efl'oct  was  important. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Pro- 
gress, and  ask  leave  to  sit  again." — 
{Mr.  FarnelL) 

Sir  STAFFOED  NORTHCOTE  said, 
he  wished  to  know  whether  the  Govern- 
ment intended  to  make  an}^  other  altera- 
tion of  procedure  in  respect  to  the  Bill 
besides  those  announced  by  the  Prime 
Minister  at  the  beginning  of  the  even- 
ing ?  He  had  stated  that  when  the  Com- 
mittee arrived  at  Clause  34,  he  would 
move  that  it  be  postponed ;  and  he  (Sir 
Stafford  Northcote)  desired  to  know 
whether  it  was  the  intention  to  proceed 
in  regular  order  with  the  other  clauses — 

•  Ur.  W.  E,  Fonter 


and  especially  he  would  refer  to  Cbni 
36  and  the  Emigration  Clauees;  andvht^ 
ther  it  was  intended  to  proceed  with  flw 
other  clauses  having  referenoe  to  ttl 
duties  of  the  Court  ? 

Mb.  W.  E.  FOBSTEB  said,  the  qw 
tion  should  have  been  put  to  his  ii|^ 
hon.  Friend  the  Prime  Minister;  m^ 
to  the  best  of  his  (Mr.  Forster's)  knov'  • 
ledge,  there  was  no  intention  of  makmf 
any  other  alteration  beyond  the  poife^ 
ponement  of  Clause  34. 

Sir  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTB 
asked  whether  the  Emigration  GImiiM 
would  be  proceeded  with  ? 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER:    Yee; 
tainly. 

Mb.  GIBSON  said,  the  Committee 
getting  on  quickly,  and  would  veiy 
reach  the  clauses  dealing  with  the  oon- 
stitution  of  the  Court  and  the  funotiou 
of  the  Land  Commission,  upon  which  hi 
understood  the  Prime  Minister  waagoow 
to  make  a  statement  on  Monday,  fi 
seemed  to  him  that  the  Gt)V6nuneBt 
Amendments  would  not  appear  on  tin 
Notice  Papertill  Tuesday,  and  hon.Mem- 
bers,  if  not  satisfied  with  the  Gbven- 
ment  Amendments,  would  have  to  put  ib 
manuscript  Amendments,  and  this  wooU 
be  a  little  hard  upon  the  Committee. 
What  he  wished  to  ask  was,  that  the 
Government  would  make  known  their 
proposals  and  give  hon.  Members  AiH 
opportunity  of  considering  them. 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER  asked,  did  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  men 
that  the  Amendments  were  not  expected 
till  Tuesday  ? 

Mr.  GIBSON  said,  they  were  not  Oi 
the  Pax^er  now,  and,  unless  given  is 
within  the  next  10  minutes,  would  not 
appear  till  Tuesday. 

Mr.  a.  M.  SULLIVAN  asked,  would 
they  appear  on  Monday  morning  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER :  No. 

Mr.  a.  M.  SULLIVAN  said,  then,  in 
that  case,  the  Committee  would  not  eee 
them  till  Tuesday. 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
asked,  would  the  Government  undertake 
not  to  discuss  them  until  after  they  ooold 
be  seen  on  the  Paper  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  B-^FOUR  hoped  that  they 
would  not  be  discussed  until  they  hid 
appeared  for  a  day  in  print,  so  thit 
they  could  be  seen  with  other  Amend- 
ments. 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER  said,  the  Go- 
vernment would  do  their  best  to  ptft 
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them  on  as  early  as  possible ;  but  tbey 
could  not  undertake  to  postpone  tbe  pro- 
ceedings for  a  day. 

Mb.  OOBST  said,  he  thought  they 
had  been  waiting  at  least  a  month; 
and  he  did  not  see  how  it  would  be 
possible  to  discuss  the  constitution  of 
the  Court  until  the  Amendments  of  the 
Government  and  of  other  responsible, 
and  irresponsible  Members  were  before 
the  Committee. 

Mr.  HENEAGE  urged  the  Qovem- 
ment  to  put  their  Amendments  on  the 
Paper  as  soon  as  possible,  and  said  that 
he  had  had  an  Amendment  on  the 
Paper  for  nearly  two  months,  for  doing 
away  with  all  reference  to  County  Courts, 
and  he  should  be  in  a  difficult  position  if 
the  Qovernment  only  produced  their 
Amendments  on  the  day  when  the  clause 
came  up. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Committee  report  Progress;  to  sit 
again  upon  Monday  next. 

LONDON  CITT  (PABOCHIAL  CHAEI- 
TIES)  BILL.— [Bill  13.] 
'  {Mr,  Bryce,  Mr,  Fell,  Mr,  Coken,  Mr.  Walter 
Jamea,  Mr.  Lavey,) 

8EC0in>   BEADING.     [aDJOUBNED  DEBATE.] 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Amendment  on  Second  Head- 
ing [2dth  May],  and  which  Amendment 
was,  to  leave  out  the  word  ''  now,"  and 
at  the  end  of  the  Question  to  add  the 
words  "  upon  this  day  six  months." — 
{Mr.  R,  N.  Fowler,) 

Question  again  proposed,  '*That  the 
word  '  now '  stand  part  of  the  Question." 

Debate  resumed. 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  appealed  to  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  London 
(Mr.  B.  N.  Fowler)  to  withdraw  his 
opposition  to  the  second  reading,  believ- 
ing the  Bill  would  be  of  great  service 
to  the  City  of  London. 

Sib  R.  ASSHETON  CEOSS  said, 
that  having  appointed  the  Commission 
to  inquire  into  the  subject  dealt  with  by 
the  Bill,  he  thought  it  would  be  a  great 
mistake  not  to  read  the  Bill  the  second 
time,  and  he  implored  the  hon.  Member 
to  take  oif  his  opposition.' 

Mb.  B.  N.  FOWLEB  said,  he  had 
not  been  awfpre  that  the  Bill  was  down 


for  that  evening ;  but  he  would  confer 
with  those  who  were  interested  in  the 
matter  with  regard  to  the  course  they 
would  take  as  regarded  it. 

Debate  further  adjourned  till  Monday 
next. 

REMOVAL  TERMS  (SCOTLAND)  BILL. 

(Jfr.  Jamea  Stetcartf  Dr.  Camerony  Mr,  Fatriek^ 
Mr,  Maekintoah.) 

[bill  8.]      COMMITTEE. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  pi*oposed, 
''That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair." — {Mr.  Jamee  Stewart,) 

Mb.  OBB-EWINQ  moved  the  ad- 
journment  of  the  debate  on  the  ground 
that  the  Bill  ought  not  to  be  discussed 
at  so  late  an  hour. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." 
— (Mr.  Orr-Ewing,) 

Mr.  DONALD  CAMEEON  observed 
that  the  Bill  appeared  to  have  entered 
upon  a  new  phase.  As  long  as  the  Bill 
stood  in  the  form  proposed  by  the  hon. 
Member  opposite  (Mr.  James  Stewart)  he 
saw  no  harm  in  it ;  but  when  the  hon. 
Member  for  Dumbarton  (Mr.  Orr-Ewing) 
put  down  his  Notice,  a  great  many  of  his 
(Mr.  Cameron's)  constituents  objected 
to  it.  If,  as  was  reported,  the  Govern- 
ment accepted  the  Amendment  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Dumbarton,  the  inten- 
tion of  the  original  Bill  would  be  re- 
versed. In  that  case,  he  must  oppose 
the  Bill ;  but  he  hoped  the  Government 
would  announce  wbat  their  intention 
was  one  way  or  the  other. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  hoped  the  de- 
bate would  be  adjourned,  for  this  was  a 
Bill  interfering  with  local  customs  all 
over  Scotland,  and  it  would  be  impos- 
sible to  get  through  a  debate  on  such  a 
measure  in  less  than  an  hour  and  a-half 
or  two  hours.  After  the  House  had 
been  working  at  high  pressure  all  day 
and  every  day  on  the  Land  Law  (Ire- 
land) Bill,  it  was  impossible  to  expect 
Members  to  discuss  measures  like  this 
in  a  sober  and  clear  spirit. 

Mr.  GOHST  also  objected  to  discuss- 
ing the  Bill  at  that  late  hour. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Debate  adjourned  till  Monday  next. 
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MOTIONS, 

SOLENT  XAVrOATION   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  ISIr.  A«hley,  Bill  to  mako  pro- 
vision with  respect  to  tho  Navifjation  of  the 
8olent  between  tho  Isle  of  Wipfht  and  the 
mainland,  in  the  county  of  Hants,  ordered  to  bo 
brousrht  in  by  Mr.  Ashley,  Mr.  Ciiamheulaix, 
and  Mr.  Tuevelyax. 

Bill  j9;-«rw^'rf,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  207.] 

parliamentary  revision  (dublin 
county)  bill. 

On  ^lotion  of  Mr.  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland,  Bill  to  enable  the  Lord  Lieutenant  to 
appoint  a  Bevising  Barrister  for  the  revision  of 
lists  and  tho  registration  of  Parliamentary 
Voters  in  the  County  of  Dublin,  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Mr.  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland  and  Mr.  Solicitor  General  for  Ire- 
land. 

^\\\pre»ented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  208.] 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  after  One 
o'clock  till  ISfonday  next. 


[LOBDS) 


Lord  SkiherUg. 


4711- 


HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 
Monday,  Wth  July,  1881. 


MINUTES.]— Public  'Riia.^— Second  Reading— 
Universities  (Scotland)  Kegistration  of  Par- 
liamentary Voters,  &c.  ♦  (130) ;  I'resumption 
of  Life  (Scotland)   (142). 

Third  Rending — Incumbents  of  Benefices  Loans 
Extension*  (136);  Elementary  Education 
Pro\'isional  Order  Confirmation  (London)  • 
(68) ;  Tramways  Orders  Confirmation  (No.  1)* 
(126) ;  Pier  and  Harbour  Orders  Confirma- 
tion* (122),  tinA  pa99ed. 

THE  LATE  liORD  HATHERLEY. 

« 

OBSERVATIOXS. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR:  Mj 
Lords,  since  your  Lordships  last  met 
the  House  has  beeu  deprived  of  one  of 
its  greatest  ornaments  and  one  of  its 
most  distinguished  and  honoured  Mem- 
bers. I  have  some  difficulty  In  endea- 
vouring to  do  justice  to  my  own  sense 
of  tho  loss  which  this  House  has  sus- 
tained, because  I  lived  on  terms  of  close 
intimacy  for  not  less,  I  think,  than 
40  years  with  the  eminent  man  who, 
now  in  an  honoured  old  age,  has  been 
taken  from  us — and  personal  affection 
makes  mo  sensible  of  the  difficulty  of 


doing  justice,  in  the  few  words  whkkl 
shall  address  to  your  Lordships,  to  Ui 
admirable  qualities — at  the  same  tiaty 
I  am  most  desirous  not  to  fail  in  ezpi«» 
ing,  in  some  measure  at  all  eventa,  fti 
feeling  which  I  think  all  your  Lorddqi 
must  have  on  the  subject  of  hii  \atu 
My  Lords,  Lord  Hatherley  was  a  OMi 
who,  I  believe,  i^m  his  earliest  ym 
lived  a  life  of  as  much  consistency  ttk 
diligence  in  doing  his  duty  in  eff«f 
private  relation,  and  in  eveiygradsfli 
the    professional    and    public   statioii 
which  he  was  called  upon    to  fiB-J 
think  he  had  as  much  purity  and  ■»• 
plicity  of  character,  as  much  thoroiigh 
conscientiousness,  as  much  energy  ni 
sound  judgment  as,  taking  into  aoeout 
the  infirmity  of  man,  any  of  us  oodd 
hope   to   attain.    From    that   intiniiii 
knowledge  which  I  had  of  him,  wJL 
which,   as  I  have   said,   lasted  Cor  41 
years,  I  may  even  go  further.    Thm 
are  not  a  few  men  of  whom  one  would 
say  that,  as  far  as  one  may  presume  It 
judge  from  public  and  outwud  signirf 
character,  they  may  be  looked  upon  H 
examples  to  be  held  up  for  imitation  bj 
other  men ;  but  of  him  I  would  prerami 
even  to  say  that  I  am  sure  that  judg- 
ment cannot  be  mistaken.     Most  mes, 
looking  back  to  their  earliest  life,  muk 
be  sensible  of  many  faults  and  enon^ 
known  to  themselves  if  not  known  to 
others.     Certainly,  his  modesty  nerv 
would  have  permitted  him  to  claim  to . 
be  more  free  from  faults  and  errors  tbtt 
other  men  ;  and  yet  I  do  verily  beliffi 
that  such  as  he  appeared  outwardly  to 
others  he  was  from  his  earliest  yem 
inwardly  in  himself.  A  man  of  the  moit 
remarkable  gentleness  and  sweetnenof 
character,  and  at  the  same  time  of  firm- 
ness and  decision  which  never  quailed 
or  failed  before  the  performance  of  any 
duty,  and  which  enabled  him,  in  all  the 
different  posts  he  was  called  upon  to  fill, 
to  discharge  their  duties  to  the  admirt- 
tion  of  all  who  were  able  to  observe  hii 
career.     He  was  as  little  ambitious  of 
personal  distinction  as  any  man  so  dis- 
tinguished whom  I  have  ever  known.  It 
might  be  truly  said  of  him  that  he  wai 
not  one  of  those — 

'*  who  stoop,  or  lie  in  wait 
"  For  wealth,  for  honours,  or  for  wordly  itate ;  ** 

but  was  one — 

"  A\niom  they  must  follow ;  on  whose  head  mnit 

fall, 
''  Like  showers  of  manna,  if  they  corns  at  all,*' 
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Yet  come  they  did ;  and  it  is  well  for 
this  country  that  such  qualities  should  he 
appreciated  as  they  aeserre.     He  was 
called  in  due  time  to  a  distinguished 
^ce  on  the  Bench  of  Justice,  first  as 
yice-Chancellory  afterwards  as  Lord  Jus- 
tice; and  then  he  was  called  to  shed 
lustre  upon  the  Office  in  which,  when  I 
think  of  him,  I  feel  more  than  oyer  my 
own  un worthiness  to  succeed  him.     He 
was  called  to  the  great  Office  of  Lord 
Chancellor,  and  he  carried  himself  so 
meekly  in  the  discharge  of  his  public 
duties,  so  diligently  and  so  zealously 
supported  every  measure  which,  accord- 
ing to  his  judgment,  was  for  the  benefit 
of  the  country  and  for  the  advancement 
of  liberty  and  justice,  that  when  from 
failing  health,  or  rather  failing  eyesight, 
after  four  years'  sitting  in  this  place  and 
presiding  over  your  Lordships'  delibe- 
rations, he  was  compelled  to  relinquish 
that  Office,  he  carried  with  him  into 
private  life,  I  am  sure  I   may  say,  as 
large  a  share  of  esteem  and  respect  as 
ever  fell  to  the  lot  of  any  Predecessor 
of  his  in  that  exalted  position — as  large 
as  any  who  may  be  called  upon  here- 
after to  succeed  him  can  possibly  hope 
to  obtain.     Nor  did  he,  even  when  his 
eyesight  was  partially  destroyed,  cease 
to  labour  in  the  Publio  Service  to  the 

gublic  advantage ;  for  still  as  a  Judge 
e  discharged  his  duties  in  your  Lord- 
ships' House  with  that  sound,  accurate, 
and  extensive  knowledge  of  the  law,  that 
calm,  equal,  and  dispassionate  judgment, 
that  desire  to  do  justice,  incapable  of 
being    biassed    by  any  other  feeling, 
which  had  previously  distinguished  him 
throughout   his   judicial    career.     And 
even  when  suffering  under  the  heaviest 
calamity  which  could  fall  upon  him  or 
upon  any  other  of  your  Lordships  who 
may  be  blessed  with  domestic  happi- 
ness as  he  had  been  for  a  very  long 
time,    a    calamity  which   bowed    him 
down  with  sorrow  in  his  old  age,  and 
from  which  undoubtedly  he  never  re- 
covered, still  as  long  as  strength  and 
health  remained  he  continued  to  lend 
aid  to  the  discharge  of   the  duties  of 
your  Lordships'  House.     My  Lords,  I 
feel  how  inadequate  are  the  words  I 
have  used  to  express  all  the  value  of 
such  a  man  to  the  country  to  which  he 
belonged,   to   the   House  of  which  he 
was  an  ornament,  to  the  Profession  in 
which  he  laboured  and  in  which  he 
rose,  and  I  will  say  to  the  Christian 


society,  to  the  Church  of  which  he  was 
one  of  the  most  faithful  members,  though 
he  always  found  it  consistent  with  his 
attachment  to  the  Church  of  England 
and  to  its  principles  to  be  foremost  in 
the  application  of  the  g^eat  principles 
of  civil  and  religious  liberty  upon  every 
occasion  on  which  they  could  possibly 
come  in  question.  My  Lords,  I  will 
only  add  that  I  hope  your  Lordships 
will  pardon  the  inadequacy  of  the  ex- 
pression I  have  endeavoured  to  give  to 
the  feelings  which  I  am  sure  you  share, 
and  believe  me  that  what  I  have  said 
comes  thoroughly  from  the  heart. 

Earl  CAIENS  :  My  Lords,  aU  that 
my  noble  and  learned  Friend  has  said, 
all  that  he  could  say,  in  praise  and 
admiration  of  him  who  has  been  taken 
away  from  us,  will,  I  am  sure,  in  this 
House  find  a  response  from  every  one  of 
your  Lordships.  It  has  been  my  lot  to 
have  had  a  long  acquaintance  with  Lord 
Hatherley.  I  well  recollect  the  kind- 
ness which,  as  a  young  man,  I  received 
from  him,  and  I  can  bear  witness  from 
personal  observation  to  the  excellent 
manner  in  which  for  many  years  as  one 
of  the  primary  Judges  of  the  Court  of 
Chancery  he  discharged  the  duties  of 
that  important  office.  EUs  subsequent 
life  has  been  in  the  eyes  of  every  one  of 
your  Lordships ;  and  it  is  not  too  much 
to  say,  now  that  he  is  gone,  that  as  a 
Judge,  as  a  Christian,  as  a  gentleman, 
and  as  a  man,  this  country  has  not  seen, 
and  probably  will  not  see,  anyone  who 
is  his  superior. 

Eabl  GRANVILLE :  My  Lords,  it  is 
certainly  not  necessary  for  me  to  add 
anything  to  the  eulogies  which  have 
been  passed  by  the  two  noble  and 
learned  Lords  upon  one  who  was  so 
great  an  honour  to  this  House  and  to 
the  country ;  but  perhaps  your  Lordships 
will  excuse  me  if  I  add  one  single  word 
of  testimony  to  the  worth  of  one  with 
whom  I  had  the  honour  of  acting  for 
many  years.  I  can  conceive  no  one  who 
in  the  position  of  Lord  Chancellor  could 
have  greater  qualities  to  entitle  him  to 
the  respect  and  attachment  of  his  Col- 
leagues. While  the  most  consistent  poli- 
tician on  the  lines  which  he  had  laid 
down  for  himself,  he  was  one  of  those 
lawyers — and  I  am  happy  to  say  that 
they  exist  in  both  political  Parties  of  the 
State — who,  when  they  attain  to  the 
highest  honours  of  their  Profession,  can 
look  back  upon  a  career  absolutely  un- 
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stained  either  in  public  or  in  private  life. 
One  of  his  most  important  characteristics 
was  that  ho  not  only  pointed  out  diffi- 
culties which  mifcht  occur  in  politics,  but 
he  was  singularly  fertile  in  suggesting 
means  for  remedying  them.  I  feel  sure 
that,  whether  remembered  as  Page  Wood 
or  as  Lord  llathorloy,  his  name  will  re- 
main an  honour  to  his  Profession  and  to 
both  Houses  of  Parliament,  of  which  he 
was  in  turn  so  distinguished  an  orna- 
ment. 

UNION  OF  BENEFICES  (CITY  OF 
LONDON). 

MOTION   FOR   AX   ADDRESS. 

The  Earl  of  ONSLOW,  in  rising  to 
call  attention  to  a  statement  recently' 
published  in  the  "  St.  James's  Gazette" 
purporting  to  be  a  census  of  the  City  of 
London  churches  alleged  to  have  been 
taken  on  the  morning  of  Sunday,  1st 
May,  1881,  by  which  it  appears  that  at 
57  churches,  all  situate  within  one  square 
mile,  with,  according  to  the  Ordnance 
Map,  31,055  sittings,  and,  according  to 
the  Clergy  Directory,  an  annual  income 
of  £40,206,  the  total  present  were  6,731, 
of  which  number  571  were  officials  and 
their  families,  706  choristers  —  mostly 
paid,  227  paupers  for  alms,  and  1,374 
school  children,  leaving  as  general  ordi- 
nary congregations  3,853 — namely,  1 ,227 
men,  1,796  women,  and  830  children; 
also  to  the  present  population  of  the 
City  of  London  (for  which,  in  addition 
to  the  churches,  St.  Paul's  Cathedral  and 
the  Temple  Church  are  also  available) 
compared  with  the  population  in  1801-81; 
and  to  move — 

''That  an  hiimblo  Address  bo  presented  to 
Her  Majesty  praying  that  Her  Majesty  will  bo 
graeiously  pleased  to  issiio  a  Commission  to  in- 
quire into  the  working  of  the  Union  of  Bone- 
iices  Act,  1860,  and  t)io  state  of  the  several 
ecclesiastical  parishes  in  the  City  of  London 
with  reference  to  thrir  population,  and  to  the 
value  of  the  benefices  attached  to  them,  with  a 
view  to  the  su^pestion  of  such  further  union  of 
benefices,  disposiil  of  the  sitos  of  churches,  and 
ai>plication  of  the  funds  aiisin^  thf>refrom,  as 
may,  with  duo  regard  to  the  architectural  and 
historical  features  of  the  existing  edifices,  be 
more  conducive  to  the  cfficicncv  of  the  Church 
in  the  Metropolis  and  its  vicinity," 

said,  that,  for  his  purpose,  it  would  be 
advisable  to  take  only  those  churches 
which  were  situate  within  the  City  walls, 
as  those  on  the  edge  of  the  City,  sudi  as 
St.  Botolph,  AkliTsgato;  St.  Andrew, 
Holborn;  St.  Brido,    Fleet   Street;  St. 
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Giles,   Cripplegate  ;    and  St.  Botblbh, 
Aldffate,  drew  their  congregationB  nm- 
cipcdly  from  without  the  City.    Takmg, 
then,   those  within  the  City  walli,  it 
would  be  seen  that  of  48  churches  fla 
congre^tions  in  13  did  not  exceed  30; 
in  28  churches  it  did  not  exceed  50 ;  tnl 
in  only  4  did  it  exceed  100.    Theoapi- 
city  of  the  48  churches  was  10  times  tut 
required  for  the  congregation  (exdum 
of  officials).     The  officials,   choriata% 
recipients  of  charity,  and  Bchool  childm 
constituted  three-fourths  of  the  whole 
congregation ;  a  chorister  was  supplied 
for  every  fourth  person,  and  an  offidil 
for  every  six.    The  total  actual  oongre- 
gations  did  not  exceed  more  than  2,800, 
or  an  average  of  48  to  each  cburch ;  the 
stipendiary   portion,    exclusive   of  in- 
cumbents and  curates,  consisted  of  21 
lecturers,  513   choristers,   374  officiili, 
with  their  families,  and  the  emolumenti 
amounted  to  an  average  of  upwards  oi 
£1,000  to  each  church.     These  statistiei 
were  taken  under  the  superintendenee 
of  one  of  the  most  efficient  clerks  and 
accountants  in  the  City,  who  emplo^ 
for  the  purpose  some  80  clerks,  a  body 
far  more  reliable  than  that  of  neceintj 
employed  in  taking  the  Imperial  Ceoini. 
Their  Lordships  were  fully  aware  of 
the  increasing  depletion  of  the  City  it 
night,   which  had   been  going  on  ftr 
many  years ;  but  it  was  not  until  the 
latest  Census  was  lud  on  [the  Table  of 
the  House  that  the  extent  of  this  eodd 
be  fully  appreciated.    And  it  should  be 
borne  in  mind,  in  considering  thefigoiei 
which  he  was  about  to  lay  before  the 
House,  that  a  large  number  of  thoie 
who  were  compelled  to  sleep  in  the  CSfcf 
rarely  lost  an  opportunity  of  absenting 
themselves  from  it  during  the  day  on 
Sunday,  especially  in  summer.     In  the 
year  1801,  the  population  of  the  City 
was  156,859;  in  1811,  it  fell  to  120,909; 
and  did  not  vary  greatly  until    1861, 
when  the  population  was  112,063.    The 
fall  in  the  next  decade  was  rapid.    In 
1871,  there  were  only  74,897  ;  and  the 
recent  Census  showed   that  that    had 
fallen  still  further  to  50,526,  of  whom 
only  18,712  resided  within  the  City  walls. 
During  the  same  period  the  population 
around  London  had  been  increasing  at 
a  marvellous  pace.     He  would  not  enter 
into    the  statistics  of    the    East  End, 
knowing  that  the  spiritual  wants  of  that 
population  might  be  safely  left  in  the 
hands  of  the  right  rev.   Prelate  (the 
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Bishop  of  London),  further  than  to  say 
that,  with  the  exception  of  Hankney, 
the  districts  in  the  East,  such  as  Shore- 
ditch,  Whitechapel,  and  St.  George's  in 
the  East,  showed  a  slight  decrease  of 
from  2  to  9  per  cent.    If  they  turned  to 
the  South  and  West  of  London,  and  to 
the  county  of  Surrey,  in  which  he  (the 
Earl  of  Onslow)  resided,  and  of  whose 
miritual  necessities  he  might,  therefore, 
claim  to  have  some   knowledge,  they 
would  find  that  the  increase  had  been 
stupendous.    In  the  districts  of  Fulham, 
Hampstead,  Wandsworth,  and  Kensing- 
ton the  increase  had  been  198,  137, 186, 
and  85  per  cent  respectively ;  and,  in  the 
registration  district  of  Fulham,  the  in- 
crease had  been  50,000 ;  while  in  that 
of  Battersea  it  had  increased  by  54,000, 
nearly  exactly  doubling  the  population 
of  1871,  and  the  increase  being  greater 
in  that  one  district  alone,   within   10 
years,  than  in  the  whole  popidation  of 
the  entire  City  of  London.  South  London, 
hitherto  the  centre  o{  the  market  gar- 
dening   industry,    was    now  becoming 
covered  with  a  mushroom-like  g^wth  of 
small  bow-windowed  houses,  inhabited 
by  that  class,  almost  exclusively,  whose 
daily  avocations  lay  in  the  City.     He 
knew  of  one  contractor,  and  that  only 
one  of  many,  who  had  contracted  to 
build   1,000  of  these   houses,   turning 
them  out  at  the  rate  of  four  a-week, 
which  were  filled  before  they  were  dry, 
often  with  two  families.    It  should  be 
observed  that  while  the  area  of  the 
Metropolis  North  of  the  Thames  covered 
50  square  miles,  the  area  South  of  the 
river  covered  68  ;  and  that  while  the  in- 
crease of  the  population  in  the  20  years 
from  1851-71  for  the  entire  Metropolis 
was  at  the  rate  of  31  per  cent,  the  in- 
crease in  the  Southern  part  of  it  had 
been  at  the  rate  of  57.     It  should  also 
be  known  that  while  the  increase  in  the 
rateable  value  in  the  Metropolis  might 
be  calculated  to  be  three  times  greater 
than  the  increase  of  population,  in  the 
South  of  London  it  was  at  the  rate  of 
127  per  cent,  against  104  per  cent  for 
the  entire  Metropolis,  while  the  increase 
from    1871    to   1881  had  been  in  still 
greater   proportion.    The  Metropolitan 
counties   showed  no  exception  to  that 
growth,    that  of  Surrey  being  no  less 
than  1,344,000  in  the  decade.    It  could 
scarcely    be    supposed    that    spiritual 
provision   could  have  kept  pace   with 
that  gigftu^o  increase.     It  was  esti- 
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mated  by  the  Secretary  to  the  Bishop  of 
Bochestor's  Fund  that  at  least  four 
churches  should  be  built  immediately, 
and  an  endowment  of  £10,000  a-year 
secured  to  give  church  accommodation 
and  spiritual  ministration  to  the  popu- 
lation of  South  London  in  that  diocese. 
It  was  impossible  that  the  inhabitants  of 
these  houses,  hardly  able  as  they  were 
to  pay  their  rent,  could  find  the  funds 
necessary  for  the  purpose  of  erecting 
and  endowing  additional  churches ;  what 
more  natural,  therefore,  than  that  the 
endowments  of  the  empty  Oity  churches 
should  follow  those  for  whose  good  they 
were  intended  to  their  new  homes  ?  He 
did  not  wish  it  to  be  supposed  that  no 
efforts  had  been  made  in  this  direction ; 
on  the  contrary,  the  most  rev.  Prelate 
and  the  right  rev.  Prelate,  during  their 
Presidencies  over  the  See  of  London, 
had  both  done  their  utmost  to  lessen 
these  anomalies.  The  right  rev.  Pre- 
late had  succeeded  in  diverting  a  sum 
of  £5,500  a-year  for  church  purposes 
without  the  City ;  nor  had  the  nght  rev. 
Bench  been  less  active  in  Parliament. 
In  the  year  1860  a  Bill  was  brought  in 
by  the  most  rev.  Prelate  for  the  union 
of  benefices,  the  opponents  to  which, 
however,  succeeded,  ere  it  passed  into 
law,  in  introducing  clauses  with,  he  (the 
Earl  of  Onslow)  believed,  the  avowed 
design  of  impeding  the  objects  which 
were  sought  to  be  obtained.  The  pro- 
cess under  this  Act  might  thus  be  de- 
scribed— The  Bishop  of  London  issued 
a  Commission  to  certain  Commissioners ; 
they  made  a  return  to  him  as  to  the 
terms  of  the  proposed  union.  Those 
proposals  were  then  completed,  and 
submitted  to  the  Ecclesiastical  Commis- 
sioners for  consideration.  When  these 
proposals  came  before  the  Ecclesiastical 
Commissioners,  they  had  had  the  gene- 
ral assent  of  the  Vestries,  and  of  the 
patrons,  and  of  the  Bishop  of  the  Diocese. 
The  Ecclesiastical  Commissioners  then 
considered  the  proposals  which  were  put 
before  them ;  and  if  they  thought  thidy 
were  consistent  with  the  provisions  of 
the  Act,  and  could  properly  be  carried 
out,  they  expressed  their  approval  of 
them,  either  with  or  without  modifica- 
tions, and  then  copies  of  that  scheme 
were  sent  to  the  Vestries  and  to  the 
patrons  of  the  cures  affected.  They 
were  allowed  two  months  under  the  Act 
to  consider  any  alterations  or  modifica- 
tions which  the  Ecclesiastical  Commis- 
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sioners  might  have  inserted  ;  and  when 
their  replies  were  received,  the  scheme 
was  again  brought  up  before  them, 
and  when  the  necessary  assents  were 
g^ven,  or  the  objections  overruled,  the 
scheme  was,  by  direction  of  the  Board, 
laid  before  Parliament,  and  after  the 
expiration  of  a  period  of  two  months 
from  that  time,  the  sealed  copy  was 
sent  to  the  Privy  Council  Office  with  a 
view  to  ratification  by  Her  Majesty. 
When  the  scheme  had  been  ratified  and 
published  in  The  London  Oatette^  the 
subsequent  proceedings  in  carr}dng  out 
the  terms  of  the  union  commenced. 
The  consents  contemplated  by  the  17th 
section  of  the  Act  being  obtained,  the 
first  process  generally  was  the  removal 
of  the  fittings  of  the  church  which 
was  to  be  pulled  down,  taking  care 
of  the  sacramental  plate,  the  font. 
Communion  table,  and  all  things  which 
were  not  to  be  sold,  and  then  the  ar- 
rangement for  the  removal  and  re- in- 
terment of  the  human  remains  which 
were  under  the  church.  That  was 
usually  a  very  long  process,  and  when 
everything  of  that  kind  was  complete, 
then  the  sale  of  the  site  took  place. 
Their  Lordships  would  observe  that  it 
was  necessary  to  conciliate  two  bodies 
whose  veto  was  absolute.  The  first  and 
most  diffictdt  to  deal  with  was  the  Vestry, 
a  body  which  had  passed  into  a  proverb 
for  narrow-mindedness  and  incapacity  for 
organization.  The  length  of  time  also 
necessary  for  the  completion  of  the 
scheme  frequently  allowed  of  a  complete 
change  in  the  constitution  of  that  body, 
which  was  at  all  times  a  small  one,  and 
swayed  by  the  minds  of  one  or  two  of  its 
more  active  members.  With  the  patrons 
of  the  livings  less  difficulty  might  be 
experienced  in  the  City  than  elsewhere, 
inasmuch  [as  they  were,  for  the  most 
part,  what  he  might  term  public  bodies. 
The  patronage  was  thus  disposed  of. 

In  the  gift  of— 


Bishop  of  London 
Dean  and  Chapter  of  8t.  PauFs 
Archbishop  of  Canterbury 
Lord  Chancellor 

Drapers'  Company  . 
Grocers'  Company  . 
Mercers'  Company  . 
Merchant  Taylors'  Company      1,260 


950 
813 
165 


£ 

10,584 

5,565 

4,240 

4.081 


Five  Trustees  for  St.  Olave's,  Hart 

Street     

Parishioners 

The  Earl  of  Onslow 


3,178 

2,100 
1,511 


Crown  .        , 

Corporation  of  London 
Dean  and  Chapter  of  Westminster   . 
Dean  and  Chapter  of  Canterbury 
BaUiol  College,  Oxford    .        .    340 
St.  John's  College,  Oxford        .    560 


I 

Mil 
1,111 
1,106 
1,M4 


Corpus  Christi  College,  Cam- 
bridge   ....    684 
Magdalen  College,  Cambridge      292 

Simeon's  Trustees    .... 

Eton  College 

Committee    of   St.    Benet's    Welsh 

Church 

St.  Bartholomew's  Hospital 

Six  Private  Patrons. 

Duke  of  Buccleuch    .  1,096 

Trustees  of  W.  Phillips     .  850 

Mrs.  Birch  400 

H.  G.  Watkins  ...  225 

Sir  Henry  Peek,  Bart.,  M.P.  200 

Mm.  Storketh  (Reprs.)  140 


871 

m 

341 

3M 


2,910 


£41,814 

He  believed  that  if  some  power  weit 
given  to  override  the  caprice  of  the  Veo* 
tries  far  more   might    be    done  tliaa 
hitherto  had  been  effected ;  for  it  oould 
not  be  denied  that  self-interest  was  tb 
ruling    spirit    amongst    these   bodiei, 
which  was  clearly  exemplified  in  tha 
case  of  the  union  of  St.  Benet's,  Otio»- 
church    Street,  with  another  benefiM. 
In  that  instance,  the  scheme  was  ii- 
sented  to,  gazetted,  and  became  lav; 
but  then,  under  the  17th  section  of  tha 
Act — where  four  consents  of  Her  Hi- 
jesty's  subjects  were  required,  after  ihe 
had  signed  it,  to  the  pulling  down  of  tin 
church — the  late  Archdeacon  of  Londoa 
exercised  his  veto  on  the  church  coming 
down,  and  the  reason  was  because  it  wti 
not  to  be  sold  bv  tender,  he  objectiiig 
to  having  it  sold  by  auction ;  the  conie- 
quence  of  his  refusal  was  tliat  they  wert 
obliged  to  have  a  supplementary  Bchemi 
to  change   ** auction*'  into  "tender." 
The  parishioners  then    woke    up  and 
said — *'Well,  but  now    we  will  have 
something ;  we  will  not  give  our  conseBt 
to  the  supplementary  scheme,   unletf 
£4,000  is  given  to  us  as  a  reparation 
fund ; "  and  it  was  obliged  to  be  given. 
Then  they  said—**  We  will  stand  out 
that  the  Commissioners  of  Sewers  shall 
have  these  two  frontages  for  nothing ; " 
that  was  resisted ;    a  long  battle  wai 
fought  as  to  what  the  money  should  be ; 
ultimately  they  agreed  to   £8,000,  to 
that  it  was    calcmated    tiiat    £12,000 
must  have  been  the  loss  to  the  chiuoh. 
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He  believed  that  if  a  Boyal  Commis- 
rion  was  granted  which  could  con- 
sider the  Oity  parishes  as  a  whole,  and 
which  would  have  the  public  confi- 
dence, they  might  recommend  a  large 
Bcheme  for  the  union  of  benefices,  select- 
ing at  once  those  churches  which,  from 
their  historical  or  architectural  interest, 
should  not  be  touched,  forming  them  into 
mother  churches  for  groups  of  parishes, 
to  serve  a  real,  not  a  phantom,  popu- 
lation, and,  where  that  might  not  be 
the  ease,  they  might  transfer  their 
wealthy  endowments — leaving  sufficient 
to  repair  the  fabrics — to  some  of  the  ad- 
jacent districts,  whose  spiritual  destitu- 
tion he  had  pointed  out.  Thus  those 
who  worked  in  the  City  by  day,  and  for 
whom  these  endowments  were  intended, 
would  derive  the  benefit  from  them 
to  which  they  were  entitled,  while  a 
principal  weapon  would  be  removed 
m>m  the  enemies  of  the  Church  of  Eng- 
land as  to  the  alleged  gpreat  waste  of  her 
rich  possessions.  He  begged,  in  con- 
clusion, to  move  the  Besolution  of  which 
he  had  given  Notice. 

Jfovidf  that  an  humble  Address  be  presented 
to  Her  Majesty  praying  that  Her  Majesty  will 
be  gracionsly  pleased  to  issue  a  Commission  to 
iaqaire  into  the  working  of  the  Union  of  Bene- 
fices Act,  1860,  and  the  state  of  the  several 
ecclesiastical  parishes  in  the  City  of  London 
with  reference  to  their  population  and  to  the 
Tslae  of  the  benefices  attached  to  them,  with  a 
riew  to  the  suggestion  of  such  further  union  of 
benefices,  diroosal  of  the  sites  of  churches,  and 
application  of  the  funds  arising  therefrom,  as 
may,  with  due  regard  to  the  architectural  and 
historicfli  features  of  the  existing  edifices,  be 
more  condncive  to  the  efficiency  of  the  church 
in  the  metropolis  and  its  yicimtj.^ {The  Earj 
of  Onslow.) 

YisoouNT  MIDLETON  said,  he  quite 
concurred  in  the  sentiment  that  this  was 
a  question  that  could  only  be  dealt  with 
by  a  Bill  in  Parliament.  Thera  could 
be  no  question  that  in  the  City  of  London 
there  was  g^at  waste  of  ecclesiastical 
power.  They  had  there  a  large  number 
of  churches  with  no  congregations  to  fill 
them  on  the  Sunday.  For  years  the 
population  of  the  Oity  had  been  steadily 
diminishing,  and  that  of  the  suburbs 
increasing.  There  were  very  few  clergy- 
men of  such  exceptional  abilities  as  to 
tempt  the  people  back  to  the  Oity 
churches  from  their  residences  in  the 
suburbs.  So  far  as  regarded  the  Union  of 
Benefices  Act,  the  machinery  was  of  far 
too  cumbrous  a  character  to  render  it 
workable,  ^nd  the  result  was  that  no- 


thing had  been  done  under  it  which  was 
worthy  of  the  name  of  reform.  He  con- 
fessed that  his  experience  was  that 
unless  the  recommendations  of  Boyal 
Commissions  were  backed  up  by  the  aid 
of  the  Oovernment  they  very  often 
failed  in  their  object.  In  point  of  fact, 
the  success  or  failure  of  a  Boyal  Com- 
mission depended  very  much  on  the 
encouragement  given  to  them  by  the 
Government  of  the  day,  and  he  in- 
stanced the  case  of  the  Alkali  Commis- 
sion as  an  example.  In  regard  to  the 
present  question,  he  pointed  out  that  a 
very  larse  amount  of  evidence  had 
already  been  taken  on  the  subject. 
There  had  been  an  attempt  to  introduce 
a  general  measure  by  a  private  Member 
in  the  other  House ;  but  they  all  kne  v 
how  very  little  chance  a  private  Mem- 
ber had  of  getting  a  Bill  through  un- 
less the  subject  had  the  hearty  sympathy 
of  the  Government.  He  would  suggest 
that  if  Her  Majesty's  Government  saw 
its  way  to  supporting  any  measure  on 
this  question,  the  Ecclesiastical  Bench 
were  well  able  to  deal  with  it.  He 
thought  that  a  Bill  dealing  with  the 
question  would  be  a  more  satisfactory 
solution  than  the  issue  of  another  Boyal 
Commission;  but  if  the  Government 
thought  otherwise,  if  they  wished  to  be 
fortified  with  another  Boyal  Commis- 
sion, then  he  should  support  it  in  pre- 
ference to  nothing  being  done.  At  all 
events,  looking  at  the  great  importance 
of  the  question,  he  hoped  that  it  would 
be  dealt  with  at  no  distant  date. 

The  Bishop  of  LONDON  said,  he 
shotdd  have  preferred  to  have  the  matter 
left  over  until  another  Session  of  Par- 
liament, when  something  practical  might 
be  done ;  but  as  the  subject  had  been 
brought  forward  he  could  not  avoid 
offering  a  few  words  on  the  question. 
The  population  of  the  Oity  of  London 
had  been  reduced  to  52,000,  which  was 
900  less  than  the  increase  of  only  one 
of  the  parishes  referred  to — that  of 
Kensington,  and  for  that  population 
there  were  60  churches.  But  even  the 
sleeping  population  was  much  larger 
than  the  average  Sunday  population, 
for  a  large  number  of  those  who  lived 
in  the  Oity  left  it  on  the  Sunday.  Mean- 
while the  population  of  the  suburbs  had 
increased  enormously ;  and  whole  towns 
had  been  built  and  inhabited  by  artizans 
and  others  of  a  class  quite  unable  to 
provide  themselves  with  churches  and 

B  2 


4S7 


Union  of  BsneficM 


(LOBDS} 


(^City  of  London),  488 


rlerg}-.  The  action  of  the  Union  of 
Benefices  Act  had  done  Rometliing  to 
cause  this  disproportion.  Of  the  70 
churches  in  the  City  nino  had  been  re- 
moved and  12  built  in  the  suburbs  en- 
tirely, and  eight  others  materially  aided. 
But  the  Act  was  too  cumbrous  to  work 
effectually  and  required  two  many  con- 
sents. It  was  said  that  if  these  City 
churches  were  properly  served,  and  if 
the  services  in  them  were  made  attrac- 
tive, they  would  bo  filled.  Those  who 
argued  thus  pointed  to  St.  Paul's  as 
an  example.  But  it  must  be  borne 
in  mind  that  there  was  a  limit  to  the 
supply,  and  if  the  population  went  to 
fill  one  church  another  church  must 
suffer.  Others  deprecated  any  attempt 
to  reduce  the  number  of  the  churches 
on  the  ground  that  they  were  ornaments 
to  the  City  of  London ;  but  he  ventured 
to  say  that  a  large  proportion  of  the  60 
City  churches  were  passed  by  hundreds 
and  thousands  of  people  who  never  ob- 
served that  they  were  churches  at  all. 
The  question  then  was — Could  it  be 
maintained  that  this  large  number  of 
churches,  with  a  diminished  surrounding 
population,  should  be  left  untouched, 
while  the  wants  of  the  increasing  suburbs 
were  so  great  ?  The  great  difficulty,  as 
had  been  stated  by  the  noble  Earl,  was 
as  to  the  rights  of  the  incumbents,  and 
others  interested  in  the  maintenance  of 
the  churches.  All  these  had  vetoes. 
In  consequence  of  the  difficulties  thus 
interposed,  there  was  hardly  any  means 
of  dealing  with  the  City  churches  at 
all.  The  present  state  of  things,  how- 
ever, was  acting  injuriously  to  the 
Church,  inasmuch  as  it  prevented  many 
who  were  willing  to  assist  in  Church 
extension  from  giving  that  help  while 
there  existed  that  disproportion  of 
churches  to  population  that  was  seen  in 
the  City  of  London.  But  he  ventured 
to  doubt  whether  a  Koyal  Commission 
would  expedite  a  settlement  of  the  ques- 
tion. The  proceedings  of  a  Commission 
would  cause  much  delay ;  the  facts  were 
already  known,  and  the  question  was 
one  which  should  be  settled  as  soon 
as  possible.  In  his  view,  the  best  way 
to  deal  with  it  was  by  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment. He  trusted  that  next  Session  the 
question  would  be  taken  up  by  the  Go- 
vernment, when,  it  was  to  be  hoped, 
more  time  could  bo  devoted  to  such  a 
subject  than  could  possibly  be  expected 
now,  and  he  hoped  that  they  would  then 
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arrive  at  some  settlement  of  this  difficult 
question.  He  quite  agreed  that  tliej 
ought  to  proceed  on  one  general  plan, 
and  pointed  out  that  a  Bill  founded  on 
that  basis,  which  he  introduced  in  1873, 
was  considered  by  a  Select  Committee, 
and  passed  their  Lordships'  House.  If 
any  Bill  was  again  brought  in,  be  hoped 
tliat  it  would  deal  with  the  qaestion  by 
way  of  a  general  scheme. 

TuE  Archbishop  of  CANTEEBUET 
said,  he  felt  called  upon  to  defend  the 
ecclesiastical  patrons  of  benefices  in  the 
City  of  London  from  any  charge  of  oppoe- 
ing  difficulties  in  the  way  of  settlingthii 
question.  It  was  a  great  mistake  to  rap- 
pose  that  the  ecclesiastical  patrons  &•  a 
body  were  opposed  to  the  union  of  bene- 
fices allowed  by  the  Act  of  1 860.  Certainly 
he  could  speak  on  that  point  for  the  right 
rev.  Prelate  the  (Bishop  of  London)  and 
himself.  Never,  so  far  as  he  knew,  had 
they  offered  any  objection  to  the  removal 
of  City  churches  which  were  not  required, 
and  the  erection  of  them  where  they 
were  much  wanted.  On  the  contrary,  pw- 
haps  it  was  worth  noting,  considering 
the  use  that  had  been  made  of  theee 
statistics  elsewhere,  to  call  attention  to 
the  fact  that  all  movements  for  the  im- 

grovement  of  the  City  in  this  respect 
ad  emanated  from  the  Episcopal  BeneL 
It  was  found  by  experience  that  no  im- 
provement could  be  effected  when  the 
origination  of  the  movement  was  left  to 
the  Vestry,  because  the  oontrollingpover 
of  the  Vestry  was  generally  the  Yestiy 
clerk,  and  as  the  Vestry  clerk  was  v^ 
unwilling  that  his  parish  should  disap- 
pear, it  was  very  difficult  indeed  to  ^ 
a  Vestry  to  move  in  the  matter.     He 
was  quite  sure  of  this — that  every  well- 
wisher  of  the  Church  of  England  wai 
desirous  to  see  such  an  anomaly  as  the 
noble  Earl  had  so  well  pointed  out  re- 
moved, consistently  with  the  principlei 
of  justice.     At  the  same  time,  he  ought 
to  remark  that  the  effect  of  the  Act  for 
the  Union  of  Benefices  had  been  that 
10  churches  in  the  City  had  been  re- 
moved in  20  years,  which  was  a  con- 
siderable result,  and  the  funds  derived 
from  the  removal  had  formed  a  fund  to 
erect  12,  and  partly  eight  more,  in  the 
suburbs.      The  existing  law  might  be 
cumbrous ;  but  he  did  not  think  it  wae 
much  more  cumbrous  than  the  necessities 
of  the  case,  except  in  the  number  of 
consents,  required.     The .  difficulty  was 
that  the  churches  had  to  be  dealt  with 
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one  by  one.  He  did  not  think  a  Oom- 
misaion  could  add  anything  to  the  infor- 
mation that  had  already  been  obtained. 
What  was  wanted  was  a  yigorous  effort, 
if  he  might  be  allowed  to  say  so,  on  the 
part  of  those  who  had  the  control  of 
I^arliament,  to  carry  this  question  to 
a  solution.  There  was  no  slowness  on 
the  part  of  the  Episcopal  Bench  or  the 
clergy,  though  there  might,  no  doubt, 
be  interested  persons  who  were  not  will- 
ing that  their  uvings  should  be  interfered 
with  during  their  own  lifetime;  but 
there  was  great  slowness  on  the  part  of 
Parliament  in  adopting  a  general  mea- 
sure. The  matter  required  to  be  dealt 
with  cautiously.  He  thought  that  the 
only  mode  in  which  much  could  be  done, 
under  the  difficulties  of  the  case,  would 
be  by  the  GK>yemment  introducing  some 
such  measure  as  had  been  suggested 
by  his  right  rev.  Brother. 

Lord  HOUGHTON  said,  that,  looking 
at  the  question  from  an  aesthetic  point 
of  yiew,  it  was  a  great  pity  that  these 
fine  old  architectural  edifices,  some  of 
which  were  products  of  the  genius  of  Bir 
Ghristopher  Wren  and  other  eminent 
architects,  should  be  pulled  down  and 
ruthlessly  destroyed.  He  thought  it 
would  be  a  good  plan,  if  any  of  these 
churches  were  found  not  to  be  requisite 
for  religious  services,  to  put  them  to 
other  uses,  and  especially  to  make 
them  available  for  educational  pur- 
poses. He  believed  the  School  Board 
for  London,  if  they  were  banded  over 
to  that  body,  could  utilize  them  to  great 
advantage  in  the  promotion  of  higher 
education  in  the  Metropolis. 

Eabl  OEANYILLE  agreed  that  the 
noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of  Onslow)  had 
raised  a  very  useful  discussion,  and  had 
adduced  facts  tending  primd  foci*  in 
fiftvour  of  an  alteration  of  the  existing 
law.  He  thought,  however,  it  was  not 
probable,  after  the  discussion  that  had 
taken  place,  that  the  noble  Earl  would 
earry  the  question  to  a  division.  He 
agreed  in  almost  all  that  the  noble  Earl 
and  those  who  followed  him  had  said, 
but  thought  he  had  been  fully  answered 
bythedifiSculties  which  had  been  pointed 
out  by  hifi  ri^ht  rev.  and  most  rev. 
Friends.  No  <£)ubt  the  evil  was  a  great 
and  increasing  one ;  but  he  very  much 
doubted  whether  the  mere  fact  of  ap- 
pointing a  Commission  would  tend  to 
expedite  legislation  on  it,  because  that 
was  oertaimy  not  his  experience  with 
respect  to  otitier  Bills ;  and  considering 


that  this  subject  had  been  on  more  than 
one  occasion  referred  to  a  Committee,  he 
thought  it  would  be  worse  than  useless 
to  send  it  to  another.  There  were 
several  views  to  be  taken  of  this  sub- 
ject. There  was  the  sentimental  and 
easthetic,  so  well  represented  by  his 
noble  Friend  (Lord  Houghton)  and  those 
who  agreed  with  him,  who  thought  the 
churches  might  be  utilized  for  other  pur- 
poses. If  it  could  be  shown  that  of  a 
certain  number  of  churches  some  were 
absolutely  useless  for  religious  purposes, 
but  could  be  made  use  of  for  very  im- 
portant moral  purposes,  he,  for  one,  cer- 
tainly would  not  object.  There  was, 
however,  this  difficulty  in  the  way  of  the 
suggestion  of  his  noble  Friend  (Lord 
Houghton),  that  if  there  were  no  people 
to  go  to  church  there  would  be  noboidy 
to  go  to  school.  It  appeared,  moreover, 
that  the  greatest  difficulty  was  with  the 
Yestry  clerks,  and  he  doubted  whether 
the  Eeport  of  a  Boyal  Commission  would 
have  very  great  effect  upon  them.  It 
had  been  suggested  that  the  Qovemment 
should  deal  with  the  question.  This  was 
not  a  very  opportune  moment  for  making 
that  suggestion,  and  certainly  he  could 
give  no  undertaking  in  the  matter.  To 
him  it  seemed  that  the  question  was  one 
which  would  most  fitly  be  dealt  with  by 
those  persons  who  took  an  intelligent 
view  of  it,  such  as  had  been  expressed 
in  the  House  that  night,  communicating 
with  the  right  rev.  Bench.  Any  pro- 
posals that  might  be  made  as  a  result 
would  not  meet  with  discouragement 
from  the  Government. 

LoBD  DENMAN  said,  the  riffht  rev. 
Prelate  (the  Bishop  of  London)  nad  ex- 
pressed a  wish  for  something  practicable. 
He  (Lord  Denman)  could  recollect  the 
removal  of  a  house  stone  by  stone  and 
timber  by  timber  to  a  distance  of  three 
miles;  and  he  thought  that  churches 
might  be  removed  to  the  more  healthy 
places  to  which  City  congregations  had 
migrated,  and  even  their  ministers  go 
with  them. 

The  Marquess  of  SAUSBUEY  said, 
he  thought  their  Lordships  would  share 
his  opinion  that  the  speech  in  which  the 
noble  Earl  had  introduced  this  question 
was  most  interesting.  Nevertheless,  the 
state  of  mind  of  noble  Lords  was  rather 
nebulous  in  regard  to  the  question.  They 
all  desired  some  improvement  in  the 
present  state  of  things;  but  even  the 
noble  Earl  himself  (ud  not  appear  to 
perceive  more  clearly  than  the  rest  of 
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the  House  the  precise  mode  in  which 
that  improvoment  could  bo  made.  He 
■would  not,  therefore,  express  any  opi- 
nion on  the  p^eneral  fiubjoct;  but  he 
agreed  with  the  most  rev.  Primate  that 
the  difficulty  had  always  been  the  Yestry 
and  the  Vestry  clerk.  A  letter  had  been 
pent  to  him  by  the  Rev.  W.  J.  Hall, 
President  of  Sion  College,  who  took 
very  grave  exceptions  to  the  kind  of 
evidence  on  which  this  movement  was 
based.  The  rev.  gentleman  said  that 
in  the  Eeturn  125  was  given  as  the 
number  of  his  congregation.  The 
rev.  gentleman  demurred  to  the  census 
being  taken  exclusively  on  Sunday  morn- 
ing, and  stated  that  the  number  of  at- 
tendances in  his  church  in  the  years 
1876,  1877,  1878,  1879,  and  1880,  were 
1 17,500.  These  figures  showed  a  yearly 
average  of  23,500,  or  a  weekly  attend- 
ance of  something  like  450  persons, 
which  wotdd  not  seem  an  inadequate 
number  for  the  spiritual  ministrations 
of  a  single  incumbent.  He  did  not  ven- 
ture to  state  any  opinion  in  opposition 
to  that  which  both  spiritual  and  tempo- 
ral Members  of  that  House  had  ex- 
pressed as  to  the  existence  of  a  grievance 
which  required  redress;  but  he  had 
merelv  said  these  few  words  in  order  to 
impress  on  their  Lordships'  minds  that 
these  statistics  ought  to  bo  received  with 
care. 

Motion  (by  leave  of  the  House)  tcith- 
drawn. 

AFHICA  (WEST  COAST)— MORTALITY 

AT  THE  (4()LD  COAST. 

QUESXIOX.      OiiWERVATIOXS. 

Visct)UNT  BUEY  asked.  Whether  it 
is  the  fact  that  there  has  been  during 
the  Spring  much  mortality  and  sick- 
ness among  the  troops  stationed  at  the 
Gold  Coast,  particularly  in  the  2nd  West 
India  Regiment ;  whether  such  mortality 
and  sickness  is  not  greatly  aggravated 
by  unhealthy  quarters  and  by  road  mak- 
ing during  the  hottest  hours  of  the  day ; 
and  whether  any  steps  havo  been  taken 
to  prevent  tlie  recurrence  of  such  of  these 
evils  as  are  due  to  preventable  causes  ? 
The  noble  Lord  said  that  he  had  the 
evidence  of  eye  witnesses  that  the  regi- 
ment refeiTod  to  arrived  at  the  Gold 
Coast  at  the  rainy  season  of  the  year, 
no  preparations  having  been  made  lor 
them ;  and  that  they  were  quartered  in 
the  worst  part  of  the  town — the  sanitary 
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condition  of  which  was  frightful.  The 
consequence  was  that  fever  broke  oat, 
and  that  great  hardships  were  endured 
by  both  officers  and  men.  It  had  been 
stated  by  Mr.  Childors  that  the  man  had 
been  put  under  canvas,  and  that  the 
health  of  the  regiment  had  since  been 
better ;  but  he  (Viscount  Bury)  was  in- 
formed that  the  climate  did  not  allow  of 
men  being  put  under  canvas,  andthtt 
as  soon  as  they  were  so  quartered  ths 
medical  authorities  were  chiefly  exer- 
cised in  devising  means  for  getting  them 
out  of  it.  Ho  was  also  told  that  troopi 
were  landed  on  the  Gold  Coast  at  a  sea- 
son when  they  could  not  be  employed 
up  the  country,  and  when  they  might 
perfectly  well  be  detained  at  St.  Helena, 
only  a  few  days  distant.  And  not  only, 
ho  believed,  were  the  troops  made  to 
work  in  the  hottest  part  of  the  day,  but 
they  wore  not  allowed  to  carnr  umbrel- 
las or  other  head  coverings,  although  the 
thermometer  stood  at  over  100  degrees 
in  the  shade.  The  rationing  of  the  trooper 
too,  he  imderstood,  was  unsatisfactoij. 
Necessaries  were  so  dear  that  the  li. 
a-day  allowed  to  the  men  was  not 
enough ;  and  animals  sent  from  Siena 
Leone  for  their  consumption  were  in 
such  a  diseased  state  that  the  men  re* 
fused  to  eat  them.  Of  course,  he  did  not 
impute  any  blame  to  the  Government 
for  this  state  of  things,  which  was  no 
doubt  due  to  the  action  of  officers  on  the 
spot ;  but  ho  should  be  glad  to  hearfiom 
the  noble  Earl  opposite  how  matters 
really  stood.  He  felt  it  was  his  duty  to 
ask  these  Questions,  and  he  believed  the 
lives  of  Her  Majesty's  troops  were  deal 
to  their  liordships  on  both  sides  of  the 
House. 

The  Earl  of  MORLEY  said,  that  the 
welfare  of  our  troops  must  always  be  a 
subject  of  great  interest.  In  answering 
his  noble  Friend,  he  would  recall  to  his 
mind  that  when  the  troops  were  sent  to 
the  Gold  Const  fears  existed  that  diffi- 
culties would  arise  between  ourselves 
and  tlie  King  of  Ashantee.  It  was  con- 
sequentl}'  necessary  to  send  a  large  body 
of  men  to  that  Colony,  and  the  Govern- 
ment telegraphed  to  the  West  Indies 
that  the  2nd  West  India  Eogiment  must 
proceed  to  Africa  without  delay.  It  was 
not  possible  to  detain  the  troops  at  St 
Helena,  because  it  was  anticipated  that 
an  attack  might  be  made  on  our  Colony. 
It  was  not  a  question  of  sending  troops 
into  the  interior,  for  it  would  have  been 
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difficult,  if  not  impossible,  at  that  sea* 
son  of  the  year  to  send  troops  into  the 
jttDgle ;  but  it  was  a  question  of  defend- 
mg  the  possessions  of  Her  Majesty  at 
the  Coast.  He  ventured  to  say  that  the 
prompt  presence  of  the  troops  which 
were  ordered  to  repair  to  the  Colony  had 
a  most  useful  and  quieting  effect.  There 
was  undoubtedly  considerable  mortality 
among  the  troops,  the  cUmate  on  the 
coast,  always  unhealthy,  being  specially 
80  when  they  were  there.  But  in  the 
2nd  West  India  Begiment  only  one  offi- 
cer died  in  April.  It  was  true  that  out 
of  55  officers  21  were  on  leave.  The 
barrack  accommodation  in  the  Colony 
was  limited,  and  the  troops  had  there- 
fore to  be  housed  in  Fantee  towns,  in 
huts,  and  under  canvas.  In  the  early 
days  of  the  month  of  April  the  sanitary 
condition  of  the  Fantee  towns  was  pro- 
nounced to  be  very  bad  by  the  principal 
medical  officer,  and  the  troops  had  to  be 
removed  firom  them,  and  placed  under 
canvas.  The  malaria  fevers  which  pre- 
vailed in  April  and  May  attacked  the 
men  when  they  were  in  tents  with  less 
violence  than  when  they  were  in  the 
Fantee  towns.  The  medical  officers 
would  call  the  attention  of  the  local 
authorities  to  the  desirability  of  trying 
to  mitigate  the  unhealthiness  of  the 
Colony.  In  a  case  of  great  emergency 
it  was,  of  course,  impossible  to  make 
provisions  which  should  be  absolutely 
satisfactory  in  so  unhealthy  a  quarter. 
With  regard  to  the  question  of  supplies, 
he  had  to  say  that  as  soon  as  the  tele- 
gram was  despatched  ordering  the  de- 
parture of  the  2nd  West  India  Begiment, 
orders  were  also  given  for  the  despatch 
of  a  large  quantity  of  supplies,  which 
arrived  at  the  Colony  on  March  12,  and 
were  landed  on  the  17th.  The  2nd 
West  India  Begiment  did  not  arrive 
until  March  19.  The  supplies  consisted 
of  preserved  meats,  biscuits,  lime-juice, 
and  other  stores.  In  fact,  there  were 
abundant  supplies  in  addition  to  those 
sent  from  Sierra  Leone.  Supplies  and 
cattle  were  also  sent  from  Sierra  Leone. 
It  was  known  that  some  of  the  cattle  on 
that  coast  was  unhealthy ;  but  the  fact 
that  the  consumption  of  fresh  meat  by 
the  troops  at  the  Gold  Coast  increased 
in  each  month  during  their  stay  there 
proved  conclusively  that  the  disease  was 
not  so  general  as  the  noble  Viscount 
assumed,  and  that  there  were  a  consider- 
able number  of  cattle  which  were  not 


unfit  for  food.  Another  point  that 
had  been  raised  referred  to  the  route* 
marching  of  the  troops,  and  their  em- 
ployment in  road-making.  Well,  on 
May  8,  the  officer  in  command  of  the 
troops  said  he  had  discontinued  route- 
marching,  as  in  their  delicate  state  of 
health  it  was  trying  to  officers  and  men. 
The  road-making,  he  said,  would  con- 
tinue, for  the  working  parties  were 
healthy,  and  worked  willingly  for  the 
extra  pay  which  they  earned.  It  was 
dear  from  these  statements  that  the  offi- 
cer in  command  was  not  immindful  of 
the  health  of  his  troops.  The  garrison 
at  the  Gold  Coast  was  now  almost  re- 
duced to  its  normal  strength.  The  head- 
quarters of  the  2nd  West  India  Begi- 
ment left  the  Gold  Coast  for  the  West 
Indies  on  June  16.  He  did  not  deny 
that  troops  ran  great  risk  of  disease  and 
fever  on  the  Gold  Coast,  especially  in 
the  unhealthy  seasons.  No  one,  how- 
ever, could  be  held  responsible  for  the 
illness  which  had  prevailed.  It  was  the 
result  of  natural  causes,  and  causes 
which,  under  those  circumstances,  were 
unavoidable.  He  would  only  add,  in 
conclusion,  that  on  the  occasion  to  which 
the  Question  of  the  noble  Viscount  re- 
ferred most  valuable  services  were  ren- 
dered by  the  troops  which  were  de- 
spatched to  the  Gold  Coast,  for  though 
they  not  called  upon  to  take  the  field 
their  presence  not  improbably  prevented 
serious  complications. 

The  Dukb  of  BICHMOND  and 
GOBDON  said,  the  question  was  not 
as  to  the  time  when  the  supplies  arrived 
at  the  Gold  Coast,  but  as  to  the  time 
when  they  were  issued  to  the  troops. 
According  to  the  information  which  nis 
noble  Friend  (Viscount  Bury)  had  re- 
ceived, there  were  no  stores  issued 
during  the  months  of  March  and  April. 
As  the  question  was  a  very  serious  one, 
it  would  be  satisfactory  to  ascertain  whe- 
ther these  stores  when  they  arrived  were 
immediately  issued,  or  at  what  time  they 
were  issued. 

The  Earl  of  CARNARVON  said,  he 
should  like  to  have  a  more  full  and  cate- 
gorical reply  to  the  question  raised  by 
the  noble  Duke  who  had  just  sat  down. 
If  there  was  any  truth  in  the  allegations 
of  the  noble  Lord  who  had  brought  this 
subject  before  their  Lordships,  a  serious 
case,  not  only  of  mismanagement,  but 
of  corruption  could  be  based  upon  the 
charges    which    he    made.      All    who 
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knew  anything  of  the  circumstances  of 
the  Gold  Coast  must  be  aware  that  it 
was  almost,  if  not  quite,  the  most  un- 
healthy station  to  which  troops  could  be 
sent.  Though  in  recent  years  there  had 
been  an  improvement  in  the  general 
health  of  the  White  population  on  the 
coast,  no  one  could  doubt  that  the  health 
of  troops  hastily  moved  to  that  Colony 
for  special  purposes  must  be  very  se- 
riously jeopardized.  When  he  was  at 
the  Colonial  Office  he  had  in  view  some 
arrangements  as  to  barracks;  and  he 
should  recommend  to  the  Government 
that  such  provision  should  be  made  for 
the  better  accommodation  of  the  troops 
at  the  Gold  Coast  as  might  at  any 
time  be  needed.  So  long  as  we  hold 
that  station,  so  long  should  we  be  ex- 
posed from  time  to  time  to  the  dangera 
of  sudden  and  sometimes  very  serious 
incursions  from  Ashantee  and  elsewhere. 
The  employment  of  any  White  troops  in 
that  part  of  the  world  was  very  unde- 
sirable ;  and,  therefore,  it  should  not  be 
forgotten  that  the  West  India  Begiments 
were  officered  by  Englishmen.  He  hoped 
the  excellent  practice  of  training  a  suffi- 
cient Houssa  force  would  not  be  departed 
from.  So  long  as  they  maintained  that 
force  in  a  state  of  efficiency,  they  would 
1)0  free,  as  a  rule,  from  Ashantee  in- 
vasions ;  but  if  the  force  was  allowed  to 
deteriorate  they  would  always  be  threat- 
ened with  this  danger. 

The  Earl  of  KIMBERLEY  said, 
his  noble  Friend  (the  Earl  of  Morley) 
presumed  that  when  the  stores  arrived 
at  the  Gold  Coast  they  were  distributed ; 
but  special  inquiry  would  be  made.  With 
regard  to  the  general  question  brought 
before  the  House,  he  might  repeat  that 
the  troops  had  been  sent  to  the  Gold 
Coast  to  meet  an  extraordinary  and 
sudden  emergency.  They  had  not  the 
slightest  intimation  of  the  proceedings 
of  the  King  of  Ashantee  until  they 
heard  that  an  Ashantee  invasion  of  the 
Gold  Coast  was  imminent.  They  then 
ordered  troops  to  bo  forwarded  from  the 
West  Indies  without  delay  to  the  Gold 
Coast,  and  a  detachment  also  went 
from  Sierra  Leono.  He  was  bound  to 
say  that  the  troops  sent  there  had  the 
oflect  of  preventing  what  might  have 
been  a  most  dangerous  and  troublesome 
war.  As  to  the  provision  of  the  barracks, 
he  liardly  thought  it  possible  they  could 
build  a  considerable  number  of  barracks 
to  be  kept  there  only  to  bo  used  in  an 
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emergency.  That  would  be  a  gnit 
burden  on  the  Colony.  Before  tOMi 
occurrences  took  place  there  were  not 
more  than  180  men  quartered  th<Bt) 
and  at  present  there  were  not  mm 
than  350,  and  they  would  soon  be  abb 
to  reduce  the  force  to  its  normal  nnmbtf. 
With  regard  to  the  Houssa  foroe,  hk 
noble  Friend  would  be  glad  to  Imv 
that  this  most  valuable  force  wasknl 
up  to  a  high  state  of  efi^enoy.  He  (tM 
Earl  of  Kimberley)  fully  recognised  Ibdt 
value,  and  was  not  likely  to  overiook 
them,  particularly  as  they  wereorgaaind 
while  he  was  in  Office  on  a  former  oooi* 
sion.  The  Houssas  were  men  who  oooU 
be  thoroughly  relied  upon;  they  w«N 
bom  soldiers ;  they  were  temperate  be- 
cause Mahomedans ;  they  were  perfesflf 
faithful  and  amenable  to  disciphne.  (m 
several  occasions  parties  had  been  MOt 
far  into  the  interior  to  recruit,  and  thi 
response  was  always  friendly.  An  it- 
tempt  had  recently  been  made  to  ii^ 
duce  the  Houssas  to  settle  near  the  Gotal^ 
with  their  wives  and  families.  The  rail 
difficulty  was  that  there  was  a  difficult 
in  procuring  a  sufficient  number  of  xv- 
cruits.  As  to  the  Coast,  he  feared  tiu 
climate  and  the  deficiency  of  sanituj 
arrangements  there  would  lead  to  tltt 
loss  of  valuable  officers ;  but  eveiythiflf 
that  was  within  their  power  was  boog 
done  to  remedy  the  evils  which  existed. 

PRESUMPTION  OF  LIFE  (SCOTLAND) 
BILL.- (No.  142.) 
{The  Lard  Wdtwn,) 

SECOND    BEADING. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  Second  Bead- 
ing read. 

Jfoved,  *  *  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2' " 
— ( The  Lord  WaUon.) 

Lord  STANLEY  of  ALDBBLET 
said;  there  were  some  points  in  the  Bill 
on  which  it  would  be  desirable  to  have 
explanations  before  the  Bill  was  passedf 
as  it  appeared  some  persons  might  1)6 
deprived  of  their  property  if  absent, 
even  through  no  fault  of  their  own,  as 
might  easily  happen  to  officers  in  the 
Navy  through  shipwreck. 

Lord  WATSON  said,  that  he  hesi- 
tated to  trouble  the  House,  at  that 
stage,  with  any  details  of  what  was 
purely  a  legal  Bill,  and  that  for  this 
reason — the  Bill  had  passed  througb 
all  its  stages  in  the  other  House^  and 
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was  there  oonsidered  by  a  Select  C6in- 
mittee  oompoeed  of  Scotch  and  English 
lawyers,  who  were  very  well  qualified  to 
deal  with  the  subjeet.  He  quite  con- 
fessed, that  there  were  many  matters 
of  detail  connected  with  the  sereral 
dansee  of  the  Bill  which  required 
grave  consideration,  and  it  certainly 
was  not  his  intention  that  the  mea- 
sure should  be  pressed  through  the 
House  without  receiving  consideration. 
He  could  assure  his  noble  Friend  that 
the  noble  and  learned  Lord  on  the  Wool- 
sack and  the  noble  and  learned  Earl  his 
Predecessor  in  Office  (Earl  Oairns)  had 
both  undertaken  to  consider  the  details 
of  the  Bill  before  it  passed  through 
Committee.  He  should  be  very  happy 
to  receive  communications  on  the  subject 
from  any  quarter,  and  to  consider  them 
before  the  Bill  passed  through  Oom- 

mi1>ttf)A 

Ths'lOBD  CHANCELLOE  said,  that 
the  general  object  of  the  Bill  was  to  lay 
down  rules  as  to  the  period  of  time 
within  which  an  absent  person  might 
be  presumed  to  be  alive.  He  had  no 
hesitation  in  approving  generally  of  the 
Bill ;  but  whetner  any  particular  clauses 
might  require  alteration  was  another 
question. 

Motion  agreed  to  ;  Bill  read  2'  accord- 
ingly, and  eommtUed  to  a  Committee  of 
the  Whole  House  on  Monday  next. 

Hoose  adjourned  at  a  quarter  before 

Eight  o'clock,  till  To-morrow, 

half  past  Ten  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Monday,  II th  July,  1881. 


MINUTES.]— Public  Bilxa  — Resolutions  in 
Committee — Public  Works  Loans  [Advances, 
Bemiwions,  and  Amendment  of  Acts]  * ; 
Publio  Works  (Ireland)  [Remission  of 
Loans]  *, 

Ordered  —  First  Reading — Customs  (Officers)  • 
[210]. 

Seeond  Reitding  —  Regulation  of  the  Forces 
[193]  ;  Turnpike  Acts  Continuance  *  [206]. 

Committee — Land  Law  (Ireland)  [135]— r.p. 

Considered  ae  amended  —  Metropolitan  Open 
Spaces  Act  (1877)  Amendment  *  [9]. 

Withdratvn — Salmon  and  Fresh  Water  Fishe- 
ries* r49j  ;  Parliamentary  Elections  f Corrupt 
and  illegal  Practioes)  PI]:  Free  libraries* 


QUESTIONS. 


POST  OFFICE  (IRELAND)— SUB-POST- 
MASTERS. 

Mb.  EEBINGTON  asked  the  Post- 
master General,  Whether  it  is  true  that 
the  salaries  of  some  of  the  sub-post- 
masters in  Ireland  are,  and  have  been 
for  the  last  twenty  years,  as  low  as  £3 
per  annum,  with  a  very  small  commis- 
sion on  the  sale  of  stamps ;  and  whether 
for  this  sum  they  have  to  attend  their 
offices  from  7  a.m.  to  7  p.m.  on  all  week 
days;  whether  during  the  last  twenty 
years  the  business  of  many  of  these  has 
considerably  increased ;  and,  whether  any 
representations  have  been  made  to  him 
as  to  the  inadequacy  of  this  remunera- 
tion? 

Mb.  FAWCETT  :  Sir,  in  reply  to  my 
hon.  Friend,  I  have  to  state  that  thd 
remuneration  of  sub-postmasters,  not 
only  in  Ireland,  but  in  the  rest  of  the 
United  Kingdom,  partly  depends  upon 
the  amount  of  business  done.  A  com- 
mission is  paid  on  the  sale  of  stamps, 
and  also  upon  the  issue  of  Money  Orders 
and  Postal  Orders,  as  well  as  upon  each 
savings  bank  transaction.  Hitherto  no 
commission  has  been  given,  except  in 
London,  upon  registered  letters.  I  lately 
made  a  proposed  to  the  Treasury  that 
such  a  commission  should  be  given,  and 
I  am  glad  to  be  able  to  say  that  the 
Treasury  have  agpreed  that  in  the  future 
a  commission  shall  be  given  to  sub-post- 
masters and  town  receivers  upon  all 
registered  letters,  whether  issued  or 
deUvered.  The  minimum  salary  of  £3 
a-year,  which  is  received  by  many  sub- 
postmasters,  not  only  in  Ireland,  but 
also  in  the  rest  of  the  United  Kingdom, 
does  not,  it  is  evident,  after  what  has 
just  been  stated,  represent  the  whole 
remuneration  which  they  receive.  As  a 
general  rule,  a  small  portion  only  of 
their  time  is  occupied.  These  post 
offices  are  usually  at  shops,  to  which 
they  attract  additional  business.  At  any 
rate,  whenever  there  is  a  post  office 
vacant,  I  believe  it  is  the  case  that  there 
are  a  great  number  of  applicants  for  the 
appointment. 

NAVY— H.M.8.  "VANGUARD." 

Mb.  O'SULLIVAN  asked  the  Secre- 
tary to  the  Admiralty,  Why  it  was  that 
the  Admiralty  refused  to  give  Captain 
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Ooppin  (the  contractor  for  the  raising  of 
H.M.S.  "Vanguard")  an  extension  of 
time  for  so  doing,  notwithstanding  the 
fact  that  he  wrote  to  say  he  would  pay 
all  expenses  which  may  be  incurred  in 
accordance  with  the  1 6th  clause  of  his 
contract ;  and,  if  they  were  aware  at  the 
time  that  the  contractor  had  laid  out 
over  fifteen  hundred  pounds  in  prepar- 
ing for  this  work  ? 

Mr.  TBEYELYAN:  Sir,  my  hon. 
Friend  will  be  aware  that  this  is  rather 
an  old  story,  the  responsibility  for  which 
rests  with  the  late  Board.     In  May, 

1877,  Captain  Coppin  contracted  to  raise 
the   Vanguard  by  the  31st  of   October, 

1878.  It  was  a  matter  of  importance 
that  the  work  should  be  done  quickly, 
since  the  masts  were  a  g^eat  danger  to 
navigation,  and  u  lightship  had  to  be 
kept  on  the  spot  at  the  expense  of  the 
Admiralty.  On  the  25th  of  August, 
1878,  Captain  Coppin  applied  for  an  ex- 
tension of  time,  and  their  Lordships  de- 
clined, on  the  ground  that — 

"  There  is  no  evidence  whatever  to  prove  that 
progress  has  been  made  in  providing  the  neces- 
sary plant  for  raising  the  ship." 

In  September  Captain  Coppin  applied 
again,  and  was  told  that  he  still  '^  re- 
frained from  giving  any  evidence  of  pre- 
parations made  during  the  past  two 
years."  Then,  on  the  10th  of  October, 
Captain  Coppin  sent  in  a  detail  of 
alleged  expenditure  amounting  to  nearly 
£20,000  ;  but  of  this  over  £18,000  was 
for  the  steamer  Sherhro  and  its  fittings. 
Now,  it  so  happened  that  on  this  very 
10  th  of  October  the  Sherhro  was  ordered 
to  be  sold  by  the  liquidators  of  the 
Salvage  Steamship  Company  \  and  the 
balance  of  Captain  Coppin's  account  was 
of  a  nature  which  did  not  bear  serious 
examination.  Five  hundred  pounds  of 
it  was  for  Captain  Coppin*s  own  time 
and  expenses.  The  fact  is,  that  no  solid 
and  real  work  had  been  done  towards 
raising  the  ship,  and  the  Admiralty  had 
no  choice  but  to  allow  the  contract  to 
expire,  in  order  that  the  masts  might 
be  blown  up  with  gun-cotton,  and  the 
navigation  once  more  rendered  safe, 
which  service  was  carried  out  without 
delay. 

STATE   OF   IRELAND— CAR  OWNERS- 
RENEWAL  OF  LICENCES. 

Mb.  LALOB  asked  Mr.  Attorney  Oe- 
jieral  for  Ireland,  If  he  is  aware  &at  a 

Mr.  0' Sullivan 


copy  of  the  following  Minute  haa  beet 
forwarded  to  respectable  publieant  ii 
the  Queen's  County : — 

'*  Maryborough  Quarter  Seuioiu  Court, 

<'2l8t  Jane,  1881. 

*'  Sub-inspector  Grene  having  repoirted  to  fte 
Bench  that  several  licensed  persons  in  the  dis- 
trict had  since  last  quarter  sessions  obstmdai 
the  constabulary  in  the  discharge  of  their  di^ 
by  refusing  to  lend  them  cars  for  their  oovefw 
ance  on  duty,  the  Chairman  directed  the  siU 
inspector  to  give  notice  to  the  parties  refsiei 
to,  that  their  licences  wonld  not  be  renewed  li 
next  annual  licensing  petty  sessions ; " 

and,  if  magistrates  in  petty  seseioni  ii 
Ireland  have  the  legal  power  to  refoie 
to  renew  the  licences  of  re8peotablepe^ 
sons  because  they  refused  to  lend  on 
hire  their  cars  to  constables  ? 

The  ATTOENEY  OENEBAL  ra 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  :  Sir,  I  find  thM 
the  magistrates  assembled  at  qnaitv 
sessions  at  Maryborough  on  the  21st  of 
June  made  the  Minute  stated  in  tlM 
Question  of  the  hon.  Member,  sabjeet 
to  this  qualification — that  the  rerattl 
referred  to  was  not  a  refusal  to  lend 
cars  to  the  constabulary,  but  a  refattl 
to  hire  them.  Masistrates  in  pet^  lei- 
sions  in  Ireland  nave,  I  apprenend, 
legal  power  to  withhold  their  certificate 
of  *^  good  character  "  from  any  licenied 
publican  keeping  cars  for  public  hixe 
who  is  shown  to  have  assisted  in  ob- 
structing the  constabulary  in  the  dii- 
charge  of  their  legal  duties  by  refiuiiig 
to  hire  them  the  cars  which  he  profeseei 
to  keep  for  hire  by  all  comers.  The  ob- 
ject of  the  Minute  in  question  wae,  no 
doubt,  that  the  police  should  giro  wA 
publicans  due  notice  that  their  appliot- 
tions  for  certificates  of  good  character 
would  be  opposed. 

Mr.  HEALY  asked  whether  the  le- 
fusal  to  give  cars  implied  bad  charac- 
ter? 

The  attorney  GENERAL  loi 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Ljlw)  :  The  refusal  to 
give  cars  tojthe  constabulary  for  the  p1l^ 
pose  of  obstructing  them  in  the  reason- 
able discharge  of  their  duty  would,  I 
think,  be  inconsistent  with  the  mainten- 
ance of  a  good  character. 

TURKEY— THE  LATE  SULTAN  ABOrL 
AZIZ— TRIAL  OF  MIDHAT  PASHA. 

Viscount  FOLKESTONE  (for  Mr. 
Stav£le7  Hill)  asked  the  Under  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  Foreign  A£EeuxBi 
Whether  Her  Msgesiy's  Ambassador  at 
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Constantinople  has  been  instracted  to 
call  the  attention  of  the  Advisers  of  the 
Sultan  to  the  allegations  of  the  grave 
irregularities  in  the  trial  of  Midhat 
Pasna,  and  to  urge  upon  His  Majesty 
that  the  execution  of  that  distinguished 
statesman  upon  the  result  of  such  a  trial 
maj  be  regarded  as  a  judicial  murder 
brought  about  by  political  rivals  ? 

Mb.  M'COAN  asked  the  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  Whe- 
ther the  Christoferides  Effendi,  who 
presided  at  the  recent  trial  of  Midhat 
i^asha,  is  identical  with  the  person  of 
the  same  name  who,  in  May  1871,  was 
an  employe  of  the  Turkish  Ministry  of 
Police  ? 

Sib  CHARLES  W.  DILKE :  Sir,  with 
regard  to  the  first  Question,  I  have  to  say 
that  this  is  a  somewhat  delicate  matter. 
I  have  already  said  that  communications 
are  passing.  Looking  to  the  object  which 
the  hon.  Member  has  in  view,  it  would 
not  be  wise  that  I  should  make  any 
public  statement  at  the  present  time. 
The  second  Question  I  must  answer  in 
the  affirmative. 

Mb.  M'COAN  said,  that  as  the  hon. 
Baronet  had  answered  his  Question  in 
the  affirmative,  he  hoped  the  House 
would  permit  him  to  add  a  short  re- 
joinder to  that  answer.  In  view  of  his 
ability  to  prove  against  Christoferides 
Effendi  the  grossest  corruption  in  other 

S>litical  functions,  he  appealed  to  the 
overnment,  in  the  interests  of  justice 
and  humanify,  to  use  its  influence  with 
the  Turkish  Qovemment  to  procure  for 
Midhat  Pasha  a  new  trial  before  an  im- 
partial tribunal,  or,  at  least,  to  have  him 
banished  to  Europe  instead  of  to  some 
remote  Turkish  Province,  where  his  early 
death  would  be  certain. 


FRANCE— MOBILIZATION  OF  AN  ARMY 

CORPS. 

Mb,  NOETHCOTE  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
If  Her  Majesty's  Government  have  any 
information  as  to  the  truth  of  the  report 
published  in  several  daily  newspapers 
of  the  intention  of  the  French  Govern- 
ment to  mobilise  a  force  of  120^000 
men? 

Sib  OHAELES  W.  DILKE :  Sir,  we 
have  reason  to  believe  that  there  is  no 
intention  on  the  part  of  the  French 
Government  to  mobilize  any  force  at 
aU. 


PROTECTION  OF  PERSON  AND  PRO- 
PERTY  (IRELAND)  ACT,  1881— PRI- 
SONERS UNDER  THE  ACT— TRAVEL. 
LING  EXPENSES, 

Mb.  HEALY  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether,  in  the  case  of  persons  arrested 
under  the  Coercion  Acts,  their  return 
travelling  expenses  have  been  paid  when 
discharged  from  prison  at  a  distance 
from  their  homes ;  if  not,  whether  he 
will  arrange  about  this  in  future  ? 

Mb.  W.  E.  FOESTER,  in  reply,  said, 
that  the  Protection  of  Person  and  Pro- 
perty Act  provided  that  travelling  ex- 
penses should  be  paid  in  the  case  of 
those  prisoners  who  were  discharged  at 
a  distuice*  of  more  than  five  miles  from 
their  homes.  If  the  hon.  Member  knew 
of  any  such  cases  in  which  the  proper 
expenses  had  not  been  allowed,  he 
should  be  glad  to  have  information  on 
the  point. 

PROTECTION  OF  PERSON  AND  PRO- 
PERTY (IRELAND)  ACT,  1881  — PRI- 
SONERS UNDER  THE  ACT— REGULA- 
TIONS AS  TO  VISITORS. 

Mr.  HEALY  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  he  is  aware  that  since  Monday 
last  a  notice  to  the  following  effect  is 
placed  in  the  hands  of  persons  visiting 
their  friends  in  Kilmainham  Prison : — 

"  The  attention  of  visitors  is  requested  to  the 
rule  that  conversation  with,  and  letters  to,  pri- 
soners detained  under  warrant  issued  pursuant 
to  the  Protection  of  Person  and  Property  (Ire. 
land)  Act  should  be  confined  to  business  and 
personal  mattersi  and  that,  in  case  of  political 
matters  being  introduced  into  conversation  by 
visitors  or  prisoners,  the  visit  will  be  brought 
to  a  close. 

"(Signed)        Oovemor. 

"4th  July  1881." 

if  it  is  true  that  a  Member  of  this  House 
was  on  Monday  last  refused  permission 
to  copy  this  notice — first  by  a  warder, 
and  next  by  the  Governor — until  he  in- 
sisted on  his  right  to  do  so,  and  save 
them  the  choice  of  making  himself  a 
copy,  or  temporarily  retaining  for  that 
purpose  the  paper  which  had  been 
placed  in  his  hands;  whether  he  ap- 
proves of  the  original  refosal  of  the 
prison  authorities  to  allow  a  copy  to  be 
made  of  a  document  intended  for  public 
guidance ;  if  its  issue  had  his  knowledge 
and  sanction;  and,  if  he  will  state  which 
of  the  eighteen  rules  made  by  the  Lord 
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Lieutenant  sls  to  tbo  treatment  of  pri- 
soners (dated  14th  March;  is  the  rule 
referred  to  in  the  foregoing  notice  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER,  in  reply,  said, 
he  was  cognizant  of  the  Notice  which 
had  been  placed  in  the  hands  of  persons 
visiting  tncir  friends  in  Kilmainham. 
He  was  also  aware  that  a  Member  of 
the  House  was  refused  permission  to 
copy  this  notice.  Ho  admitted  it  would 
have  been  bettor  if  the  prison  autho- 
rities had  allowed  that  ^lember  to  have 
a  copy  of  the  notice  in  the  first  instance; 
but  he  did  not  think  it  was  a  matter  of 
very  great  consequence.  It  was  a  regu- 
lation which  the  Governor  had  a  right 
to  make. 

Mr.  HEALY  askod  how  it  was  that 
during  the  four  months  the  Act  had 
been  in  operation  no  such  rule  or  regu- 
lation was  thought  necessary  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER  said,  he  could 
only  state  that  it  was  found  necessary 
to  do  this. 

FRENCH  COMMEUCIAL  TKEATIE8. 

Mr.  JACKSON  asked  the  Under  Se« 
cretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  If 
Her  Majesty's  Government  will  ask  per- 
mission to  send  a  representative  of  Eng- 
land to  be  present  at  the  Conference 
about  to  be  lield  to  discuss  the  terms  of 
Commercial  Treaties  between  France 
and  Belgium  ? 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE:  Sir, 
Her  Majesty's  Government  cannot  make 
any  such  proposal,  as  it  would  be  cer- 
tain to  be  declined.  I  have  already 
stated  in  this  House  that  it  would,  I 
believe,  bo  without  precedent  for  a  third 
Power  to  ask  to  take  part  in  commercial 
negotiations  between  two  other  coun- 
tries. If,  however,  the  French  Govern- 
ment were  inclined  to  consent  to  an  exa- 
mination by  delegates  of  the  Powers 
affected  of  the  proposed  specific  duties, 
Her  Majesty's  Government  would  make 
no  objection. 

rnOTECTION  OF  1>EUS0N  AND  FliO- 
PERTY  (IRELAND)  ACT,  1881— NAAS 
GOAL. 

Mu.  LALOR  a.sked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary^ to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
During  how  many  hours  in  the  day, 
and  in  what  amount  of  space,  are  the 
prisoners  who  are  confined  under  the 
Peace  Preservation  Act  in  Naas  Goal 
permitted  to  take  exercise  ? 

Mr,  Realp 


Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER,  in  reply,  nid, 
that  the  prisoners  referred  to  vm 
allowed  to  take  exerciBO  for  four  hom 
a  day,  and  two  hours  of  association  ii 
the  large  hall  of  the  prison. 

PARLIAMENTARY    ELECTIONS  ACT8- 
THE  ELECTION  COMMISSIONS- 
EXPENSES. 

Mb.  H.  H.  FOWLEB  asked  tht  8t- 
cretary  to  the  Treasury,  Whether  lit 
will  lay  upon  the  Table  a  statement  of 
the  costs  of  the  Election  Commisnonii 
showing  the  principal  items,  and  whe- 
ther such  costs  have  been  revised  or 
audited  ? 

Lord  FEEDEEICK  CAVENDISH: 
Sir,  if  my  hon.  Friend  will  move  for  t 
statement  of  the  costs  of  the  Electioi 
Commissions,  showing  the  prind^ 
items,  there  will  be  no  objection  to  gir- 
ing  it.  The  costs  in  each  case  atn 
been  examined  at  the  Treasury  befan 
being  allowed. 

WAYS  AND  MEANS— INLAND  REVENTI 
—AFFIDAVITS  OF  EXECUTORS. 

Mr.  H.  H.  FOWLEE  asked  the  S^ 
cretary  to  the  Treasury,  Whether  tbo 
affidavit  of  executors  disclosing  tbe 
amount  of  tlie  debts  of  their  testator  ii 
not  a  confidential  document  for  the  ei- 
clusive  use  of  the  Eevenue  officials;  and, 
if  so,  if  he  will  state  by  whose  authoritj 
the  contents  of  these  affidavits  are  com" 
municated  to  the  public  press  ? 

LoHu  FEEDEEICK  CAVENDISH: 
Sir,   the   affidavits  referred  to  in  thi 
Question  are  strictly  confidentiaL  Thai 
communication  to  the  Press  would  be 
wholly  unauthorized,  and,  if  made  by 
an  official,  would  render  him  liable  to 
dismissal.      The  subject  is  now  under 
the  consideration  of  the  officials  at  the 
Probate  Eegistry,  with  a  view  to  inBOie 
that  the  particulars  contained  in  the  affi- 
davits are  not  allowed  to  transpire. 

NAVAL  DISCIPLINE  ACT  AMENDMENT 
BILL— FLOGGING. 

Silt  JOHN  HAY  asked  the  Secretarj 
to  the  Admiralty,  Whether  Her  Mt- 
jesty's  Government  will  be  inclined  to 
grant  a  Committee  of  this  House  to  in- 
quire into  the  provisions  of  the  Naval 
Discipline  Act  Amendment  Bill,  in  ac- 
cordance with  the  wish  of  Naval  officer! 
who  are  members  of  both  political  par- 
ties in  this  House,  as  shown  by  the 
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Notice  on  the  Order  Book,  which  there 
has  heen  no  opportunity  to  discuss;  and, 
whether,  seeing  that  the  infliction  of  the 
sentence  of  corporal  punishment  can  be 
suspended  bj  Order  in  Council,  Her 
Majesty's  Goyemment  will,  in  prefer- 
ence, consider  the  prudence  of  so  sus- 
pending it,  rather  than  abolish  entirely 
a  punishment  which,  especially  on  dis- 
tant and  detached  service  and  in  time 
of  war,  is  held  by  many  essential  to  the 
maintenance  of  the  discipline  of  the 
Navy? 

Mb.  TREVELYAN  :  Sir,  with  regard 
to  the  first  part  of  the  Question,  the  Go- 
vernment are  not  willing  to  grant  a  Com- 
mittee which  would  re- open  the  question 
of  corporal  punishment.     That  puuish- 
ment  has  been  abolished  in  the  Army, 
and  the  Government,  as  far  as  in  them 
lies,  have  decided  to  abolish  it  in  the 
Navy.     I  understand  that  the  right  hon. 
and  gallant  Baronet  is  prepared  to  apply 
to  the  Naval  Discipline  Act  Amendment 
Bill  an  amount  of  unfavourable  criticism, 
which  will  take  it  out  of  the  category  of 
measures  which  the  Government  pro- 
posed to  press.     Under  these  circum- 
stances, the  Bill  will  not  be  proceeded 
with  this  year ;  but  a  Circular  Ijetter  will 
at  once  be  written  to  commanders-in- 
chief    and    senior    officers  acquainting 
them  that  all  the  Regulations  authorizing 
the  use  of  the  lash  as  a  summary  punish- 
ment are  to  be  considered  as  cancelled ; 
that  as  the  powers  of  courts  martial  to 
award  sentences  of  flogging  can  only  be 
removed  by  leg^lation,  commanders-in- 
chief  are  to  take  care  that  such  sentences 
are  not  carried  into  effect  without  refer- 
ence to  the  Admiralty  in  each  case ;  and 
that  the  president  of  every  court  martial 
should  be  advised  that  corporal  punish- 
ment should  not  form  part  of  the  sen- 
tence.    This  letter  will,  I  think,  meet 
the  views  of  the  right  hon.  and  gallant 
Member,  as  expressed  in  the  last  part  of 
his  Question. 

8ia  JOHN  HAY  said,  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  conceded  what  he  desired. 

CRIMINAL  LAW— CASE  OF  EDMUND 

GALLEY. 

Sir  EAEDLEY  WILMOT  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 
partment^ Whether  he  has  considered 
the  Memorial  presented  to  him  by  more 
than  5,000  of  the  inhabitants  of  the 
oountgr  of  Devon,  on  behalf  of  the  con- 


vict Edmund  Galley,  to  whom  the  House 
of  Commons  unanimously,  in  1879, 
prayed  Her  Majestv  to  grant  a  free 
pardon  ;  and,  whether  Her  Majesty's 
Government  will  award  him  compensa- 
tion for  his  sufferings  abroad  for  a  period 
of  upwards  of  forty  years,  so  that  he  may 
be  enabled  to  pass  the  residue  of  his  life 
in  his  native  country  ? 

Sir  WILLIAM  HAECOUET :  Yes, 
Sir ;  I  have  seriously  considered  the  Pe- 
tition ;  but,  as  my  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  knows,  this  matter  was  fully  con- 
sidered in  the  House  of  Compions  in 
1879.  After  that  consideration  of  the 
matter,  I  should  not  feel  justified  in 
awarding  the  compensation  to  which  he 
refers.  

Sir  EAEDLEY  WILMOT  said,  that 
in  consequence  of  the  answer  of  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  he 
would  feel  it  his  duty  to  call  attention 
to  the  subject  on  going  into  Committee 
of  Supply. 

ARMY— DEATHS  BY  SUNRTBOKE  AT 
ALDBBSHOT. 

Sir  ALEXANDEE  GOEDON  asked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  If  he 
will  state  the  numbers  of  the  regiments 
to  which  the  three  men  belonged  who 
died  at  Aldershot  of  sunstroke  the  other 
day,  in  consequence  of  those  regiments 
*'  hurrying  the  pace  "  in  their  anxiety  to 
get  back  to  their  lines ;  if  he  will  cause 
the  commanding  officers  of  those  regi- 
ments to  be  reminded  that  anxiety  to  get 
back  to  luncheon  or  dinner  does  not  jus- 
tify them  in  setting  aside  the  General 
Orders  with  respect  to  **  marching " 
which  have  long  been  in  existence  for 
the  safety  and  well-being  of  the  troops ; 
and,  whether  he  will  lay  upon  the  Table 
of  the  House  a  Eetum  showing,  by  re* 
ffiments,  the  total  number  of  men  who 
fell  out  of  the  ranks  on  the  4th  of  July  ? 
He  also  wished  to  ask,  Whether  it  is 
true  that  no  less  than  six  deaths  have 
now  occurred  ? 

Mr.  CHILDEES  :  No,  Sir ;  it  is  not 
true.  In  reply  to  the  Question  of  which 
my  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  has  ffiven 
Notice,  I  have  to  state  that  two  of  the 
three  men  who  died  of  sunstroke  on  the 
4th  instant  belonged  to  the  1st  Battalion 
of  the  Eoyal  West  Surrey  Eegiment 
(the  Queen's),  and  one  to  the  8rd  or 
Militia  Battalion  of  the  Middlesex  Eegi- 
ment. Of  these  three  men,  two  were, 
as  I  stated  the  other  day,  found  on  the 
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inquest  to  be  predisposed  to  sunstrolce, 
by  liabit  of  Dody.  The  instructions 
issued  last  Tuesday  about  exorcisinij  the 
troops  in  hot  weftfher  give,  in  the  opinion. 
of  tlie  Commander-in-Ohiof,  n  sufficient 
warning  to  commanding  officers.  With 
reference  to  tholnnt  part  of  tho  Question, 
I  Reo  no  occasion  to  givo  this  detailed 
Eeturn,  which  would  be  of  no  practical 
value  to  tlie  House.  If  my  hon,  and 
gallant  Friend  will  call  on  me,  lie  ii 
welcome  to  see  the  Botiirns. 


Major  O'BEIENE  asked  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War.  Whether  certain 
actuarial  calculations,  bearing  u[)on  tli 
reconsideration  of  the  Army  Veterinary 
Warrant  of  ItjTS,  and  which  the  late 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  stated  in  the 
IIouBe  of  Commons,  on  the  7th  August 
187'J,  were  necessary  in  order  to  enable 
him  to  form  an  opinion  as  to  the  notea- 
aity  of  altering  the  terms  of  the  Warrant 
in  question,  have  been  completed ;  ami, 
if  so,  has  he  come  tu  any  conclusion  as 
to  the  reasonableness  ol  the  complaints 
of  Army  veterinary  surgeons  as  regards 
the  operation  of  the  Warrant  of  1878, 
and  18  it  contemplated  to  motlify  the 
terms  of  tbe  present  Warrant  so  as  to 
remove  the  disabilities  complained  of? 

Mb.  CHILDERS  :  Sir,  in  reply  to  my 
hon.  and  gallant  Friend's  Question,  I 
find  that  tiie  actuaries'  calculations  to 
which  he  refers  were  completed  in  Sep- 
tember, IS79  ;  but  that  after  considering 
them,  the  late  Government  determined 
not  to  alter  the  Warrant  of  1878. 

AUUY  ESTIMATES-KATAI,  ASD  TIIE 
TRANSVAAL  MILITARY  EXPEXDI- 
TURE. 

Loud  EUSTACE  CECIL  asked  the 
Secretary  of  Stoto  for  War,  Whether, 
antecedent  to  the  approaching  Debate, 
ho  will  place  upon  the  Table  any  Sup- 
plementary Estimate  of  the  Military 
Expenses  incurred  between  the  1st  of 
January  and  the  Ist  of  July  of  the  pre- 
sent year,  together  with  a  statement  of 
the  number  of  Troops  of  all  arms  now 
stationed  in  Natal  and  tho  Transvaal  ? 

Mil.  GUILDERS  :  Sir,  so  far  as  we 
can  at  present  calculate,  and  I  think  that 
our  information  ia  ai^curato,  no  Supple- 
montai7  Estimates  will  be  requireil  fur 
niihtary  expenses  <m  account  of  tlie 
Mr.  VhUderit 


troops  in  Natal  and  the  Transnul  In- 
tween  the  Ist  of  January  and  the  Irtol 
July  instant,  and  we  are  at  preaentMfr 
sidering  with  the  Colonial  Oflice  whit 
reduction  can  be  made,  and  when,  it 
the  garrisons  of  that  part  of  South  Af 
rica.  If  my  noble  Friend  will  move  ftt 
a  statement  of  the  number  of  troop*  not 
in  Natal  and  in  the  Transvaal,  it  ihill 
be  given  without  delay. 


Mb.  O'SUIJTjIVAN  asked  the  CUrf 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lientenut  of 
Ireland,  If  it  is  true  that  the  ahetiff  (f 
the  county  of  Limerick,  accompanied^ 
several  hundred  soldiers  and  poling 
seized  on  twenty-eight  cows,  the  pro- 
perty of  Mr.  Patrick  Browne,  on  tha 
2.1i-d  ultimo,  for  one  year's  rent  dna  to 
Charles  John  Coote ;  whether  four  i» 
spectable  and  substantial  peraone  oflsnd 
the  sheriff  to  go  security  for  tha  ammat 
due  if  the  cows  were  allowed  to  rnnaii 
on  the  farm  until  Mr.  Browne  (who  wu 
undergoing  a  sui^ical  operation  in  Qaii) 
returned  home  ;  whether  the  sheriff  n- 
fused  this  security  ;  and,  if  so,  oould  bs 
state  tho  grounds  on  which  he  did  n; 
did  he  send  the  cows  to  Limerick  Citf, 
a  distance  of  twenty-three  miles,  to  W 
sold,  in  the  place  of  keeping  them  it 
the  local  pound  at  Kilmallock ;  a  it 
true  that  Browne  owed  only  one  yen's 
rent  up  to  last  Oale  day,  and  was  pot  to 
£45  S(.  costs  by  his  landlord,  whioh  k> 
had  to  pay ;  and,  whether  this  innn 
occurred  on  the  same  property  aj  the 
eviction  of  Denis  Murphy  with  his  wi6 
six  children,  which  took  place  in 
iame  parish  last  month  ? 
n,  W.  E.  FORSTER,  in  reply,  wd, 
IS  true  that  the  sub-sheriff  of  Line- 
rick  did  seize  for  one  year's  rent  Ike 
cows  referred  to ;  but  he  was  informed 
it  was  not  a  fact  that  four  reepect- 
able  and  substantial  persona  offered  to 
become  security,  and  that  no  actual  ofi^ 
9f  the  kind  was  made  at  all.  Tha  letl 
facts  were  that  when  the  cattl«  won 
m  to  Killmallock  bv  order  of  tbo 
iihcrilT  some  of  Mr.  Browne's  relt* 
tions  begged  the  principal  local  Land 
Leaguers  to  sign  a  security  for  the  rent ; 
hut  when  it  came  to  a  question  of  aeca- 
rity  they  declined.  "Tbe  cattle  wan 
taken  by  train  to  Limerick.  Had  tke 
cattle  been  kept  in  Kilmallock  swioui 
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distarbanoes  and  riote  might  have  been 
the  result.  Iji  addition  to  paying  the 
year's  rent,  £158,  Mr.  Browne  had  to 
pay  £45  14«.  costs.  It  would  be  more 
correct  to  say  that  Mr.  Browne  was  put 
to  this  extra  expense  by  the  Land  League 
rather  than  by  the  landlord.  He  was 
informed  that  Mr.  Browne  was  a  rich 
and  prosperous  farmer,  holding  under 
more  than  one  landlord,  and  well  able 
to  pay  his  rent.  He  refused  to  pay  the 
rent  at  first  in  obedience  to  the  Land 
League ;  and,  as  Mr.  Browne  was  a  very 
respectable  man,  he  attributed  that  re- 
fusal to  terrorism.  His  reason  for  that 
opinion  was  that  he  was  informed  that 
some  months  ago  Mr.  Browne  was  sus- 
pected of  haying  paid  his  rent,  and  in 
consequence  was  ''Boycotted"  at  market 
and  could  not  sell  his  farm  produce.  On 
another  occasion  his  sons  were  hunted 
through  Kilmallock  by  a  violent  mob, 
because  their  father  was  suspected  of 
paying  his  rent,  and  they  had  to  be 
rescued  by  the  police.  It  was  true  that 
the  seizure  was  made  on  the  same  day 
that  Denis  Murphy  was  put  out  of  the 
farm  of  which  he  took  forcible  posses- 
sion, and  to  which  he  had  no  claim 
whatever. 


PUBLIC  WORKS  DEPARTMENT  (INDIA) 
—THE  CIVIL  ENGINEERS. 

Mb.  CAEBUTT  asked  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  India,  Whether  any  scheme 
for  the  reorganization  of  the  Indian 
Public  Works  Department  is  under  con- 
templation, and  whether  it  would  in  due 
course  be  laid  before  the  House;  and, 
whether  due  consideration  would  in 
any  such  scheme  be  given  to  the  fre- 
quent request  from  the  Ciyil  En^neers 
in  the  service  for  an  amelioration  of 
their  pension  rules,  and  for  equality  of 
treatment  generally  with  officers  of  the 
Soyal  Engineers  in  the  same  service  ? 

The  Marquess  of  HARTINGTON  : 
Sir,  the  question  of  re-organizing  the 
ISngineering  branch  of  the  Public  Works 
Department  in  India  is  now  receiving 
the  consideration  of  the  Home  Govern- 
ment, and  due  attention  will  be  given  to 
representations  which  have  been  made 
in  respect  to  the  pension  rules  and  to 
the  potation  generally  of  the  officers  of 
the  Department.  The  question  will 
form  the  subject  of  communications  be- 
tween the  Secretary  of  State  and  the 
Qoremment   of   India,    and    when    a 


scheme  has  been  settled  there  will  be 
no  objection  to  lay  the  same  before  the 
House. 

PROTECTION   OF    PERSON    AND    PRO- 
PERTY (IRELAND)  ACT,  1881— 
ARRESTS  IN  CORK. 

Mr.  DALY  asked  the  Ohief  Secretary 
to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whe- 
ther it  is  true  that  at  Cork,  on  Monday 
4  th  July,  Mr.  John  O'Connor,  of  that 
city,  was  arrested  under  a  warrant 
charging  him  with  being  suspected  of 
treasonable  practices ;  whether  it  is  true 
that  on  Wednesday  6th  July,  Mr.  Pat- 
rick J.  Murphy,  a  town  councillor  of 
the  borough  of  Cork,  was  arrested  at 
Cork  under  a  warrant  charging  him 
with  being  suspected  of  treasonable 
practices ;  whether  it  is  true  that  the 
treasonable  practices  alleged  against 
these  gentlemen  consisted  in  their  hav- 
ing advised  members  of  the  Eoyal  Irish 
Constabulary  to  resign  their  positions 
in  that  Force,  and  to  emigrate  rather 
than  to  assist  in  evicting  from  their 
homes  their  fellow-countrymen  and  their 
families;  and,  whether,  if  this  be  not 
the  reason  for  those  arrests,  he  will  state 
to  this  House  when  and  on  what  occa- 
sions the  treasonable  practices  were  com- 
mitted on  suspicion  of  being  concerned 
in  which  these  gentlemen  were  arrested? 

Mb.  W.  E.  F0E8TER,  in  reply,  said, 
he  hoped  the  hon.  Member  would  not 
think  it  discourteous  in.  him  if  he  gave 
the  same  answer  to  this  which  he  had 
given  to  similar  Questions — namely,  that 
he  could  not  state  the  grounds.  It  would 
be  found  in  the  Warrant  that  the  per- 
sons named  had  been  arrested  on  rea- 
sonable suspicion. 

Mr.  DALY  wished  to  know  whether 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  answer 
the  concluding  paragpraph  of  his  Ques- 
tion? 

Mb.  W.  E.  EORSTER  said,  he  must 
decline  to  answer  it  further  than  he  had 
done. 

Mr.  DALY  said,  that  as  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  declined  to  answer  the  Ques- 
tion he  should  feel  it  his  duty  to  call 
attention  to  the  subject.  [Crt>«  of 
'*  Order!  "J  He  had  no  desire  to  ob- 
struct Business;  but  any  reasonable 
man  would  think  him  justified  in  rais- 
ing a  question  which  involved  the  liberty 
of  two  of  his  constituents.  [^Renewed 
I  eriei  of  "  Order !  "]    He  would  conclude 
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with  a  Motion.  During  the  present 
Assize  Circuit,  testimony  proceeding 
from  the  Judges  liad  been  given  to  the 
great  im])rovement  wliich  had  taken 
place  in  Ireland;  and  the  testimony  of 
an  unwilling  witness  as  to  the  improved 
demeanour  of  the  people  was  given  by 
the  Irish  Correspondent  of  T)ie  Times  in 
that  morning's  paper.  The  two  men 
who  were  arrested  were  personally 
known  to  himself.  Mr.  O'C-onnor  he 
had  known  for  a  series  of  years,  and  lie 
knew  that  in  honour  and  respectability 
he  need  yield  to  no  man  in  that  Ilouse. 
Mr.  Murphy  was  a  well  known  Council- 
lor in  the  Corporation  of  which  he  (Mr. 
Daly)  was  an  Alderman ;  and,  there- 
fore, he  could  speak  not  only  as  to  his 
respectability,  but  also  to  the  part  he 
haa  taken  in  public  affairs.  He  (Mr. 
Daly)  could  not  but  think,  taking  into 
account  the  improved  state  of  things  in 
the  country,  that  these  arrests  must 
create  in  the  minds  of  many  the  greatest 
apprehension,  for  they  had  no  assurance 
why  or  when  they  might  not  be  deprived 
of  their  liberty  like  these  two  gentlemen. 
The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  had  been 
intrusted  with  extraordinary  power ;  but 
it  was  intrusted  to  him  to  meet  a  state 
of  things  which  it  was  acknowledged  did 
not  exist  now,  if  the  testimony  of  the 
Irish  Judges  was  to  be  accepted.  It 
was  no  answer  for  the  Chief  Secretary  to 
say  he  could  give  no  information.  These 
two  men  would,  perhaps,  lose  their  lives 
from  this  imprisonment,  and  certainly 
would  lose  their  social  position.  Their 
arrest  in  no  way  afforded  any  protection 
to  the  State,  but  would  be  fruitful  in 
keeping  up,  by  intention,  the  agitation 
that  unfortunately  did  exist  in  Ireland. 
He  protested  against  these  arrests  ;  and 
every  Member  who  took  any  interest  in 
Constitutional  liberty  was  bound  to  see 
that  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  answered  the  questions  which 
had  been  asked  in  a  satisfactory  manner, 
lie  begged  to  move  that  the  House  do 
now  adjourn. 

Mr.  PAHNELL  said,  he  rose  to  se- 
cond the  ]Motion  as  a  protest  against  the 
arrest  of  two  of  tlio  most  respectable  men 
in  the  City  of  Cork,  and  against  whom 
the  Government  could  find  no  cause  of 
accusation  whatever  as  regards  their 
connection  with  the  Land  League.  The 
Government,  therefore,  had  taken  refuge 
in  a  charge  of  this  kind,  which  could  be 
trumped  up  against  anybody,  and  the 
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details  of  which  they  refused  to  give.  B 
was  most    desirable    that    the   Hoaai 
should  know  how  this  matter  reitel 
Information  was  not  wanted  when  itwM 
of  a  secret  character,  and  when  it  vh 
desirable  to  keep  it  secret.     They  raeoi^   , 
nized,  to  the  fullest  extent,  the  diioti 
tion  of  the  Chief  Secretary  not  to  gift 
information  where  it  was  likely  to  hil 
to  any  violence  against  the  party  wkp 
had  given  the  information  on  which  thi 
arrest  had  taken  place.     But  theTui 
majority  of  those  imprisoned  under  ihi 
Coercion  Act  had  been  arrested  for  idi 
openly    and    publicly    committed,  tad 
speeches  delivered  on  public  platfonni 
and  in  presence  of  Government  slun^ 
hand  writers.    Therefore,  it  was,  in  tiiflk 
cases,  impossible  that  the  Chief  Seen* 
tary  could  make  the  excuse  which  lit 
advanced  during  the    passing    of  thl 
Coercion  Bill,  that  the  information  mut 
be  kept  secret.    It  was  perfectly  impot- 
sible,  from  the  nature  of  the  case,  thii 
Mr.  O'Connor  or  Mr.  Murphy  could  han 
been  arrested  for  any  secret  offence,  ffii 
hon.   Friend  had  asked  whether  Mr. 
O'Connor  was  arrested  for  the  speed 
he  had  delivered  in  the  presence  of  thl 
Government    shorthand    writers,    and 
which  was  reported  in  all  the  nem- 
papers,  in  which  he  advised  the  Iriak 
Constabulary  to  emigrate ;  and  the  d^ 
tails  for  which  he  asked  were  refused. 
It  was  manifest  to  everybody  that  the 
details  asked  for  in  that  ease— if  tki 
alleged  allegation  in  the  Question  vai 
correct — could  not  endanger  anyone.  Ii 
the  case  of  all  those  highly  respectabb 
men  who  had  been  arrested  in  Ireland, 
the  Government  could  give  the  requinte 
information  without  endangering  in  the 
slightest  degree  the  safety  of  any  indi- 
vidual, because,  in  most  cases,  the  in- 
formation was  derived  from  the  shozt- 
hand  writers  and  the  public  newspapers. 
AVhen   the  Coercion  Act,  which,  thej 
maintained,  was  so  shamefully  abased, 
was  passed,  they  predicted  it  conld  be 
used  for  the  purpose  of  putting  down 
open  combinations,  and  open  and  ad- 
vised  speaking  in  Ireland.     The  Chief 
Secretary  said  he  wanted  it  to  put  down 
*'  village  rufhans  ;  "  but  the  result  had 
justified  their  expectation  that  it  would 
be  used  to  arrest  the  leaders  of  the  Land 
League  in  Ireland.     Mr.  O'Connor  was 
a  man  who  had  done  more  than  anyone 
else  in  Cork  to  prevent  outrages,  and  yet 
he  had  been   arrested  upon  a  yagoe 
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charge.      It  should  be  known  to  the 
world  that  there  were  now  in  prison 
o?6r  200  respectable  men,  and  the  Go- 
vomment  refused  to  give  to  the  House 
the  information  on  which  they  had  been 
arrested.    The  Prime  Minister  had  told 
them  that  every  arrest  would  be  open  to 
challenge  on  the  floor  of  the  House ;  but 
when  they  impugned  the  conduct  of  the 
Chief  Secretly  they  were  told  he  was 
ready  to  meet  any  charge  of  censure 
they  might  move  against  him.    But  the 
&ct  was  they  could  not  support  a  Mo- 
tion of  Censure  without  the  information 
for  which  they  sought    in    vain.      Of 
course,  if  the  Ohief  Secretary  was  con- 
scious that  he  was  abusing  the  powers 
intrusted  to  him,  those  extraordinary 
powers  were  a  most  important  protection 
to  him;  but  he  asked  whether  it  was 
fair  to  those  200  respectable  men — the 
majority  of  whom  he  would  say  were  as 
respectable  as  any  hon.  Member  of  that 
House.     Those  men  were   entitled    to 
know  the  offences  with  which  they  were 
charged,  and  it  was  useless  for  the  Ohief 
Secretary  to  shelter  himself  behind  the 
allegation  that  the  House  had  intrustod 
him  with  the  power  he  possessed.    The 
power  was   intrusted    to  him   to    use 
against  the  ''village  ruffian,''  and  he 
had  used   it  against  town  councillors, 
clergymen,  and  Members  of  Parliament 
— against  anybody  but  those  for  whom 
the  Act  was  passed;  and  they  had  no 
hesitation  in  saying  that,  if  the  truth 
were  known,  it  woidd  be  seen  that  the 
offences  of  those  men  who  were  impri- 
soned were  offences  against  which  the 
Act  was  not  originally  directed.    They 
had  taken  too  little  notice  of  these  out- 
rageous arrests,  and  permitted  the  cha- 
racter of  those  gentlemen  who  were  im- 
prisoned to  be  taken  away  by  the  Ohief 
Secretary.     He  protested  against  the  in- 
formation  which  was  asked  being  so 
persistently  refused  by  the  Ohief  Secre- 
tary. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
*'  That  this  House  do  now  adjourn." — 
{Mr.  Daly.) 

Mn.  W.  E.  FOBSTEB  said,  he  would 
not  enter  into  the  details  asked  by  the 
hon.  Gentlemen ;  but  it  must  not  be  sup- 
posed that  he  admitted  the  correctness 
of  their  statements.  He  acted  thus  in 
the  belief  that,  in  the  opinion  of  the 
House,  he  ought  not  to  enter  into  details. 
He  did  not  admit  the  interpretetion  the 
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hon.  Member  for  the  Oity  of  Oork  (Mr. 
Pamell)  put  upon  what  he  (Mr.  W.  E. 
Forstor)  had  said  at  the  time  the  Ooer- 
cion  Act  was  brought  in,  neither  did  he 
agree  in  his  stetements  with  regard  to 
the  prisoners  themselves.  In  regard  to 
the'two  cases  in  question,  he  did  not  feel 
obliged  to  give  the  special  grounds  for 
the  arrest  of  these  prisoners  any  more 
than  he  did  for  the  others.  He  should 
follow  now  the  course  he  took  on  the 
arrest  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Tipperary 
(Mr.  Dillon) — a  course  which  was  sup- 
ported by  the  majority  of  the  House. 
On  that  occasion  he  stated  that,  when 
the  adjournment  of  the  House  was 
moved,  and  when  the  sense  of  the  House 
could  not  be  definitely  token  on  the  issue 
raised,  the  Oovemment  did  not  think 
they  ought  to  enter  into  any  defence  of 
the  action  they  had  taken ;  but  he  was 
quite  ready  to  defend  that  action  when- 
ever a  definite  charge  was  brought,  and 
the  Oovemment  had  the  opportunity  of 
meeting  it. 

Sib  JOSEPH  M'KENNA.  said,  that, 
in  all  probability,  for  every  guilty  man 
arrested  by  the  Oovemment  there  were 
five  or  six  innocent  men.  The  Question 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  the  Oity  of  Oork 
(Mr.  Daly),  or,  at  any  rate,  the  first 
portion  of  it,  might  reasonably  have 
been  answered  without  any  great  de- 
parture from  the  principles  hitherto 
maintained  by  the  right  hon.  Oentleman. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  did  not  now 
follow  the  course  he  took  on  the  arrest 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Tipperary,  for 
he  then  quoted  from  speeches  which  the 
hon.  Member  had  made. 

Mb.  W.  E.  FOESTER  :  I  did  so  in 
reply  to  a  definite  Question. 

am  JOSEPH  M^KENNA  did  not 
know  whether  the  present  Motion  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  Oity  of  Oork  was 
definite  enough  to  enable  them  to  get  at 
the  root  of  the  complaints  against  Mr. 
John  O'Oonnor  and  Mr.  Patrick  Murphy. 
He  knew  one  of  these  men,  and  was 
sure  he  was  innocent  of  anything  justi- 
fying his  arrest.  His  desire,  and  the 
desire  of  those  who  supported  the  Mo- 
tion, was  to  obtain  sufficient  information 
to  enable  the  friends  of  Mr.  O'Oonnor 
and  Mr.  Murphy  to  prove,  or  at  least 
attempt  to  prove,  and  establish  their 
innocence ;  but  they  could  not  do  so  un- 
less they  were  made  aware  of  the  grounds 
of  suspicion  on  which  they  had  been 
arrested.    These  almost  indiscriminate 
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arrests  were  calculated  to  add  fuel  to  the 
flame  in  Ireland  rather  than  to  ex- 
tinguish it. 

Mr.  JUSTIN  MCCARTHY  said,  the 
Chief  Secretary  had  declined  to  give  in- 
formation on  aMotion  for  the  adjoumpnent 
of  the  House,  and,  only  last  week,  when 
a  noble  Lord  (Viscount  Sandon)  moved 
the  adjournment  of  the  House  because 
the  Government  had  not  furnished  a 
translation  into  English  of  a  document 
already  issued  in  French,  the  Prime 
Minister  said  he  did  not  complain,  be- 
cause the  question  was  one  of  public 
importance,  and  there  was  no  chance  of 
finding  another  opportunity  to  bring  it 
forward.  These  arrests  were  surely 
matters  of  as  much  importance  as  an 
English  translation  of  a  French  docu- 
ment; and  there  was,  therefore,  some 
authority  for  the  Chief  Secretary  to  de- 
viate from  what  he  said  was  his  course, 
and  to  give  some  information  on  the 
Motion  for  Adjournment.  There  was  a 
danger  of  the  House  getting  gradually 
accustomed  to  these  arrests,  and  losing 
sight  of  what  was  involved  in  the  sus- 
pension of  the  Constitution ;  and,  there- 
fore, there  was  good  reason  why  the  at- 
tention of  Members  should  be  emphati- 
cally called  to  each  successive  arrest  when 
it  was  made.  From  day  to  day  there 
were  now  being  arrested  in  Ireland  men 
of  the  highest  character  on  no  stated 
charge,  and  without  any  information 
being  given  to  the  House.  They  ap- 
peared to  be  arrested  not  even  on  the 
suspicion  of  their  having  committed  any 
crime,  but  because  they  were  active 
members  of  the  Land  League,  which 
had  been  authoritatively  declared  to  be 
not  an  illegal  body.  Every  English  Mem- 
ber who  valued  Constitutional  liberty 
ought  to  join  in  protesting  in  some  way 
against  these  arrests.  As  there  was  no 
other  means  of  doing  it,  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers were  driven  to  move  the  adjourn- 
ment of  the  House. 

Mr.  DAWSON  said,  that,  as  a  Mem- 
ber of  the  Municipality  of  Dublin,  he 
thanked  the  hon.  Member  who  was  con- 
nected with  the  Municipality  of  Cork 
for  asking  the  reasons  why  a  member  of 
that  body  had  been  arrested.  It  was 
not  worthy  of  the  Chief  Secretary  to 
take  refuge  in  a  mere  point  of  Order, 
or  to  speak  of  the  absence  of  a  definite 
charge.  Were  he  the  hon.  l^Iember  for 
the  City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Daly)  he  would 
not  allow  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to 
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have  any  such  ezoiue.     If  he  ooqU 
actuate  the  Irish  Party,  if  he  oonldni- 
fiuence  the   Irish  nation,  if  he  audi 
bring  the  Party  to  which  he  belongri 
to  a  sense  of   duty,  he  would  not  be 
content  with  asking  Questions  and  nuk- 
ing Motions  in  that  Houae,  but  woall 
draw  the  attention  of  Europe  to  Ai 
frivolous  nature  of  the  charges  bronieht 
against    Irishmen.     [^A    iaugk.]    Hn. 
Gentlemen  did  not  laugh  when  the  at- 
tention of  Europe  was   directed,  ai  it 
was  at  the  Congress  of  Berlin,  to  tin 
conduct  of  Turkey.    They  did  not  hsaijk 
when  attention  was  drawn  to  the  treiA- 
ment  of  foreign  prisoners.     If  Irelial 
could  only  be  transplanted  into  BolffUtt 
or  Naples — if  they  could  only  sabstxtnti 
in  the  history  of  Ireland  the  name  of 
Mazzini  or  Garibaldi  for  O'Connell,  hos. 
Gentlemen  would  act  very  dififerenttf. 
As  a  member   of  the  Corporation  of 
Dublin,  he  had  to  say  that  he  thanked 
his   hon.   Friend  for  having  had  tin 
courage  and  the  g^d  sense  to  caU  at- 
tention to  the  incarceration  of  one  of 
his  colleagues ;  because,  when  the  Go- 
vernment imprisoned  the  representatiTOi 
of  the  people  of  Ireland  without  trial 
they  dia  a  dangerous,  impolitic,  and  an 
unstatesmanlike  thing.     He  wished  to 
affirm,  as  he  had  done  previously,  that 
the  police  of  Ireland  were  not  preaervon 
of  civil  order,  but  were,  in  every  reapeek, 
a  military  force.    They  were  a  noUa 
body  of  men,  whose  moral  characttr 
deserved  the  warmest  support ;  batthaf 
were  essentially  a  military  force.    Ha 
was  in  the  country  a  few  days  ago,  whea 
he  saw  a  mau  driving  a  horse  and  cait; 
the  man,  as  if  seized  with  a  fit,  fell  £rom 
the  cart,  and  the  horse  moved  on  un- 
attended. There  were  standing  by  threi 
stalwart  policemen,  and  what  did  that 
do  ?    These  guardians  of  civil  order  and 
peace  turned  upon  their  heels,  ran  into 
their  barracks,  and  shut  themselves  np. 
[^    latfffh.']    It  might  be  a  laughable 
matter  for  those  who  wished  to  take  it 
in  a  comic  sense;  but  he  went  to  the 
barracks  and  told  the  police  authoritieB 
that  he  should    bring  the  matter,   if 
necessary,  before  the  notice  of  the  Houae 
of  Commons.     Then  they  condescended 
to  turn  out  and  assist  the  unfortunate 
driver.    This  instance  only  showed  that 
the  police  were  schooled  or  more  inclined 
to  sniff  out  cases  of  treason  than  to  dis- 
charge their  primary  duties,  which  the 
people  of  Ireland  1m  a  light  to  expect 
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from  them.  He  had  great  pleasure  in 
Bnpporting  the  Motion,  and  trusted  every 
subsequent  arrest  of  the  kind  would  be 
followed  by  a  notice  such  as  the  present. 
Me.  O'CONNOE  POWER  said,  he 
was  sorry  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant  was  not  able  to  be  present  on  the 
occasion  of  the  close  of  a  debate  in  the 
House  a  short  time  back  on  a  substan- 
tive Motion  bearing  on  the  question 
now  under  consideration,  because  some 
suggestions  were  made  as  to  what  might 
be  done  in  order  to  allay  the  prevailing 
widespread  suspicion  that  many  inno- 
cent men  had  been  arrested  under  the 
Coercion  Act.  Without  doubt,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was  within  his  right  in 
concealing  from  the  public  the  evidence 
on  which  his  warrants  of  arrest  were 
issued;  but,  at  any  rate,  he  oueht  to 
permit  persons  so  arrested  to  lay  oefore 
him  statements  in  exculpation  of  them- 
selves. In  any  country  subjected  to 
coercive  legislation  there  was  always 
found  a  large  number  of  people  who 
were  willing  to  suspect  and  to  accuse 
people  in  t£e  most  deliberate  manner 
for  considerations  of  the  most  miserable 
kind.  Anyone  who  had  read  the  history 
of  coercion  in  Ireland  must  be  aware 
that  this  was  a  time  peculiarly  suitable 
for  such  persons  to  ply  their  trade,  and 
in  the  case  of  everyone  arrested  under 
this  Act  the  Chief  Secretrary  ought  to 
give  them  the  opportunity  of  meeting 
the  accusation.  Althous^h  he  had  felt 
during  the  present  Session  that  the  Go- 
vernment had  a  great  many  difficulties 
to  contend  with  in  the  government  of 
Ireland,  he  had  never  concealed  his  opi- 
nion, and  never  should,  that  a  Govern- 
ment that  could  not  govern  Ireland 
without  coercion  was  not  entitled  to 
govern  Ireland  at  all,  and  the  sooner 
that  position  was  hammered  into  the 
English  public  mind  the  better  chance 
there  would  be  of  laying  permanently 
the  foundation  of  peace  and  good  order 
between  the  various  classes  of  Irish 
people,  and  peace  and  good- will  between 
the  people  of  Great  Britain  and  Ireland. 
He  appealed,  therefore,  to  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  give  to  every  man  arrested 
under  this  Act  an  opportunity  of  laying 
a  statement  of  his  case  before  the  Vice- 
roy, in  order  that  it  might  be  ascertained 
how  far  the  accusations  on  which  he 
was  arrested  were  really  founded  on  fact 
or  not.     He  considered  the  two  hon. 


Members  for  the  City  of  Cork,  in  oases 
of  this  kind,  had  no  option  but  to  move 
the  adjournment.  They  had  the  advan- 
tage of  being  acquainted  with  the  gen- 
tlemen who  were  the  most  recent  victims 
of  the  Coercion  Act.  They  spoke  from 
personal  knowledge,  and  made  them- 
selves responsible  for  the  characters  of 
the  two  gentlemen .  He  therefore  joined 
them  in  a  Motion  which  was  not  ob- 
structive, but  which,  was  made  with  the 
object  of  eliciting  information  which  he 
thought  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  might 
give  without  impairing  either  law  or 
order  in  Ireland. 

Mr.  T.  p.  G^CGNNOR  said,  he  wished 
to  say  a  word  in  the  interests  of  the 
Liberal  Party.  He  was  a  very  strong 
Liberal  in  his  general  opinions,  and  he 
believed  he  expressed  the  opinions  of 
the  Liberal  Party  generally,  certainly  of 
those  below  the  Gangway,  when  he  said 
that  no  news  could  give  them  more  un- 
alloyed joy  than  the  news  that  the  Ca- 
binet was  rid  of  the  Chief  Secretary. 
[*'  Oh !  "]  He  challenged  any  Radical 
to  deny  that  in  the  opinion  of  the  entire 
Radical  Party,  and  of  all  political  leaders 
of  the  Liberal  Party  throughout  the 
country,  especially  the  North  of  Eng- 
land, the  Chief  Secretary  was  the  ruin 
of  the  Party.  [^'  Oh,"  and  "  Order !  "] 
He  was  sorry  to  see  that  the  Prime 
Minister  at  this  moment  was  not  awake. 
He  believed  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
was  sincerely  anxious  to  do  his  best  ac- 
cording to  his  lights  and  opportunities 
for  Ireland  ;  but  if  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman wanted  to  send  a  real  message  of 
peace  to  Ireland  he  should  insist  on  the 
resignation  of  his  right  hon.  Colleague. 
The  action  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  been  described  in  no  very  flattering 
terms  in  newspaper  articles  signed  with 
the  name  of  the  junior  Member  for  New- 
castle-on-Tyne  (Mr.  Ashton  Dilke),  and 
had  also  been  referred  to  in  a  similar 
sense  by  deputations  of  Northern  Miners' 
Associations,  whose  reports  had  met  with 
the  approval  of  the  Prime  Minister. 
Another  comment  upon  the  conduct  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  to  be 
found  in  the  way  in  which  certain  re- 
spectable ladies — ladies  quite  as  respect- 
able as  the  wives  of  Members  of  this 
House,  and  some  related  by  blood  to  a 
Member  of  that  House — had  been  treated 
by  Major  Clififord  Lloyd,  one  of  the  pets 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  a  magis- 
trate   who    had    dragged  these  ladies 
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through  the  mire  of  a  police  court  for 
no  greater  offence  than  tnat  of  standing 
at  their  own  doors  in  their  native  town. 
Attention  was  called  to  these  proceed- 
ings by  a  Scotchman y  Dr.  Boyd  Kinnoar, 
who  said  they  would  do  credit  to  the 
Third  Section  in  Bussia.  This  Major 
Lloyd  acted  as  policeman,  spy,  and  in- 
former, and  the  next  day  he  changed 
his  garb  and  sat  as  a  judge  in  the  cases 
he  had  himself  instigated.  At  the  trial 
of  these  respectable  ladies  the  policeman 
swore  they  used  insulting  language  to- 
wards him,  and  when  asked  what  it  was 
his  modesty  prevented  him  from  answer- 
ing. Pressed,  however,  for  an  answer, 
he  said  they  called  him  **  Major  Lloyd's 
pet,"  and  that  they  had  obstructed  the 
thoroughfare,  although  it  was  not  stated 
who  had  been  obstructed.  This  was  the 
kind  of  thing  that  was  going  on  in  Ire- 
land, and  which  the  Chief  Secretary 
liked,  encouraged,  and  stimulated.  The 
Chief  Secretary  had  been  warned  against 
sending  this  Major  Lloyd  to  Ireland  on 
the  ground  that  he  was  a  firebrand.  But 
it  was  a  firebrand  that  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary wanted,  in  order  that,  having  set 
Ireland  in  a  blaze,  he  might  the  more 
easily  ride  rough  shod  over  the  Irish 
people.  Things  were  going  on  in  Ire- 
lana  which  were  sufficient  to  make  any 
people  rise  against  the  Ministry,  and 
especially  against  the  Minister  who  per- 
mitted them  to  take  place.  He  was  never 
afraid  to  express  his  opinion  upon  any 
subject ;  and  he  ventured  to  say  that  he 
sincerely  believed  that  there  was  not  a 
man  in  that  House  who  was  more  sin- 
cerely desirous  of  sending  a  message  of 
peace  and  goodwill  to  Ireland  than  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister; but,  notwithstanding  that  fact, 
he  still  permitted  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Chief  Secretary  to  persevere  in 
the  coercive  course  he  had  adopted  to- 
wards the  Irish  people.  It  was  most 
unfortunate  that,  side  by  side  with  the 
Bill  now  before  the  House,  which,  al- 
though it  fell  short  of  the  requirements 
of  the  Irish  people,  would,  when  it  be- 
came law,  have  a  healthy,  beneficial, 
and  tranquillizing  influence,  this  bitter 
memory  and  hate  of  the  Chief  Secretary 
should  be*  allowed   to  grow.     He   ap- 

Eealed  to  the  Prime  Minister,  by  his 
etter  instincts  and  by  his  good  inten- 
tions towards  Ireland,  not  to  estrange, 
but,  if  possible,  to  brin^  the  two  peoples 
closer    together  —  to   bridge  over    the 

J/r.  7.  P.  0'  Connor 


chasm.  [^  laugh  J]  The  hon.  Memhv 
fur  Galway  (Mr.  Mitchell  Heniy) 
laughed ;  but  he  maintained  he  Lad 
done  more  to  bring  the  English  and 
Irish  people  together  than  he  who  nut- 
represented  the  people  of  Galway  liad 
ever  done.  If  the  first  Lord  of  tlM 
Treasury  even  now  said — "  We  wiU 
close  the  bitter  chapter  of  Irish  hiiitoiy, 
and  wo  will  send  a  message  of  confloli- 
tion  to  the  Irish  people  " — it  might  not 
be  too  late  yet  to  bring  about  that  re- 
sult ;  but  the  first  step  in  that  direction 
was  to  do  away  with  the  Minister  who 
was  responsible  for  coercion — the  mm 
who  led  English  opinion  astray  on  tlio 
question — the  man  who  dragged  Ui 
Colleagues  into  the  wretched  miie  of 
coercion — this  must  be  the  holoeauit 
which  must  precede  the  conciliation  of 
the  Irish  people. 

Mb.  J.  N.  EIOHAHDSON  8aid> 
rose  with  great  diffidence,  because  ho 
should  be  sorry  to  fall  out  with  the  hon. 
Memberfor  Galway  (Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor), 
and  because  he  did  not  desire  to  say  a 
word  in  favour  of  coercion.  But  he  did 
not  feel  justified  in  remaining  silent  aitor 
the  language  that  had  been  used  towaidi 
his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Chief  Secretaiy 
for  Ireland.  He  was  not  surprised  thai 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  did  not  satisff 
Irish  ideas;  but  he  believed  that  the 
House  would  be  of  opinion  that  no  moio 
conscientious  statesman  ever  sat  upoa 
the  Treasury  Bench.  The  Prime  Mi- 
nister and  the  Chancellor  of  the  Duchy 
of  Lancaster  might  be  deservedly  praised 
as  the  friends  of  Ireland ;  but  neither  of 
them  had  seen  with  their  own  eyes  the 
misery  and  sufferings  which  had  been 

E reduced  in  Irelana  by  famine  and  by 
ad  laws.  It  was  not  so  with  the  Chid! 
Secretary.  He  had  believed  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  took  Office  last  year  not 
through  any  shuffle  of  the  political  carda, 
but  with  an  honest  and  sincere  desire  to 
carry  through  remedial  legislation  for 
the  Irish  people.  It  was  a  remarkable 
fact  that  before  any  coercive  legislatioiL 
had  been  introduced  into  Ireland  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  been  de- 
nounced in  that  country,  and  that  hia 
name  had  been  associated  with  certain 
ammunition.  He  did  not  think  that  the 
hon.  Member  opposite  would  do  the 
cause  he  advocated  much  good  by  firing 
off  these  severe  and  bitter  shots  across 
the  floor  of  the  House  at  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman. 
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Mb.  FINIGAN  said,  he  had  heard  in 
the  House  that  night  certain  interesting 
Questions  put  with  regard  to  the  fate  of 
Midhat  Pasha  ;  but  when  similar  cir- 
cumstances   to    those    connected    with 
Midhat  Pasha  occurred  in  Ireland,  then 
Englishmen    had    no    interest    in    the 
matter.  He  would  have  thought  that  in 
such  cases  as  those  which  they  were  dis- 
cussing the  Government  would  have  had 
more  than  ordinary  information ;  but  if 
these  men  were  really  guilty  of  treason- 
able practices,   why  did  not  the  Go- 
vernment proceed  against  them  in  the 
ordinary  way  ?    The  Government  could 
easily  have  sought  and  obtained  a  ver- 
dict from  a  jury,  and  that,  no  doubt, 
they  would  have  done,  but  that  they 
knew  the  men  in  question  were  not 
guilty.     The  Irish  Members  had  pro- 
ceeded in   that    way    simply    for    the 
purpose  of  calling  the  attention  of  the 
English  people  to  circumstances  which 
they  would  reprobate  if  carried  out  in 
any  other  country  than  Ireland.     The 
arrests  had  been  a  great  error  on  the 
part  of  the  Chief  Secretary,  who  was  a 
most  mistaken  and  misguided  man  ;  and 
he  had  proved  to  the  present  Ministry, 
as  he  had  proved  to  the  last  Liberal  Mi- 
nistry, its  evil  genius.     Probably,  how- 
ever, the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
not  have  taken  that  course  if  he  had 
not  been  cheated  into  it  by  the  per- 
manent officials  at  Dublin  Castle,  who 
were  fully  as  corrupt  as  the  servants  and 
Ministers  of  the  Sultan,  and  with  them 
no  more  good  would  be  done  in  Ireland 
than  would  be  done  in  Turkey  with  the 
present  officialism.  Until  they  governed 
Ireland  as  they  governed  England — with 
the  consent  of  the  people — they  would 
never  have  that  peace  and  concord  which 
they  all  desired.    If  it  was  decided  that 
this  coercive  policy  should  be  abolished 
at  the  same  time  that  the  Land  Bill  was 
given  to  the  Irish  people  it  might  do 
something,  and  create  confidence  in  this 
Liberal  Ministry,  and  produce  peace  and 
concord  iu  Ireland ;  but  so  long  as  men 
were  arrested  on  mere  suspicion,  with- 
out trial,  the  Government  must  be  con- 
tent to  witness  such  scenes  as  these,  and 
the   continuance  of  the   use  of  every 
method  of    stopping  Public  Business, 
which  the  Bules  of  the  House  permitted. 

Ma.  MACABTNEY  said,  that  refer- 
ence had  been  made  by  hon.  Members 
as  to  the  feelings  of  hostility  that  existed 
in  the  North  of  Ireland  in  reeard  to  the 
Chief  Secretary;  but  he  (Mr.  Macartney) 


wished  to  contradict  such  a  statement,  as 
far  as  the  Party  he  was  identified  with, 
point  blank.  The  opprobious  epithets 
which  had  been  applied  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  never  emanated 
from  the  Conservative  Party  in  Ireland. 
On  the  contrary,  they  regarded  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  tenure  of  Office  with 
great  satisfaction.  Not  that  they  ap- 
proved of  absolutely  everything  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  done;  that 
was,  of  course,  impossible;  but  as  a 
statesman,  as  a  Member  of  the  House, 
and  as  a  man,  they  had  no  stone  to 
throw  at  him.  All  he  could  say  was 
that  it  would  be  impossible  to  expect 
an  honourable  and  sensitive  Gentleman 
to  act  as  Chief  Secretary  if  every  occu- 
pant of  the  post  was  assailed  with  un- 
mitigated hostility  and  the  most  virulent 
attacks. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  On  Motions  of 
this  kind,  which  most  of  us  consider  ille- 
gitimate, a  Member  of  the  Government 
may  as  well  keep  silent,  and  that  is  the 
rule  that  I  have  hitherto  uniformly  acted 
upon ;  but  there  are  occasions  when  that 
is  impossible,  and  then  I  think  my  duty 
takes  the  form  of  saying  what  is  neces- 
sary and  no  more.  I  rise,  therefore,  to 
give  utterance  to  a  single  sentence,  which 
I  think  the  House  will  feel  cannot  be 
dispensed  with  after  the  attacks  that 
have  been  made  upon  my  right  hon. 
Friend.  Admirably  as  my  right  hon. 
Friend  has.  been  vindicated  by  the  hon. 
Member  from  the  North  of  Ireland  (Mr. 
Macartney),  it  would  be  impossible  for 
the  Members  of  the  Government,  and 
for  me  as  their  Bepresentative,  to  allow 
these  attacks  to  pass  over  without  saying 
one  word  in  relation  to  them.  Sir,  I 
cannot  accept  any  of  the  compliments 
given  me  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Gal- 
way  (Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor),  upon  pre- 
tences which  would  be  untrue  and  un- 
founded. And  now,  with  reference  to 
my  right  hon.  Friend,  I  wish  to  say 
simply  these  two  things — that  if  there  is 
anvtlung  severe,  harsh,  or  unwarrant- 
able, either  in  the  powers  which  have 
been  obtained  from  this  House  or  in  the 

f resent  administration  of  the  laws  of 
reland,  he  is  not  one  whit  more  respon- 
sible for  it  than  the  Members  of  the 
Government  to  which  he  belongs,  and 
no  distinction  whatever  can  be  drawn 
between  us  and  him.  And  if,  on  the 
other  hand,  in  the  Bill  now  before  the 
House,  there  is  anything  kindly  or  bene- 
ficial to  the  Irish  people,  there  is  no 
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Mombor  of  the  Government  to  whom  the 
credit  is  in  any  degree  due  more  than  to 
my  right  hon.  Friend. 

Mr.  HEAIiY  said,  he  must  congratu- 
late the  Cliief  Secretary  on  his  defender 
from  the  North  of  Ireland,  a  Gentleman 
who  represented   the  most   aggressive 
form  of  Conservatism,    who  said  that, 
having    watched    his    career    in    past 
years,  he  was  delighted  at  the  appoint- 
ment of  the  right  hon.   Gentleman  to 
the    Irish  Office.      It   was  not    to   be 
wondered  at  that   the   Prime   Minister 
should   endeavour  to   defend  liis  Col- 
league ;  but  he  (Mr.  Healy)  still  wished 
to  know  what  good  the  Chief  Secretary 
had  done,  who  wanted  him,  and  why  he 
was  not  sent  somewhere  away  ?     What 
they  complained   of  was,  not  that  the 
man  was  merely  unfit  for  his  position, 
but  that  he  was   an  absolute  failure. 
[CriM  of  ''Order!"]     It  was  aU  very 
well  for  hon.  Members  to  cry  **  Order  ;*' 
but  the  Irish  people  were  those   who 
were    most    concerned ;    it    was    their 
country  which  was  being  misgoverned ; 
it  was  they  who  felt  where  the   shoe 
pinched.     Ho  begged  to  suggest  to  the 
Prime  Minister  that  there  were  probably 
many  places  in  the  wide  British  Empire 
in  which  the  services  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  be  more  appreciated 
than  they  had  been  in  Ireland.     Why 
not  send  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to 
Hong  Kong?      [CnV*  of  ** Order!"] 
Bulgaria,  he  heard,  was  in  -want  of  a 
King,   and  the   right  hon.  Gentleman 
knew  as  much  of  Bulgaria  as  of  Ire- 
land.    He  had   travelled  there  during 
the  atrocities,  and  perhaps  he  had  im- 
ported some  of  his  experience  into  the 
government  of    Ireland.      One  of  the 
meanest  and   shabbiest  acts  ever  per- 
formed by  a  responsible  Minister  was  the 
arrest  of  these  two  men  on  suspicion  of 
''treasonable  practices,"  but  really  for 
their  connection  with  the  land  agitation. 
One  of  them  he  knew  personally  and  well. 
There  was  not  in  Ireland  a  more  loyal 
man   than   Mr.  J.  O'Connor ;    but  his 
loyalty  was  to  his  countrymen,  the  Irish 
people.     If  such  a  man  had  worked  as 
unflinchingly   for  the    people    of    this 
country,  he  would   not  be   in  a  prison 
cell   at  this   moment.      Some   time  or 
other,  please  God,  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman s  tenure  of  Office  would  run  out, 
and  then  these  men  would  issue  from 
their  cells  and  be  received  with  accla- 
mation by  the  Irish  people  when  the 

Mr,  Gladstone 


right  hon.    (Gentleman    lay   howling. 
["Oh!"] 

Sir  STAFFOED  NOETHCOTE  :  8b, 
I  can  truly  say  I  am  not  anxious  to  pnh 
long  this  discussion.  But  it  is  hmtj 
fit  or  proper  for  me  to  sit  entirely  silent 
and  hear  such  an  abuse  of  the  Enlesof 
the  House,  as  I  consider  this  to  be,  witli- 
out  saying  one  word  by  way  of  protsiL 
The  practice  of  moving  the  adjoummeat 
of  the  House  at  Question  time  has  ft^ 
quently  been  remarked  upon,  and  wd 
deserves  the  consideration  of  the  Hoius. 
But  at  present  we  have  the  practne 
established.  When  there  is  sufficient 
cause  for  discussion,  no  doubt  it  is  n 
arrangement  which  hon.  Members  have 
a  right  to  resort  to.  But  it  is  an  entin 
abuse  even  of  that  privilege  which  is  m 
elastic,  when  it  is  made  the  occasion  for 
the  sort  of  personal  attacks  upon  tlw 
Benches  opposite  to  which  we  have  m 
frequently  listened.  If  hon.  Memben 
have  cause  to  bring  forward  these  ques- 
tions they  can  do  so  at  a  proper  time; 
and  if  they  desire  to  challenge  the  con- 
duct of  the  Government,  I  am  not  hen 
to  say  upon  all  parts  of  their  Irish 
policy,  I  would  defend  it.  But  thii 
sort  of  personal  attack  is  one  whidi 
I  think  deserves  the  reprobation,  and 
certainly  the  disfavour,  of  all  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen. 

Mr.  LE amy  said,  he  wanted  toknov 
how  they  were  to  describe  the  Minister's 
policy  towards  Ireland  if  they  were  not 
to  use  strong  language.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Armagh  (Mr.  J.  N.  Eiehardson] 
had  said  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
was  one  of  the  most  conscientious  Mi- 
nisters that  ever  came  to  Ireland.  That 
also  was  his  opinion  when  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  came  first  to  Ireland ;  but  it 
was  not  his  opinion  now.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  went  to  Ireland  as  the  Sepre- 
soutative  of  a  Liberal  Government.  Bat 
the  Orange  Emergency  Committee,  in  a 
pamphlet  issued  the  other  day,  stated 
that  they  had  induced  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  to  forbid  assemblies  of  people 
at  sales,  and  they  issued/'  a  list  of  farms 
in  Ireland  for  which  Protestant  tenants 
were  required."  It  was  that  prosely- 
tizing spirit  which  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man was  bolstering  up  in  Ireland.  The 
Chief  Secretary,  therefore,  instead  of 
representing  a  Liberal  Ministry  in  Ire- 
land, was  nothing  more  than  the  instru- 
ment of  petty  despots  and  the  tool  in 
the  hands  of  the  Orange  Emergency 
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Committee.  He  did  not  believe,  in  the 
whole  history  of  Ireland,  there  was  an 
instance  of  any  man  having  fallen  so 
suddenly,  swiftly,  and  irretrievably  from 
popular  confidence.  He  did  not  wish  to 
mfuce  any  personal  attack,  he  would  only 
say  that  the  system  of  misgovemment 
in  Ireland  would  shock  hon.  Members 
opposite  if  they  were  only  aware  of  it. 
A  lai^  number  of  Liberal  Members 
stated  at  the  time  of  the  passing  of  the 
Coercion  Act  that  they  voted  for  the 
measure  with  reluctance.  There  was, 
therefore,  every  reason  that  they  should 
see  that  tiie  Act  was  not  carried  out  un- 
furly. 

Mb.  BIOGAE  said,  that  the  right 
hon.  Qentleman  the  Member  for  North 
Devon  (Sir  Stafford  Northcote)  had 
blamed  his  hon.  Friend  for  moving  the 
adjournment  of  the  House.  But  it  was 
not  so  many  days  since  a  noble  Lord 
(Viscount  Sandon),  a  Member  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  Party,  moved 
the  adjournment  of  the  House  on  a 
question  of  not  so  much  importance. 
The  Question  of  the  noble  Lord  was 
only  whether  the  Government   would 

Eublish  a  dear  statistical  Paper.  The 
rish  people  were  tyrannized  over  by  an 
autocrat  who  was  allowed  by  the  House 
to  do  what  he  pleased  without  giving  a 
reason  for  his  conduct.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Armagh  (Mr.  J.  N.  Hichardson) 
stated  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  seen  more  of  the  misery  of  Ireland 
than  any  other  Member  of  the  Govern- 
ment. That  was  a  reason  why  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  should  protect  the  people 
instead  of  making  himself  the  instru- 
ment of  the  landlords.  Under  these 
circumstances,  the  House  would  do  well 
to  agree  to  the  adjournment,  that  the 
Government  might  consider  whether 
they  would  keep  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man as  Chief  Secretary.  Why  did  not 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary resign?  They  talked  of  emi- 
gration— why  did  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man not  emigrate  ?  He  was  told  on  Satur- 
day that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was 
going  to  be  sent  to  India.  He  did  not 
know  whether  that  was  so  or  not,  but 
he  was  delighted  with  the  news.  But 
if  he  were  sent  to  some  much  warmer 
climate  on  thd  recommendation  of  tho 
Commander-in-Chief  of  the  Forces,  he 
would  be  likely  to  receive  a  less  retiring 
pension,  and  be  less  of  a  burden  to  the 
ratepayers. 


Question  put. 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  26  ;  Noes 
305:  Majority  279.— (Div.  List,  No. 
299.) 

EGYPT— SLAVE  TRADE  IN  SOUDAN. 

Mb.  BRETT  asked  the  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  Whe- 
ther, considering  the  great  increase  of 
the  slave  trade  in  the  Soudan,  since  the 
appointment  of  the  present  governor  of 
that  province,  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment will  consent,  first,  to  make  further 
representations  to  the  Khedive  on  the 
subject ;  and,  secondly,  to  appoint  British 
Consuls  at  Khartoum  and  Suakim  ? 

Sib  CHARLES  W.  DILKE:  Sir, 
Her  Majesty's  Qovemment  lose  no  op- 
portunity of  urging  the  Khedive  to  do 
all  in  his  power  to  put  down  the  Slave 
Trade  in  his  Dominions,  and  have  reason 
to  believe  that  His  Highness  is  sincerely 
desirous  of  hastening  its  abolition.  The 
appointment  of  additional  Consular  offi- 
cers is  under  consideration ;  but  it  has 
not  yet  been  finally  decided  whether 
Khartoum  and  Suakim  are  the  places  at 
which  it  would  be  most  desirable  that 
they  should  be  posted. 

TUNIS— ALLEGED  CONFISCATION  OF 
GROUND  BELONGING  TO  THE  ENG- 
LISH  CHURCH. 

The  Eabl  of  BECTIYE  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  If  he  is  aware  that  the  portion 
of  land  adjoining  the  garden  surround- 
ing the  English  church  at  Tunis,  which 
has  been  used  as  a  lawn  tennis  ground 
pending  the  collection  of  funds  for  the 
erection  of  a  parsonage  house  thereon, 
includes  not  only  the  land  allotted  to  the 
British  residents  with  the  Bey's  sanction, 
but  also  a  portion  of  the  land  conveyed 
in  perpetuity  to  the  British  Colony  by  a 
legal  agreement  entered  into  between 
the  Bey  and  the  Bishop  of  GKbraltar ;  if 
he  is  aware  that,  in  reply  to  a  protest 
made  to  M.  Boustan  by  Her  Majesty's 
agent,  the  former  stated  that  he  could 
only  defer  occupation  of  the  |land  afore- 
said for  a  fortoight,  as  M.  Shemmama 
intended  to  commence  building  at  once  ; 
and,  if  Her  Majesty's  Government  will 
instruct  Her  Majesty's  agent  at  Tunis 
to  take  immediate  steps  to  prevent  the 
interests  of  the  legal  owners  being  in 
any  way  prejudiced  by  M.  Shemmama's 
action,  and  to  protest  againstM.Boustan's 
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intended  confiscation  of  tlie  lajid  afore- 
said? 

Sir  CHAELES  W.  DELKE  :  Sir,  I 
have  nothing  to  add  to  the  answer  which 
I  gave  to  the  nohle  Lord's  Question  last 
week.  If  any  land  has  been  transferred 
to  a  French  protected  subject  to  which 
the  British  residents  have  a  claim,  they 
should  represent  the  matter  to  the 
British  Agent  and  Consul  General,  and 
take  proceedings  to  maintain  their  claim 
in  the  Courts  usual  in  such  cases. 

The  Eabl  of  BEOTIVE:  Has  the 
hon.  Member  communicated  with  Her 
Majesty's  Agent  ? 

Sib  CHAELES  W.  DILKE  :  No, 
Sir;  we  have  the  fullest  confidence  in 
his  taking  the  necessary  steps  in  the 
cases  brought  before  him.  He  has  the 
fullest  instructions  to  take  action  in  cases 
of  this  kind. 

TELEGRAPH  ACTS,  1868,  1868,  AND  1878 
—TELEGRAPH  WIRES  OVER  PUBLIC 
THOROUGHFARES. 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  asked  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury,  with  reference  to 
the  responsibility  of  the  local  authorities 
of  the  Metropolis  for  any  mischief  which 
might  result  from  the  fracture  of  tele- 
graph wires,  he  will  state  whether  these 
wires  are  not  vested  in  the  Postmaster 
General  by  Statute ;  and,  if  he  will  also 
state  under  what  Statute  local  authori- 
ties have  a  right  of  interference,  or  the 
power  to  call  on  the  Postmaster  General 
to  remove  any  wires  they  may  consider 
dangerous  to  the  public  safety  ? 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  (Sir 
Henbt  Jambs),  in  reply,  said,  the  Ques- 
tion had  already  been  answered  in  the 
House.  The  matter  was  regulated  by 
three  Acts  of  1863, 1868,  and  1878.  The 
first  of  these  measures  gave  power  to 
the  Telegraph  Companies  to  make  such 
erections,  with  the  consent  of  the  local 
authorities;  and  the  Act  of  1868  trans- 
ferred the  powers  vested  in  the  Tele- 
graph Companies  to  the  Post  Office.  By 
the  Act  of  1878,  if  any  question  arose 
between  the  Postmaster  General  and  the 
local  authorities  with  respect  to  these 
matters  it  was  to  be  settled  by  the  arbi- 
tration of  a  magistrate.  The  local  au- 
thority was  thus  primd  faei$  intrusted 
with  the  safety  of  the  public ;  it  was 
their  duty  to  see  that  the  public  were 
not  exposed  to  danger  in  the  streets  that 
were  vested  in  them. 

The  Earl  of  Bceiivi 


SOUTH  AFRICA— THE  TRANSVAAL— 
THE  RAHiWAY  LOAN. 

Babon  henry  DE  worms  asked 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whether 
Sir  T.  Shepstone  issued  a  proclamation 
on  behalf  of  Her  Majesty's  Government 
on  the  12th  of  April  1877,  which  con- 
tained the  following  words : — 

«  All  bona  fide  concessioiiB  and  contracti 
with  goyemments,  companies,  or  indiridaals 
by  which  the  State  is  now  bound,  will  be 
hononiably  maintained  and  respected,  and  tiie 
payment  of  the  debts  of  the  State  most  be 
provided  for ;  *' 

whether  the  fact  that  Her  Majesty's  Go* 
vemment  propose  to  place  tiie  Trans- 
vaal under  the  suzerainty  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty is  held  to  free  this  Oountiy  from 
the  obligation  of  fulfilling  the  above 
promise.;  whether  he  is  aware  that  the 
Kailway  material  purchased  by  the 
Transvaal  Government  in  1876  for  a 
sum  of  £71,813,  which  was  the  security 
for  the  payment  of  the  principal  and  in- 
terest of  the  Railway  Loan,  has  been 
sold  by  the  authority  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government  for  a  sum  ereatly  below  its 
value,  having  afterwards  been  resold  at 
a  large  profit ;  and,  what  steps  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  propose  to  take  for 
compensating  the  bondholders  for  tiie 
loss  they  have  thereby  sustained  ? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE:  Sir,  the  Question 
of  the  hon.  Member  appears  to  indicate  an 
impression  that  the  words  used  by  Sir 
Theophilus  Shepstone,  which  are  cor- 
rectly quoted,  were  intend^  to  convey  in 
engagement  on  the  part  of  the  British 
Government  with  respect  to  the  Consoli- 
dated Fund;   if  there  be  such  an  im- 
pression, I  believe  it  would  be  an  entire 
misapprehension.  The  engagement  given 
by  Sir  Theophilus  Shepstone  was  given 
entirely  on  behalf  of  the  Oolonial  Qo- 
vemment,  which  had  replaced  the  (}o- 
vemment  of  the  South  African  RepuUio 
as  it  was  called.    The  question  as  to  the 
sale  of  certain  rails  I  can  answer  only 
as  a  matter  of  information,  and  not  as  in 
any  way  clashing  with  what  I  have  jast 
stated.    I  learn  that  the  rails  in  ques- 
tion were  sold  for  the  best  price  that 
could  be  had  for  them,  and  they  weirs 
sold  in  consequence  of  their  being  held 
under  a  lien  to  a  creditor  of  the  Com- 

8 any,  who  had  the  power  to  take  thsnu 
)f  course,  it  has  been  the  duty  of  Her 
Majesty'sGh)vemment  to  look  to  this  mat* 
ter  in  the  communications  now  going  on. 
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The  Oonvention  for  the  setdement  of 
the  Transvaal,  which  will  probably  be 
fligned  in  a  very  short  time  by  the 
Boer  Leaders,  but  which  will  have 
to  be  submitted  for  ratification  to  the 
Yolksraad,  will  contain  provisions  under 
which,  as  I  understand,  it  will  be  de- 
clared that  the  loan  is  a  first  charge  on 
the  revenues  of  the  Transvaal  State. 

COMMERCIAL  TREATY  WITH  FRANCE 
(KEGOTIATIONS). 

Lord  JOHN  MANNEES  asked  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whether  it 
is  true  that  the  French  Government 
have  announced  their  intention  to  ad- 
here to  the  system  of  specific  Duties  as 
the  basis  for  negotiating  a  Commercial 
Treaty  with  this  Country;  and,  if  so, 
whether  Majesty's  Oovernment  propose 
to  accept  that  basis  ? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE:  Sir,  I  understand 
the  French  Government  have  repeatedly 
stated  that  they  insist  on  the  principle 
of  specific  duties.  This  principle  in  itself 
does  not  meet  in  limine  as  a  principle 
with  objection  from  the  British  Govern- 
ment ;  because  it  is  conceivable  that  in 
many  cases  specific  duties  may  be  levied 
so  as  to  represent  and  correspond  very 
fairly  to  the  value ;  but  I  am  bound  to 
add  that  iu  these  cases  those  who  repre- 
sent the  British  Government  are  under 
the  impression  that  if  specific  duties  be 
thus  broadly  insisted  upon,  they  will 
raise  most  formidable  difficulties  in  the 
way  of  a  settlement,  which  our  negotia- 
tors do  not  at  present  see  their  way  to 
surmount. 

COMMISSIONERS  OF  WOODS  AND 
FORESTS—WINDSOR  PARKS  AND 
WOODS. 

Mr.  ARTHUE  O'CONNOR  asked 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whe- 
ther he  will  cause  to  be  laid  upon  the 
Table  of  the  House  a  detailed  statement 
showing  how  the  amounts  of  £5,017 
and  £25,734,  stated  in  the  Abstract  of 
Accounts  of  the  Commissioners  of  Woods 
and  Forests  to  have  been  received  and 
expended  during  the  year  ended  dlst 
Mareh  1881  for  Windsor  Parks  and 
Woods,  are  made  up  ? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE,  in  reply,  said,  he 
believed  the  citation  of  figures  by  the 
hon.  Member  was  a  correct  citation  from 
the  accounts  of  the  Crown  estates ;  but 
they  referred  to  the  year  ending  81st 


March,  1880.  The  whole  details  he 
would  find  at  pages  129  and  128  of  the 
Report  of  the  Commissioners  of  Woods 
for  the  year  1880. 

LAND  LAW  (IRELAND)  BILL— THE 
COURT  OP  COMMISSIONERS. 

Sir  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE :  Sir, 
we  understood  the  other  day  from  the 
Prime  Minister  that  he  would  to-day  be 
able  to  make  a  statement  as  to  Clauses 
31  and  34  in  the  Irish  Land  Bill,  re- 
lating to  the  constitution  of  the  proposed 
Land  Court.  I  want  to  know  if  ne  is 
now  in  a  position  to  give  that  informa- 
tion? 

Mr.  OLADSTONE  :  Sir,  I  am  not  in 
a  position  to  state  with  completeness  the 
particulars  in  which  we  propose  to 
modify  the  clauses  with  respect  to  the 
Court ;  but,  of  course,  there  is  one  point 
on  which  I  can  state  distinctly  the  in- 
tentions of  the  Government  in  explana- 
tion of  what  I  have  previously  said.  I 
used  a  general  expression  that  it  would 
be  in  the  power  of  the  parties  to  pass 
through  the  Civil  Bill  Court  to  the  Com- 
mission; our  meaning  is  that  it  will  be  in 
the  power  of  either  of  the  parties  to  do 
so.  With  respect  to  the  clauses,  what 
we  should  propose  is  this — It  may  pro- 
bably be  found  a  convenient  course  that 
when  we  come  to  any  clause  that  em- 
braces points  that  will  be  modified  by 
us,  we  should  postpone  those  clauses,  and 
finish  the  legislative  clauses,  for  we  have 
yet  remaining  some  important  legisla- 
tive clauses.  We  shall  find  it  convenient 
to  postpone  the  clauses  that  require  to 
be  modified  in  relation  to  the  constitu- 
tion of  the  Court;  and  particularly  it 
will  be  necessary  to  postpone,  undoubt- 
edly and  unconditionally,  the  clause  in 
which  the  Members  of  the  Commission 
will  be  named. 

LAND  LAW  (IRELAND)  BILL— MR. 
PARNELL.— EXPLANATION. 

Mb.  long  said,  he  had  to  ask  the 
indulgence  of  the  House  while  he  made 
a  personal  explanation.  He  very  much 
regretted,  especially  after  the  interrup- 
tion they  had  already  had  to  the  Land 
Bill  that  day,  to  interpose  between  that 
Bill  and  the  House,  ^ut  he  should  not 
detain  the  House  for  more  than  a  few 
minutes,  and  he  was  quite  sure  the 
House  would  extend  to  him  the  kind 
indulgence  which  it  always  did  extend 
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to  Members  who  desired  to  make  expla- 
nations about  anything  said  in  a  pre- 
vious debate.  Perhaps  ho  miglit  remind 
the  House  that  on  the  IGth  of  June,  in 
the  course  of  Committee  on  the  Irish 
Land  Bill,  he  made  a  statement  with 
regard  to  the  management  of  his  estates 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of 
Cork  (Mr.  Parnell).  In  taking  this 
somewhat  unusual  course,  he  had  been 
animated  by  the  feeling  that  it  was  right 
first  of  all  to  vindicato  himself  in  the 
eyes  of  the  House  for  the  statement 
which  he  had  made  ;  and,  secondly,  he 
desired  particularly  that  the  House 
should  thoroughly  understand  the  infor- 
mation upon  which  he  made  those  state- 
ments. In  that  statement  which  he 
made  to  the  House  there  were  two 
errors.  One  of  them  was  an  error  which 
he  committed  at  the  time  from  accident, 
and  it  was  an  error  of  which  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  took  full 
advantage.  When  he  (Mr.  Long)  told 
the  House  that  he  quoted  the  county  in 
which  the  property  was  as  Wicklow, 
instead  of  Carlow,  he  thought  the  House 
would  agree  that  the  mistake  was  not 
of  great  importance,  seeing  that  the  two 
counties  were  only  divided  by  a  small 
river,  and  that  tlie  property  and  resi- 
dence of  the  hon.  Member  for  the  City 
of  Cork  and  the  property  and  residence 
of  his  (Mr.  Long*s)  own  relations — the 
two  people  concerned  in  the  question — 
were  in  Wicklow  and  Carlow  both.  He 
stated  also  that  the  rents  on  this  estate 
had  been  raised  to  an  average  of  70  per 
cent  over  Griffith's  valuation.  That  he 
had  not  an  opportunity  of  proving  at 
the  moment ;  but  he  now  held  in  his 
hand  a  copy  of  the  Landed  Estates 
Court  rental,  and  a  full  copy  of  the 
rents  showing  that  previous  to  the  sale  in 
1873  the  rents  wore  fixed  at  75  per  cent 
above  the  Government  valuation,  and 
also  showing  that  the  average  he  quoted 
was  the  correct  one.  He  next  came  to 
the  more  important  error  which  was 
made  in  the  statement  which  he  had  the 
honour  to  make  to  the  House,  and  that 
was  not  an  error  made  tlirough  any 
fault  of  his  own  ;  but  was  contained  in 
other  information  which  was  given  to 
him  of  a  very  accurate  nature.  He  said 
that  his  property  was  solely  the  property 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork, 
and  the  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of 
Cork  met  that  statement  with  a  deliberate 
denial,  and  he  confessed  that  that  denial 

Mr.  Long 


startled  him  considerably.  After  invei- 
tigating  the  matter,  though  he  thought 
he  did  investigate  it  before,  but  torn 
going  again  fully  into  it,  he  found  ihit 
the  property  in  question  belonged  to  tha 
younger  brother  of  the  hon.  Member  lor 
the  City  of  Cork.  The  facta  were  voj 
brief 

Mb.  PAENELL  said  he  zose  to 
Order.  The  hon.  Member  commenced 
by  sayiug  he  was  going  to  make  a  per 
sonal  explanation,  and  he  now  an- 
nounced that  he  had  discovered  that  the 
property  in  question  belonged  to  hii 
(Mr.  Pamell's)  younger  brother.  He 
submitted  that  if  the  hon.  Member  had 
any  accusation  to  make  ag^ainst  hii 
(Mr.  PamelFs)  younger  brother  with 
regard  to  the  management  of  hia  pro- 
perty, the  hon.  Member  was  not  entitled 
to  do  so  under  cover  of  a  personal  ex- 
planation. The  proper  course,  he  sub- 
mitted, for  the  hon.  Member  to  take  in 
such  circumstances — his  brother  not  be- 
ing absent  from,  but  not  even  a  Member 
of,  that  House — would  be  to  give  Notioe 
of  his  intention  in  order  that  the  person 
accused  might,  if  ho  so  desired,  put  bis 
version  of  the  case  before  the  House. 

Mr.  speaker  :  The  hon.  Member 
for  the  Citv  of  Cork  seems  to  hsTe 
assumed  that  the  hon.  Member  who  u 
in  possession  of  the  House  is  about  to 
make  some  attack  on  hia  younger 
brother.  I  have  no  reason  to  suppoee 
that  that  is  so ;  and,  at  all  events,  untQ 
such  attack  is  made,  it  will  not  be  for 
me  to  interfere. 

Mr.  FINIGAN  rose,  amid  loud  criee 
of  **  Order!*' 

Mr.  speaker  :  If  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Ennis  rises  to  Order,  the  Hooae 
no  doubt  will  hear  him ;  but  he  is  not 
entitled  to  interrupt  the  hon.  Member 
who  is  in  possession  of  the  House. 

Mr.  long,  resuming,  said,  he  would 
set  at  rest  the  suspicions  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  City  of  Cork.  He  had 
no  intention  of  calling  in  question  the 
manner  in  which  the  younger  brother 
of  the  hon.  Member  managed  his  pro- 
perty, and  had  only  alluded  to  him  in 
order  to  express,  in  as  strong  terms  aa 
possible,  the  regret  he  felt  t^at  the  in- 
formation furnished  to  him  should  have 
induced  him  to  say  anything  which  waa 
not  absolutely  correct,  or  to  have  men- 
tioned the  name  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  City  of  Cork,  when  he  ought  to  have 
mentioned  that  of  his  brother.  Xhe  mia- 
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take  of  his  (Mr.  Long's)  informant  had 
arisen  from  the  fact  that  when  the  pro- 
perty was  re-valued  the  elder  accom- 
panied the  younger  brother  in  his  visit 
to  the  tenants  when  the  increased  rent 
was  demanded,  and  the  neighbours  not 
unnaturally  concluded  that  the  elder 
brother  was  the  owner  of  the  estate.  In 
reference  to  the  statement  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  City  of  Oork  that  he 
had  never  sold  any  landed  property  in 
the  counties  of  Wicklow  or  Carlow,  he 
would  venture  to  read  to  the  House  the 
following  letter,  a  copy  of  which  had 
been  supplied  to  him : — 

*'  Avondale,  Rathdram,  September  16, 1874. 

"  Dear  Sir, — If  Mr.  Dick  is  desiroas  of  pur- 
chafung  lota  29  and  30  (Ballinag^ty  and  Blin. 
dennis)  of  my  brother's  estate  in  Carlow,  of 
which  I  have  been  declared  the  purchaser,  I 
should  be  glad  to  learn  what  price  he  is  pre- 
pared to  give  for  these  lots  before  I  conclude 
negotiationa  for  the  sale  of  them  to  another 
party. 

"  I  am,  dear  Sir,  yours  faithfully, 

"Chables  S.  Pabnbll." 


TMr.  Long's)  relative  declined  to 
buy  these  two  lots,  which,  as  he  under- 
stood, were  now  the  property  of  Major 
Newton ;  and  probably  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  City  of  Cork  would  like  to 
say  whether  that  gentleman  bought  the 
property  or  had  it  presented  to  him. 
He  apologized  to  the  House  and  to  the 
hon.  Member  for  having  been  led  into 
any  error,  however  slight,  and  he  was 
wiUing  to  submit  the  information  upon 
which  he  had  furnished  his  statement  to 
any  Member  of  the  House  who  might 
desire  to  see  it. 

Mb.  PABNELL  said,  he  thought  the 
hon.  Member  had  attempted  to  make 
an  attack  'upon  his  younger  brother 
with  reference  to  the  management  of 
his  property.  It  was  no  part  of  his 
basiness  to  defend  his  brother's  manage- 
ment of  his  property.  If  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber repeated  the  charge,  and  vouched 
again  for  its  correctness,  that  the  rents 
of  the  property  belonging  to  his  younger 
brother  were  raised  70  per  cent,  he  sub- 
mitted it  was,  so  far  as  it  went,  an  attack 
upon  his  younger  brother.  Let  him 
explain  to  the  House  that  the  two  lots 
of  land  referred  to  in  the  letter  read  by 
the  hon.  Member  belonged  to  himself, 
BO  nominally  that  he  had  forgotten  about 
the  circumstances,  for  they  only  nomi- 
nally belonged  to  him  for  a  few  weeks. 
At  the  sale  in  1878,  the  solicitor  acting 


for  his  brother  asked  him  to  bid  for  the 
two  lots.  He  did  bid  for  the  two  lots, 
and  they  were  knocked  down  to  him. 
His  brother  asked  him  to  write  the 
letter  referred  to  and  to  transfer  the 
property  to  this  gentleman,  who,  he  be- 
lieved, subsequently  became  owner.  His 
(Mr.  Pamell's)  ownership  was  entirely 
nominal,  and  only  lasted  a  few  weeks. 
He  had  no  concern  whatever  with  the 
management,  and  he  thought  the  hon. 
Member  might  have  mentioned  that  the 
lots  in  question  were  not  connected  with 
any  charge  of  rent  raising.  He  repeated 
what  he  said  before,  that  he  never  sold 
any  property  in  Wicklow  with  the  ex- 
ception of  these  two  lots  of  which  he 
became  nominal  owner  under  the  cir- 
cumstances he  had  stated.  He  did  not 
wish  to  put  himself  forward  as  a  good 
landlord,  for  poor  Irish  landlords  were 
not  usually  the  best  landlords,  and  he 
did  not  happen  to  be  a  rich  man ;  but  he 
had  never  raised  the  rent  of  a  tenant 
70  or  any  other  per  cent, 
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LAND  LAW  (IRELAND)  BILL.— [Bill  136.] 
(Mr,  OladMtone,  Mr,  Fortter,  Mr,  Bright,  Mr, 

Attorney  General  for  Ireland^    Mr,  Solicitor 

General  for  Ireland,) 

COMMITTEE.      [tWENTY-FOTTRTH   NIGHT.] 

[Progress  %th  July,'] 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Part  V. 
Acquisition  of  Land  bt  Tenants,  £e- 

CLAMATION  OF  LanD,  AND  EMIGRATION. 

Acquisition  of  Land  hy  Tenants. 
Clause  25  (Reclamation  of  land). 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  page  17,  line  16,  to  leave  oat  the  words 
"the  Treasury  may  authorise  the  Board  of 
Works  to,'*  in  order  to  insert  the  words  "  the 
Land  Commission  may,  with  the  concurrence  of 
the  Treasury,"— {Jfr.  Charlea  Eueaell^) 

— instead  thereof. 


Question  proposed,  *' That  the  words 
to  b( 
fclause." 


proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 


Mr.  PABNELL  said,  he  would 
appeal  to  the  Government  to  re-consider 
the  decision  they  had  arrived  at.    The 
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clause  proposed  that  the  Board  of 
Works  should  advance  the  money  from 
the  Treasury  for  the  purposes  of  recla- 
mation or  improvement  of  waste  or  un- 
cultivated land  and  other  works  of  agri- 
cultural improvement.  The  Amendment 
proposed  to  substitute  the  Land  Com- 
mission for  the  BoanI  of  Works.  lie 
submitted  that  the  Board  of  Works,  a 
Board  which  stood  condemned  for  in- 
capability and  mismanagement,  was  not 
a  proper  institution  for  carrying  out  im- 
portant works  of  this  character.  It  must 
necessarily  follow  that  questions,  grave 
and  weighty,  would  arise  from  time  to 
time  in  the  working  of  the  whole  Bill 
with  regard  to  the  desirability  of  allow- 
ing Companies  to  purchase  tracts  of 
land  in  certain  districts ;  and  it  was 
absurd  to  suppose  that  a  body  like  the 
Board  of  Works  could  be  trusted  in  re- 
gard to  the  decision  of  tliose  questions 
of  policy.  But  he  miglit  be  told  that  it 
was  not  the  Board  of  Works  that  would 
have  to  decide  questions  of  policy,  but 
that  such  questions  would  be  decided  by 
the  Treasury.  He  did  not  think,  how- 
ever, that  the  Treasury  was  a  proper 
body  to  decide  questions  of  this  cha- 
racter. What  had  been  one  of  the  chief 
grounds  for  believing  that  no  Bill  con- 
taining the  **  three  F*8,"  or  no  Bill  estab- 
lishing a  peasant  proprietary,  would  re- 
move one  of  the  chief  evils  of  the  Land 
Question  in  Ireland  ?  It  had  been  be- 
cause there  existed  in  the  West  of  Ire- 
land— in  three  or  four  of  the  Western 
counties,  and  in  a  few  other  counties — 
crowded  districts  whore  the  tenants  were 
settled  in  such  numbers  on  poor  and 
small  holdings  that  it  was  utterly  im- 
possible for  them  to  make  a  decent  sub- 
sistence and  to  pay  any  rent  at  all.  That 
fact  had  been  vouched  for  by  everybody 
who  had  studied  the  Land  Question  on 
the  spot.  They  had  the  evidence  of  both 
of  the  Hoyal  Commissions  on  this  x>oint. 
They  had  the  evidence  of  Major  Robert- 
son and  Professor  Baldwin,  the  two 
Assistant  Commissioners,  who  were  ap- 
pointed for  the  purpose  of  inquiring  into 
the  state  of  the  poorer  and  smaller  ten- 
ancies of  Ireland,  and  more  especially 
in  those  districts  in  which  they  had  been 
told  no  measure  could  satisfactorily 
settle  the  Irish  Land  Question  which  did 
not  in  some  way  make  provision  for 
those  small  holders.  After  the  Famine 
and  at  other  times  lands  in  many  of  the 
Irish  counties  were  cleared  of  their  popu- 
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lation,  and  the  people  who  had  leea 
cleared  from  the  richer  land  Bonglit 
refuge  upon  the  poorer  and  more  &- 
ren  portions  of  the  country.  They  hii 
reclaimed  the  bogs  and  brought  in  tka 
hill  side,  and  they  had  been  allowed  to 
stay  upon  their  little  holdingB,  became 
at  the  time  of  their  settlement  the  laid 
on  which  they  located  themselves  vh 
absolutely  worth  nothing.  They  had 
made  that  land  worth  something,  and 
since  then  the  landlords  had  placed  a 
rent  upon  the  holdings  such  as  the 
people  were  not  able  to  bear,  pardy  bj 
reason  of  the  excessive  nature  of  ths 
rent.  Professor  Baldwin  and  evexybodj 
else — he  believed  that  hon.  Members  on 
both  sides  of  the  House  had  pointed  ont 
that  something  must  be  done  for  theM 
small  tenants,  that  they  could  not  lire 
where  they  were,  and  that  it  was  abso- 
lutely necessary  to  givethem  some  oppo^ 
tunity  of  settling  down  on  holdings  of  a 
larger  area  than  they  at  present  occa- 

Eied.     There  were  in  Ireland  360,000 
oldings  of  a  value  of  less  than  £8  per 
annum,  and,  he  believed,  something hko 
from   200,000   to   250,000   which  wen 
valued    at    less    than   £4  per  annnm. 
Hence  it  followed  that    much  of  tlie 
misery  which  had  been  the  chief  cauM 
of  periodical   famines   and    periods  d 
scai*city   in  Ireland  was   owing  to  th« 
fact  that  large  numbers  of  the  peoplo 
were    crowded     upon    small    holdiDgi 
which   were    absolutely   insufficient  to 
afford  a  living  to  such  poor  familiei. 
There  were,  undoubtedly,  contrary  oit 
nions  as  to  the  best  way  in  whidi  thii 
evil  could  bo  remedied.      Some  advo- 
cated emigration,  and  others  advocated 
migration.     He  did  not  wish  to  go  at 
any  length  into  the  question   of  emi- 
gration, because  it  was  connected  with  a 
separate  and  distinct  clause  of  the  BilL 
However,  it  came  incidentally  into  tlua 
clause,  because  the  clause  seemed  to  have 
been  pitchforked  into  the  Bill  for  the 
purpose    of   providing    an    alternative 
scheme  to  that  of  emigration.     In  other 
words,  the  Qovernment  seemed  to  have 
relied  on  the  Bill  for  the  purpose  of 
trying  what  could  be  done  in  the  way 
of  migrating  families  from  the  poorer 
districts  to  better  holdings.     But  if  they 
started  by  giving  this  duty  to  the  Board 
of  Works  they  would  deprive  the  clause 
at  the  very  outset  of  all  possible  chance 
of  success.    He  did  not  wish  at  the  pre- 
sent moment  to  enter  into  any  disouseion 
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or  to  make  any  obfierrations  in  regard 
to  the  nature  of  the  clause  itself,  but 
rather  to  draw  attention  to  the  fact  that  it 
was  proposed  to  hand  over  this  power  to 
private  Companies  instead  of  establishing 
a  public  body  to  undertake  these  bene- 
ficial operations  of  improvement.  That, 
however,  was  a  matter  which  would  come 
on  for  discussion  upon  later  Amendments 
which  were  lower  down  on  the  Paper. 
But  he  would  say  that  no  matter  what 
the  case  was,  the  obiect  was  generally 
to  improve  land  in  Ireland  which  was 
capable  of  improvement,  and  to  give 
employment  and  the  means  of  living, 
pernaps  by  excessive  labour,  to  the 
Laller  tenant  farmers  liying  on  the 
land  he  had  described.  The  Board  of 
Works  was  an  institution  which  was 
already  exceedingly  overworked.  It  had, 
it  was  true,  at  its  disposal  a  staff  of 
engineers,  and  it  had  been  said  that 
they  could  not  give  the  working  of  this 
clause  to  the  Land  Commission  because 
the  Land  Commission  had  no  staff  of 
engineers  at  its  disposal.  He  agreed  to 
the  highest  and  fullest  extent  that  it  was 
desirable  that  the  Commission,  if  it  was 
to  undertake  the  duty  of  carrying  out 
the  clause,  should  have  skilled  and 
scientific  help  at  its  disposal ;  but  what 
was  to  hinder  the  Committee  j&om  in- 
serting power  in  the  clause,  or  brinfiring 
in  a  new  clause  to  give  the  Land  Com- 
mission power  to  avail  itself  of  the  ser- 
vices of  the  engineering  staff  of  the 
Board  of  Works,  or  of  the  department 
generally  of  the  Board  of  Works,  for  the 
purpose  of  carrying  out  the  engineering 
and  mechanical  works  that  might  devolve 
on  them  in  giving  full  effect  to  the 
clause  ?  He  submitted  that  if  the  Board 
of  Works  was  to  be  brought  in  it  must 
not  be  brought  in  as  a  prime  mover — 
that  questions  of  policy,  questions  of 
Betting  the  machinery  in  motion,  and 
what  persons  should  be  entitled  to  be 
brought  under  the  provisions  of  the 
clause,  were  not  questions  to  be  decided 
by  the  Board  of  Works  in  the  first 
instance,  but  should  be  decided  by  the 
Land  Commission  in  the  first  instance, 
Bubjeot  to  the  approval  of  the  Treasury 
itself.  By  all  means  let  the  Board  of 
Works  be  used  as  an  instrument,  as  it 
was  an  engineering  body,  and  had  a 
skilled  staff  of  experts  at  its  disposal. 
Let  it  by  all  means  be  used  for  the  pur- 
pose of  carrying  out  the  details  which 
might  require  its  aid ;  but  do  not  let  the 


Board  of  Works  be  introduced  into  the 
Bill  as  an  imperio  tn  mpBriumf  because 
if  they  did  that  they  would  upset  the 
whole  principle  of  the  Bill,  which  pro- 
posed that  there  should  be  a  ruling 
authority  in  Ireland  to  decide  questions 
of  importance  in  regard  to  the  land. 
He  contended  that  they  could  not  sepa- 
rate the  clause  from  the  rest  of  the  Bill. 
If  the  clause  was  to  be  used  at  all,  ques- 
tions would  come  up  as  to  the  way  in 
which  they  were  to  deal  with  the  smaller 
tenants  in  the  West  of  Ireland,  and  it 
was  impossible  that  the  Board  of  Works 
could  have  sufiicient  weight  and  know- 
ledge to  enable  them  to  deal  with  such 
questions.  He  therefore  trusted  that 
Her  Majesty's  Oovemment  would  re- 
consider their  decision,  and  that  they 
would  substitute  for  the  Board  of  Works 
some  such  body  as  the  Land  Commission, 
which  was  alone  capable  of  directing  the 
future  policy  of  the  country  upon  these 
matters. 

Mr.  p.  MAETIN  remarked,  that  this 
was  one  of  the  most  important  questions 
involved  in  the  Bill.  He  entertained  a 
hope  that  the  reclamation  of  waste  land 
in  Ireland  would  be  able  to  provide  con- 
siderable employment  throughout  the 
country,  and  by  that  means  afford  a 
prospect  of  remedying,  to  a  considerable 
extent,  the  prevailing  distress.  Under 
these  circumstances,  he  thought  it  right 
to  address  a  few  words  to  the  Committee 
with  respect  to  the  machinery  proposed 
by  the  Bill.  It  appeared  to  him  that 
they  would  entirely  nullify  and  destroy 
all  chance  of  the  clause  being  made 
effective,  and  of  insuring  that  the  re- 
clamation of  waste  lands  should  take 
place  in  Ireland  if  they  intrusted  the 
matter  to  the  Board  of  Works.  How 
had  the  Board  of  Works  up  to  the  pre- 
sent time  administered  the  functions  in- 
trusted to  them  in  Ireland  ?  He  did  not 
wish  to  make  any  personal  attack  upon  the 
members  of  the  Board  which  was  foreign 
to  the  administration  of  the  Board,  and  he 
was  content  to  take  things  as  they  were. 
As  the  Prime  Minister  had  been  pleased 
to  observe,  the  Board  of  Works  was 
really  under  the  control  of  the  Treasury. 
At  any  rate,  they  had  been  under  the 
control  of  the  Treasury  up  to  the  pre- 
sent time,  and  he  did  not  care  to  inquire 
whether  the  faults  connected  with  their 
administration  rested  with  the  Board  of 
Works  itself  or  with  the  Treasury.  He 
would,  however,  remind  the  Committee 
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that  at  tbe  present  moment  there  had 
been  two  Departmental  Committees  ap- 
])ointed  to  inquire  into  the  control  of 
the  Board  of  Works,  one  of  which  was 
jnesidod  over  by  Lord  Lansdowne,  and 
the  other  by  the  lion.  Member  for  Gal- 
way  (Mr.  Mitchell  Ileury)  and  the  late 
Member  for  the  County  of  Carlow  (Mr. 
Kavanagh),  both  of  which  reported  ad- 
versely to  the  administration  of  the 
Board,  and  both  wore  of  opinion  tliat  it 
was  not  d(*.sirable  to  intrust  the  work  of 
reclnmatinn  to  tlio  Board  of  Works  at 
all.  Theruforo,  thoy  had  tlio  Board 
of  Works  arraijj;ned  and  condemned  so 
far  as  being  intrusted  with  the  recla- 
mation of  land  was  concerned.  The  He- 
port  of  the  last  Committee  had  been  be- 
fore the  House  since  1878,  and  rigl»t 
hon.  Members  who  now  sat  on  the  Front 
Opposition  Bench  had  promised,  from 
time  to  time,  ever  since  tliat  Report  was 
presented,  that  the  whole  of  the  admi- 
nistration of  the  Board  of  Works  should 
bo  re-organized,  and  that  there  should 
be  a  new  constitution  of  that  Depart- 
ment. But,  like  most  Parliamentary 
promises,  although  these  two  Reports 
nad  stood  on  record  since  1878,  nothing 
in  tlio  worlfl  had  been  done,  and,  hav- 
ing had  nothing  in  the  world  done,  they 
were  now  about  to  hand  this  most  im- 
portant matter  of  the  reclamation  of  the 
waste  lands  of  Ireland  over  again  to  the 
control  of  the  Board  of  Works.  Even 
supposing  that  the  Board  of  Works  up 
to  the  present  time  had  worked  effec- 
tively, and  had  not  stood  condemned  by 
these  two  Departmental  Committees,  he 
should  say,  having  regard  to  the  struc- 
ture of  the  present  Bill,  that  the  Board 
of  Works  was  the  worst  body  they  could 
possibly  intrust  with  the  work  of  recla- 
mation. Under  a  previous  part  of  the 
Bill  which  had  been  already  assented  to 
by  the  Committee  power  had  been  given 
to  authorize  largo  purchases  of  property 
by  the  Land  Commission.  It  would 
be  necessary,  in  the  purchase  of  these 
properties,  that  the  Land  Commission 
should  buy  a  quantity-  of  uncultivated 
and  waste  land,  and  it  might  experience 
some  (lifliculty  in  disposing  of  it  to  the 
tenants  of  adjoining  property'  unless  the}' 
executed  some  works  of  drainage  or  re- 
clamation upon  such  land.  Under  these 
circumstances,  why  shouhl  they  have 
such  a  cumbrous  systiMu  as  that  which 
was  proposed  to  bo  established  by  the 
Bill? — namely,  one   Board  purchasing 
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land  that  muBt  necessarily  be  reclaimed, 
and   another  Board    dealing  with  tlw 
matter  of  reclamation  and  the  queitin 
of  drainage.     He  would  ask  the  attan- 
tion  of  Her  Majesty's  Government,  witk- 
out  entering  into  any  contFOversy  at  aU 
as  to  the  past  demerits  of  the  Board  of 
Works,  to  the  question  whether  then 
powers  and  functions  ought  not  neoet- 
sarily  to  be  intrusted  to  the  LandCommii- 
sion?   What  wore  the  Land  CommisaioB 
to  do  with  large  uncultivated  tracts  of 
land  when  they  purchased  property  in 
the  West  of  Ireland  ?     Was  it  not  the 
first  part  of  their  business  that  tluj 
should  have  the  means  of  reclaiming 
and  putting  it  in  order  for  the  benefit  of 
the  country  ?     What  was  even  more  ne- 
cessary would  bo  found  in  an  Amend- 
ment a  little  latec  on,  which  was  in- 
tended to  be  proposed  by  the  hon.  tad 
learned  Member  for  Dundalk  fMr.  C. 
Bussell),   who    knew   very   well   whit 
would  probably  be  the  mode  in  which 
the  matter  would  be  dealt  with — namelj, 
by  the  reclamation  being  carried  out  ij 
the  tenants  themselves.     Everyone  who 
had  studied  the  evidence  given  befim 
the  Bessborough  Commission  would  be 
aware  that  no  small  portion  of  that  eri- 
dence  dealt  with  the  question  of  redi^ 
mation,  and  it  was  abundantly  pointed 
out  that  the  reclamation  of  land  coold 
alone  bo  made  beneficial  by  the  teaanti 
of  the  property — that  the  small  tennnti 
and  men  of  that  class  were  alone  the 
men    who    could    execute    the    workfc 
Every  single  witness,  landlord  as  well 
as  tenant,   had  actually  declared  that 
the  reclamation  of  waste  lands  by  pn- 
vate  Companies  was  a  perfect  chimen, 
and  one  which  it  was  utterly  absurd  and 
impossible  to  give  elfect  to.   Under  thesB 
circumstances,  he  would  ask  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government,  before  they  finally 
proceeded  to  vote  upon  the  clause,  to 
consider  whether  the  duty  of  authorizing 
and  superintending  advances  could  not 
be  transferred  from  the  Land  Commis- 
sion to  a  body  which,  without  entering 
into  its  merits  or  demerits,   had  mis- 
managed and  destroyed  all  the  bene- 
ficial operation  of  the  '*  Bright  Clauses" 
of  the  Land  Act  of  1870. 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
said,  he  firmly  believed  that  Her  Ma- 
jo.sty's  Government,  in  putting  this  clause 
into  the  Bill,  intended  that  it  should  be 
a  beneficial  clause,  and  were  thoroughly 
genuine  and  honest  in  that  intention. 
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His  faith,  however,  had  been  very  mdely 
shaken  in  the  Board  of  Works.  If  he 
wanted  io  tell  the  Committee  all  the 
opinions  that  he  had  formed  about  the 
Board  of  Works  in  Ireland,  he  should 
not  know  where  to  begin.  Outside  the 
circle  of  Dublin  Castle  there  was  not  a 
single  man,  woman,  or  child  who  had 
the  slightest  confidence  in  the  Board  of 
Works.  That  was  the  opinion  of  almost 
every  Irishman  of  every  class  and  shade. 
To  give  the  Committee  an  idea  of  the 
mode  in  which  the  Board  of  Works  con- 
ducted its  business — he  could  give  lots 
of  ideas,  but  he  would  only  state  one 
fact.  He  believed  that  the  Board  of 
Works  had  had  to  advance  money  upon 
two-thirds  of  the  property  in  Ireland. 
He  did  not  think  that  that  was  at  all  an 
exaggeration.  But  would  it  be  believed 
that  the  Board  of  Works  had  never  yet 
kept  a  record  of  titles  ?  He  knew  a  case 
in  which  a  landlord  had  had  10  loans  in 
1870,  and  10  times  did  the  Board  of 
Works  desire  his  title  to  be  investigated. 
Was  a  Department  which  carried  on  its 
business  in  that  way  a  fit  Department 
to  intrust  with  these  new  and  important 
duties  ?  The  Irish  Government  had  no 
control  whatever  over  the  Irish  Board 
of  Works.  The  Irish  Government 
might  be  extremely  anxious  to  carry 
out  a  particular  policy  in  relation  to 
the  land  of  Ireland;  but  they  found 
themselves  thwarted  over  and  over  again 
by  the  Board  of  Works,  under  the  control 
of  the  Treasury  and  Sir  Balph  Lingen. 
He  wished  to  point  out  that  the  Board 
of  Works  had  been  twice  investigated, 
and  twice  condemned .  The  Govemmen  t 
had  constantly  expressed  their  intention 
of  reforming  the  Board  of  Works ;  and 
if  it  was  to  be  reformed  at  all,  it  would 
be  better  to  reform  it  before  they  gave 
it  these  new  and  important  duties.  It 
was  certainly  idle,  while  they  declared 
that  it  was  unfit  to  discharge  the  duties 
already  devolving  upon  it,  to  intrust  to 
the  Board  of  Works  new  and  important 
duties,  and  then  reform  it  in  another  year. 
It  was  acknowledged  by  all  parties  in  Ire- 
land ihattheFirstCommissioner  of  Works 
was  not  able  to  perform  his  present  duties 
satiafactorily,  and  that  he  ought  to  be 
superannuated.  At  the  time  of  the  recent 
distress  the  country  ran  the  danger  of 
famine,  because  Colonel  M'Kerlie,  not 
from  any  fault  of  his  own,  was  quite 
unequal  to  the  work  which  fell  upon 
him.    So. far  as  the  Land  Commission 


was  concerned,  it  was  to  be  a  pre-emi- 
nently judicial  body ;  and  he  doubted 
very  much. whether  a  body  intended  to 
be  pre-eminently  judicial  ought  to  be 
intrusted  with  functions  of  this  nature. 
Nothing,  however,  was  more  calculated 
to  reduce  the  clause  to  a  nullity  than 
the  course  taken  by  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment with  regard  to  the  Board  of 
Works* 

Mr.  GLAJ)STONE:  I  have  endea- 
voured to  gather,  as  far  as  I  can,  the 
feeling  of  tne  Committee;  and  I  own, 
with  great  regret,  that  I  see  a  disposi- 
tion to  support  this  Amendment,  because 
it  is  a  matter  upon  which  the  Govern- 
ment cannot  change  their  ground,  and  I 
will  give  the  Committee  absolute  rea- 
sons why  the  Government  cannot  do  so. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  the 
City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Parnell)  has  made  a 
most  ingenuous  speech  upon  the  subject. 
He  fairly  alleges  that  the  misdeeds  of 
the  Board  of  Works  are  misdeeds  of  the 
Treasury,  and  he  says  that  the  Treasury 
are  totally  unfit  to  manage  this  matter — 
that  is  to  say,  that  the  Treasury  are 
totally  unfit  to  control  the  expenditure 
of  public  money. 

Mb.  parnell  :  No. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  But  that  is  the 
whole  question.  Some  other  body  is  to 
be  appointed  to  do  it. 

Mb.  PAENELL  :  I  did  not  say  that. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  If  I  have  mis- 
quoted the  hon.  Gentleman,  perhaps  he 
will  explain  ? 

Mb.  PAENELL :  I  did  not  mean  that 
the  Treasury  should  not  control  the 
amount  of  money  to  be  authorized. 
What  I  said  was  that  the  Commission 
should  have  the  conduct  of  the  policy  of 
recommending  the  Treasury  to  advance 
the  money,  and  not  the  Board  of  Works. 
I  do  not  wish  to  take  the  matter  ulti- 
mately out  of  the  hands  of  the  Trea- 
sury. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE:  The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, from  time  to  time,  is  one  of  the 
most  ingenuous  men  I  know.  Every 
now  and  then  comes  from  the  lips  of  the 
hon.  Gentleman  some  of  the  most  in- 
genuous declarations ;  and  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman in  this  instance  did  fairly  let  fiy 
at  the  Treasury,  and  I  think  justly,  be- 
cause it  is  on  the  Treasury  that  the  sins 
of  the  Board  of  Works  ought  to  be 
charged.  There  is  no  mistake  about 
that.  The  hon.  Gentleman  now  seems 
to  think  that  he  is  completely  master  of 
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all  the  machinery  of  goyernment,  and 
that  he  understands  it  from  its  inception 
upwards.  That,  however,  is  not  the 
fact,  and  ho  must  he  content  to  take  the 
assurance  of  some  of  those  who  know 
what  the  workinj:^  of  the  machinery  is. 
If  the  Treasury  is  bad,  it  is  your  duty 
to  improve  the  constitution  of  the  Trea- 
sury ;  but  if  you  are  merely  to  take  over 
the  functions  of  controlling  the  Public 
Expenditure,  then  this  House  would  lose 
its  security  and  its  usual  means  of  check- 
ing the  expenditure  of  public  money. 
What  is  the  declaration  of  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  Woodstock  (Lord 
Randolph  Churchill).  He  says  that  the 
Irish  Government  ought  to  be  intrusted 
with  the  making  of  these  advances. 

Lord  EANDOLPH  CHURCHILL: 
I  added,  with  the  concurrence  of  the 
Treasury,  in  the  words  of  the  Amend- 
ment. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  I  understood  the 
noble  Lord  to  say  that  the  duty  was  to 
be  discharged  by  the  Irish  Government 
alone. 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL : 
Concurrently  with  the  Treasury. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  :  But  what  is  the 
use,  if  the  Treasury  are  to  have  no 
means  of  forming  a  judgment  upon  the 
merits  of  the  case  ?  We  should  then 
have  to  make  a  Board  of  Works  in  the 
Treasury ;  we  should  have  to  equip  the 
Treasury  with  a  set  of  engineers  who 
should  survey  and  overlook  the  Board  of 
Works.  The  Commissioners  would  sug- 
gest the  policy,  and  the  Treasury  would 
be  the  judges  of  the  amount  of  money 
required.  But  how  are  you  to  separate 
the  policy  and  the  amount  of  money  ?  If 
the  Treasury  say  that  they  would  not 
allow  more  than  one-half  of  the  sum  you 
ask,  what  becomes  of  the  policy  and 
judgment  of  the  Commission?  And  if 
the  Commission  are  to  fix  the  amount, 
then  what  becomes  of  the  control  of  the 
Treasury  and  of  this  House  ?  The  Board 
of  Works  is  nothing  but  the  arm  of  the 
Treasury,  and  if  you  regard  the  Treasury 
as  unfit  for  its  duty,  it  is  exactly  like 
saying  that  the  Foreign  Office  is  not  fit 
to  settle  a  foreign  question ;  and,  there- 
fore, you  will  tuke  such  questions  out  of 
tlie  hands  of  the  Foreign Oifice  and  place 
them  in  the  hands  of  the  Home  Secre- 
tary. If  tho  organization  of  a  particular 
Department  is  bad,  amend  it ;  but  do  not 
suppose  that  you  can  improve  the  ad- 
ministration of  Public  Offices  by  throw- 
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ing  them  into  chaos.    The  hon.  MemlMr 
for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Pamell)  nji 
it  is  quite  unnecessary,  and  that  it  ii  a 
principle  of  this  Bill  that  all  matteni^ 
lating  to  the  management  of  land  iaLf- 
land  should  be  under  one  PaUic  D^ 
partment.     The  hon.  Gentleman  muk 
excuse  me  if  I  say  that  he  is  entirdj 
wrong.     He  seems  to  forget  that  ihii 
clause  is  nothing  in  the  world  exoeptfln 
extension  of  very  large  statutory  pova 
now  in  existence  ;  powers  so  large  tfait 
when  I  look  at  them  I  seem  hfudlj  to 
know   how  they  are  capable  of  beiag 
still  further  widened,     "^t  all  of  thou 
powers  are  powers  exercised  under  tfa 
control  of  the  Treasury  by  the  Boaidof 
Works.  Then,  what  do  we  cometoneitf 
That  a  public  authority  in  Ireland  hH 
been  inquired  into  and  condemned.  Aad 
tho  noble  Lord  comes   down  upon  v 
with  his  own  incomparable  knowledgi 
of  the  state  of  Ireland,  and  declares  dMt 
there  is  not  a  man  in  Ireland  outaidi 
Dublin  Castle  who  has  any  confidenMiB 
the  Board  of  Works.     He  says,  furtlur, 
and  this  is  a  most  important  part  of  thi 
case,  that  the  Board  of  Works  has  beaa 
condemned  by  two  Executive  bodies  who 
have  inquired  into  it.     The  Board  of 
Works  has,  I  believe,  been  oensnnd  ia 
a  former  inquiry  specially  in  referenM 
to  the  execution  of  works  made  by  tha 
Board  on  the  responsibility  of  the  Qo- 
vemment.    But  that  has  nothing  to  do 
with  what  this  clause  proposes,  becanNi 
under  this  clause,  the  Board  can  do  ao* 
thing  of  the  kind ;  and,  therefore,  tiiik 
condemnation  is  of  no  effect  whatew, 
so  far  as  the  present  case  is  oonoemai 
The  Board  of  Works,  under  this  dame, 
is  to  advance  money  to  the  parties  who 
are  willing  and  desirous   to  do   then 
things,  and  that  is  just  the  function  in 
which  they  have  been  engaged  for  tha 
last  30  years.     And  now  let  us  see  what 
Irishmen,  whether  in  or  out  of  Dublin 
Castle,  think  of  it  in  that  capacity,  be- 
cause here  is  a  Heport,  signed  as  laitely  sa 
the  20th  June,  1878,  by  Lord  Griohton. 
[Lord  Randolph   CnuBCHir>L  :   A  Go- 
vernment official.]     Lord  Crichton  waa 
a  Government  official,  and  that,  of  cooraei 
entirely  deprives  him  of  any  weight,  or 
of  the  confidence  of  the  noble  Lord. 
Still,  the  noble  Lord  surely  requires  to 
know  why  it  was  that  this  Government 
official — this  guilty  man — gave  his  opi- 
nion in  this  particular  sense,  for  it  was 
just  as  open  to  him  to  have  giyen  it  ia 
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any  other  sense,  had  he  so  chosen.  But 
it  is  not  only  with  Gbvemment  offi- 
cials that  we  have  to  deal.  Here  is 
another  Gentleman,  Mr.  Arthur  Kaya- 
nagh,  I  belieye  he  is  an  Irishman,  and 
I  rather  think  he  is  a  person  of  some 
authority.  I  never  heard  that  he  resided 
in  Dublin  Castle.  Then  there  is  Mr. 
Mitchell  Henry — is  he  tainted  with  the 
poison  derived  from  Dublin  Castle  ? 
There  is  also  Mr.  Fremantle,  Master  of 
the  Mint — a  most  able  man — not  a  man 
of  our  poetical  Association,  but  an  able, 
a  very  able,  and  distinguished  public 
servant.  Lastly,  there  is  Mr.  Herbert 
Murray.  I  am  not  quite  certain  that 
I  can  except  him  altogether  from  the 
taint  of  Dublin  Castle  ;  but,  at  any  rate, 
I  believe  he  is  one  of  those  who  have 
been  there.  What  do  these  fine  gentle* 
men  say  when  they  are  describing  acts 
for  purposes  precisely  analogous  to 
those  which  are  embraced  in  the  present 
clause  —  namely,  the  business  of  ad- 
vancing money  to  parties  desirous  of 
executing  agricultural  improvements? 
And  in  their  official  Eeport  they  say— 

**  The  ■neoess  of  these  acts  is  unquestionable. 
Kg  legislative  measures  for  Ireland  have  ever 
been  more  freely  taken  advantage  of,  and  from 
no  measures  has  the  country  probably  derived 
greater  benefit  They  have  boen  the  means  of 
securing,  within  the  last  30  years,  a  capital  ex- 
penditine  of  £3,000,000  in  ag^cultural  improve- 
ments, and  of  enhancing  uie  value  of  landed 
property  without  involving  any  loss  to  the  Ex- 
chequer. The  successful  working  of  these  Acts 
must,  in  a  great  measure,  be  attributed  to  Uie 
Commissioners  of  Public  Works.  The  adminis- 
tration of  them  has  been  liberal  and  judicious, 
and  we  think  that  it  reflects  much  cx^edit  upon 
the  Board." 

I  think,  after  this,  we  shall  have  no 
more  condemnation  of  the  Board  of 
Works;  but  I  have  heard  one  or  two 
K>eeche8  to-night  which  make  me  think 
that  what  is  really  in  view'  is  to  get  rid 
of  this  principle  of  control  altogether, 
and  to  substitute  for  it  a  principle  of 
expenditure  by  the  Government.  [Mr. 
BiQOAB :  Not  at  all.]  I  did  not  refer 
to  anything  said  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Gavan  ;  but  I  have  heard  one  or  two 
m>eeches  which  have  led  me  to  surmise 
that  that  is  so.  We  shall  not  agree  to 
Bet  the  Government  in  motion  for  a  pur- 
pose for  which,  in  our  opinion,  it  is  quite 
unfitted.  That  would  be  a  very  great 
mistake.  We  shall  endeavour  to  occupy 
a  position  in  which  the  public  funds 
may  be  made  available,  by  way  of  judi- 
cious advance,  for  the  purposes  of  this 
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Bill,  but  only  after  the  matter  has  been 
tested  and  ascertained  by  a  Body  armed 
with  a  competent  staff  of  experienced 
agents,  and  fortified  for  the  purpose  of 
its  duties  by  a  long  experience.  But, 
instead  of  that,  the  proposition  on  the 
other  side  is  that,  while  we  are  charging 
the  Land  Commission  with  the  enormous 
duty — first  of  all,  of  the  judicial  adminis- 
tration of  the  law  between  landlord  and 
tenant;  secondly,  with  this  most  complex 
and  difficult  operation  of  the  purchase 
and  re-purchase  of  property ;  and,  thirdly, 
with  the  superintendance  of  any  measure 
that  may  oe  adopted  with  regard  to 
emigration,  it  is  also  proposed  that  they 
shall  charge  themselves  with  the  work 
of  making  advances  to  landlords  and 
tenants.  I  say  "tenants,''  because  that 
is  a  matter  which  has  been  pressed  upon 
the  Government,  and,  so  Tar  as  it  is 
in  their  power,  the  Government  will  be 
glad  to  accede  to  such  a  proposal.  But 
we  cannot  consent  to  put  this  duty  upon 
the  Commission;  for,  if  we  did,  the  con- 
sequence must  be  that  the  Commission, 
appointed  for  purposes  wholly  different, 
laden  with  charges  and  responsibilities 
of  quite  another  character,  and  having 
no  instrument  suited  for  such  a  purpose 
as  this,  must  immediately  create  another 
Public  Establishment  by  the  side  of  the 
Board  of  Works  to  overlook  and  super- 
intend all  these  arrangements,  notwith- 
standing the  fact  that  the  Board  of 
Works  has  already  a  number  of  officers 
engaged  in  precisely  similar  work — for 
you  do  not  propose  to  dispossess  them 
of  the  work  which  they  are  now  doing 
under  the  existing  Act  of  Parliament. 
It  is  quite  impossible  for  the  Govern- 
ment to  listen  to  a  proposal  of  that  kind. 
We  should  be  very  glad  to  listen  to  any 
reasonable  proposal;  but  I  think  the 
Committee  will  not  be  surprised  at  the 
resolution  which  I  have  announced.  I 
hope  that  hon.  Gentlemen  who  are  now 
in  the  House  heard  the  speech  of  my 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  North 
Devon  (Sir  Stafford  Northcote),  who 
bore  testimony  on  this  point,  as  I  have 
no  doubt  the  right  hon.  Member  ibr 
Westminister,  who  sits  next  him,  would 
also  do.  [Mr.  W.  H.  Smith  :  Certainly.] 
It  is  very  difficult  to  get  over  the  force  of 
testimony  thus  rendered  by  Gentlemen 
who  found  their  opinions  and  knowledge 
upon  experience  long  gained  in  the 
Public  Service.  Therefore,  I  must  ad- 
here, and  adhere  firmly,  on  the  part  of 
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the  Goyemment,  to  the  clause  as  it 
stands,  so  far  as  this  part  of  it  is  con- 
cerned. 

Mr.  HEALY  said,  he  thought  that, 
although  the  Prime  Minister  had  in 
some  degree  stated  his  points  very  fairly, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  have 
done  well  if  he  had  promised  some  in- 
quiry into  the  character  of  the  Board  of 
Works.  The  Prime  Minister  had  said 
that,  no  douht,  the  ex-Chnncellor  of  the 
Exchequer  could  give  them  some  im- 
portant information.  Ho  (Mr.  Healy) 
hoped  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 

got  up  and  do  so,  especially  as  he  had 
een  over  to  Ireland,  in  1879  or  1880, 
in  company  with  the  then  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  (Sir  Henry  Selwin-Ibbetson), 
about  this  very  Board  of  Works.  It 
was  a  misfortune  for  Ireland  that  the 
late  Conservative  Government  went  out 
of  Office  when  they  did,  because  they 
were  pledged  to  deal  with  the  Board  of 
Works,  and  had  promised  that  an  officer 
should  be  appointed  specially  respon- 
sible to  Parliament  to  represent  the 
Board  of  Works  in  this  House,  and  that 
officer  would,  he  believed,  have  been 
Lord  Orichton.  The  condition  of  affairs 
was  so  bad,  that  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  North  Devon  and  the  then  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury  went  over  specially  to 
make  a  Beport.  The  present  I?rime  Mi- 
nister now  said  that  the  Government 
were  unable  to  take  this  matter  out  of 
the  hands  of  the  Board  of  Works ;  but 
would  he  promise  that  some  inquiry 
should  be  made  as  to  the  way  in  which 
the  Board  of  Works  was  managed  ?  In 
the  course  of  a  debate  which  took  place 
in  1879.  the  hon.  Member  for  Galway 
(Mr.  Mitchell  Henry)  gave  the  cha- 
racter of  Colonel  M'Kerlie,  the  Chair- 
man of  the  Board,  showing  that  the 
Board  had  kept  no  minutes  for  nearly 
14  years,  that  there  were  no  minute- 
books  in  existence,  that  Colonel  M'Kerlie 
was  one  of  those  men  who  ought 
not  to  be  at  the  head  of  any  Depart- 
ment, that  he  insisted  on  the  smallest 
letter  on  the  most  trivial  business  pass- 
ing through  his  hands,  that  he  insisted 
on  doing  everything  himseli,  and  that 
he  did  not  possess  that  power  which  was 
so  essential  to  public  men — of  making 
use  of  other  people.  The  Prime  Mi- 
nister, in  his  remarks  to-day,  had  set 
great  value  upon  the  Beport  signed  by 
Lord  Crichton,  Mr.  Mitchell  Henry,  Mr. 
Freraantle,  and  other  distinguished  gen- 
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tlemen ;  but  would  not  the  right  lum. 
Gentleman,  when  insisting  on  the  im« 
portance  of  one  part  of  that  Beport, 
set  an  equal  value  upon  the  remainder  f 
What  was  it  that  Sir  Henry  Selwis- 
Ibbetson  said  in  his  Beport  in  1879wiA 
regard  to  Colonel  M'Kerlie  ?  Why,  tint 
Colonel  M'Kerlie  was  in  a  position  of 

freat  difficulty,  because  the  Board  wludi 
e  had  to  superintend  had  had  so  mm 
additional  duties  placed  upon  it  which 
rendered  it  utterly  impossible  for  them 
to  be  efficiently  carried  out.     That  then 
were  so  many  complaints  was  to  be  it< 
tributed  mainly  to  the  fact  that  the 
Commissioners  had  been  excess! velj  re- 
duced in  number,  as  two  of  them  hid 
been  taken  away — one  of  them  haTing 
died,  and  the   other  having  been  ^ 
pointed  to  another  office — and  the  Tm^ 
sury  of  the  day,  on  the  occasion  of  a 
vacancy  occurring,  refused  to  allow  it 
to  be  filled  up.     The  work  of  the  Boeid 
had  increased  so  enormously  that  it  wu 
impossible  for  two  Commissioners  to  do 
it  properly.     That  was  the  condition  of 
things  in  1 879 ;  and  what  had  been  done 
since  then  ?     They  were  promised  lij 
the  late  Tory  Government  that  Lord 
Crichton  should  be  made  officiaUv  re- 
sponsible in  this  House  for  the  Boui 
of  Works ;  but  now  the  present  Ooven- 
ment  and  the  present  Chief  SecrettiJ 
were  allowing  the  Board  of  Worki  to 
come  into  this  Bill.    The  fact  was,  thit 
the  Chief  Secretary  was  in  a  condition 
almost  of  blind  ignorance  as  to  the  ex- 
istence of  these  complaints  against  tbe 
Board.     The  hon.  Member  for  Weit 
Essex  (Sir  Henry  Selwin-Ibbetson)  hid 
admitted  that  he  was  inclined  to  beliere 
that  the  Chairman  of  the  Board  hid 
been  anxious  to  do  everything  himedt 
and  not  to  allow  assistance.     But  thftt 
was  not  the  sort  of  man  to  whose  charge 
should  be  handed  over  the  working  d 
the  Irish  Land  Bill,  so  far  as  establish- 
ing a  system  of  peasantproprietary  wsi 
concerned.     He  (Mr.  Healy)  was  pe^ 
fectly  ready  to  agree  with  every  word  ol 
the  Beport  read  by  the  Prime  Minister 
when  it  spoke  of  the  Acts  in  questioni 
and  said — "  From  no  measures  has  the 
country  probably  derived  ereater  bene- 
fit."    But  then  it  should  be  remem- 
bered how  very  few  Acts  of  Parliament 
had  been  passed  which  were  of  any  use 
to  Ireland,  except  the  Insh  Land  Act 
and  the  Irish  Church  Act,  and  the  legis- 
lation of  quite  modem  years.    And  the 
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fJEUst  was,  with  regard  to  the  Land  Aot 
and  those  other  Acts  which  the  Eeport 
referred  to,  that  even  Colonel  M'Kerlie 
could  not  prevent,  hy  any  arrangements 
he  might  make  at  the  Board  of  Works, 
the  spending  of  £3,000,000.  He  did 
his  very  utmost  to  strangle  every  appli- 
cation that  was  sent  in,  and  if  £3,000,000 
had  been  spent  over  a  long  series  of 
years,  Oolonel  M'Kerlie  was  not  to  be 
thanked  for  it.  What  was  it  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork  County  (Mr.  Shaw) 
had  said  in  1 879  ?  Why,  that  he  knew 
in  his  own  county  of  farmers  borrowing 
money  at  6per  cent  rather  than  go  to  the 
Boaxa  of  Works  to  get  it  for  4  per  cent, 
on  account  of  the  red-tapeism  which  pre- 
vailed there.  The  hon.  Member  added 
that  he  had  done  everything  in  his  power 
to  induce  these  farmers  to  De  more  care- 
ful of  their  own  interests,  but  without 
success.  He  (Mr.  Healy)  would  say,  let 
them  give  poor  Colonel  M'Kerlie  a  retir- 
ing allowance,  and  let  him  go  about  his 
business.  He  had  done  the  State  some  ser- 
vice, but  he  was  an  old  man  now,  and  it 
would  be  well  to  let  the  old  man  go  and 
to  put  a  new  one  in  his  place.  Under 
any  circumstances,  he  (Mr.  Healy)  hoped 
the  Government  would  have  a  searching 
inquiry  made  into  the  condition  of  the 
Board  of  Works  and  into  its  personnel — 
an  inquiry  which  would  be  likely  to  give 
some  satisfaction. 

LoBD  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH 
wished  to  point  out  that  many  of  the 
most  important  recommendations  of  the 
Report  that  had  been  referred  to  had  been 
acted  upon.  As  to  the  complaint  that 
there  were  only  two  Commissioners  upon 
the  Board  of  Works,  he  wished  to  re- 
mind the  Committee  that  there  were 
now  three.  With  regard  to  the  anything 
but  encouraging  references  which  had 
been  made  to  the  long  services  of  Colo- 
nel M'Kerlie,  he  would  ask  anyone  who 
had  studied  the  Report  of  the  Public 
Works  Commission,  and  who  knew  any- 
thing of  the  great  task  imposed  upon 
them  last  year  by  the  measures  taken 
for  the  relief  of  distress,  to  say  whether 
they  had  not  discharged  in  the  most 
praiseworthy  manner  the  heavy  duties 
imi>08ed  upon  them  ? 

Sib  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE:  I 
was  not  aware,  Sir,  that  the  question  of 
Colonel  M'Kerlie's  services  or  the  gene- 
ral management  of  the  Board  of  Works 
would  be  brought  forward  to-day,  and 
I  am  sorry  that  m^  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 


ber for  West  Essex  (Sir  Henry  Selwin- 
Ibbetson),  who  has  taken  so  lar^e  a 
part  in  dealing  with  these  questions, 
and  who  went  to  Ireland  wiUi  me,  is 
not  now  in  his  place  in  the  House.  He 
would  have  been  able  to  speak  upon 
the  subject  much  better  than  I  can  do. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Wexford  (Mr. 
Healy)  has  told  us  that  I  went  over  to 
Ireland  in  the  autumn  of  1879  with  my 
hon.  Friend  with  a  view  to  consider 
what  was  to  be  done  and  how  the  Board 
was  to  be  re-organized.  That  is  not 
quite  correct.  I  was  in  Dublin,  and 
my  hon.  Friend  went  over  also.  He 
did  not  go  with  me,  but  he  was  over 
at  the  same  time,  looking  at  various 
Departments,  and  especially,  no  doubt, 
into  this  question  of  the  Board  of 
Works.  I  had  several  conferences  with 
him  upon  the  subject,  both  with  refer- 
ence to  the  general  conduct  of  the  busi- 
ness of  the  Board  of  Works,  and  espe- 
cially as  to  the  pressure  put  upon  it, 
and  apprehended  at  that  time,  in  con- 
sequence of  the  distress.  Undoubtedly, 
we  were  of  opinion  that  it  was  our  duty 
to  do  all  that  could  be  done  in  order  to 
strengthen  the  Board ;  and  it  was  found 
impossible  that  that  special  work  could 
be  done  without  some  additional  assist- 
ance. But  with  regard  to  the  general 
character  of  the  Board,  I  think  the 
step  taken  previously  of  promoting  Mr. 
Roberts  to  be  Assistant  Commissioner, 
and  subsequently  Commissioner,  was  a 
most  important  step.  No  doubt,  if  more 
duties  are  to  be  thrown  on  the  Board,  it 
is  necessary  to  take  care  that  there  is 
full  strength  to  discharge  them.  With 
regard  to  Colonel  M'Kerlie  himself,  I 
feel  that  I  must  take  the  opportunity  of 
protesting  against  the  language  which 
has  been  used  with  regard  to  that  dis- 
tinguished public  servant.  I  know  he 
has  sometimes  attempted  to  do  more 
than  was  possible  for  one  man  to  do, 
and  I  know  he  has  sometimes  brought 
himself  into  disfavour,  not  unnaturally, 
with  those  who  are  making  applications 
for  public  money,  owing  to  the  great 
care  and  caution  with  which  he  has 
gpiarded  the  interests  of  the  fund  he 
had  to  lend.  If  that  is  a  sin,  it  is,  I 
think,  a  sin  which  is  for  the  benefit  of 
the  country,  and  sinning  is  more  com- 
monly on  the  other  side.  No  doubt,  the 
Board  ought  to  be  continually  watched 
and  strengthened,  so  as  to  enable  it  to 
perform  its  duties  properly ;  and  I  am 

T  2  [H»0nty 'fourth  JVty^^] 


551 


Zand  Law 


lOOMMONSi 


(Tr^Umi)  BiO. 


51! 


sure  there  will  be  no  indisposition  on 
the  part  of  the  Treasury  to  recommend 
a  proper  liberality  of  treatment.  As  to 
the  object  of  the  Amendment  now  be- 
fore the  Committee,  I  must  say  T  think 
we  should  be  committing  a  very  grave 
adminiMrative  error  if  we  did  not  make 
use  of  the  machinery  we  have — strength- 
ened, it  may  be  —  already  in  use  in 
the  Board  of  Works.  They  are  cogni- 
zant of  the  subject— they  have  a  well- 
trained  staff,  and  are  capable  of  dealing 
with  it.  To  attempt  to  set  up  two 
pieces  of  machinery  side  by  side  for  the 
performance  of  what  is  practically  the 
same  work  would  be  altogether  useless 
and  misleading,  and,  in  my  opinion,  it 
might  lead  to  serious  consequences. 

Mr.  MITCHELL  HENRY  said,  he 
thought  this  was  scarcely  a  good  oppor- 
tunity for  discussing  the   character   of 
the  Board  of  Works — whether  it  did  its 
work  efficiently  or  not,  and  whether  it 
required  any  re- construction.     The  pro- 
posal of  the  clause  was  merely  to  add 
one   other  function    to    the    Board   of 
Works  in  the  matter  of  recommending 
the  Treasury  to  advance  public  money, 
and   enabling  the  Board  of  Works  to 
investigate  the  security  offered  by  any- 
one who   attempted  reclamation.      He 
had  been  delighted  to  hear  the  Prime 
Minister  say  that  advances  might  pro- 
bably be  made,  not  only  to  Companies, 
but  to  tenantry.     That  was  a  most  im- 
portant concession.     As  to  the  Board  of 
Works,  he  thought  there  could  be  no 
question  that  it  did  require  reform  to 
make  it  efficient.     It  had  been  agreed 
for  a  long  time  by  both  political  Parties 
that  that  should  be  done.  He  did  not  agree 
with   the  noble  Lord  (Lord  Fredenek 
Cavendish)  that  the  Board  was  strength- 
ened merely  by  making   an  Assistant 
Commissioner  into  a  Commissioner.     It 
was  true  that   a  particular  individual 
was  promoted ;  but  then  his  time  was 
thoroughly  taken  up  in   the  work  be- 
fore, so  that  there  was  no  real  increase 
of  strength.     The  fact  that  there  were 
only  two  Commissioners  before  was  a 
distinct  violation  of  the  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment, and  the  appointment  of  a  third, 
when  that  appointment  only  amounted 
to  the  promotion  of  a  man  whose  time 
was  already  fully  occupied  in  the  work, 
did  not  improve  matters  or  strengthen  the 
Board  in  any  way.  It  was  not  correct  that 
an  Assistant  Commissioner  had  been  ap- 
pointed, and  there  could  be  no  doubt 

Sir  Stafford  NorthcoU 


that  the  Board  was  g^^atly  overweiglitei 
In  England,  the  Board  of  Works  wag  a 
very  agreeable  ornamental  Department; 
but  in  Ireland  the  Board  performed  aU 
the  g^at  functions  of  the  Gk>vemmeat, 
and  all  those  duties  depended  upon  a 
very  small  staff.  When  the  Board  wai 
appointed,  its  duties  were,  in  compariwBi 
hardly  anything ;  but  it  had  never  been 
strengthened,  and  the  result  was  that 
the  Board  had  broken  down  on  manj 
occasions.  There  had  never  been  a 
greater  waste  of  money  than  over  the 
measures  taken  with  respect  to  the  re- 
lief of  the  famine.  He  opposed  the 
policy  of  the  Government  before,  and  he 
opposed  it  now ;  and  if  there  was  any 
credit  due  to  the  Board — and  he  ad- 
mitted there  was  credit  due  for  the 
manner  in  which  they  discharged  theb 
functions — that  credit  did  not  appertain 
to  the  head  of  the  Board,  but  to  the 
other  members  of  the  Board,  and  espe- 
cially to  Mr.  Boberts.  However,  the 
Board  did  want  lookinginto and  strength- 
ening, and  he  urged  the  Prime  Minister 
not  to  throw  fresh  duties  on  the  Board 
until  it  was  strengthened.  The  an- 
nouncement that  money  would  be  ad- 
vanced to  tenants  would  mean  a  great 
boon  to  the  people,  and  he  trusted  the 
Committee  would  not  continue  the  dis- 
cussion on  this  particular  question. 

Mr.  MAHUM  said,  that  he  had  en- 
deavoured to  induce  several  proprietors 
of  land  to  join  him  in  undertaking  work 
for  repairing  certain  damage  which  had 
been  done  by  a  back-water  at  the  conflu- 
ence of  the  Nore  and  the  Dinan  in  Kil- 
kenny, and  they  all  refused  because  the 
Board  of  Works  was  in  bad  odour,  and 
they  would  have  nothing  to  do  with  it. 

Mr.  O'SHAUGHNESSY  said,  he 
adhered  to  his  opinion  that  the  Board 
was  the  proper  body  to  perform  the 
duties  which  were  in  the  2nd  clause  of 
the  Bill,  with  regard  to  reclamation.  But 
he  must  admit  that  one  suggestion  which 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork 
had  made  deserved  the  consideration  of 
the  Government  and  the  Committee.  He 
did  not  think  it  could  be  denied  that 
there  would  be  great  utility  in  having  a 
central  body,  as  suggested  by  the  hon. 
Member,  which  would  take  a  bird's-eye 
view  of  the  whole  country  with  regard 
to  agriculture  and  to  reclamation.  He 
should  be  very  sorry  to  take  from 
the  Board  of  Works  the  duty  of  seeing 
that  the  security  for  the  money  ad- 
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Taneed  waa  satisfactoiy,  and  equally 
sorry  to  take  away  irom  tlie  Treasury 
the  right  to  decide  whether  an  advance 
should  be  made.  He  also  thought  the 
rulee  laid  down  in  the  2nd  sub- section 
with  regard  to  advances  were  very  wise ; 
but.  at  the  same  time,  he  thought  it 
would  be  possible  to  bring  the  Oommis- 
sion  into  operation  without  interfering 
with  the  authoritv  of  the  Treasury  or 
the  powers  and  auties  of  the  Board  of 
Works,  and  he  would  suggest  that  the 
Commission  might  with  advantage  be 
empowered,  in  the  first  instance,  to  re- 
commend that  any  scheme  of  reclamation 
should  be  taken  up.  If  the  words  ''  on 
the  recommendation  of  the  Treasury" 
were  inserted  after  the  words  "Trea- 
sury may,"  that  would  be  as  much  as 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Oork 
would  ask ;  and  the  effect  of  tihat  would 
merely  be  that  a  Company,  desiring  to 
start  a  scheme  of  relamation  and  want- 
ing an  advance,  should  submit  their 
proposals  to  the  Commission,  who  would 
then  decide  whether  the  advance  asked 
should  be  recommended  or  not.  That 
would  not  interfere  with  the  authprity 
of  the  Board  of  Works  or  with  the 
powers  of  the  Treasury,  which  he  should 
wish  to  maintain.  This  suggestion  was 
strengthened  by  the  fact  that  money  was 
to  be  advanced  to  tenants  for  reclama- 
tion purposes,  many  of  whom  would  beal- 
ready  in  connection  with  the  Commission, 
and  of  whose  character  and  solvency  and 
general  circumstances  the  Commissioners 
would  be  the  best  judges.  Colonel 
M'Kerlie  had  one  fault — he  attempted 
to  do  too  much,  and  whenever  he  thought 
it  right  to  spend  money,  he  always  advo- 
vocated  it  strongly  and  warmly;  and 
the  hon.  Member  for  Kincardineshire, 
who  eat  on  the  Committee  for  improving 
Harbours,  would  remember  the  firmness 
with  which  that  gentleman  advocated 
eertain  improvements. 

Me.  YILLIEES  STUART  said,  that, 
as  far  as  his  experience  went,  the  Board 
of  Works  were  not  open  to  the  charge 
of  inefficiency,  but  deserved  great  credit 
lor  the  manner  in  which  they  acquitted 
themselves  during  the  crisis  of  1B70, 
when  a  tremendous  strain  was  thrown 
upon  them  without  any  increase  of  staff. 
They  had  to  deal  with  something  like 
10,000  applications  for  loans.  He  had 
taken  out  a  loan,  and  at  no  stage  of  the 
transaction  had  he  had  any  reason  to 
oomidaiiiof  annecessary  delay.  Itshould 


be  remembered  that  the  Board  had  an 
amount  of  experience  and  machinery 
such  as  was  not  possessed  by  any  other 
body  in  Ireland. 

Ma.  BIQOAB  said,  he  did  not  know 
a  great  deal  about  the  Board  of  Works ; 
but  he  knew  something  about  the  Ulster 
Canal,  for  which  for  many  years  the 
Treasury  and  the  Board  of  Works  had 
allowed  £1,200  a-year  A  Committee 
which  inquired  into  the  matter  some 
years  ago,  recommended  that  the  grant 
should  be  discontinued  and  the  land  sold 
for  grazing  purposes ;  but  the  Board  of 
Works  and  the  Treasury  insisted  on 
throwing  away  £1,200  a-year,  which 
might  be  much  better  employed  in  some 
other  way.  Then  £200,000  had  been 
spent  on  the  Ballynamore  and  Bally- 
collin  Canal  by  the  Board  of  Works, 
and  not  a  single  penny  had  been  got 
out  of  it.  These  were  two  cases  of  the 
mismanagement  of  the  Board,  and  he 
maintained  that  the  Land  Commission 
was  the  proper  tribunal  to  deal  with  land 
questions.  The  Commissioners  would 
be  well  acquainted  with  all  matters  con- 
nected with  land  ;  they  would  have  sur- 
veyors and  engineers  all  over  the  country, 
and  could  easily  get  reports  from  those 
officers.  The  Government  had  better 
not  give  away  money  wholesale,  but 
should  use  the  machinery  they  were 
about  to  create  instead  of  a  body  which 
had  been  held  to  be  inoperative. 

Mb.  T.  D.  SULLIVAN  asked  whe- 
ther,  in  view  of  the  additional  labour  to 
be  thrown  on  the  Board  of  Works,  the 
Government  contemplated  any  reform  or 
re-constitution  of  that  body  ? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE:  No;  our  inten- 
tion is  that  the  Establishment  shall  re- 
main, but  will  be  made  adequate  to  its 
duties  as  occasion  may  require. 

Mb.  O'DONNELL  thought  reform 
was  needless,  as  the  whole  thing  would 
be  swept  away  in  a  few  years. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes  89  ; 
Noes  25:  Majority  64.  —  (Div.  List, 
No.  300.) 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  There  are  several 
Amendments  on  the  Paper  which,  if 
passed,  will  have  the  effect  of  preventing 
advances  being  made  to  public  Com- 
panies for  the  reclamation  of  waste  lands, 
and  restricting  them  to  tenants  or  occu- 
piers. If  hon.  Gentlemen  wiU  allow 
these  Amendments  to  remain  over  for  the 
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present,  I  will  make  a  proposal  of  a 
more  extended  nature  in  a  new  section 
to  be  introduced  after  sub-section  1, 
whon  we  roach  that  point. 

Me.  BIGGAE  said,  there  was  a  very 
important  Amendment  to  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  not  referred.  It 
seemed  to  him  preposterous  that  public 
Companies  should  be  allowed  to  borrow 
money. 

The  CHAIEMAN  :  The  only  Amend- 
ment which  seems  to  be  different  from  that 
of  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
given  Notice  is  that  to  which  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cavan  alludes,  and  I  do  not 
know  whether  that  is  to  be  proposed.  If 
it  is  not,  then  I  will  call  upon  Mr.  Corbet. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O^CONNOE  (on  behalf  of 
Mr.  Cobbet)  proposed,  in  page  17,  line 
17,  to  leave  out  the  word  '*  companies," 
and  insert  *'  tenants  or  occupiers."  The 
statement,  he  said,  of  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter tended  very  much  in  the  direction 
the  hon.  Member  desired  ;  but  he  would 
like  to  omit  the  second  part  of  the  Amend- 
ment, and  simply  propose  to  leave  out 
the  word  ''companies. 

The  CHAIKMAN  :  I  must  point  out 
that  if  the  hon.  Gentleman  leaves  out 
"companies,"  without  tilling  in  any- 
thing, it  will  form  nonsense  ;  and  he 
must  be  prepared  with  words  to  com- 
plete the  sense. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOE  said,  he  would 
propose  to  omit  **  companies,"  and  insert 
"persons  hereinafter  mentioned."  The 
evidence  of  Professor  Baldwin,  and  every- 
one else  who  had  spoken  on  the  subject, 
showed  that  money  lent  to  capital  for 
reclamation  had  always  ended  in  dis- 
aster, and  that  the  only  occasions  when 
money  had  been  spent  on  reclamation 
had  been  when  the  money  had  been 
given  to  labour.  Nothing  would  open 
the  door  to  abuse  as  giving  the  money 
to  Companies,  or  more  tend  to  separate, 
instead  of  unite,  labour  and  ownership. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  17,  line 
17,  to  leave  out  the  word  **  companies," 
in  order  to  insert  "persons  hereinafter 
mentioned."— (Jfr.  T.  P.  O'Connor.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  word 
"  companies  "  stand  part  of  the  Clause." 

Mb.  01  van  said,  he  could  not  see 
that  any  good  could  be  done  by  con- 
tinuing the  discussion  after  the  state- 
ment of  the  Prime  Minister,  although 
he  thought  this  was  the  proper  point  at 
which  to  consider  this  question.     Under 

Mr.  Oladstone 


the  ciroumstancee,  he  would  appeil  to 
the  hon.  Member  to  withdraw  his  Amend- 
ment. 

Mb.  CHAELES  BUSSELL  said,  it 
was  a  difficult  thins  to  say  on  whattenn 
Companies  should  oe  allowed  to  bonmr, 
and  that  was  not  touched  by  the  Ameid- 
ment  ;  but  it  was  another  quMtki 
whether  Companies  should  or  ahooU 
not  be  allowed  to  take  up  redamatioiL 
The  reclamation  of  land  by  any  bodj 
was  in  itself  a  public  gain ;  and  u  Oon* 
panies  chose  to  enter  on  the  enteipms 
of  reclamation  they  would  in  a  giMi 
many  cases  efTect  good.  There  wnt 
several  Amendments  later  on  for  im» 
posing  conditions  on  Companies  ts  to 
how  diey  should  deal  with  land,  so  thit 
they  might  not  be  in  the  position  of 
having  reclaimed  the  land  to  a  gnii 
extent  with  funds  provided  from  thi 
public  purse,  and  be  able  to  then  ton 
the  land  to  their  own  agg^andisemsnt 
He  hoped  the  Amendment  would  not 
be  pressed. 

Mb.  BIGGAE  said,  it  was  all  voy 
well  to  say  that  good  results  would  foUov 
from  reclamation  by  Companies;  but 
these  Companies  would  be  floated  ia 
London  very  much  by  swindlers,  aod 
the  result  would  be  thoroughly  diiu- 
trous  to  all  the  persons  concerned,  aod 
no  benefit  to  the  public.  It  would  keep 
the  land  from  the  people  who  ought  to 
improve  it — namely,  the  hand  fide  coca- 
piers  ;  and  the  Companies  would  try  to 
plunder  all  the  parties  interested  in  the 
land. 

Mb.  JOHN  BRIGHT:    I  am  veiy 
surprised  at  the  extreme  jealousy  hoD. 
Gentlemen    show  with  regard    to  the 
operation  of  this  clause.     The  intentios 
of  the  Government  with  respect  to  it  isi 
I  believe,  exactly  what  hon.  Members  of 
this  House  would  wish  it  to  be.    It  ii 
said  that  in  Ireland  there  are  millions  of 
acres  of  land  not  now  cultivated ;  mode- 
rate calculations  say  that  there  are  at 
least  2,000,000  of  acres.     I  have  unde^ 
taken,  when  speaking  on  one  or  two 
occasions  in  public,  to  assume  that  there 
was  only  1,000,000  acres  that  might  be 
profitably  cultivated.      Now,   who  will 
cultivate  this  land  ?    It  is  obvious  that 
if  the  present  proprietors  have  not  done 
it  up  to  now,  they  can  hardly  be  ex- 
pected to  do  it  in  future.     Who  is  to  do 
it  ?  The  tenants  who  surround  any  large 
district  of  uncultivated  land  might  add 
somewhat  to  the  farms  whioh  th^  holdi 
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that  would  come  in  under  tlie  Amend- 
ment which  the  right  hon.  Qentleman 
the  First  Minister  has  proposed  to  insert 
in  the  clause.    But  there  may  be  a  case 
where  there  are  5,000  or  10,000  acres  of 
land  that  somebody,  for  a  certain  sum 
of  money,  might  obtcdn  possession  of. 
A  Company  could  do  it,  probably.     For 
my  own  share,  I  do  not  think  I  should 
hke  to  invest  in  it.    But  if  a  Company 
undertook  to  do  it,  it  would  be  able  to 
do  it  with  profit.     Individuals  certainly 
could  not ;  and  the  clause  provides  that 
the  Company  must  expend  one-half  the 
sum  before  they  can  come  to  the  Trea- 
sury to  borrow  any  portion  of  it.     Sup- 
pose there  were   10,000  acres,  and  it 
would  cost  £5  an  acre.     [An  hon.  Mem- 
ber :  More.]    An  hon.  G-entleman  says 
that  is  not  enough.    Suppose,  then,  re- 
clamation would  cost  £10  an  acre.  That 
would  be   £100,000  to  put  in  proper 
order  that  particular  district  of  the  coun- 
try. Then,  when  one-half  of  that  money 
had  been  raised  and  spent — £50,000 — 
the  Company  could  come  to  the  Treasury 
and  ask  for  another  £50,000.  Of  course, 
the  £50,000  that  had  been  expended 
would  go  far  towards  making  the  secu- 
rity good  for  the  £50,000  it  was  intended 
to  borrow.     When  the  whole  was  done, 
the  question  is — What  should  be  done 
with  it  ?     No  one,  surely,  is  of  opinion 
that  the  Company  would  keep  10,000 
acres  of  land  in  Ireland,  and  cultivate  it 
as  a  great  farm  ?    What  the  Company 
would  do,  as  a  matter  of  course,  would 
be  to  endeavour  to  sell  this  great  piece 
of  land  in  farms  of  such  size  as  would 
meet  the  wants  of  the  Irish  farmers ; 
and  I  should  suppose  that  the  Treasury, 
if  such  a  thing  was  not  certain  without 
their  interference,  would  ask,  before  ad- 
vancing money — **  What  do  you  intend 
to  do  with  the  10,000  acres  of  land  when 
the  reclamation  is  complete?"      And 
they  would  say,  as  a  matter  of  course — 
''We  intend    to  divide  it  into  farms 
varyinff  from  10  to  50  or  100  acres,  and 
to  sell  it  in  such  a  way  as  would  be  most 
profitable  to  the  Company;  and  when 
the  thing  is  wound  up  we  shall  be  paid." 
By  this  means,  occupying  owners  will 
grow  up;   Now,  that  seems  to  be  exactly 
what  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  have  al- 
ways been  clamouring  for  as  regards 
this  question  of  reclamation.     Who  is 
to  do  it  ?    No  private  individual  would 
do  it.     The  hon .  Member  for  Cavan  (Mr. 
Biggar)  waa  not  likely  to  do  it.     Who 


will  do  it,  if  you  have  not  capital  in  Ire- 
land ?  You  may  have  men  more  gene- 
rous and  more  enthusiastic  in  matters  of 
this  kind  than  in  England,  and  they 
may  undertake  to  do  Uie  work ;  but  it 
can  only  be  done  in  some  degree  by  in- 
dividual tenants,  whose  farms  adjoin  the 
unreclaimed  land,  and  by  Companies 
which  may  be  formed  for  the  purpose. 
I  do  not  suppose  the  Board  of  Works  or 
the  Commission  would  themselves  take 
10,000  acres,  and  go  through  the  whole 
process  of  reclaiming  it.  If  they  did,  it 
would  be  for  the  purpose  of  dividing  it 
into  farms,  just  as  a  Company  would 
undertake  to  do.  Therefore,  it  appears 
to  me  that  hon.  Gentlemen  from  Ireland 
who  object  to  this  are  objecting  to  the 
very  plan  by  which  there  is  any  proba- 
bility that  any  considerable  portion  of 
waste  land  in  Ireland  will  be  reclaimed. 
The  clause  which  the  Prime  Minister 
proposes  to  add  to  this  sub-section  is 
this — 

'*  That  the  Treasury  may  authorize  the  Board 
of  Works  to  make  advances  for  like  purposes  *' 

— I  suppose  like  purposes  for  which 
Companies  would  be  probably  formed — 

''  to  an  occupier  of  land  when  satisfied  that  the 
tenancy  or  other  security  which  he  may  have 
to  offer,  is  such  as  to  secure  re-payment  of 
principal  and  interest  within  such  a  numher  of 
years  as  the  Treasury  may  fix,  or  when  the 
landlord  joins  the  occupier  in  giving  such  se- 
curity." 

I  do  not  think  it  is  possible  to  add  any 
words  to  the  clause  or  to  do  anything 
more  comprehensive,  and,  at  the  same 
time,  more  simple  or  likely  to  be  more 
useful  than  that  which  the  Government 
intend.  Then,  why  should  we  have  long 
discussions,  hindering  the  progress  of 
the  measure,  upon  a  matter  upon  which 
we  are  all  agreed  ?  I  venture  to  say 
that  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  might 
allow  the  clause  to  proceed,  seeing  that 
the  Government  is  perfectly  wiliiuff  to 
do  everything  that  can  be  done  ration- 
ally, and  with  any  hope  of  success,  for 
the  reclamation  of  waste  land. 

Mr.  PAKNELL  said,  the  right  hon. 
Gentlemen  had  proved  their  case.  He 
had  pointed  out  that  there  were  two 
descriptions  of  waste  land  which  could 
be  reclaimed  under  the  operation  of  this 
clause,  and  of  the  sub-section  which  the 
Prime  Minister  proposed  to  add  later 
on ;  he  had  pointed  out  that  there  was 
the  waste  land  lying  adjacent  to  the 
present    holdings,   which    the    tenants 
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could  take  in  and  reclaim  under  the 
])rovi8ion8  of  the  sections  ;  and  then  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  shown  that 
they  had  large  tracts  of  land  which  were 
not  in  the  occupation  of  any  tenants,  and 
which  the  adjoininfi:  tenants  could  not 
readily  take  up.  With  regard  to  the 
large  tracts  of  land,  they  objected  to  the 
clause  not  so  much  because  Companies 
were  likely  to  avail  themselves  of  the 
power  given  them  in  the  clause  of  bor- 
rowing money,  but  simply  because  they 
feared  that  Companies  would  not  so 
avail  themselves.  The  fact  was,  they 
regarded  this  clause,  apart  from  the 
section  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  ju6t  read,  as  entirely  illusory.  It 
had  been  proved  over  and  over  again 
that  land  could  not  be  profitably  re- 
claimed in  Ireland  by  the  action  of 
public  Companies,  and  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  asked  them — **  What,  then, 
do  you  propose  ?  "  He  proposed  that 
some  means  should  be  found  for  the 
purpose  of  allowing  the  labour  of  the 
country,  which  existed  in  such  abund- 
ance, to  get  upon  the  land  standing  in 
need  of  that  labour ;  and  they  believed 
that  in  that  way,  and  in  that  way  only, 
could  they  make  the  waste  and  semi- 
waste  land,  which  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  estimated  at  2,000,000 
acres,  available  for  the  public  benefit. 
TJiey  did  not  believe,  firstly,  that  the 
Companies  woidd  take  advantage,  to 
any  great  extent,  of  this  clause;  and, 
secondly,  they  did  not  believe  if  the 
Companies  did  take  advantage  of  it, 
that  their  operation  would  be  beneficial 
or  profitable,  or  such  as  was  calculated 
to  encourage  other  Companies  to  come 
forward  and  try  the  scheme.  He  had 
placed  an  Amendment  on  the  Paper, 
which  he  did  not  see  now.  He  presumed 
it  would  stand  in  the  New  Clauses.  It 
was  an  Amendment  to  leave  out  Clause 
25,  and  substitute  for  it  the  clause  he 
had  placed  on  the  Paper.  His  clause, 
according  to  his  opinion,  suggested  a 
simple  way  in  which  the  kind  of  land 
they  proposed  to  deal  with  by  allowing 
public  Companies  to  borrow  money  in 
respect  of  its  reclamation,  might  be 
made  available  for  the  benefit  of  the 
country.  It  was  true,  it  might  necessi- 
tate the  establishment  of  some  body  for 
the  purpose  of  looking  after  the  matter. 
He  supposed  permission  might  have 
been  given  to  the  Commission;  but  it 
appeared  the  Commission   was  not  to 

Mr.  Parnell 


have  such  power.  Perhaps  it  vm 
not  too  late  to  give  the  power  to  fli 
Board  of  Works.  If  they  did  gpi 
the  Board  the  power  of  puTcbaimi 
reclaimable  land,  and  of  ailottiiig  i 
amongst  small  tenants  or  laboureiii  or 
surplus  labouring  population  in  Irelnd, 
in  the  manner  prescribed  by  ProfeM 
Baldwin,  they  would  be  working  a  ftiy 
beneficial  change  as  regarded  thisn* 
cultivated  land.  A  clause  authonsiif 
the  Boiurd  of  Works  to  adyance  moiMgf 
to  public  Companies  must  be  entirely 
illusory  and  fail  to  satisfy  the  neeeanty 
of  the  case  ;  in  fact,  the  present  claoM 
would  be  valueless.  He  regarded  thf 
sub-section  which  the  right  hon.  G«Dti» 
man  the  Chancellor  of  the  Duohy  of 
Lancaster  had  just  read,  as  the  moil 
valuable  part  of  the  clause,  though  ill 
provisions  were  entirely  apart  from  tin 
end  the  clause  had  in  view.  As  to 
whether  the  Amendment  should  bi 
taken  to  a  division,  perhaps,  under  all  te 
circumstances  of  the  case — as  the  Prion 
Minister  had  offered  them  suchaooih 
cession — they  might  refrain  from  tikiBi 
a  division,  and  go  into  the  further qnoo* 
tion  which  had  been  raised  by  the  nb- 
section  which  the  Prime  Minister  in- 
tended to  move. 

Mr.    SHAW    said,  he    hoped  thoj 
would  be  able  to  get  rid  of  this  di80i» 
sion  without  a  division.     The  Amend- 
ment to  be  proposed  by  the  Prime.  Mi- 
nister had  entirely  altered  the  valae  ot 
the  clause.     Perhaps  public  Gompanifli 
might  not  be  willing  to  undertaxo  dM 
reclamation  of  land  in  Ireland ;  boi  if 
the  work  would  not  pay  public  Com- 
panies, he  did  not  see  how  it  could  pij 
G-ovemment,  or  any  Board  of  Works,  or 
any  other  machinery  provided  for  the 
purpose.     It  was  not  certain  that  Com- 
panies would  not  set  about  the  redami- 
tion  of  waste  land  in  Ireland.    He  wii 
in  the  City  the  other  day,  and  saw  tho 
prospectus  of  a  public  Company  beiDg 
floated  for  the  express  purpose  of  re- 
claiming land  in  Ireland.     He  refiiBai 
to  go  into  the  office  for  fear  he  m\^ 
be  tempted  to  embark  in  the  enterprise* 
One  saw  so  much  nonsense  now-a-dayeU 
the  public  prints  in  the  shape  of  publie 
Companies  that  he  was  bound  to  be 
caret ul.     He,  however,  did  not  desnitf 
of  the  reclamation  of  the  waste  land  in 
Ireland.  They  ought  to  be  satisfied  with 
the  present  discussion,  and  proceed  to 
the  next  point. 
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Mb.  O'DONNELL  said,  if  they  had 
an  energetic  and  prosperous  tenantry 
and  small  proprietary  in  Ireland,  he 
did  not  see  why  the  tenants  should  not 
he  ahle  to  form  Companies  for  the  re- 
clamation of  waste  lands. 

Sir  EAEDLEY  WILMOT  congra- 
tnlated  the  Government  on  at  length 
taking  in  hand,  in  a  practical  way,  this 
important  question.  The  Prime  Minister 
knew  perfectly  well  that  from  1814  to 
1847,  by  a  series  of  Heports  of  Boyal 
Commissions  and  of  Select  Committees, 
and  in  various  ways,  the  reclamation 
of  waste  land  had  been  strongly  urged 
npon  Parliament  and  upon  successive 
GhoTemments.  Lord  Devon's  Commis- 
sion reported  strongly  in  favour  of  re- 
clamation, and  bir  Eichard  Ghriffith,  in 
letters  which  he  (Sir  Eardley  Wilmot) 
held  in  his  hand,  urged  upon  the  Go- 
vernment the  importance  of  this  subject. 
He  had  himself  been  a  party  to  a  Bill 
with  similar  objects,  which  was  intro- 
duced into  Parliament  in  1875  by  Mr. 
John  George  Macarthy,  who  had  de- 
voted much  time  and  labour  to  the  sub- 
ject of  reclamation.  That  BiU  he  held 
in  his  hand,  and  it  proposed  to  give 
temporary  aid  to  the  proprietors  of 
lands,  and  to  encourage  them  to  bring 
the  waste  land  into  cultivation.  The 
present  Bill  proposed  to  make  advances 
to  public  Companies  for  the  same  pur- 
pose; and,  though  he  agreed  with  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster  (Mr.  John 
Bright)  that  the  shareholders  in  them 
could  not  anticipate  large  dividends  from 
the  enterprize,  yet  on  the  whole  he  re- 
garded the  clause  as  one  calculated  to 
advance  the  agricultural  and  general 
prosperity  of  Ireland. 

Amendment  negatived. 

Mb.  GIYAN,  in  moving,  in  page  17, 
line  19,  after  "land,"  to  insert  "agri- 
cultural buildings,"  said,  the  Amend- 
ment was  merely  a  verbal  one,  and  his 
only  object  in  moving  it  was  that  the 
tenant  should  not  be  precluded  from 
getting  money  from  the  Board  of 
Works  for  necessary  agricultural  build- 
ings. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  17, 
line  19,  after  "land,"  insert  "  agri- 
cultural buildings."— C-^''-  Oivan.) 

Mu.  PABNELL  said,  before  this 
Amendment  ^waa  put,   he  would  like 


permission  to  insert  in  line  19,  after 
"  waste,"  "  semi- waste."  There  was  a 
great  deal  of  land  in  a  semi-waste  con- 
dition, and  he  hardly  considered  the 
words  of  the  clause  in  this  matter  suffi- 
ciently expressive. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  17,  line 
19,  after  "  waste,"  insert  "  semi- waste." 
—{Mr.  Parnell) 

Thb  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  ron 
IRELAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  Johnson)  said, 
he  thought  the  addition  of  the  words 
quite  unnecessary,  because  waste  was 
merely  a  question  of  degree.  The  object 
of  the  hon.  Gentleman  was  fully  ac- 
complished by  the  use  of  the  word 
"  waste  " 

Mr.  a.  M.  SULLIVAN  asked  if  the 
Government  thought  it  necessary  to  put 
into  this  clause  anything  concerning 
the  reclamation  of  the  foreshores  ? 

Me.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  would 
insert  the  word  "  foreshores  "  on  Re- 
port. 

Mr.  parnell  a^ked  leave  to  with- 
draw his  Amendment. 

Mr.  GIVAN  said,  that  before  the 
Amendment  was  withdrawn  he  might 
move  that  after  "waste,"  the  word  "  un- 
profitable "  should  be  employed. 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  Johnson)  re- 
marked that  this  was  also  covered  by 
the  present  words  of  the  clause. 

Amendment  {Mr.  Parnell),  by  leave, 
withdrawn. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  did  not 
object  to  the  introduction  of  the  words 
"agricultural  buildings." 

Mr.  WARTON  did  not  quite  under- 
stand how  the  clause  would  read  if  the 
proposed  words  were  inserted.  What 
did  the  hon.  Gentleman  mean  by  agri- 
cultural buildings  ? 

Mr.  GIYAN  said,  he  meant  by  agri- 
cultural buildings,  agricultural  build- 
ings. 

Lord  JOHN  MANNERS  said,  "  the 
erection  of  agricultural  buildings,"  was, 
perhaps,  what  was  wanted. 

Mr.  CHARLES  RUSSELL  suggested 
that  the  difficulty  might  be  g^t  over  if 
the  Amendment  were  altered  so  as  to 
read  "  or  any  other  works  including  agri- 
cultural buildings." 

Mr.  GIYAN  contended  that  his 
Amendment  was  perfectly  intelligible. 

llkoenfy'fourtA  Ififht.'] 


563 


Land  Law 


(COMMONS  I 


{Ir0kmd)  StU.         564 


Dr.  LYONS  regarded  the  iutroduc- 
tion  of  the  words  as  quite  unnecessary. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  the  hon. 
Gentleman  might,  perhaps,  waive  the 
point,  considering  how  comprohonsiye 
the  words  of  the  clause  wore. 

Mr.  MITCHELL  HENKY  said,  he 
hoped  the  Government  would  agree  to 
the  Amendment,  because  "agricultural 
buildings  "  wore  not  now  specifically  in- 
cluded. He  had  had  some  experience 
in  the  administration  of  Acts  of  Parlia- 
ment, and  ho  did  not  doubt  that  at  some 
time  when  this  Act  came  to  be  adminis- 
tered, it  would  be  ruled  that  agricultural 
buildings  were  not  included. 

Mr.  CHARLES  RUSSELL  thought 
the  words  now  used  were  sufficient. 
Suppose  they  put  in  *'  agricultural  build- 
ings," what  would  they  do  with  roads 
and  other  matters  which  were  obviously 
agricultural  matters  ? 

Mr.  GIVAN  said,  that,  according  to 
his  knowledge  of  the  derivation  of  words, 
the  word  **  agriculture"  would  not  in- 
clude buildings,  and  therefore  he  would 
respectfully  suggest  to  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister that  he  should  adhere  to  his  ac- 
ceptance of  the  Amendment.  The  in- 
troduction of  the  words  could  do  no  harm, 
but  would  assurodl}'  make  things  clear 
and  save  controversy  horoaftor. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  ARNOLD  pointed 
out  that  the  Companies  now  engaged  in 
agricultural  improvement  were  largely 
occupied  in  building.  Ho  was  fully  per- 
suaded the  clause  would  include  build- 
ings. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Mr.  LITTON  in  moving,  in  page  17, 
line  19,  after  **  land,"  to  insert  "recla- 
mation of  foreshores,"  said,  this  Amend- 
ment would  meet  the  view  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Meath  (Mr.  A. 
M.  Sullivan).  All  who  were  acquainted 
with  Ireland  knew  that  there  was  a  large 
quantity  of  foreshore,  which  was  quite 
capable  of  being  utilized. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  1 7,  line 
19,  after  **  land,"  insert  '*  reclamation  of 
foreshores." — (J/r.  Litton.) 

Mr.  a.  M.  SULLIVAN  said,  he  was 
aware  the  question  was  not  as  simple  as 
it  might  seem  at  a  glance,  for  there  would 
necessarily  arise  out  of  it  some  questions 
as  to  the  Government  right  to  foreshores. 
This  Land  Bill,  or  any  other  Land  Bill, 
would  only  partially  settle  the  Laud 


Question  unless  they  could,  by  the  in- 
dustry of  the  people  and  by  xneanini 
such  as  this,  add  a  county  or  two  to  In- 
land. He  believed  they  could  add  t 
county  to  Ireland  by  the  redamatio&fll! 
interior  waste  lands  ;  and  he  had  lo^ 
thought  they  might  add  a  considenUi 
area  to  Ireland  if  they  could  get  the 
consent  of  the  Grown  —  reserving  lai 
protecting  in  all  reasonable  way  tb 
rights  of  the  Grown — to  the  redaxnatioi 
of  the  foreshores.  There  was  a  Itip 
field  in  Ireland  for  useful  enterpriss  of 
this  kind.  At  a  time  when  a  neigh- 
bouring State  was  laying  out  miil^H 
of  money  in  reclaiming  their  foreshom^ 
we  might  very  properly  try,  by  our  in- 
dependent enterprize  and  industry,  tD 
do  something  to  imitate,  on  a  smal 
scale,  the  industry  and  enterprize  of  tilt 
Dutch  Government.  He  knew  the  qnti- 
tion  was  beset  with  certain  difficnltf; 
but  he  would  ask  the  Prime  Miniatar 
whether  he  could  not,  consistently  wi& 
the  preservation  of  the  legitimate  in- 
terests of  the  Crown,  take  some  steps  to- 
wards the  reclamation  of  Ireland's  fne- 
shores  ? 

Mr.  FINDLATEE  called  attention 
to  the  successful  embankment,  drainags^ 
and  sale  of  the  Crown  shores  which  had 
been  carried  out  in  Holland,  and  noticed 
that  the  Crown  had  already  obtained 
6,477  acres  by  reclaiming  the  foreshorei 
of  the  llumber  at  Sunk  Island.  Thii 
land  produced  £13,196  annually,  or 
about  40jr.  and  M.  an  acre.  It  was  veiy 
desirable  that  a  large  quantity  of  the 
foreshore  about  Dublin  Bay  on  its  north 
and  south  shores  should  be  reclaimed 
in  the  same  manner  as  was  already  done 
with  the  portion  embanked  between  the 
Dodder  and  Merrion.  There  were  aboat 
d>,OUO  acres  available.  The  work  would 
be  quite  as  successful  as  the  enclosing 
of  the  foreshores  of  Lough  Foyle  and 
Lough  S willy  had  proved. 

Mh.  CHARLES  RUSSELL  said,  the 
clause  as  it  stood  left  it  open  to  the 
Crown  to  carry  out  any  schemes  of 
reclamation  it  thought  proper,  and  to 
make  such  conditions  as  would  proteefc 
its  own  rights.  He  did  not  think  the 
object  of  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
would  bo  attained  by  the  adoption  of 
the  Amendment,  although  he  hoped  the 
Amendment  would  be  accepted,  becauee 
it  was  a  very  useful  one. 

Mu.  GLADSTONE  said,  they  would 
do  well  to  include  jome  woxds  oi  thii 
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natare.  He  would  suggest  that  the 
words  introduced  should  be  ''or  fore- 
shores or  waste  lands." 

Thb  OHAIEMAN  :  We  have  passed 
that  now.  The  Amendment  may  be 
moved  on  Beport. 

Mb.  a.  M.  SULLIVAN  said,  he  had 
risen  just  now  to  propose  an  Amend- 
ment of  this  character,  but  the  Chair- 
man had  informed  him  that  it  could 
be  more  properly  brought  on  at  a  later 
stage  of  the  Bill.  He  heartily  thanked 
the  Prime  Minister  for  assenting  to  the 
proposition. 

Mb.  FAHNELL  said,  that  before  they 
left  this  question  of  foreshores,  he  wished 
to  express  a  hope  that  the  Goyemment 
would  favourably  consider  the  question 
of  allowing  them  to  be  sold  to  public 
Companies  on  reasonable  terms.  In  the, 
estuaiy  of  the  Shannon  there  was  a  large 
amount  of  waste  land.  Some  land  in 
the  estuary  of  this  river  had  been  re- 
claimed, but  there  was  still  a  large  quan- 
tity which  could  be  reclaimed  with  ad- 
vantage. The  public  Companies  would 
be  able  to  do  this  ;  in  fact,  it  was  about 
the  only  work  of  reclamation  that  they 
could  undertake.  There  was  a  Mr. 
Drinkwater  now  engaged  in  reclaiming 
the  foreshores  of  the  Fergus  Eiver,  in  the 
estuary  of  the  Shannon,  and  he  (Mr. 
Pamell)  had  been  told  that  this  gentle- 
man had  paid  a  large  sum  for  the  pur- 
pose of  being  allowed  to  enter  on  the 
work. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn, 

Mb.  MITCHELL  HENRY  said,  the 
Amendment  he  had  on  the  Paper  was  of 
extreme  importance,  and  it  was  to  enable 
the  Board  of  Works  to  make  advances 
for  the  construction  of  roads,  railways, 
or  tramways,  required  as  feeders  to  main 
lines  of  railway  communication.  In  the 
West  of  Ireland  the  principal  railways 
were,  in  some  instances,  50  and  60  miles 
away  from  the  agricultural  portion  of 
the  country,  and  the  inhabitants  were 
perfectly  ready  to  make  lines  of  very 
light  railway  in  these  districts  if  they 
could  get  facilities  for  doing  it.  It  was 
impossible  to  express  to  the  Committee 
the  difficulty  of  obtaining  advances  of 
public  money  for  this  purpose.  Hall- 
way Acts  were  extremely  expensive  and 
cumbersome,  and,  unless  something  in 
the  nature  of  his  proposal  were  done, 
the  people  irho  oultiyated  the  land  in 
the  extreme  West^  where  th^re  were  no 


railways,  would  continue  to  find  it  im- 
possible to  get  their  crops  to  market, 
and  would  be  placed  at  a  great  disad- 
vantage in  competing  with  their  more 
favourably  situated  countrymen.  His 
proposal,  if  adopted,  could  do  no  harm, 
as  the  works  he  contemplated  would 
all  be  subject  to  the  approval  of  the 
Board  of  Works  and  the  Treasury.  It 
was  only  where  these  two  bodies  were 
satisfied  that  the  works  could  be  pro- 
fitably executed  that  they  would  be 
allowed. 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  page  17,  line  20,  after  "  improvemeAt," 
insert  '*  including  roads,  railways,  or  tram- 
ways, required  as  feeders  to  main  lines  of  rail- 
way communication.'' — {Mr.  Mitchell  Senrp.) 

Mb.  BIOGAE  said,  he  wished  to  take 
the  Chairman's  opinion  on  a  point  of 
Order.  This  was  a  Land  Bill,  and  the 
hon.  Member  was  seeking  to  insert  a 
provision  in  it  for  empowering  the  con- 
struction of  railways.  Could  such  a  pro- 
posal be  entertained  ? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE:  I  must  confess 
that,  with  the  hon.  Member  who  has 
just  spoken,  I  think  this  Amendment  is 
altogether  outside  the  scope  of  the  mea- 
sure. If  it  were  a  question  of  lending 
money  to  existing  railways  for  the  recla- 
mation of  land,  we  should  know  what 
we  were  about ;  but  that  is  provided  for 
by  Acts  now  existing,  and  for  which 
Bailway  Companies  give  their  deben- 
tures. And  if,  on  the  other  hand,  it  is  a 
question  of  lending  money  for  reclama- 
tion for  purposes  of  agriculturid  im- 
provement, we  know  where  we  are ;  but 
it  is  nothing  of  the  kind.  The  proposal 
is  indefinite  as  to  whom  we  should  have 
to  deal  with  and  as  to  what  the  works 
might  be  that,  though  I  do  not  dis- 
courage the  endeavour  to  deal  with  the 
matter ;  and,  though  I  think  that  such  a 
measure  as  the  hon.  Member  proposes 
might  be  useful,  I  fail  to  see  how  it 
could  come  in  here. 

The  CHAIRMAN :  Before  the  hon. 
Member  moved  the  Amendment,  I 
thought  the  proposal  was  in  connection 
with  the  reclamation  of  land — that  these 
railways  and  tramways  were  for  the 
purpose  of  giving  facilities  for  such 
reclamation.  That,  however,  does  not 
appear  to  be  the  case,  and,  in  the  large 
sense  in  which  the  hon.  Member  has 
moved  the  Amendment,  no  doubt  it  is 
outside  the  soope  of  the  Bill. .  .   .  - 
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Mr.  MITCHELL  HENRY  said,  he 
had  no  objection  to  the  Amendment 
being  taken  in  connection  with  reclama- 
tion. He  was  absolutely  certain  that 
unless  something  of  the  kind  he  pro- 
posed were  done  the  West  of  Ireland 
would  continue  to  bo  in  the  deplorable 
condition  in  which  they  now  found  it. 
He  hoped  it  would  be  remembered  that 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cavan  (Mr.  Biggar) 
had  prevented,  or,  at  all  events,  done 
all  in  his  power  to  prevent,  the  greatest 
improvement  that  could  be  effected  in 
the  condition  of  the  poorest  people  in 
the  West  of  Ireland.  Of  course,  now, 
with  the  Government  and  the  Irish  Be- 
presentatives  against  him,  it  was  no  use 
pressing  the  Amendment.  Her  Majesty's 
Ministers,  seemingly,  did  not  entertain 
the  intention  of  improving  the  people 
of  the  West  of  Ireland  in  the  spirit  in 
which  alone  that  improvement  could  be 
effected.  This  Bill,  as  it  now  stood, 
would  do  very  little  for  these  unfortu- 
nate people.  Their  pauperism  would 
continue — it  would  remain  the  scandal 
to  England  and  to  Europe  that  it  now 
was.  Parliament  would  do  nothing  to 
assist  these  miserable  people  out  of  their 
wretched  condition.  No  private  Com- 
panies would  assist  them.  ANHiat  private 
Company  would  come  forward  to  reclaim 
land  in  the  West  of  Ireland  under  exist- 
ing circumstances  ?  Wh}',  none  in  the 
world.  No  attempt  had  yet  been  made ; 
but,  if  his  Amendment  were  accepted, 
the  people  in  particular  localities,  a  long 
way  from  railways,  would,  with  the 
assistance  of  the  landlords,  only  too 
gladly  make  light  railways  and  tram- 
ways, and  add  the  reclaimed  land  to  the 
agricultural  wealth  of  the  country.  He 
only  asked  that  facilities  should  be  given 
to  them  for  obtaining  advances  of  money 
to  assist  them  in  carrying  out  objects 
which  the  Prime  Minister  himself  ad- 
mitted to  be  highly  advantageous.  This 
Amendment  was  on  the  point  of  agri- 
cultural reclamation,  and  he  was  exceed- 
ingly sorry  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man could  not  accept  his  proposal. 

Major  NOLAN  said,  he  looked  upon 
the  Amendment  as  connected  with  re- 
clamation. In  Galway  County — which 
he  represented — for  instance,  one  of  the 
uses  of  a  light  railway,  or  tramway, 
would  be  to  transport  the  limestone 
which  would  be  necessary  in  carrying 
out  reclamation.  Without  such  a  road 
or  railway  there  could  be  no  redama- 


(OOMHONS)  iIr^lmi)Bia.         50* 

tion.  The  roads  that  at  present  eui^b0* 
were  looked  after  tolerauly  effidenflf  S 
but  it  would  be  advisable  to  have  mH 
an  Amendment  as  this  in  the  Bill,  W- 
cause  their  main  object  ought  to  ta 
to  increase  the  general  reaources  oi  ttl 
country,  and,  unless  they  had  cheapa 
means  of  communication,  they  oouUiri 
do  that.  There  were  hundreds  of  miki 
of  country  in  the  West  of  Ireland  whk^ 
at  present,  were  unsupplied  with  nft 
way  communication,  although  it  wii 
just  the  district  which  required  it  moiL 

Mr.  a.  M.  SULLIVAN  said,  thm 
was  no  doubt  in  the  world  that  tk 
narrow-gauge  railways  and  tramwi|i 
could  do  a  great  deal  in  Ireland;  M 
the  question  was  whether  these  wixk 
could  be  promoted  in  a  Land  Bill  dill 
ing  entirely  with  the  matter  of  agrieol 
ture  ?  As  hon.  Members  who  had  adv» 
cated  railways  of  this  description  kn«i 
perfectly  well,  he  had  been  their  sloil 
ally  when  they  had  brought  forwnd 
their  proposals. 

Mr.  O'CONNOR  POWER  regz^ttel 
that  the  hon.  Member  for  County  Gal- 
way had  not  received  more  sappoil 
from  tlio  Irish  Members.  It  certainly 
did  not  look  well  for  the  Irish  Repvfr 
seiitatives  to  raise  points  of  Order  oi 
proi)osals  for  carrying  out  improvemenli 
in  Ireland.  The  Amendment  might  nol 
be  quite  in  Order,  but  he  should  like  ti 
see  its  object  effected. 

The  chairman  :  I  must  say  thai 
it  is  not  competent  for  this  AmendmeoJ 
to  be  put,  or  fur  hon.  Members  to  dii- 
cuss  it,  when — according  to  what  hai 
just  fallen  from  the  hon.  and  gallanl 
Member  for  County  Galway  (Maja 
Nolan) — its  object  is  to  bring  about  thi 
construction  of  hundreds  of  miles  d 
railway.  I  only  allowed  the  Amendmenl 
to  be  put  on  the  understanding  that  il 
was  to  apply  to  railways  on  the  eitttai 
where  particular  reclamations  werebaiog 
effected — to  railways  considered  neoM- 
sary  for  the  purposes  of  reclamation.  Al 
the  discussion  is  going  upon  the  queitioB 
of  railway  construction  in  the  ordiniiy 
sense,  the  Amendment  cannot  be  put 

Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  would  flill 
the  attention  of  the  Committee  to  thfl 
words  of  the  Amendment.  They  are— 
'*  including  roads,  itiilways,  or  tramwa]Fii 
required  as  feeders  to  main,  lines  of  rail- 
way communication."  It  seems  to  da 
that  the  mere  reading  of  the  worii 
shows  they  are  out  ol  Order. 
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Majob  NOLAN  said,  in  answer  to 
what  had  fallen  from  the  Chairman,  he 
wished  to  disolaim  any  idea  of  suggest- 
ing that  under  this  Bill  they  should 
make  a  railway  200  or  300  miles  long. 

Mb.  MITCHELL  HENRY  said,  he 
did  not  wonder  at  the  Committee  refus- 
ing to  support  the  Amendment,  seeing 
that  the  Insh  Members  themselves  threw 
cold  water  on  it. 

Mb.  O'CONNOR  POWER  said,  he 
had  not  mentioned  the  word  **  railway,'' 
because  he  had  wished  to  avoid  g^ing 
into  a  matter  that  was  doubtful.  His 
intention  had  been  to  call  the  attention 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Galway  to  the 
spirit  in  which  the  Prime  Minister  had 
receiyed  his  proposal.  The  right  hon. 
G-entleman  had  felt  the  force  of  the  ob- 
jection on  the  g^und  of  Order ;  but  he 
distinctly  sympathized  with  the  object 
which  the  hon.  Member  for  Galway  had 
in  view.  He  (Mr.  O'Connor  Power) 
would  suggest  to  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member,  in  view  of  the  reception  his 
Amendment  had  received — the  opposi- 
tion to  it  having  been  mainly  on  the 
pound  of  Order,  and  its  principle  hav- 
ing been  approved  of — that  he  should 
re-cast  it,  restricting  it  to  reclamation 
works,  and  bring  it  up  on  Report,  when 
he  had  no  doubt  it  would  receive  the 
support  of  the  English  and  Scotch,  as 
well  as  the  Irish  Members. 

Mb.  BI(}GAR  said,  he  wished  to  say, 
in  answer  to  what  had  fallen  from  the 
hon.  Member  for  Oalway 

The  chairman  :  There  is  no  Ques- 
tion before  the  Committee. 

Mb.  BIOOAR  :  I  will  put  myself  in 
Order. 

Thb  chairman  :  I  call  upon  Mr. 
Gladstone,  who  has  an  Amendment  to 
propose. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  I  rise  to  move 
the  words  which  I  promised  the  Com- 
mittee to  propose  to  the  effect  that  the 
Board  of  Works  may  make  advances  to 
oooupiera  of  land  when  satisfied  that  the 
security  is  such  as  to  secure  the  repay- 
ment of  principal  and  interest,  or  even 
when  the  landlord  joins  the  occupier  in 

fivine  such  security.  There  are  two 
rancmes  to  this  proposition,  and  the 
later  one — when  the  landlord  joins  the 
occupier  in  giving  the  security — was  a 
recommendation  madebyaDepartmental 
Commission  that  examined  into  the  case 
for  the  Board  of  Works.  As  to  the 
other  case,  under  the  former  law,  when 


the  interest  of  the  tenant  was  not  so  far 
recognized  by  law  as  to  become  a  regular 
marketable  commodity,  it  was  proper, 
probably,  to  confine  the  advances  to 
tenants  to  cases  where  there  was  a  de- 
finite term  of  a  considerable  number  of 
years  unexpired  in  the  lease.  Now  the 
case  is  different.  First  of  all,  there  is 
the  definite  interest  of  the  tenant  in  the 
holding ;  and,  secondly,  there  may  be  a 
statutory  term ;  and,  under  these  circum- 
stances, in  many  cases  the  tenants  will 
be  in  a  condition  to  offer  a  really  g^od 
security  for  the  purpose  of  an  advance. 
That,  of  course,  will  have  to  be  examined, 
and,  under  these  two  heads,  I  think  it  is 
well  to  make  a  proposal  of  this  kind. 
It  would  not  have  been  desirable  to 
introduce  it  into  the  first  part  of  the 
clause. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  17,  line  20,  after  "  improvement," 
insert  ''The  Treasury  may  authorise  the  Board 
of  Works  to  make  adyances  for  the  like  pur- 
poses to  an  occupier  of  land  when  satisfied  that 
a  tenancy  or  other  security  which  he  may  have 
to  offer  is  such  as  to  secure  the  repayment  of 
principal  and  interest  within  such  a  number  of 
years  as  the  Treasury  may  think  fit,  or  when 
the  landlord  joins  the  occupier  in  giving  such 
security." — (Ar.  Glad9i<m$.)  . 

Question  proposed, ''  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUE  said,  he  did  no^ 
rise  to  discuss  the  policy  of  the  Amend" 
ment ;  but  he  wished  to  ask  a  question 
as  to  repayment,  as  he  observed  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  adopted 
different  words  in  this  Amendment  to 
those  in  the  Srd  sub-section.  In  the 
Srd  sub-section  it  was  set  forth  that  the 
money  should  be  repaid  in  accordance 
with  the  provisions  of  a  previous  Act ; 
but  in  the  Amendment  the  money  was 
to  be  repaid  according  to  the  discretion 
of  the  Treasury. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  The  reason  is 
this.  If  money  in  this  way  is  to  be 
advanced  to  an  occupier  of  land,  the 
only  possible  way  in  which  you  can  do 
it  is  to  leave  the  matter  to  the  discretion 
of  the  Treasury.  In  the  Srd  sub-section 
we  are  dealing  with  positive  interests 
which,  like  those  of  the  landlord,  are 
permanent  in  their  character.  There  is 
no  difficulty  in  such  a  case  to  refer  to 
the  provisions  of  an  Act  which  deal  with 
loans  made  on  the  security  of  perma- 
nent interests.  But  in  the  case  we  are 
now  dealing  with  it  is  obrious  that  the 
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tenant's  interests  maj  be  of  a  very 
limited  and  varying  character,  and  that 
the  advances  may  be  small.  I  think  the 
way  we  propose  is  the  only  way  of  doing 
the  thing  if  it  is  to  be  done  at  all. 

Mb.  CHARLES  HUSSELL  said,  this 
was  a  very  valuable  Amendment,  and 
went  in  the  direction  of  one  that  he  had 
himself  put  on  the  Paper ;  but  it  would 
be  more  effective,  and  was  a  gpreat  im- 
provement on  his  proposal. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  said,  he  agreed 
with  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  (Mr. 
0.  Russell)  that  the  Amendment  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  a  wise  and 
acceptable  one,  and  he  hoped  the  Com* 
mittee  would  adopt  it.  But  there  was 
one  point  on  which,  he  thought,  it  fell 
short,  and  it  was  this.  He  was  not  sure 
whether  he  interpreted  the  Amendment 
rightly,  but,  if  he  did,  no  money  could 
be  advanced  except  to  a  person  already 
in  possession  of  some  land.  That  scheme 
was  admirable  so  far  as  it  went ;  but  it 
avoided  one  important  part  of  the  ques- 
tion of  ^  reclamation,  because,  as  had 
been  pointed  out  by  various  authorities, 
there  was  a  large  quantity  of  labour  in 
Ireland  which  was  quite  capable  of 
being  applied  to  the  reclamation  of  land 
— labour  not  from  the  farm,  and  not  of 
people  who  were  in  the  occupation  of 
land.  He  had  been  trying  to  find  in 
the  Blue  Book,  Professor  Bflid win's  allu- 
sion to  this  before  the  Land  Commission ; 
but  he  had  not  succeeded.  His  recol- 
lection of  the  evidence,  however,  was 
sufficient  to  justify  him  in  saying  that 
Professor  Baldwin  pointed  out  several 
instances  where  labourers  had  had  small 
pieces  of  Unreclaimed  land  given  to  them 
either  at  no  rent  or  a  very  small  nominal 
rent,  and,  having  managed  to  exist  for 
the  first  year  on  borrowed -money,  or  in 
some  other  way,  had  in  time  rendered 
the  land  valuable  and  capable  of  yielding 
them  a  subsistence. 

Mb.  HEALY  said,  the  hon.  Member 
was  in  error.  The  persons  he  proposed 
to  give  employment  to  would  have  no 
interest  in  the  reclamations  that  would 
be  made. 

Mb.  E.  stanhope  said,  that  as  far 
as  he  understood  the  Amendment,  it 
seemed  to  him  very  reasonable ;  but,  at 
the  same  time,  he  thought  the  Govern- 
ment should  have  put  a  proposal  of  this 
sort  on  the  Paper.  The  Amendment,  as 
also  the  clause  to  which  it  related,  were 
very  important,  andtheCommittee  should 
not  have  been  kept  in  the  dark  with 

Mr,  Gladstone 


regard  to  it.  He  would  appeal  to  the 
Government  for  the  future  to  put  their 
Amendments  on  the  Paper  at  least  a 
day  before  they  intended  to  bring  them 
forward. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE:  The  greatest 
efforts  have  been  made  by  the  Govern- 
ment to  put  their  Amendments  on  the 
Paper.  When  the  hon.  Member  comes 
to  have  charge  of  a  great  and  compli- 
cated measure  to  which  there  are  no 
fewer  than  1,500  Amendments — Amend- 
ments  which  are  put  down  from  day  to 
day— he  will  appreciate  the  difficulty  of 
the  present  position  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government.  It  was  not  an  easy  matter 
to  examine  the  many  Amendments  pro- 
posed, and  to  make  those  proposals  which 
seem  to  us  to  be  necessary  with  regard 
to  them. 

Mb.  GORST  said,  that,  in  justice  to 
his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope),  he 
would  point  out  that  this  was  an  Amend- 
ment which  could  only  be  moved  by 
Her  Majesty's  Gt>vernment.  It  was  sn 
Amendment  making  a  charge  upon  the 
public  funds,  and  therefore  was  one 
which  oould  only  be  moved  by  a  Minister 
of  the  Crown.  His  hon.  Friend  surely 
was  justified  in  complaining  that  an 
Amendment  of  this  kind,  which  oonld 
only  be  moved  by  a  Member  of  the 
Government,  had  not  been  duly  pat 
down  on  the  Notice  Paper. 

Mb.  p.  martin  said,  that  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Dundalk  (Mr.  0.  Russell), 
which  was  somewhat  similar  to  that  of 
the  Prime  Minister's,  had  been  on  the 
Paper  for  a  week.  The  Amendment  now 
proposed  simply  used  different  and  more 
•effective  words  to  give  effect  to  the  same 
object  as  that  stated  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Dundalk.  The 
Committee  could  not  be  said  to  have 
had  this  Amendment  in  any  way  hor- 
riedly  presented  for  their  consideration. 

LoBD  GEORGE  HAMILTON  wished 
to  say  a  word  in  justification  of  what  had 
fallen  from  his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  £. 
Stanhope).  The  Committee  were  adopt- 
ing a  novel  principle,  because  money 
was  to  be  advanced  on  the  tenants's  in- 
terest in  his  holding,  and  that  interest 
the  Gevernment  had  said,  over  and  orer 
again,  they  could  not  define.  Under 
these  circumstances,  the  Committee 
should  have  had  Notice  of  such  an  im- 
portant Amendment  as  this. 

Mb.  DAWSON  said,  that  if  thw 
Amendment  was  to  be  applied  on^jr  to 
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tenants  in  occupation  of  waste  land,  it 
would  do  very  little  good  indeed.  There 
was  lots  of  waste  lands,  at  present,  in 
which  no  tenant  had  any  interest.  If 
the  Government  insisted  upon  this  in- 
terest, they  would  be  doing  very  little 
to  put  the  waste  lands  into  the  posses- 
sion of  the  Irish  people. 

Mr.  O'CONNOR  POWER  was  not 
surprised  that  the  suggestion  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Galway  (Mr.  T.  P.  O'Con- 
nor) should,  have  attracted  some  atten- 
tion. He  agreed  with  the  hon.  Member 
that  unless  some  provision  were  made 
that  would  invite  unemployed  labourers 
to  apply  themselves  to  the  reclamation 
of  waste  land,  reclaimable  lands  would 
never  be  reclaimed,  and  the  danger  of 
periodical  famine  in  Ireland  would  never 
be  removed.  There  was  an  Amendment 
further  on  in  the  name  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Dublin,  the  object  of  which  was 
to  enable  the  Land  Commission  to  buy 
lands  for  the  purpose  of  tempting  far- 
mers in  the  crowded  districts  to  cultivate 
them.  That  would  cover  the  whole 
matter.  No  doubt,  the  hon.  Member 
for  Galway  had  done  well  in  calline 
attention  to  this  matter  ;  but,  if  he  had. 
seen  the  Amendment  lower  down,  he 
would  have  known  that  there  was  ample 
time  to  provide  for  the  case  he  had  in 
view. 

Majob  NOLAN  said,  the  Board  of 
Works  ought  to  be  enabled  to  lend  sums 
of  less  than  £100,  otherwise  the  small 
tenants  might  not  be  able  to  derive 
benefit  from  the  advances.  Would  the 
Government  give  the  Board  of  Works 
power  to  advance  small  sums  ? 

Mb.  ARTHUR  ARNOLD  said,  that 
under  the  Relief  of  Distress  Act  loans  of 
£40  were  granted.  He  would  point  out, 
in  answer  to  the  hon.  Member  for  Gal- 
way (Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor),  that  the 
Companies  who  would  engage  in  the 
work  of  reclamation  would  find  it  to 
their  interest  and  advantage  to  employ 
labourers  of  the  kind  referred  to,  and, 
no  doubt,  they  would  do  so. 

Mr.  pell  wished  to  know  what 
security  they  would  have  that  the  im- 
provements would  be  carried  out  when 
the  money  was  advanced?  Was  the 
money  to  be  given  in  advance  before  the 
improvements  were  effected  or  after? 
He  should  be  glad  to  know  in  what 
position  the  Treasury  would  stand  in  the 
ease  of  a  tenant  who  had  borrowed 
money  for  the  improvement  of  his  ten- 
9B07,    bad    subsequently   <;roken  the 


statutory  conditions  of  his  lease,  and 
upon  whose  interest  in  his  holding  the 
landlord,  under  the  Act,  had  the  first 
lien  for  unpaid  rent  ?  In  such  a  case, 
who  would  have  the  first  claim,  the  land- 
lord or  the  Treasury  ?  He  agreed  with 
the  hon.  Member  fos  Mid  Lincolnshire 
(Mr.  E.  Stanhope)  as  to  the  disadvan- 
tage they  were  under  in  not  having  this 
Amendment — which  was  by  no  means 
so  simple  as  it  looked — printed  on  the 
Paper.  The  Committee  should  have  had 
an  opportunity  of  seeing  it  in  print,  and 
of  giving  it  the  careful  consideration  it 
deserved.  At  the  same  time,  there  was 
some  force  in  the  statement  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Prime  Minister  on 
this  head. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  The  question  is 
a  very  reasonable  one.  I  do  not  know 
that  we  have  a  right  altogether  to  ex- 
clude improvements ;  but  we  must  look 
not  to  them,  but  to  the  value  of  the 
securities.  One  guarantee  that  im- 
provements will  be  effected  is  the  interest 
the  tenant  has  in  his  holding. 

Sir  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE:  I 
cannot  help  thinking  that  that  is  taking 
rather  a  sanguine  view  of  the  matter. 
There  will  be  a  great  temptation  to  men 
to  undertake  works  that  seem  at  first 
sight — until  tested — very  likely  to  yield 
profit.  I  understand  that  these  tenants 
are  not  to  be  subject  to  the  conditions 
that  Companies  are  to  be  subject  to,  and 
that  it  will  not  be  necessary,  before  they 
receive  an  advance,  that  they  shall  have 
expended  some  amount  of  money  them- 
selves. The  money  is  to  be  advanced 
directly  the  Treasury  are  satisfied  that 
the  tenants  have  sufficient  security  to 
offer.  We  know  what  the  outcry  against 
the  Board  of  Works  has  been ;  and  if  there 
is  any  hesitation  on  their  part  to  advise 
the  Treasury,  or  any  hesitation  on  the 
part  of  the  Treasury  to  accept  the  sug- 
gestions made  to  it,  they  will  be  called 
narrow-minded,  and  will  be  accused  of 
preventing  that  which  is  in  the  interests 
of  the  people  of  Ireland.  These  words 
require  very  careful  consideration  before 
they  are  adopted  by  the  Committee. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  I  do  not  think 
the  primary  business  of  the  Government, 
in  these  cases,  is  to  look  at  the  value  of 
the  improvements.  We  do  not  inquire 
whether  the  tenant's  works  are  works 
that  must  necessarily  answer.  What 
we  ask  is  whether  the  tenant  can  offer 
us  a  security  of  such  a  substantial  cha- 
racter as  to  warrant  our  making  the 
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advance.  That  is  the  principle  upon 
which  all  these  ofiPers  to  landlords  and 
tenants  have  been  made.  Heretofore  it 
has  always  been  done  on  the  very  firm 
and  solid  interests  of  the  landlord,  or  on 
the  interests  of  the  tenant  that  could  be 
stated  to  Parliament,  such  as  a  given 
unexpired  terra  of  a  lease.  Evidently, 
the  business  to  be  done  must  be  done 
on  the  credit  of  the  Treasury.  No  one 
can  see  what  the  value  of  the  tenant 
right  will  bo,  and  I  do  not  see  my  way 
to  define  it  in  an  Act  of  Parliament. 
"We  must  leave  the  Treasury  to  its  own 
responsibilities  as  to  anyrule  for  making 
advances 

Sir  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE :  But 
who  will  have  priority  of  claim  ?  Will 
the  Treasury  take  priority  over  other 
advances — over  other  dobt«  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  I  apprehend  that 
that  will  certxiinly  be  so. 

Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH:  I  think  that, 
as  a  matter  of  practice,  it  is  customary 
for  the  Board  of  Works  to  make  itself 
satisfied  that  the  works  have  been  car- 
ried out  before  the  instalments  are  paid 
over  to  the  landowner.  It  is  found  to 
be  a  most  necessary  and  useful  rule,  be- 
cause, otherwise,  money  which  is  bor- 
rowed for  one  purpose,  may  be  spent 
on  another.  Unless  this  condition  is  in- 
sisted on  in  connection  with  advances  of 
all  kinds,  I  am  afraid  that  misappropria- 
tion will  arise. 

Mr.  GREGORY  thought  it  was  neces- 
sary that  some  solid  security  should  bo 
given  to  the  Treasury. 

Mr.  WARTON  said,  he  must  pro- 
test against  the  plan  adopted  by  the  Go- 
vernment of  moving  Amendments  of  a 
most  important  character  on  such  very 
slight  Notice.  Before  they  considered  an 
Amendment,  two  things  were  necessary. 
First,  that  they  should  get  the  actual 
words  of  it.  Now,  if  Amendments  were 
showered  upon  them  in  this  way,  it  was 
a  difiioult  thing  to  got  possession  of  the 
words  of  a  proposal.  After  this,  it 
would  bo  a  necessary  qualification  for 
a  Member  of  Parliament  to  bo  able  to 
write  short-hand,  otherwise  thoy  would 
not  bo  able  to  got  on.  If  lie  had  not 
been  able  to  write  very  quickly,  and  if 
he  had  not  heard  the  Amendment  read 
out  three  times — first  by  the  Chief 
Secret arj',  then  by  tho  IVemier,  and 
lastly  by  the  Chairman — he  should  not 
have  been  able  to  gather,  even  in  the 
imperfect    manner    in   which   ho  had 

JUr.  Oladitone 


gathered  them,  the  phrases  of  fti 
Amendment.  And  the  next  step,  aft« 
getting  the  words  of  an  Amendmsn^ 
was  to  understand  them.  The  mj 
moment  an  hon.  Member  commenoedti 
comprehend  them,  the  hon.  Member  for 
Sussex  (Mr.  Gregory),  the  right  hoi. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Westminite 
(Mr.  W.  H.  Smith),  or  some  other  hn. 
Member,  rose  and  pointed  out  a  dift- 
culty.  He  did  not  suppose  that  all  hoi. 
Gentlemen  present  cared  to  understand 
the  words.  He  did,  howeyer,  and  had 
watched  every  word  of  the  measure  witk 
the  intention  of  understanding  it,  if 
possible.  There  was  a  point  upon  whiek 
he  was  not  clear,  and  upon  which  ht 
should  like  to  have  some  information. 
There  was  a  section  of  the  Bill  whid 
provided  that  there  should  be  no  ad- 
vance, even  to  a  Company,  before  part 
of  the  money  had  been  expended,  onp- 
posing  that  the  money  had  been  ei- 
pended,  and  supposing  that,  at  the  saoii 
time,  a  baronial  guarantee  had  beea 
given,  what  security  would  the  Treaaoij 
get  from  the  Company? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  We  will  look 
carefully  into  the  conditions  on  which 
such  advances  are  to  be  made  to  tenanti} 
and  it  will  be  our  duty  to  suggest  wordi 
to  meet  the  difficulty  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  anticipates. 

Sir  E.  ASSHETON  CROSS :  Kdl 
understand  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
just  now  to  say  we  are  not  to  look  to 
the  value  of  the  improvements,  but  to 
the  value  of  the  securities,  so  that  tho 
Government  may  be  safe  ?  The  Prima 
Minister  said,  afterwards,  that  the  Trea- 
sury were  to  have  a  prior  claim  ovar 
other  creditors.  I  would  ask,  then, 
what  is  to  become  of  the  landlord,  if 
his  security  is  to  be  subsequent  to  the 
tenant's  liability  to  the  Government? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  the  existing 
Act  would  deal  with  such  cases. 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
asked  whether  they  could  not  manage 
to  persuade  the  Governent  to  postpone 
this  matter  ?  He  did  not  wish  to  meet 
the  question  in  any  hostile  spirit.  He 
had  carefully  examined  the  Amendment 
in  the  hands  of  the  Chairman,  and  found 
there  wore  two  alternatives  in  it.  One 
was  that  the  Government  might  advance 
tlio  money  if  the  tenant  produced  suffi- 
cient security ;  and  the  other  was  that 
the  Government  might  advance  the 
money  without  any  substantial  guarantee 
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at  all  if  the  landlord  joined  in  the  seou- 
rity.    The  result  of  that  might  be  that 
the  Oovemment  might  adyance  money, 
though  the  landlord  was  directly  op- 
posed to  the  expenditure.     That  was  an 
extraordinary  position  to  put  the  land- 
lord in.    They  had  admitted  in  Ireland 
that  which  up  to  now  they  had  never 
admitted,  and  what  was  not  admitted  in 
England — namely,  that  the  tenant  had 
an  interest  in  the  soil.    This  being  so, 
surely  the  two  persons  who  had  an  inte- 
rest in  the  land  should  co-operate.     If 
there  was  to  be  a  Oovemment  advance 
£>r  e&cting  permanent  improvements, 
surely  the  two  partners  in  the  concern 
should  concur  in  the  arrangement,  espe- 
cially as  it  appeared  that  Sie  Treasury, 
as  a  creditor,  was  to  have  priority  of 
claim  for  payment.     The  tenant  might 
have  only  a  fleeting  interest  in  the  soil 
—he  might  be  here  to-day,  and  gone 
to-morrow.    There  was  always  a  sub- 
stantial security  so  far  as  the  landlord 
was  concerned,  but  this  was  not  so  in  the 
case  of  the  tenant;  and  yet  they  pro- 
posed to  give  him  an  advance,   abso- 
lutely irrespective  of  the  consent  of  his 
partner  with  a  more  permanent  interest. 
Me(XordHandolph Churchill)  was  afraid 
the  matter  had  not  received  from  the 
Government  that  deep  attention  which 
the  importance  of  the  subject  required. 
That  the  occupier,  who  might  break  his 
contract  at  any  time,  should  have  as 
great  a  right  as  the  owner  of  the  fee- 
simple,  was  a  remarkable  thing. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  The  noble  Lord 
has  repeated  his  argument  over  at  least 
10  times.  It  is  said  that  what  we  pro- 
pose is  novel  in  principle,  and  that  there 
18  no  precedent  Dy  which  to  sustain  it. 
The  noble  Lord  must  have  entered  the 
House  immediately  before  he  made  his 
speech;  otherwise,  he  would  have  been 
aware  that  the  principle  of  making  ad- 
vances to  occupiers  is  already  recognized 
in  our  law,  and  that  the  questions  with 
regard  to  the  relative  positions  of  the 
landlord  and  tenant,  and  the  degree  at 
which  it  is  right  to  insure  that  the  works 
are  intended  to  be,  or  have  been  begun 
to  be,  executed,  are  dealt  with  in  our 
law,  and  that  the  only  change  now 
made  is  with  regard  to  new  interests. 
New  interest  having  been  defined  on 
behalf  of  the  tenant,  it  seems  reasonable 
to  extend  the  principle  already  well 
established  to  those  interests.  I  fully 
admit  that  we  shall  have  to  apply  to 
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this  clause  the  same  principles  of  justice 
as  to  the  bona  fideB  of  the  tenants  that 
we  have  applied  in  other  cases.  I  mean 
the  principles  applied  in  the  case  of  the 
Act  of  1847,  passed  in  consequence  of 
the  Famind.  It  was  provided  in  that 
measure  that  a  tenant  might  become  a 
borrower  from  the  Government  for  im- 
provements ;  but  the  lease  was  liable  to 
forfeiture  on  breach  of  conditions. 

Major  NOLAN  said,  he  had  not  yet 
received  an  answer  to  his  question. 

Mb.  W.  E.  FOESTEB  :  The  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  is  mistaken  in  supposing 
that  the  limit  of  £100  would  apply  to 
this  clause. 

Mb.  pell  said,  he  thought  the  point 
to  which  the  Prime  Minister  had  ad- 
dressed his  observations  was  hardly 
clear  yet.  If  the  improvements  contem- 
plated in  the  Amendment  were  to  be 
such  as  would  add  to  the  letting  value 
of  the  land  and  improve  the  security, 
no  one  could  have  any  objection.  He 
should  be  pleased  to  see  money  advanced 
to  the  tenants  for  the  purpose ;  but  they 
could  not  disguise  from  themselves  that 
the  tenant  might  borrow  to  make  im- 
provements which  would  not  add  per- 
manently to  the  value  of  the  land. 
Money  had  never  been  advanced  to  the 
tenants  of  England  to  enable  them  to 
improve  the  letting  value  of  their  land ; 
but  where  English  tenants  were  in  diffi- 
culties he  should  be  glad  to  see  it  done. 
There  should  be  some  direction  to  autho- 
rities in  the  Amendment  to  the  efiPect  that 
where  money  was  lent  to  a  tenant  for  im- 
provements, those  improvements  should 
DC  of  a  permanent  character,  and  not  such, 
for  instance,  as  would  run  out  by  a  severe 
course  of  cropping  or  careless  treatment 
of  the  land.  He  trusted  the  latter  part 
of  the  Amendment  would  be  accepted 
by  the  Committee,  for  the  landlord 
would  be  a  most  proper  person  to  judg^ 
whether  or  not  the  improvements  were 
desirable  and  proper.  The  very  fact  of 
his  joining  in  the  security  would  be  a 
guard  against  the  borrowing  of  money 
by  a  tenant  for  a  visionary  purpose. 

Mr.  WARTON  said,  the  Premier  had 
given  the  noble  Lord  credit  for  repeat- 
ing his  argpiment  over  many  times,  and 
had  proceeded  to  answer  the  argument 
advanced.  He  (Mr.  Warton)  was,  no 
doubt,  to  be  blamed  for  not  having  re- 
peated his  question  several  times,  for, 
as  a  punishment,  no  reply  had  been 
vouchsafed  him.    What  he  wished  to 
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know  was  this.  Why  did  the  Premier 
propoBe  to  make  advances  to  the  occupier 
on  terms  bo  very  different — so  very  much 
more  favourable — to  those  allowed  to  a 
Company?  Why  should  the  Treasury 
advance  money  to  a  mere  occupier,  with 
no  restriction  whatever  as  to  a  singli 
fattliing  havinfT  been  spent? 

The  solicitor  QENEEAL  for 
IRELAND  CMr.  W.  M.  Johnson)  said, 
there  need  be  no  difficulty  in  the  minds 
of  hon,  Members  as  to  the  character  of 
the  improvements,  "  Improvements,"  in 
Ireland,  were  well  known  to  mean  works 
which  added  to  the  lotting  value  of  the 
holding  and  were  suitable  to  it. 

Sir  8TAFF0H.D  NOBTHCOTE:  I 
should  like  to  ask  the  Oovomment  whe- 
ther  there  is  any  precedent  in  which  ad- 
vanoes  have  been  made  by  the  State 
before  any  work  at  all  has  been  done? 

Thb  80LICLT0E  GENERAL  mk 
IRELAND  (Mr.  W.  Rf.  Johnson)  said, 
that  the  manner  in  which  the  thing  was 
done  at  present  was  this.  The  State 
authorized  advances  to  be  made  ;  this 
was  carried  out  by  the  Board  of  Works, 
and  a  memorandum  was  required  from 
the  person  borrowing,  setting  out  the 
title  to  the  holding,  the  work  to  be  done, 
and  the  money  value  of  the  work. 
That  was  tested  by  an  engineer  of  the 
Board  of  Works,  who  reported  whe- 
ther the  memorandum  was  substantially 
correct,  and  if  it  was  the  advance  was 
authorized  by  the  Board.  According 
to  the  present  practice  in  Ireland, 
the  advance  was  made  in  five  parts. 
As  soon  aa  one-fifth  of  the  work  was 
completed,  a  report  to  that  effect  was 
made  out  by  the  person  to  whom  the  ad- 
vance was  to  be  made.  The  work  so 
executed  was  examined  by  the  engineer 
to  the  Board  of  Works,  who  reported 
whether  the  work  was  properly  executed 
pursuant  to  the  requirements  and  the 
memorandum.  On  receipt  of  that  report, 
if  favourable,  one-fifth  was  advanced, 
and  the  same  process  was  repeated  in 
regard  to  each  successive  fifth. 

BiR  STAFFORD  NOKTECOTE: 
Will  the  same  ayetem  be  adopted  under 
this  Bill? 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  job 
IRELAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  Johhson)  :  Yes ; 
the  arrangement  will  be  such  as  to  suit 
Uie  ordinary  requirements  of  the  Board 
of  Works. 

LoBB  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
said,  he  would  move  to  amend  the  pro- 
J/r.  Wartm 


posed  Amendment  by  leaving  out  An 
word  "or,"  and  auHtituting  "ul' 
By  this  it  would  be  neceasaiy  fa  tb 
landlord  to  join  the  tenant  in  the  im» 
rity.  He  conaidered  it  monstroni  li 
force  on  the  landlord  improvements  tbi 
he  might  not  want,  and  which,  in  fb^ 
he  might  oonsider  detrimental  to  At 
letting  value  of  the  estate.  A  toani 
might,  for  his  own  purposee,  wish  to  aaaj 
out  improvements  which  would  ills 
the  character  of  that  part  of  the  Uat 
lord's  estate,  or  wish  to  carry  oat  i 
system  of  drainage  whiob  would  sal 
fit  in   with  the   draioage  of  the  a^ 

t'oining  land.  They  aaid  the  landkri 
lad  a  joint  interest  in  the  land;  iri^, 
then,  should  be  not  have  a  joint  a- 
terest  in  the  improvemanta  to  nnyort 
which  money  was  to  be  advanced  1^  thi 
State? 

Amendment  propoaed  to  the  propose! 
Amendment,  after  the  word  "fit,"  to 
leave  oat  "or,"  and  insert  "and."— 
{Lord  Rattdotph  Churehill.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  tlie  woii 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  tti 
proposed  Amendment." 

Mb.  QLADSTONE  :  We  propoestlnt 
there  shall  be  two  conditions  tmd« 
which  the  tenant  can  obtain  an  odnna 
for  improvements.  One  ia  when  tin  I 
landlord  joins  the  tenant  in  givingMsa- 
rity,  and  the  other  is  where  the  tennd  -i 
himself  gives  a  sufficient  securi^,  Ths 
one  method  ia  entirely  agreeable  to  thi 
present  lav,  and  only  a  new  extensioaii 
given  to  it ;  the  other  is  as  to  the  gnuti 
made  on  the  security  of  the  landlord  sol 
tenant.  The  nobleLord's  propoaoliils 
give  the  landlord  an  absolute  veto,  sod 
that  we  cannot  accept. 

Mr.  BRODHICK  wished  to  know 
whether  the  improvementa  wonld  in- 
clude the  erection  of  labourera'cottagssf 

Mr,  WARTON  wished  to  know  whe- 
ther the  words  "  Buch  security  "  had  any 
reference  to  what  went  before  P 

Mu.  GLADSTONE :  In  reply  to  thi 
hon.  Member  opposite  (Mr.  Brodrick}) 
I  mav  say  that  labourers'  cottages  an 
included. 

Question  put,  and  agrttd  U. 

Amendment  agried  to. 

Mb.  COCHRAN-PATRICK  laid,  he 
had  an  Amendment  on  the  Paper,  the  ob- 
ject of  which  was  to  require  aa  aoonnta 
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record  to  be  kept  of  the  arobedological  re- 
maine  likely  to  be  injured  by  the  improye- 
ments  for  which  advances  were  to  be 
madeby  the  State.  The  g^at  importance 
and  interest  attaching  to  the  antiquities, 
which  were  so  plentifully  scattered  over 
the  soil  of  Ireland,  was  only  now  be- 
ginning to  be  realized  in  this  part  of  the 
IJnited  Kingdom ;  and  the  present  was  a 
very  fitting  opportunity,  and  one  which 
might  not  present  itself  again  for  some 
time,  to  endeavour  to  preserve  some  re- 
cord of  them.  This  proposal  was  not 
ox>en  to  many  of  the  objections  which 
had  been  taken  to  other  means  of  deal- 
ing with  ancient  monuments.  It  would 
in  no  way  interfere  with  the  rights  of 
property,  and  it  would  not  interfere  with 
the  scope  of  the  Bill,  but  would  merely 
provide  for  the  preservation  of  those 
relics  and  antiquities  which,  if  once 
destroyed,  could  never  be  replaced 
again.  The  proposal  had  received 
the  sympathy  of  the  Council  of  the 
Boyal  Irish  Academy,  a  body  that  had 
done  very  good  work  in  connection 
with  the  antiquities  of  that  country. 
Whilst  the  Government  were  paving 
large  sums  for  patches  and  shreds  of 
antiqtdties  and  relics  from  other  coun- 
tries, they  systematically  neglected  the 
evidences  and  remains  of  civilization 
which  lay  at  their  very  feet,  and  which 
were  as  important  as  any  ancient  relics 
to  which  tney  had  ever  devoted  their 
attention. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  17,  line  20,  after  the  word  "  secu- 
rity," at  the  end  of  the  foregoing  Amendment, 
to  inaert  the  words  '*  Provided,  That,  whenever- 
advances  are  made  by  the  Treasury  for  the  pur- 
pose of  reclaiming  or  improving  waste  or  un- 
cultivated land,  on  which  archsBological  remains 
eodst,  likely  to  be  injured  by  the  operations, 
accTuate  plans,  views,  and  descriptions  of  sucH 
remains  shall  be  taken  in  tripbcate,  and  one 
copy  shall  be  deposited  in  the  British  Museum, 
one  copy  in  the  Library  of  the  Royal  Irish 
Academy,  and  one  copy  in  the  Kational  Museum 
of  Scottish  Antiquities  in  Edinburgh ;  and  that 
efficient  means  shall  be  taken  to  preserve  and 
■ecure  for  the  National  Collections  aU  relics  of 
antiquity  which  may  be  discovered  in  the  course 
of  the  operations.* '---{ifr.  OMhran-Patriek.) 

Qaestion  proposed,  ''That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Sib  JOHN  LUBBOCK  said,  he  hoped 
Her  Majesty's  Government  would  see 
their  way  to  accept  the  Amendment 
of  the  hon.  Member  opposite  (Mr. 
Coobran  -  Patrick).      From  the    expe- 


rience they  had  had  in  the  past,  there 
could  be  no  doubt  that  when  these 
works  were  carried  out  many  of  these 
ancient  relics  would  be  destroyed.  Al- 
ready a  large  number  of  them  had 
perished,  and  in  the  future  they  should 
not  allow  such  a  thing  to  occur.  The 
House,  in  an  early  period  of  the  Ses- 
sion, passed  by  a  considerable  majority 
a  Besolution  in  favour  of  preserving 
ancient  monuments.  He  should  have 
liked  to  ask  whether  Her  Majesty's 
Government  would  be  prepared  to  take 
any  steps  in  accordance  witn  that  Beso- 
lution ;  but  he  had  abstained  from  press- 
ing the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  because 
he  knew  very  weU  what  difficulties  the 
Government  had  to  contend  with  in  con- 
nection with  other  subjects  in  passing 
this  Bill;  yet  this  matter  was  one  of 
great  importance,  and  he  felt  bound  to 
impress  upon  the  Committee  the  desir- 
abuity  of  preserving,  at  any  rate,  a  re- 
cord of  any  relics  which  might  be  de- 
stroyed. 

Mb.  a.  M.  STTLLIYAN  said,  he 
thanked  the  hon.  Gentleman  most  sin- 
cerely for  having  brought  forward  this 
Amendment ;  though,  at  the  same  time, 
he  should  like  to  point  out  to  him  an 
alteration  of  which  it  was  susceptible. 
He  would  suggest  to  him  that  all  he 
should  ask  the  tenant  to  do  would  be  to 
allow  reasonable  facilities  to  the  officials 
of  the  Hoyal  Irish  Academy  in  makiug 
these  drawings.  If  they  threw  on  the 
tenant  the  duty  of  themselves  preparing 
these  views  and  sketches,  they  would 
run  the  risk  of  having  some  very  in- 
artistic and  untrustworthy  productions 
sent  up  to  Dublin.  He  not  only  sym- 
pathized, however,  with  the  object  of 
the  Amendment,  but  he  had  prepared 
an  Amendment  to  it,  which  he  thought 
would  render  it  more  effective.  He 
would  propose  that,  after  the  word 
"operations,"  the  following  words  should 
be  inserted : — 

*'  The  persons  proposing  to  carry  out  such 
reclamation  or  improvement  shall  allow  reason- 
able facilities  to  any  person  authorized  on  their 
behalf  by  the  Board  of  Works." 

And  he  would  suggest  that  most  of  the 
remaining  words  should  be  omitted  ; 
because,  to  whom  could  they  intrust 
the  duty  of  sending  one  copy  to  the 
British  Museum,  one  copy  to  the  Library 
of  the  Boyal  Irish  Academy,  and  one  to 
the  Museum  of  Scottish  Antiquities  in 
Edinburgh  ?   When  they  who  were  now 
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in  the  House  were  all  passed  and  gone 
there  might  be  many  persons  sitting  in 
their  places  who  might  regret  very  much 
that  such  a  plan  as  that  now  proposed 
had  not  been  carried  out.  He  haa  had 
occasion  to  visit  various  parts  of  Ireland 
for  the  purpose  of  making  sketches  of 
Irish  antiquities,  and  had  had  great 
reason  to  regret  that  there  were  not 
in  existence  such  records  as  the  hon. 
Member  sought  by  his  Amendment  to 
have  prepared. 

Mr.  PEEOY  WYNDHAM  said,  the 
only  objection  he  had  to  this  Amend- 
ment was  that  it  seemed  to  assume  that 
all  these  monuments  in  Ireland  were  to 
be  destroyed.  As  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment, however,  would  get  a  lien 
upon  the  land  for  which  they  advanced 
the  money,  they  should  be  asked  at 
once  to  take  steps  to  insure  that,  at 
least,  the  small  antiquities  should  be 
inclosed  and  preserved.  Of  course,  the 
preservation  of  many  large  antiquities 
might  interfere  with  the  proper  cultiva- 
tion of  the  land  ;  but  as  to  small  ones, 
no  drawing  could  have  the  same  archaeo- 
logical value  as  the  original  relic.  It 
was  a  very  difficult  thing,  at  any  time, 
to  get  good  and  accurate  drawings  that 
would  be  of  any  value  made  of  these 
things.  He  trusted  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment would  take  the  whole  ques- 
tion into  their  consideration,  so  as  to 
deal  with  it  in  such  a  way  as  to  pre- 
serve, at  all  events,  those  antiquities 
which  it  would  not  cost  much  money  or 
labour  to  save,  and  to  have  accurate 
drawings  made  of  the  remainder. 

The  SOLICITOE  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  Johnson)  said, 
he  wished  to  remind  the  Committee  that 
the  question  now  before  them  was  the 
progress  of  the  Irish  Land  Bill.  The 
Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  had  not 
reference  to  the  preservation  of  ancient 
monuments,  but  to  the  preparation  of 
views  and  drawings  of  them.  Well, 
the  national  history  of  a  country  was  not 
written  in  views  and  drawings.  It  was 
written  in  the  monuments  that  existed, 
and  he  believed  that  Ireland  possessed 
an  advantage  over  every  other  part  of 
the  United  Kingdom  in  the  number 
and  preservation  of  its  great  national 
monuments.  Most  of  these  national 
monuments  of  Ireland  were  ecclesiasti- 
cal and  were  under  the  care  of  a  Board, 
whose  engineer  inspected  them  from 
time  to  time,  and  preserved  them  from 
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ruin.  The  monuments  existing  on  ua- 
cultivated  lands  were  Druidical  remiini, 
which  consisted  of  large  stones,  and  ratbi, 
usually  called  Danish  raths,  or  crom- 
lechs ;  and  these  were  and  would  be  b«ft 
preserved  by  the  national  sentimenti 
as  lonff  as  national  feeling  existed  ii 
Ireland.  The  people  of  Ireland  wodU 
no  more  allow  a  rath  to  be  invaded  bj 
the  plough,  or  a  stone  to  be  taken  from 
a  cromlech,  than  they  would  allow  ths 
roof-tree  to  be  taken  from  over  their 
heads 

Mr.  E.  stanhope  said,  there  wu 
evidently  a  strong  feelinff  in  the  Com- 
mittee on  this  subject ;  but,  no  doubt, 
hon.  Members  would  be  thoroughly  satit- 
fied  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  wooU 
say  that  he  would  be  prepared  later  oa 
to  put  words  into  the  Bill  for  the  p1l^ 
pose  of  preserving  these  ancient  monu- 
ments. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  I  recognize  the 
excellent  spirit  in  which  my  hon.  Friend 
has  made  an  appeal  to  me  ;  but,  at  the 
same  time,  I  really  cannot  accept  the 
task  he  invites  me  to  undertake.  I  am 
asked  to  frame  a  scheme  for  the  general 
preservation  of  ancient  monuments,  and 
to  introduce  into  this  Bill  such  words  ei 
will  be  conformable  to  its  other  profi- 
sions.  Well,  it  is  not  in  my  power  to 
do  anything  of  the  kind.  If  the  Com- 
mittee chooses— if  the  Committee  seei 
its  way  to  framing  a  scheme  of  this  kind 
— it  is  not  for  us  to  offer  an  obstinate 
opposition  to  it ;  but  it  is  impossible  for 
me  to  undertake  an  engagement  in  the 
face  of  the  Committee,  when  I  knov 
that  I  have  neither  mental  strength  nor 
time  to  ful61  it. 

Sir  JOHN  LUBBOCK  said,  he  shonld 
be  extremely  sorry  to  impose  any  addi- 
tional tax  upon  either  the  time  or 
strength  of  the  Prime  Minister ;  but,  lo 
far  from  it  being  the  case  that  ancient 
Irish  monuments  were  now  well  eared  for, 
he  had  only  that  morning  received  from 
Miss  Stokes,  an  Irish  lady,  whom  most 
of  them  must  have  heard  of,  a  list  of 
the  Irish  antiquities  which  had  been 
demolished  within  the  last  few  years. 
From  this  list  it  would  be  seen  how 
misinformed  on  this  subject  was  the 
Solicitor  General  for  Ireland.  What 
was  it  that  his  hon.  Friend  asked  for  ? 
It  was  not  that  any  general  scheme 
should  be  prepared  for  the  preservation 
of  the  ancient  monuments  throughout 
the  entire  Elingdom  i  but  that  where,  ia 
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consequence  of  the  works  carried  out 
under  this  Bill,  monuments  were  de- 
stroyed, full  records  for  historic  and 
scientific  purposes  should  he  kept  of 
ihem.  The  Solicitor  Oeneral  for  Ire- 
land had  said  that  the  monuments  that 
would  be  interfered  with  would  be 
Druidical  stones.  But  he  would  point 
out  that  very  frequently  when  works 
had  been  undertaken  on  these  waste 
lands,  other  antiquities  had  been  dis- 
coYored — such  as  ornaments  of  gold, 
bronze,  and  stone.  It  would  be  dis- 
graceful to  a  country  like  ours  if,  in 
passing  a  Bill  of  this  kind,  they  did  not 
take  some  measures  to  preserve  records 
of  these  interesting  antiquities. 

Sib  JOSEPH  M'KENNA  said,  he 
could  not  see  any  great  object  in  re- 
fusing to  allow  the  words  to  be  inserted. 
He  £d  not  attach  any  tremendous  im- 
portance to  the  proposition ;  but,  at  the 
same  time,  the  matter  was  one  of  some 
archesological  interest,  and  ho  hoped  the 
Committee  would  allow  the  Amendment 
to  be  carried.  There  was  a  strong  feel- 
ing on  the  part  of  some  of  his  archeeo- 
logical  Friends  that  this  was  one  of  the 
most  innocent  forms  of  Amendment  that 
could  be  made  to  the  Bill;  and  he  hoped 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Prime 
Minister  would  accept  it,  which  he  might 
certainly  do  with  the  assurance  that  it 
could  not  do  any  ereat  harm. 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER  said,  he  only 
wished  to  say  one  word.  His  hon.  Friend 
said  he  had  proposed  this  Amendment 
in  the  interests  of  ancient  monuments ; 
but  he  (Mr.  W.E.  Forster)  really  thought 
that  if  it  were  carried  it  would  really  be 
against  those  interests,  because  it  would 
create  an  idea  that  wherever  these  monu- 
ments existed  they  need  only  take  pho- 
tographs or  drawmgs  of  them,  and  then 
the  monuments  themselves  might  be  de- 
stroyed. There  was  not,  however,  as  he 
hoped,  any  general  feeling  in  favour  of 
the  demolition  of  ancient  monuments; 
and  with  regard  to  those  things  that 
were  found  in  the  shape  of  coins  and  so 
forth,  they,  as  his  hon.  Friend  was 
aware,  were  paid  for  by  a  regular  scale, 
and  would  not  be  affected  by  the  Amend- 
ment. If  the  Amendment  were  carried, 
tiiere  might  be  those  who  would  say — 
**  We  will  take  drawings  of  these  things 
and  then  destroy  them  as  fast  as  possible. 
Mb.  DAWSON  thought  it  absurd  to 
suggest  that  the  Irish  people  would  de- 
ftroy  all  their  ancient  monuments  be- 


cause photographs  or  sketches  were 
made,  oz  them.  He  believed  that  there 
were  a  number  of  very  ancient  monu- 
ments which  had  been  left  to  the  care 
of  the  Irish  people,  and  that  might  still 
be  trusted  to  that  care.  The  people 
would  not  destroy  those  monuments; 
and  all  he  asked  was  that,  instead  of 
passing  Amendments  enabling  sketches 
to  be  taken  of  these  relics,  a  provision 
should  be  enforced  under  which,  at  the 
present  moment,  the  preservation  of  an- 
cient monuments  in  Ireland  was  carried 
out. 

Mb.  O'DONNELL  said,  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Oovemment  did  not  seem  to 
have  shown  much  consideration  for 
ancient  monimients  in  Ireland,  for  only 
a  short  time  ago  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  (Mr.  W.  E. 
Forster)  had  despatched  a  whole  bat- 
tery of  artillery  against  one  of  the  most 
ancient  Irish  monuments.  He  hoped  the 
Committee  would  be  inclined  to  adopt 
the  Amendment ;  but,  at  the  same  time, 
they  should  remember  that  the  progress 
of  the  Land  Bill  was  concerned  in  the 
matter,  and  they  might  as  well  go  to  a 
division  on  the  Amendment,  solacing 
themselves  for  a  certain  defeat  with  the 
knowledge  that  it  might  not  be  very 
long  before  they  might  be  in  the  pre- 
sence of  a  Government  having  more 
consideration  for  Irish  national  feeling. 
Nothing  more  dignified  nor  more  ancient 
that  belonged  to  the  era  of  a  caucus 
could  ever  hope  to  command  the  consi- 
deration of  Her  Majesty's  Government. 

Mb.  T.  D.  8ULIJVAN  said,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  bad  been  very  complimentary 
to  his  (Mr.  T.  D.  Sullivan's)  country- 
men in  the  remarks  he  had  just  aa-- 
dressed  to  the  Committee.  He  (Mr.  T. 
D.  Sullivan)  liked  to  hear  compliments 
to  his  countrymen  when  he  thought 
they  were  deserved ;  but  on  this  point 
he  knew,  as  other  Irishmen  knew,  that 
it  was  a  fact  that  numbers  of  ancient 
monuments  were  being  dilapidated  and 
had  been  deteriorated  within  their  time, 
and  probably  would  continue  to  be  di- 
lapidated, unless  attention  were  called 
to  them  and  something  done  to  insure 
their  preservation.  In  most  civilized 
countries  some  care  was  taken  for  the 
preservation  of  relics  of  this  kind ;  and 
what  was  now  proposed  was  that  in  the 
dispersion  of  any  of  the  Irish  national 
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momimonts,  if  such  a  thing  should  be- 
come necessary  in  the  process  of  recla- 
mation! something  should  be  done,  by 
which,  at  least,  a  reliable  record  of  them 
should  be  preserved  to  the  country.  He 
should  be  very  sorry  to  do  anything  to 
delay  the  prepress  of  the  Bill,  but  he  did 
think  that  this  was  a  fair  proposal ;  and 
he  hoped  the  Government  would  say  that 
as  the  works  of  reclamation  about  to  be 
undertaken  under  the  Bill  would,  to 
some  extent,  be  destructive  of  some  of 
the  ancient  monuments  of  Ireland,  there 
oup^ht  to  be  some  sort  of  record  of  those 
relics  preserved  for  the  benefit  of  the 
country.  He  knew  of  cases  that  had 
occurred  within  his  own  knowledge  in 
which  tlie  remains  of  ancient  abbeys 
had  been  dilapidated,  and  sometimes 
taken  away.  The  peasantry  had  re- 
moved the  stones  from  these  ancient 
edifices  in  order  to  build  houses,  and  in 
some  cases  to  build  pig-styes.  They 
could  not  shut  their  eyes  to  the  fact  that 
the  remains  of  these  ancient  buildings 
had  been  torn  down  by  the  peasantry. 
It  was  perfectly  true  that  there  were 
in  Ireland  many  of  these  objects  with 
which  a  superstitious  feeling  was  con- 
nected. If  it  were  a  national  feeling,  so 
much  the  better ;  but,  as  he  had  already 
said,  there  were  numerous  cases  in  which 

freat  harm  had  been  done,  and  was  still 
eing  done,  and  would  continue  to  be 
done — harm  which  tliis  Bill  would  ac- 
celerate imless  some  provision  were  made 
such  as  was  suggested  by  this  Amend- 
ment. He  did  not  wish  to  occupy  the 
time  of  the  Committee  unnecessarily, 
nor  did  he  wish  to  involve  the  Prime 
Minister  in  any  great  or  elaborate  scheme 
for  the  preservation  of  ancient  monu- 
ments; but  he  hoped  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  give  his  mind — and 
lie  had  a  great  mind — to  this  matter, 
feeling  assured  that  if  he  were  to  do  so 
he  could  easily  devise  a  sentence  or  two 
by  which,  in  a  very  few  words,  he  might 
carry  out  the  spirit  of  the  proposal  ex- 
pressed in  the  Amendment  then  before 
the  Committee. 

Mr.  HEALY  said,  the  chief  ancient 
monument  they  would  require  to  take 
core  of  in  Ireland  under  this  Bill  would 
be  the  one  set  up  to  the  Chief  Secretary 
to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  on  his  departure 
from  the  control  of  Irish  affairs.    ■ 

Mr.  COCHRAN-PATRICK  said,  his 
Amendment  by  no  means  meant  to  con- 
vey any  imputation  on  the  Irish  pea- 

Mr.  T.  D,  Sullivan 


santry ;  on  the  contrary,  it  was  a  well- 
known  fact  that  the  ancient  monamenli 
of  the  country  had  been  cherished  sad 
preserved  by  the  Irish  people.  If  hi 
had  the  smallest  encouragement  from 
the  Treasury  Bench  in  supposing  ihit 
before  the  intended  works  of  redami- 
tion  took  place  some  means  should  hi 
guaranteed  by  the  Government  by  whidi 
a  durable  record  of  the  monuments  thai 
would  be  destroyed  should  be  secured 
he  would  ask  the  leave  of  the  Committee 
to  withdraw  his  Amendment. 

Mr.  MITCHELL  HENEY  said,  the' 
Committee  ought  to  be  aware  that  then 
was  a  Department  of  the  Board  of  Wodn 
which  was  specially  cliarged  with  the 
duty  of  looking  after  the  ancient  monn- 
ments  of  Ireland  ;  so  that  if  the  Amend- 
mend  were  withdrawn,  it  did  not  follow 
that  proper  care  would  not  be  taken  A 
those  monuments.  The  Board  of  Worb 
would  have  the  superintendence  of  the 
improvements  that  were  to  be  unde^ 
taken  with  the  public  money  to  be  ad- 
vanced by  that  JDepartment,  and  if  that 
Department  discharged  its  dutiee,  all 
that  the  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Gochren- 
Patrick)  asked  for  by  his  Amendment 
would  be  done. 

Mr.  LEAMT  said,  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man who  had  just  sat  down  had  told  the 
Committee  that  the  Board  of  Worb 
were  already  charged  with  the  datj  of 
looking  after  the  ancient  monuments  of 
Ireland.  He  (Mr.  Leamy)  was  informed 
that  the  Board  of  Works  had  white- 
washed Cormick's  chapel. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  I  may  say  that 
I  have  myself  examined  the  church  of 
Glendaloughy  whicli  is  under  the  care  of 
the  Board  of  Works ;  and  it  is  not  only 
my  own  opinion,  but  that  of  everyone 
who  has  had  the  opportunity  of  going 
there,  that  there  never  was  anything 
more  admirably  done,  with  more  careful 
skill  and  unremitting  diligence,  than  the 
reclamation  of  those  monuments. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  said,  the  autho- 
rity of  the  Prime  Minister  might  be  high 
authority ;  but  a  far  higher  and  more 
trustworthy  authority  had  been  referred 
to,  and  according  to  that  authority  it 
was  undoubtedly  the  fact  that  objects 
of  archa3ological  interest  had  been  de- 
stroyed in  Ireland  during  a  compara- 
tively brief  period.  Did  this,  he  asked, 
accord  with  the  high  character  the  Prime 
Minister  had  given  of  the  Board  of 
Works  ? 
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Mb.  T.  COLLINS  said,  the  only  au- 
thority the  Board  of  Works  in  Lreland 
possessed  with  regard  to  these  ancient 
monuments  was  that  which  was  in- 
trusted to  them  under  the  Irish  Church 
Act ;  they  had  no  control  over  the  monu- 
meuts  in  general. 

SiE  JOSEPH  M'ELENNA  said,  he  did 
not  impugn  in  the  least  degree  the  care 
the  Boaid  of  Works  had  exercised  in 
respect  to  architectural  monuments.  He 
believed  that  their  care  and  attention  in 
respect  to  those  monuments  that  were 
under  their  supervision  had  been  com- 
plete ;  but  with  respect  to  the  agricul- 
tural improvements  that  would  take 
place  under  the  Bill,  it  might  be  that 
Bomeof  the  ancient  relics  such  as  mounds 
and  burrows  would  have  to  be  removed, 
and  it  was  only  a  reasonable  proposition 
that  someone  should  have  charge  of  those 
monuments,  who  should  see  that  before 
they  were  removed  some  record  of  them 
should  be  taken  for  preservation. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  143; 
Noes  189  :  Majority  46. — (Div.  List, 
No.  301.) 

Mb.  LITTON  rose  to  move  an  Amend- 
ment standing  in  his  name. 

Mb.  BIGOAB  asked  what  had  been 
done  with  the  Amendments  that  stood 
before  that  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman (Mr.  Litton)  ? 

The  CHAIEMAN:  All  the  Amend- 
ments, except  those  which  I  called,  were 
on  matters  previously  decided,  and  could 
not  be  put ;  and  as  to  those  that  were 
called,  hon.  Members  in  whose  names 
they  were  put  down  did  not  answer  until 
I  came  to  that  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  (Mr.  Litton). 

Mb.  BIGKj^AB  said,  perhaps  as  he  had 
not  heard  his  Amendment  called,  the 
Chairman  would  allow  him  to  move  it,  as 
it  took  precedence  of  that  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman.  His  Amendment 
was,  in  page  17,  line  26,  to  leave  out  all 
the  worae  from  the  word  *'with"  to 
"  guaranteed  "  in  line  28,  inclusive.  The 
Government  had  shown  that  they  were 
exceedingly  careful,  and  very  properly 
so,  with  regard  to  money  which  was 
guaranteed  by  the  Public  Treasury ;  but 
tiiiey  did  not  seem  to  exercise  the  same 
care  with  regard  to  other  parties,  and 
were  willing  to  empower  the  advance  of 
money  to  be  expended  on  certain  im- 
provements properly  in  oases  where   a 


gaarantee  from  a  barony  was  given. 
ut  he  held  that  the  guarantee  of  a 
barony  could  not  come  into  operation 
for  the  improvement  of  private  property 
and  for  the  benefit  of  private  individuals. 
These  baronial  guarantees  would  be 
simply  guarantees  on  behalf  of  some 
half-dozen  of  perfectly  irresponsible 
private  parties.  It  was  an  absurd  pro- 
position that  private  persons  should  be 
guaranteed  in  this  sort  of  way.  It  was 
all  very  well  for  a  person  to  put  his 
name  to  a  carefully-prepared  document 
and  become  responsible  for  another,  but 
that  some  half-dozen  people  should 
mortgage  the  property  of  all  the  rest 
living  in  their  own  barony  simply  for 
their  own  benefit  was,  as  it  seemed  to 
him,  a  proposition  that  could  not  be  de- 
fended. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  17,  line 
26,  leave  out  from  **with,"  to  ''gua- 
ranteed," in  line  28,  inclusive.  —  {Mr. 
Biggar,) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Clause." 

Mb.  TOTTENHAM  thought  that  one 
ezprcEsion  he  had  heard  fall  from  the 
Prime  Minister  was  peculiarly  appli- 
cable to  this  Amendment — namely,  that 
anything  introduced  into  the  Bill  ought 
to  be  in  accordance  with  the  provisions 
of  the  scheme  it  embodied.  He  (Mr. 
Tottenham)  maintained  that  the  words 
proposed  by  the  Amendment  to  be  left 
out  were  entirely  superfluous  for  the 
purposes  of  the  Bill.  It  seemed  to  him 
that  the  clause  as  it  stood  was  an  exten- 
sion of  the  principle  which  had  always 
been  held  in  great  disfavour  by  Parlia- 
ment, and  one  which,  in  the  year  1874, 
a  Standing  Order  of  the  House  was 
specially  framed  and  passed  for  the  pur- 
pose of  checking.  That  Standing  Order 
was  No.  67,  and,  without  reading  the 
whole  of  it,  he  would  inform  the  Com^ 
mittee  that  it  provided — 

'*  That  if  a  copy  of  tho  Bill  should  he  approved 
hy  a  majority  of  the  memhers  of  the  Grand 
Jury,  Presentment  HesaionB,  and  the  Board  of 
Guardians  reBpectirely,  it  should  be  depoeited 
at  the  Private  BiU  Office." 

That  Standing  Order  was  specially 
framed  to  prevent  any  measure  being 
slipped  or  passed  through  without  the 
knowledge  and  assent  and  against  the 
opinion  of  the  ratepayers  of  the  county, 
who,  it  was  intendeid,  should  have  every 
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opportunity  of  thoroughly  Bifting  and 
discussing  it.     That  provision  was  spe- 
cially paHsod  for  the  purpose  of  insuring 
that  this  should  be  the  case.     If  it  were 
necessary  to  restrict  the  mode  in  which 
these  things  were  done  for  public  pur- 
poses, how  much  more  was  it  necessary 
to  do  so  when  it  was  proposed,  as  by  the 
present   clause,   to   give   powers  which 
solely  and  entirely  related  to  what  gene- 
rally would  be  regarded  as  private  pur- 
poses ?    The  Kolief  of  Distress  Amend- 
ment Act  of  1880  swept  away  all  these 
safeguards  that  were   enacted   by   the 
Standing  Order  of  1874  ;  and  by  Section 
14  of  that  Act  it  was  provided  that  the 
Lord   Lieutenant  might  from   time  to 
time,  if  in  the  exercise  of  his  powers  he 
might  deem  it  necessary,  convene  extra- 
ordinary sessions  for  any  barony,  and 
might,  by  instructions  to  the  justices,  au- 
thorize them,  by  presentment,  to  charge 
the  barony  with  a  guarantee  for  the  repay- 
ment of  any  sum  advanced  under  the  pro- 
visions of  the  Act.  This  power  was,  under 
the  Act  referred  to,  given  to  the  Present- 
ment Sessions  alone,  and  that  Act  swept 
away   the  provisions   of  the   Standing 
Order  of  1874.     The  Presentment  Ses- 
sions, by  their  own  Act,  were  enabled 
to  charge  the  barony  with  the  sura  ap- 
plied for  without  notice  or  advertise- 
ment, or  without  any  appeal  from  their  de- 
cision. This  waSjhowever,  for  public  pur- 
poses, and  merely  referred  to  the  Stand- 
ing Order  of  1874,  as  to  applications  for 
railway  purposes ;  but  it  was  now  pro- 
posed, under  the  present  Bill,  to  apply 
this  power  for  the  purpose  of  reclamation 
of  land  for  agricultural  purposes,  which 
in  no  sense  of  the  term  could  be  called 
public  purposes,    but  were   essentially 
l)urpose8  of  a  private  nature  intended 
for  the  profit  and  emolument  of  private 
individuals,  whether  the  land  belonged 
to  a  single  individual  or  to  a  Company, 
for  which  there  was  provision   in  the 
Act.     In  the  ease  of  drainage,  the  im- 
provements effected  might  possibly  ac- 
commodate and  benefit  a  certain  number 
of  occupiers  within  the  area  of  what  was 
called   the   catchment  basin   that    was 
proposed    to  be   drained;    but  beyond 
and    outside   this   the    ratepayers   had 
no   interest    in    the    expenditure.      It 
could  not  advantage  the  general  pub- 
lic, and   he   could   see  no  justification 
for  legislation  which    proposed  to  put 
it  in  the  power  of  any   individual  to 
make    application,    after  a   fortnight's 

Mr,  Tottenham 


notice,  for  an  advance  of  jmblio  money 
for  the  purpose  of  making  improvementi 
that  would  have  the  effect  of  enhandag 
the  value  of  his  own  property  at  tht 
expense  of  the  ratepayers,  who  wooU 
receive  no  benefit  whatever.  He  WM 
altogether  in  favour  of  guarantees  hir- 
ing for  their  object  matters  of  pnblie 
utility,  such  as  the  construction  of  nfl- 
ways,  canals,  and  so  forth,  from  whkk 
an  indirect  benefit  could  be  derived  Ivf 
the  general  public ;  but  he  could  not  see 
any  sound  policy,  and  he  could  not  un- 
derstand the  justice  of  a  proposal  which 
contemplated  the  throwing  on  rate- 
payers of  a  charge  in  return  for  whiek 
they  would  not  and  could  not,  as  ii 
the  present  instance,  receive  any  beneii 
whatever.  Therefore,  although  he  wai, 
unfortunately,  not  in  the  House  when 
his  name  had  been  called  by  the  ChaI^ 
man,  or  he  would  bare  moved  tbe 
Amendment  he  had  on  tbe  Paper,  lie 
would  give  his  support  to  the  Amend- 
ment before  the  Committee. 

Major  NOLAN  was  sorry  to  find  thit 
railways  were  not  included  in  the  pro- 
posal ;  and  though  he  saw  that  the  danie 
was  framed  in  such  a  manner  that  hon. 
Members  might  take  exception  to  it,  lie 
nevertheless  thought  it  would  be  a  greet 
advantage  to  have  some  local  body  em- 
powered to  give  a  guarantee ;  and,  efen 
if  the  baronial  sessions  were  deemed  in 
some  respects  objectionable,  he  thoagbt 
they  would  be  found  to  be  on  the  side  of 
economy. 

Sir  JOSEPH  M'KENNA  hoped  the 
Government  would  be  disposed  to  accept 
the  Amendment. 

Mr.  PARNELL  said,  he  was  very  eony 
the  Government  had  mixed  up  the  BelidF 
of  Distress  (Ireland)  Act  of  1880  with 
the  present  Land  Bill.  The  Belief  of 
Distress  Act,  which  conferred  for  the 
first  time  on  the  Lord  Lieutenant  and  an 
Extraordinary  Presentment  Sessions  the 
power  now  proposed  to  be  given  to  the 
baronies,  was  passed  for  the  purpose  of 
meeting  an  exceptional  emergency ;  and 
it  was  certainly  found  that,  as  far  as  the 
emergency  went,  that  provision  had 
proved  an  entire  failure.  But  still  it 
was  passed  to  meet  an  emergency,  and 
the  Amendment  Act  of  1880,  which  had 
been  spoken  of  by  the  hon.  Gentleman 
the  lilember  for  Leitrim  (Mr.  Totten- 
ham^ was  also  passed,  to  a  certain  extent, 
to  meet  an  emergency.  The  extennon 
of  the  provisions  of  the  Selief  of  ~ 
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iresfl  Act  by  the  Act  of  1880,  was  only  an 
ezperimenty  and  it  was  carried  on  as  an 
experiment;  but  its  operation  was  chiefly 
confined  to  works  of  a  public  character. 
It  was,  in  fact,  confined  to  Railway  Com- 
panies, Harbour  Boards,  and  so  forth ; 
and  the  suggestion  made  in  this  clause — 
namely,  that  baronial  guarantees  should 
be  given  at  Extraordinary  Presentment 
Sessions,  hastily  conyened  by  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  under  the  exceptional  pro- 
visions of  the  Belief  of  Distress  Act  of 
last  year,   for  the  purpose  of  levying 
heavy  charges  on  the  ratepayers  of  the 
Lish  counties,  was  quite  a  new  depar- 
ture.   He  did  not  mean  to  say  that  no 
Lish  county  should  be  allowed  to  charge 
its  securities  for  public  purposes  on  the 
ratepayers  or  county  cesspayers ;  but  he 
thought  that  before  they  gave  the  addi- 
tional facilities  now  proposed  to  autho- 
rities who  were  only  nominated  and  not 
elected,  and  therefore  not  representative, 
they  ought  to  pause  and  reflect  on  what 
they  would  thus  be  doing.     As  far  as  he 
could  see,  the  only  temptation  a  public 
Company  could  have  to  go  over  to  Ite- 
land  and    embark   in  these  projected 
schemes  for  the  reclamation  of  waste 
lands  would  be  that  which  was  afforded 
by  the    proposed   baronial  guarantee, 
with  the  knowledge  that  it  would  be 
possible  for  that  Company,  if  the  under- 
taking proved  a  failure,  to  charge  on  the 
defenceless  ratepayers  of  the  county  the 
loss  that  might  have  been  sustained. 
He  certainly  hoped  the  Prime  Minister 
would  hesitate  before  accepting  the  prin- 
ciple contained  in  the  Belief  of  Distress 
(Ireland)  Act — a  principle  opposed  to  all 
modem  ideas  of  taxation  with  represen- 
tation   and    BO    forth,    and    which,   if 
adopted,  would  undoubtedly  lead  to  a 
great  deal  of  jobbery.    There  was  in 
Qie  clause   as  it  stood   no   guarantee 
that   the    property  of   the   ratepayers 
would  be  respected  in  the  slightest  de- 
gree.    It  had  been  well  pointed   out 
by  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  member  for 
Leitrim  that  all  the  old  checks  which 
Parliament  had  by  its  Standing  Orders 
deliberately  placed    on    these    sort  of 
guarantees — namely,  the  necessary  con- 
sent of  the  Boards  of  Guardians  and 
€h:and  Jurors,  were  at  one  stroke  swept 
away  by  the  Act  of  1880  for  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  Belief  of  Distress  Act,  so 
that  there  remained  nothing  between 
the  taxpayers  and  any  amount  of  job- 
bery that  migfht  take  plaoe  under  this 


clause.  With  regard  to  what  had  been 
said  by  his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  the 
Member  for  Galway  (Major  Nolan),  he 
knew  that  this  was  a  question  about 
which  they  had  an  old  dispute ;  but  he 
would  remind  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gen- 
tleman that  when  Parliament  was  pass- 
ing the  amended  Act,  it  had  carefully 
scheduled  the  Bailway  Companies,  while 
they  were  now  asked  to  open  an  un- 
limited field  for  jobbery  without  schedul- 
ing any  Companies  whatever.  And  he 
would  also  remind  the  Committee  that 
the  guarantees  were  to  be  confined  to 
the  next  four  years,  and  would,  in  all 
probability,  be  granted  before  the  County 
Government  Bill,  which  he  hoped  the 
Government  would  bring  forward  at 
some  time  or  other,  was  likely  to  be 
Dassed 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  This  is  one  of 
those  cases  in  which  we  have  to  lament 
the  absence  of  really  representative 
Local  Government  Boards.  Perhaps,  at 
the  time  this  Bill  was  framed,  we  may 
have  cherished  the  hope  that  it  might 
have  been  in  our  power  to  propose  a 
scheme  of  that  kina  with  a  prospect  of 
carrying  it  in  the  present  year.  Any 
hope  of  that  kind,  however,  has  now 
vanished  into  thin  air ;  and,  therefore,  I 
am  bound  to  say  that  this  provision  of 
the  Bill  is  no  longer  defensible.  Con- 
sequently, I  will  accede  to  the  Amend- 
ment. 

Mr.  O'CONNOB  POWEB  wished  to 
express  his  great  regret  that  the  Prime 
Minister  had  accepted  this  Amendment. 
The  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork 
(Mr.  Pamell)  pointed  out  that  the  Bill 
scheduled  certain  districts  in  reference 
to  railway  purposes,  and  in  conjunction 
with  baronial  guarantees.  During  the 
discussion  of  the  Bill  he  had  been  con- 
stantly receiving  letters  from  his  consti- 
tuents in  the  County  of  Mayo,  asking 
him  to  get  as  many  railways  as  possible 
scheduled.  He  might  mention  one  name 
that  was  well  known  to  many  hon. 
Members — Dr.  McCormick,  the  Bishop 
of  Achonry.  That  right  rev.  Prelate 
was  in  the  House  that  night  listening  to 
the  present  discussion,  and  he  had  not 
changed  one  iota  of  the  opinion  he  had 
originally  formed,  that  it  would  have 
been  better  for  Ireland  if  a  larger  num- 
ber of  railways  had  been  scheduled  and 
had  been  in  a  position  to  enter  upon 
works  of  construction.  He  wished  to 
know  whether  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
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man  the  Prime  Minister  would  be  in 
a  position  next  year  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to 
empower  County  Boards  to  spend  money 
for  these  purposes;  and  he  would  also  ask 
"why  tliey  should  hesitate  to  lend  money 
to  bodies  which  were  not  wholly  ropre- 
Bentative  ?  lie  was  in  favour  of  encou- 
raging everybody  in  Ireland  to  do  all 
that  was  possible  in  favour  of  develop- 
ing the  resources  of  the  country;  and 
the  localities  should  have  facilities  for 
ax)plyiug  to  Parliament,  from  time  to 
time,  for  aid  in  doing  that  which  they 
wore  willing  to  do  for  themselves  if 
they  only  had  statutory  powers.  He 
warned  the  Prime  Minister  that  if  he 
made  concessions  of  this  kind  he  would 
be  entailing  on  himself  an  accumulation 
of  labour  hereafter  in  the  direction  of 
some  such  provision  as  that  which  it  was 
proposed  to  omit  from  the  Bill.  The 
opposition  of  his  hou.  Friends  to  the 
proposition  of  the  lion.  Member  for  the 
County  of  Galway  would  not  be  endorsed 
by  the  Irish  people,  and  he  regretted  to 
Bee  them  persist  in  obstructing  the  in- 
dustrial development  of  Ireland. 

Colonel  COLTHUEST  said,  he  con- 
curred in  the  views  expressed  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Mayo  (Mr.  O'Connor 
Power).  The  hon.  Member  for  the  City 
of  Cork  (Mr.  Parnell)  took  the  same 
course  last  year  in  objecting  to  these 
powers  being  given  to  Presentment  Ses- 
sions, and  the  result  was  that  some 
Railway  Companies  were  not  scheduled, 
and  several  most  useful  works  were  left 
out.  He  was  of  opinion  that  the  can-y- 
ing  out  of  a  scheme  of  aii;erial  drainage 
would  benefit  the  country  generally,  and 
he  might  remind  the  Committee  that 
the  baronial  sessions  never  erred  on  the 
bcore  of  extravagance.  It  had  always 
been  a  most  parsimonious  body,  and 
anyone  who  took  the  trouble  to  investi- 
gate their  transactions  during  the  last 
few  years  would  find  that  the  last  thing 
they  could  be  fairly  accused  of  was  ex- 
travagance. He,  therefore,  very  much 
regretted  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
should  have  given  way  to  the  opposition 
of  hon.  Gentlemen  who  professed  exclu- 
sively to  represent  Irish  interests.  The 
proposal  was  one  which  was  calculated 
to  benefit  Ireland  generally,  and  he  was 
very  much  8urj)rised  at  the  course  which 
had  been  taken. 

Sib  JOSEPH  M'KENNA  said,  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  who  had  just 
spoken  on  behalf  of  the  County  of  Cork 

Mr.  0*  Connor  Power 


(Colonel  ColthurstJ  assailed  the  poritioi 
which  had  been  taken  in  this  disciuBiaB 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of 
Cork  (Mr.  Parnell).  He  thoo^  no- 
thing could  be  more  unfair.  He  ^Sr 
Joseph  M'Kenna)  had  himself  vpokm 
before  the  hon.  Member  for  the  Uty  of 
Cork  took  part  in  the  debate;  and  ha 
was  perfectly  convinced  that  all  the  ob- 
servations which  had  since  been  mido 
as  to  the  importance  of  retaining  thon 
words  were  mere  "  bunkum."  Nobody 
would  suffer  by  the  omission  of  tlM 
words,  and  he  was  in  favour  of  their 
omission,  because  he  believed  that  tha 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Prime  Miiuf- 
ter,  who  had  taken  such  pains  in  regaid 
to  the  Bill,  could  not  retain  words  so  in- 
effective and  so  utterly  unwarranted. 

Ma.  O'CONNOK  POWEE  said,  hi 
was  very  reluctant  to  detain  the  Com- 
mittee ;  but  he  thought  the  observationi 
of  the  hon.  Gentleman  who  had  just  ait 
down  required  one  word  of  comment 
So  far  from  the  resolutions  of  the  baro- 
nies being  looked  upon  with  indifferenae 
or  as  a  dead  letter,  only  a  few  days  n^ 
he  had  received  a  letter  from  his  conati- 
tuents  asking  him  to  leave  his  dutiei 
in  Parliament  in  order  to  take  part  on 
the  Grand  Jury  at  Castlebar,  the  capital 
of  his  county,  in  supporting  a  propoaal 
of  this  kind.  He  appealed  to  the  hon. 
Member  for  Youghal  (Sir  Joaeph 
M'Keuna)  whether  that  was  not  a  sum- 
cient  justification  for  the  protest  he  hnl 
made. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Mn.  LITTON  moved,  in  line  26,  after 
the  word  **  section,"  to  insert — 

'*  Proxided  that  sach  advanco  to  any  coxnpinf 
-bhall  bo  inadn  subject  to  Bucli  conditions  u  tlM 
Boiird  of  Works  shall  impose  for  the  sale  or 
letting  of  the  rochumcd,  improved,  or  ditinfld 
lands,  so  as  to  promote  the  creation  of  occupyisg 
proprietors.'' 

He  had  made  one  or  two  alterations  in 
the  Amendment  as  it  appeared  on  the 
Paper.  He  had  left  out  the  words 
'*  upon  the  Commissioners"  after  the 
word  "impose,"  and  he  had  substituted 
"Board  of  Works"  for  ''Land  Com- 
mission," and  "  occupjinff  proprietors" 
for  "  yeoman  proprietors." 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  17,  line  26,  after  the  word  "  section," 
insert  **  provided  that  such  advance  to  any  com- 
pany shall  be  made  lubject  to  Boch  oonditiflBt 
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M  the  Board  of  Works  shall  impose  for  the  sale 
or  letting  of  the  reclaimed,  improved,  or  drained 
lands,  80  as  to  promote  the  creation  of  occupying 
proprietors.*' — {Mr.  Litton.) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  those  words 
be  there  inserteid." 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  :  I  must  point  out 
to  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  posi- 
tion in  which  the  matter  stands.    It  is 
not  as  if  we  were  in  circumstances  where 
we  had  a  great  rush  of  Companies  want- 
ing to  occupy  the  ground  for  the  purpose 
of  reclaiming  land  in  Ireland,  so  tnat, 
with  full  knowledge  on  our  part,  we 
could  impose  conditions  on  them.    The 
ereat  doubt  in  my  mind  is  whether  the 
Companies  will  be  forthcoming.  We  hope 
they  will;   but  it  makes  it  no   slight 
matter  to  interpose  any  obstacle  in  their 
way.  Can  we  expect  that  any  Company 
will  undertake  any  portion  of  this  work 
subject  to  the  absolute  discretion  of  the 
Land  Commission  as  to  the  mode  in 
which  it  is  to  deal  with  the  land  in  the 
reclamation  of  which  it  has  invested  its 
capital.     The  insertion  of  this  provision 
would,  I  think,  render  it  hopeless  to  get 
Companies  to  undertake  the  work,  nor 
do  I  think  the  Proviso  at  all  necessary. 
If  the  Companies  come,  and  if  they  re- 
claim the  land  and  provide  a  new  field 
for  capital  and  industry  in  the  work  of 
ag^oulture,  they  would  do  an  immense 
amount  of  good  in  whatever  way  they 
let  or  sell  the  land.  Another  reason  which 
induces  me  to  believe  that  it  is  unneces- 
sary is  that  I  think  Companies  of  this 
kind  are  essentially  commercial  under- 
takings quite  unlike  the  case  of  the  Com- 
ganies  in  the  North  of  Ireland,  which 
ave  no  commercial  elements.     If  they 
come  into  existence  they  will  come  into 
existence  with  commercial  aims,  and  it 
would  be  their  desire  to  convert  their 
capital  into  improved  land  in  order  that 
they  may  turn  it  over  in  fresh  enter- 
prize. 

Mr.  UTTON  said,  that,  under  the 
circumstances,  he  would  not  persist  in 
the  Amendment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  Totte:7HA1c, 
Amendment  made,  in  page  1 8,  by  omit- 
ting sub-section  4. 

Mb.  D.  OBANT  moved,  at  the  end  of 
the  clause,  to  insert — 

'*  That  it  shall  be  within  the  powers  of  the 
Land  Commiision  to  pnxohase,  for  tiie  puxpoMS  of 
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reclamation,  such  estates  as  may  seem  to  them 
suited  for  the  purpose,  such  lands  to  be  re- 
claimed by  the  officers  and  agents  of  the  Land 
Commission,  and,  when  reclaimed,  to  be  re-let 
with  power  of  purchase  by  the  tenant." 

There  seemed  to  be  a  fear  on  the  part  of 
the  Prime  Minister  that  the  Companies 
would  not  be  forthcoming. 

The  CHAIRMAN  :  The  hon.  Member 
reposes  in  the  Amendment  that  "  such 
anas  are  to  be  reclaimed  by  the  officers 
and  agents  of  the  Land  Commission," 
and  wnen  reclaimed  to  be  re-let.  That 
proposal  is  irregular,  as  it  would  involve 
the  expenditure  of  money. 

Mr.  D.  GRANT  said,  he  had  con- 
sulted the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means  before 
he  moved  the  Amendment,  and  under- 
stood that  it  would  be  in  Order. 

The  chairman  :  The  hon.  Member 
certainly  showed  me  his  Amendment, 
and  asked  me  if  the  words  giving  power 
to  the  Land  Commission  to  purchase 
were  in  Order.  I  did  not  observe  at 
the  time  that  it  was  to  be  a  compulsory 
power. 

Mr.  D.  grant  said,  he  did  not  pro- 
pose that  the  power  should  be  a  com- 
pulsory one. 

The  chairman  :  The  point  is  not 
that  it  is  a  compulsory  power,  but  it 
gives  power  to  the  Land  Commission  to 
spend  money. 

Mr.  D.  grant  asked  if  he  was  to 
understand  that  the  Amendment  was 
irregular  ? 

The  CHAIRMAN:  Yes;  I  cannot 
put  it. 

Dr.  LYONS  moved,  in  page  18,  at 
the  end  of  the  clause,  to  add — 

**  (5.)  The  Land  Commission  may  from  time 
to  time  purchase  such  waste,  semi- waste,  or 
uncultivated  lands,  as  to  them  shall  seem  fit, 
apportion  them  in  such  lots  as  they  deem  suit- 
able, and  may  let  or  sell  such  lots  to  persons  of 
approved  character,  and  competency,  and  may 
advance  to  such  tenants  or  purchasers  such  sums 
per  acre  as  may  in  the  opinion  of  the  said  Com- 
missioners bo  adequate  and  proper,  either  in 
bulk  sum  or  by  annual  instalments  for  the  due 
reclamation  of  such  waste  lands.  All  sums  so 
advanced  to  be  secured  upon  the  lands  in  such 
manner  as  the  Commissioners  shall  determine, 
and  to  be  made  repayable,  as  hereafter  set  forth 
in  regard  to  other  advances  under  this  Act." 

The  object  of  the  Amendment  was  to 
empower  the  Commissioners  from  time 
to  time  to  purchase  such  waste  lands  as 
they  might  think  fit,  and  let  or  sell  them 
on  terms  to  be  agreed  upon  and  in  con- 
formity with  the  general  provisions  of 
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the  Act.  In  placing  such  a  power  in 
the  hands  of  the  Land  Commission,  he 
had  in  view  a  further  object — that  of 
enabling  the  Commission  to  carry  out 
what  he  believed  would  be  found,  on 
reference  to  a  subsequent  clause,  a  most 
important,  necessary,  and  desirable 
provision — namely,  to  enable  them  to 
offer  allotments  to  such  persons  as  they 
might  induce  to  go  from  over-crowded 
localities  in  which  there  was  a  congested 
population.  It  had  been  stated  that  the 
Bill  as  yet  contained  no  provision  for 
dealing  with  the  localities  in  which,  as 
was  recognized  on  all  hands,  there  was 
a  congested  mass  of  the  population,  and 
this  Amendment  did  2)rovide  such  a 
scheme 

The  CHAIRMAN:  Order,  order!  I 
must  point  out  to  the  hou.  Member  that 
he  is  proposing  that  the  Land  Com- 
mission shall  advance  money  for  the 
purpose  of  purchasing  reclaimed  land. 
The  Board  of  Works,  under  various 
statutes,  has  that  power ;  but  the  Land 
Commission  has  no  such  power,  and  it 
can  only  be  given  through  the  Board  of 
Works. 

Dr.  LYONS  said,  he  had  been  about 
to  mention  that,  in  consequence  of  the 
alterations  in  previous  clauses,  it  might 
possibly  be  held  as  an  objection  to  the 
Amendment  that  it  proposed  to  give  the 
power  to  the  Land  Commission.  He 
would,  therefore,  after  the  intimation  of 
the  Chair,  propose,  with  the  permission 
of  the  Committee,  to  substitute  the 
Board  of  Works  for  the  Land  Commis- 
sion. So  far  as  he  know,  no  power  that 
was  exactly  of  this  kind  existed  in  the 
hands  of  the  Board  of  Works  at  the  pro- 
sent  moment;  and  he  desired,  thi-ough 
the  operation  of  the  Land  Commission, 
instigating  the  Board  of  Works,  or 
through  the  Board  of  Works  itself,  to 
give  the  power  to  provide  allotments  on 
which  persons  would  bo  induced  to  settle 
from  the  congested  parts  of  the  country. 
He  believed  this  to  bo  one  of  tho  most 
important,  as  well  as  one  of  tho  most 
necessary,  operations  to  be  carried  out 
under  the  Bill,  if  thoy  desired  a  real 
practical  amendment  in  the  condition  of 
things  in  certain  localities  which  need 
not  be  specified,  but  which,  on  all  hands, 
were  admitted  to  be  over-stocked  with 
population.  Unless  something  of  an 
effective  kind  was  done  to  remove  this 
population,  he  believed  they  would  only 
go  on,  generation  after  generation,becom- 

Dr.  Lyoni 


ing  year  by  year  worse  and  worse.    Ha 
had  two  subsequent  Amendments  on  the 
Paper ;  but  he  only  alluded  to  them  now 
for  the  purpose  of  illustration  and  not  of 
discussion.     Their  object  was  to  enaUa 
the  Board  of  Works  to  purchase  oat 
these  tenements  throughout  the  countzy, 
and  by  the  present  clause  to  provide  lo- 
calities into  which  the  surplus  popol^ 
tion  of  the  congested  districts  might  be 
induced    to  transfer   themselves  when 
liberated  from  localities  they  now  oc- 
cupied.     It  might   interest  the  Com- 
mittee to  know  that  the  subject  of  tha 
waste  lands  of  Ireland  had  occupied  tho 
attention  of   the  Oovemment  of  thii 
country  even  from  a  date  prior  to  tha 
existence,  in  its  present  shape  at  all 
events,  of  tho  House  of  Commons.    The 
House  came  into  existence  in  1265 ;  but 
so  early  as  June  11,  1250,  King  Homy 
III.   had  issued  a  mandate  to  Luke, 
Archbishop  of  Dublin,   Maurice  Fit^ 
gerald,    Peter    de    Birmingham,   sad 
others,  to  impart  their  counsel,  under 
seals  to  the  King,  whether  it  was  moza 
expedient  to  settle  and  cultivate  koipikri 
et  excolera  the  King's  waste  lands  in  Ire- 
land or  to  let  them  to  the  men  of  Ireland. 
It  was  not  easy  to  ascertain  what  action 
was  taken  on  this  mandate  ;  but  in  the 
following  year,  July  25,   1251,  a  man- 
date was  found  to  have  been  issued  to 
the   Justiciary  of   Ireland  to  provide 
Thurston  de  Pierrepoint  with  10  libratea 
of  foreign  waste  lands  there  which  he 
caused  to  be  inhabited ;  he  to  render  to 
the  King  such  service  as  the  Justidsiy 
should  think  proper.     These  citations, 
with  others  which  he  (Dr.  Lyons)  did  not 
think  it  necessary  to  trouble  the  Com- 
mittee further  at  present,  showed  that 
at  even  this  early  date  the  importance 
of  the  subject  of  the  waste  lands  of  Ire- 
land had  been  fully  recognized.     In 
more  recent  periods  inquiry  had  been 
repeatedly  directed  to  the  matter.    The 
two  Amendments  which   stood  in  his 
name  upon  the  Paper,  in  reference  to  a 
subsequent  clause  of  tho  Bill,  provided 
that  tenants  of  small  holdings  under  10 
acres  might  sell  their  holdings  to  the 
Lund    Commission    or    the    Board   of 
Works,  and  authorized  advances  to  be 
made  to  assist  them  in  migrating  else- 
where.    The  object  of  that  provision 
was  to  enable  tho  Land  Commission  or 
the  Board  of  Works  to  offer  to  the  occu- 
piers in  the  over-crowded  populations 
inducements  to  give  up  their  noldingf 
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and  seek  elsewhere  in  Ireland  a  position 
in  which  they  could  better  maintain 
themselyes.  He  begged  to  move  the 
Amendment. 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  puge  18,  at  end  of  clauae,  add — "  (5)  The 
Land  Gk>mmi8aio]i  may  from  time  to  time  pur- 
chase BQch  waste,  aemi-waate,  or  uncultivated 
lands  aa  to  &em  shall  seem  fit,  apportion  them 
in  such  lots  as  they  deem  suitable,  and  may  let 
or  sell  such  lots  to  persons  of  approved  charac- 
ter, and  competency,  and  the  6oard  of  Works 
may  advance  to  such  tenants  or  purchasers  such 
turns  per  acre  as  may  in  the  opinion  of  the  said 
Board  of  Works  be  adequate  and  proper,  either 
in  bulk  sum  or  by  annual  instalments  for  the 
due  reclamation  of  such  waste  lands.  All  sums 
sp  advanced  to  be  secured  upon  the  lands  in 
such  manner  as  the  Board  oi  Works  shall  de- 
termine, and  to  be  made  repavable,  as  hereafter 
set  forth  in  rc«ard  to  other  advances  under  this 
Act.'*— (A-.  Lyon*,) 

Question  proposed,  '*  That  those  words 
be  there  added." 

Mb.  O'CONNOR  POWER  hoped  that 
the  right  hon.   Oentleman  the  Prime 
Minister  would  give  a  favourable  consi- 
deration to  the  Amendment.  He  thought 
enough  had  been  said  about  the  difficulty 
of  inducing  Companies  to  come  forward, 
and  the  views  of  the  Government  them- 
selves were  not  such  as  to  lead  to  a  san- 
guine anticipation  that  very  much  would 
be  done  in  that  direction.    The  Com- 
mittee had  been  told  of  various  reasons 
which  private  Companies  might  have  for 
not  embarking  in  a  work  of  this  kind. 
They  might  not  have  sufficient  security, 
and  anyone  who  had  any  idea  of  the 
prospective  agriculture  of  the  country 
would  be  aware  that  it  would  require 
considerable  inducement  to  induce  men 
to  enter  into  agriculture  at  all.     The 
American  competition  was  so  keen  that 
unless  the  conditions  were  very  favour- 
able they  were  not  likely  to  prosecute 
the  work   of  agriculture  with  success. 
Unless  they  set  themselves  face  to  face 
with    this    difficulty,   that  they  would 
either  see  Ireland  turned  into  waste,  and 
the  labour  of  the  Irish  people  directed 
into  other  channels,  or  they  would  see 
the  only  agents  by  whom  they  could 
hope   to  realize  the  prosperity  of  any 
country  aent  away  to  build  up  an  empire 
over  the  sea.     From  all  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister had  aaid,  he  was  sure  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was  not  satisfied  with 
the  provisions  already  made  for  the  pro- 
motion of  agriculture  in  Ireland;  and 
be  thidrefore  trusted  that  the  right  hon. 


Gentleman  would  accept  the  Amendment 
now  proposed  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  City  of  Dublin  (Dr.  Lyons).  The 
objection  which  he  had  pointed  out  to 
this  clause  on  the  second  reading  of  the 
Bill  was  an  objection  founded  on  the 
working  of  the  ''  Bright  Clauses  "  of  the 
Land  Bill  in  combination  with  the  work- 
ing of  the  Church  Temporalities  Com- 
mission. The  Church  Temporalities  Com- 
mission had  succeeded  in  establishing 
6,000  peasant  proprietors — and  why? 
Because  it  was  the  ousiness  of  someone 
to  see  in  that  case  that  negotiations  were 
entered  into  for  the  purchase  of  estates 
in  the  interests  of  the  tenants.  But  the 
''Bright  Clauses"  of  the  Land  Act  of 
1870  had  remained  a  dead  letter,  be- 
cause it  was  nobody's  business  to  under- 
take similar  negotiations  ;  and  imder 
the  present  Bill,  as  it  stood,  it  would  be 
nobody's  business  to  go  out  into  the 
waste  lands  and  see  that  they  were 
brought  into  a  state  of  cultivation,  and 
that  people  were  induced  to  go  upon 
them.  He  thought  the  most  cruel  thing 
the  Government  could  do  would  be  to 
raise  expectations  on  the  part  of  the 
people  wnioh  they  were  not  prepared  to 
fulfil.  Therefore,  if  they  proposed  that 
there  should  be  any  reclamation  of  waste 
lands  at  all,  let  them  set  about  it  in  a 
business-like  fashion,  and  fix  upon  some 
persons  with  practical  skill  who  should 
look  after  the  matter.  If  that  could  be 
done  in  India  without  involving  a  heavy 
expenditure,  he  saw  no  reason  why  it 
should  not  be  done  here,  and  why  they 
should  not  adopt  the  Amendment  for  the 

Eurpose  of  interesting  the  people  of  Ire- 
md  in  the  development  of  the  resources 
of  the  country.  He  was  glad  to  see 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief 
Secretary  was  now  in  his  place,  because 
he  believed  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  said  that  the  effect  of  the  clause 
would  be  to  provide  a  practical  remedy 
for  the  evils  of  a  congested  population 
in  Mayo  and  other  parts  of  the  country. 
EUtherto,  from  the  county  of  Mayo  they 
had  been  in  the  habit  of  exporting  to 
the  work  of  the  English  harvest  some- 
thing like  15,000  or  20,000  labourers 
every  year.  That  was  at  a  time  when 
the  agricultural  interests  were  prosper- 
ous in  England.  But  what  were  the 
facts  now  ?  If  the  agricultural  resources 
of  Mayo  were  properly  developed,  as 
they  might  be  under  a  provision  of  this 
nature,  they  could  find  profitable  em- 
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ploTment  for  eyery  on©  of  the  labourers 
in  that  county .  They  had  in  that  county 
at  least  400,000  acros  of  land  that  might 
bo  profitably  rultivntod,  not  according  to 
the  system  of  hired  lft])oiir  in  England, 
but  according  to  tlio  Irish  system  of 
cultivation,  whero  the  tenant's  little  boy 
or  girl,  on  the  way  home  from  school, 
could  bring  in  the  cows,  and  feed  the 
ducks.  Upon  every  reason  of  State 
polic}'  lie  recommended  tliat  some  provi- 
sion of  tliis  kind  should  be  introduced 
into  the  Bill,  and  ho  earnestly  solicited 
the  favourable  consideration  of  the  Prime 
Minister  to  it.  If  tliere  happoiie<l  to  be 
any  technical  defect  in  it,  which  he  con- 
fessed he  was  himself  unable  to  see.  he 
trusted  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  not  throw  it  overboard  with  a  wave 
of  his  hand,  but  that  he  would  look  upon 
it  as  a  matter  wliich,  from  time  to  time, 
had  been  pressed  upon  successive  Go- 
vernments, and  whioli  was  never  more 
worthy  of  serious  attention  than  at  the 
present  moment. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  It  is  with  con- 
cern and  even  melancholy  I  observe  that 
the  greater  the  extension  we  can  give  to 
the  scope  of  the  Bill  the  greater  become 
the  demands  which  are  made  upon  us. 
We  have  given  to-night  a  large  exten- 
sion to  the  Bill  in  a  matter  which  is  of 
advantage  to  the  tenant.  In  regard  to 
the  purchasing  part  of  the  Bill,  I  have 
thought  that  we  were  undertaking  an 
extremely  bold  operation  indeed.  I  cer- 
tainly think  we  are  undertaking  an  ex- 
tremely bold  operation  in  saying  that 
we  will  go  out  into  Ireland  and,  without 
fixing  any  positive  limit  to  the  operation, 
buy  land  for  the  pui*pose  of  re- selling  it 
to  the  tenants  if  the  tenants  are  willing 
to  take  it.  There  are,  however,  limits 
to  the  embarrassments  of  proprietorsliip 
in  which  it  is  undesirable  that  wo  should 
involve  ourselves,  and  the  extent  of  the 
operations  we  propose  to  undertake  are 
limited  by  the  Bill.  What  has  taken 
place  to-night  ?  lion.  l^Iembers  who 
have  spoken  seem  to  think  there  are 
very  little  liopes,  or  none  at  all,  that 
Companies  will  undertake  the  reclama- 
tion of  waste  land.  [Mr.  O'Connor 
Power  :  I  did  not  say  that.]  But  the 
hon.  Member  appeared  to  tliink  that 
therein  lay  the  strongest  argument  in 
Buj)poi*t  of  the  i^roposal  that  the  recla- 
mation should  be  undertaken  by  the 
Government — that  is  to  say,  that  the 
Government  should  undertake  an  iudus- 
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trial  operation  which  ought  todopsBl 
on  the  profits  it  will  realize,  and  in  n- 
spect  of  which  the  opinion  entertained 
is  so  unfavourable  that,  practically,  thm 
is  only  the  slendereat  hope  that  the  ex- 
pectation of  profit  will   induce  prints 
persons  to  come  and  do  it,  although  pri> 
vato  persons  would  carry  the  work  into 
effect  with  the   utmost  economy,  and, 
therefore,  with  the  largest  possible  profit 
Hon.   Members  think,   tnerefore,  thai 
this  is  an  occasion  to  say  it  is  right  that 
that    which  private    persons   wiU  not 
undertake  shall  be  undertaken  by  the 
Government,  whose  operations  in  waA 
a  matter  never  can  be  economical.   I 
am  very  sure  that  the  provision  whiA 
it  is  proposed  to  add  to  the  Bill  would 
be  an  enormous  extension  of  the  soope 
of  the  measure,  and  an  extension  whico, 
if  we  were  to  adopt  it,  would  render  it 
extremely  difficult  to  put  a  limit  to  the 
operation.    A  case  of  the  purchase  of 
estates  is  a  natural  operation,  in  the 
willingness  and  ability  of  the  tenanti 
to  become  proprietors ;  but  in  this  can^ 
as  long  as  there  were  any  waste  laodi 
existing  in  Ireland,  a  resistless  preesme 
would  be  brought  to  bear  upon  tne  Lend 
Commission,  and  it  would  be  almost  im> 
possible  for  the  Commission  to  know  whv 
they  should  purchase  in  one  district  and 
why  not  in  another.     On  the  one  hand, 
it  would  be  an  indefinite  operation,  or, 
on    the  other,  there  woula   be  inoM- 
sant  discontent  and  murmuring.    Is  it* 
then,  really  a  rational  undertaking  on 
the  part  of  a  Government  to  invest  the 
proceeds  of  the  taxes  of  the  people  in  an 
endeavour  to  reclaim  waste  lanos  ?    Are 
we  justified  in  taking  action  for  snch  a 
purpose  ?    You  have  j  ust  cast  out  of  the 
Bill  a  provision  which,  in  the  mildest 
form,  offered  a  voluntary  opening  for 
the  voluntary  action  of  the  local  autho- 
rities of  Ireland.    The  great  majority 
of  the  House  was  opposed  to  that  pro- 
vision ;  and  having,  in  that  way,  recog- 
nized the  incapacity  of  local  bodies,  with 
full  knowledge  of  tlie  facts,  to  deal  with 
the  question  of  reclamation,  you  now  say 
that  the  taxes  of  the  people  levied  by  the 
Government  are  to  be  expended  through 
the  Land  Commission  in  assuming  these 
functions.     What  is  to  be  done  r    The 
Land  Commission  is  to  buy  these  dis- 
tricts of  waste  land ;  and,  having  bought 
them,  is  to  find  people  to  settle  upon 
them.     Where  is  it  to  find  them  ?    is  it 
to  send  out  agents  ?    It  is  admitted  that 
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they  are  not  to  be  found  on  the  spot. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Mayo  says  they 
are  not  to  be  found  in  Mayo  for  the  waste 
lands  there. 

Mb.  O'CONNOE  POWER:    I  said 
exactly  the  contrary. 

Mb.    GLADSTONE:    I   understood 
the  hon.  Member  to  say  there  are  none 
to  be  found  in  the  local  market. 
Mb.  O'CONNOR  POWER :   Plenty. 
Mr.  GLADSTONE :  I  gathered  that 
they  were  to  be  brought  upon  the  land ; 
bat  that  they  were  not  already  upon  the 
land,  and  had  no  interests  there.    But 
they  are  to  be  made  acquainted  with 
what  is  going  on  ;  and  the  land  is  to  be 
mapped  out  for  them.    And  then,  hav- 
ing no  interest  in  the  land,  because  a 
tenant's  interest  in  a  waste  is  worthless, 
the  Board  of  Works  is  to  make  them 
SQch  adyances  as  they  think  proper  for 
the  reclamation  of  Uiese  waste  lands. 
Having  undertaken  a  rash  and  unpre- 
cedented purchase,  you  are  to  give  effect 
to  such  purchase  by  making  advances 
Qpon  a  basis  of  nullity,  because  nullity 
is  the  basis  which  would  be  afforded  to 
vou  by  the  tenant's  interest  in  waste 
land,  oecause  they  will  have  acquired  no 
interest,  and  nothing  ostensible  that  they 
can  carry  into  the  market ;  and  yet  you 
require  that  the  public  is  to  provide  for 
them  the  means  of  reclaiming  the  land. 
Is  that  a  fair  and  a  legitimate  use  for  us  to 
make  of  the  resources  placed  at  our  dis- 
posal as  stewards  of  the  funds  we  ex- 
tract from  the  labour  of  the  people  of 
this  country?    I  think  not.    I  cannot 
see  my  way  to  embark  in  these  func- 
tions.    I  know  not  what  the  view  of  the 
Committee  mi^  be ;  but  I  feel  deeply 
the  responsibility  we  have  already  under- 
taken.    I  cannot  use  too  strong  lan- 
guage in  the  statement  of  those  respon- 
sibilities.    It  has  required  motives  of 
the  utmost  urgency  to  induce  me  to 
touch  with  my  little  fineer  such  subjects. 
We  have  gone  great  lengths ;  but  this 
further  advance  is  an  enormous  stride, 
far  outside  anything  we  have  hitherto 
contemplated ;  and  I  confess  that  I  have 
not  the  resolution  to  attempt  it. 

Mb.  MITCHELL  HENRY  said,  ho 
fhlly  admitted  that  this  was  an  im- 
portant substitute  for  that  which  he 
Delieved  to  be  the  right  way  of  dealing 
with  the  subject.  But,  on  making  a  few 
remarks  upon  what  had  fallen  from  the 
light  hon.  Gentleman  the  Prime  Minister, 
he  wished  to  ask  the  right  hon.Gentleman 


this  question  —  Were  there  no  such 
things  as  public  works  in  India  ?  What 
was  the  reason  that  the  State  was  in- 
duced to  undertake  public  works  in 
India?  They  undertook  public  works 
in  India  because  there  existed  a  starving 
population,  and  there  was  nobody  else 
to  do  the  work.  That  was  precisely  why 
he  had  always  advocated  the  under- 
taking in  a  reasonable  manner  of  publio 
works  of  reclamation  in  the  West  of 
Ireland.  It  did  not  at  all  follow  that 
the  formidable  picture  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  drew  of  the  liabilities 
which  would  fall  on  this  country  was  a 
true  picture.  No  one  would  suppose  for 
a  moment  that  all  the  waste  land  in 
Ireland  could  be  purchased.  All  that 
was  proposed  was  this — that  as  it  was 
notorious  that  in  one  particular  part  of 
Ireland  there  was  an  immense  conges- 
tion of  the  starving  population — seeing 
that  vast  quantities  of  unreclaimed 
land  existed  that  were  perfectly  capable 
of  being  converted  into  excellent  agri- 
cultural land,  all  that  was  asked  was 
that  the  Government  should  purchase 
some  portions  of  these  waste  lands,  and 
should  undertake  the  work  of  reclaim- 
ing them,  either  directly  themselves,  or 
by  contract  with  others,  or  by  giving 
facilities  to  some  portions  of  that  starv- 
ing population,  who  would  continue  to 
starve,  in  spite  of  their  Land  Bill,  if 
they  did  not  do  this.  What  he  had 
often  proposed  to  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man—and he  believed  that  he  had  very 
much  wearied  his  right  hon.  Friend  in 
private — was  that  he  should  devote  a 
reasonable  sum  of  money  to  the  im- 
provement of  the  condition  of  Conne- 
mara.  He  believed  a  considerably  less 
sum  than  £200,000  would  do  all  that 
was  necessary  in  the  way  of  purchasing 
land  ;  and  such  land,  when  purchased, 
could  be  reclaimed  by  the  State  in  the 
way  in  which  he  had  personally  been 
able  to  reclaim  a  small  tract,  both  with 
profit  and  advantage.  When  the  land 
was  reclaimed  by  the  labour  of  the 
starving  population,  it  could  be  let  out 
to  them  in  suitable  farms  of  20,  30,  or 
40  acres,  at  a  rent  which  should  repre- 
sent, not  merely  the  capital  sum,  but 
also  the  interest  of  the  money  expended 
in  reclamation.  He  could  show  by  docu- 
ment, which  nobody  had  ever  attempted 
to  confute,  that  the  land  could  be  let  at 
10<.  an  acre,  and  that  in  the  course  of  a 
very  short  time  it  would  be  worth  20«. 
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an  acre ;  so  that  the  people  placed  upon 
it  would  not  only  be  able  to  pay  their 
rent,  but  repay,  by  tlie  simple  opera- 
tion of  a  sinking  fund,  the  advances 
whicli  !md  been  mnde  them.  He  heard 
an  lion.  Gentleuian  behind  liim  ask  what 
the  Government  had  to  do  with  it.  He 
would  tell  the  hon.  Gentleman  whnt  the 
Government  had  to  do  with  it.  At  this 
moment,  in  consequence  of  tlie  condi- 
tion to  which  Ireland  had  been  reduced, 
they  had  one-half  of  tlieir  entire  Army 
in  that  country',  nn<l  thoy  were  unable 
to  enter  into  any  European  combination 
because  they  had  to  intimidate  a  starv- 
inp  population.  There  would  be  no 
ditficulty  in  entering  into  small  public 
works  in  the  West  of  Ireland,  which 
would  give  employment  to  the  starving 
population,  and  which,  when  properly 
carried  on,  might  easily  provide  a  sure 
source  of  livelihood  for  the  people,  and 
prove  a  gain  to  this  country.  The  Go- 
vernment would  be  able  to  withdraw 
their  Coercion  Acts  and  their  soldiers 
and  enormous  army  of  police;  and  he 
told  the  House  solemnly  that  the  cause 
of  discontent  in  Ireland  was  misery  and 
starvation.  The  people  would  not  put 
lip  with  the  diet  they  could  gather  on  the 
seashore,  and  with  habitations  in  which 
Members  of  that  House  would  not  keep 
their  hounds.  These  things  had  been  de- 
monstrated over  and  over  again,  and 
evidence  of  the  most  extraordinary  cha- 
racter came  from  everj'  quarter.  It  had 
been  shown  by  every  newspaper  corre- 
spondent, and  every  philanthropist  who 
had  visited  Ireland  during  the  last 
crisis,  and  by  abundant  evidence  before 
the  two  Land  Commissions;  and  al- 
though he  felt  grateful  to  the  Prime 
Minister  for  what  he  had  done  for 
the  rest  of  Ireland,  he  was  convinced 
that  unless  the  Government  dealt  with 
the  West  of  Ireland  the  Land  Bill 
would  not  be  worth  the  paper  it  was 
printed  on. 

Mr.  FAY  thought  a  great  deal  of 
time  had  been  lost  by  turning  on  side 
issues,  and  the  question  now  being  dis- 
cussed was  a  side  issue.  It  would  be  a 
far  better  subject  for  a  Bill  on  its  own 
account ;  but  a  groat  many  subjects  had 
been  introduced  which  merely  added  obli- 
gations and  difliculties  without  advanc- 
ing the  Bill  in  its  ])roper  onward  course. 
He  thought  the  Irish  Members  should 
be  ashamed  of  much  that  had  been  said 
that  evening,  especially  the  vulgar  abuse 
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of  the  Chief  Secretary ;  and,  as  an  IrUi- 
man,  he  protested  against  it,  for  he  liid 
that  day  felt  more  shame  than  he  ew 
experienced  before.  The  Amendment 
he  thought,  was  entirely  outside  tbi  , 
scope  of  the  broad  principles  of  tkl 
Land  Bill,  and  his  recollection  of  Fko- 
fessor  Baldwin's  suggestion  was  not  ii 
that  direction  at  all.  That  suggetiioa 
was  that  if  any  advances  were  made  ftr 
reclamation,  they  should  be  made  fat 
the  employment  of  imported  farmen  or 
labourers,  who  should  receive  Ooren- 
ment  wages,  bring  the  land  into  redft- 
mation,  and  ultimately  be  allowed  ts 
purchase  the  farms.  Such  a  Buegesdflt 
could  be  carried  out  more  ably  by  • 
Company  than  by  a  private  body,  andkt 
believed  that  Companies  would  spring 
up  under  the  influence  of  the  Bill.  Laad 
Banks  would,  he  expected,  spring  np  ii 
all  directions ;  but  the  present  Amend- 
ment would  render  the  Bill  a  Parlia- 
mentary abortion,  and  he  should,  theM- 
fore,  support  the  Government. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  observed,  fchit 
the  Prime  Minister  appeared  to  hava 
two  minds  as  well  as  two  Offices.    Ai 
Prime  Minister  he  was  desirouB  of  being 
generous;    as   Chancellor   of  the  Ei- 
chequer  he  put  a  tight   g^raap  on  tlM 
money  bags.     The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man reminded  him  of  the  Chancellor  in 
**  The  Merchant  of  Venice,"  who  siid 
first— "Oh,  my  daughter!"    and  then 
"  Oh,  my  ducats !  "     That  waa  just  the 
Prime  Minister's  attitude  with  regard  to 
the  Irish  Land  Bill.   The  right  hon.  Oea- 
tleman  spoke  of  this  suggestion  as  beinff 
of  a  model  character ;  but  the  few  Iriu 
Members  who  took  part  in  the  long  and 
dreary  discussion  on  the  second  reading 
of  the  Bill  urged  the  necessity  of  making 
some  such  provision.    In  that  discussioa 
he  had  said  that  the  scheme,  with  re- 
gard to  reclamation,  had  the  vital  defect 
of  making  no  such  provision.     What 
was    the   meaning   that    underlay  the 
action  of  the  Government  on  this  ques* 
tion?    The  right  hon.  Gentleman  did 
not  avow  what  the  real  meaning  was ; 
but  ho  (Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor)  would  ex- 
plain it.     The  Government  did  not  want 
migration,  but    emigpration,    and    they 
would  not  have  the  slightest  objection 
to  advancing  money  to  drive  the  people 
to  Canada  or  other  parts  of  the  British 
Empire.     Migration  was  only  to  act  as 
the  stop- sister  of   emigration,  and  the 
Government  only  wanted  to  get  rid  of 
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what  tbey   considered    disturbance  in 
Ireland  by  sending  the  disturbers  out 
of  the  country.      The  Irish  Members, 
howeyer,  wanted  to  keep  their  people  at 
home,  to  improve  their  land  and  not  the 
land  of  Manitoba,  New  South  Wales, 
and  other  countries.     There  was  plenty 
of  land  to  be  found,  although  the  I'rime 
Minister  had  said  it  would  be  necessary 
to  make  a  voyage  of  discovery  to  find 
it.     There  were  many  acres  of  land  in 
Mayo  which  were  a  monument  of  dis- 
grace to  British  rule.     The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Cavan  (Mr.  Fay)  objected  to  the 
Amendment ;  but  if  that  hon.  Member 
had  been  present  during  the  considera- 
tion of  the  1st  clause  of  the  Bill,  he 
would  have  known  that  ''a  person,  of 
good  character"  was  one  of  the  provisoes 
which  the  ingenious  mind  of  the  drafts- 
man  had  introduced  into  that  clause. 
What  security  did  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  ask  for  the  money  that  was 
to  be  advanced  ?    Did  anybody  suppose 
that  28  acres  of  land  or  40  acres  of  laud, 
if  they  were  given  to  the  agricultural 
labourer,  who  was  willing  to  come  from 
Ireland  to  England  or  Scotland  to  get 
the  means  of  paying  his  rent,  would  not 
in  two  years'  time  be  put  into  a  condi- 
tion which  would  be  ample  security  for 
the  small  advance  ?    If  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister had  read  the  evidence  of  Professor 
Baldwin,  he  would   have  seen  several 
cases  in  which  land  had  been  given  at 
no  rent,  or  at  a  nominal  rent,  to  agri- 
cultural   labourers,   and   which  in  the 
coarse  of  a  few  years  had  been  made 
fertile  and  fruitful,  and  the  tenants  had 
in  the  end  been  willing  to  pay  as  much 
as  10s.  and  15s.  an  acre  rent.     He  per- 
fectly understood  why  the  Government 
would  not  accept  the  Amendment.  They 
wanted  to  get  rid  of  the  people  of  Ire- 
land, and  to  exile  the  population  of  Mayo 
and  other  portions  of  Ireland  which  they 
considered  were  disturbed ;  but  he  would 
advise    the    hon.   Member  for  Dublin 
(Dr.  Liyone)   to  proceed  further  in  this 
matter  until  he  got  a  satisfactory  answer 
from  the  Government.     Upon  this  ques- 
tion  the  whole  of  the  Irish  Members 
were  united,  and  they  would  help  the 
hon.  Member  with  such  persistance  and 
firm  adherence  to  the  Amendment   as 
miirht  seem  well  to  them. 

Lord  JOHN  MANNERS  said,  he 
thought  the  scheme  which  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  County  of  Galway  (Mr. 
Mitchell   Henry)   had   brought   under 
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notice  was  a  very  practical  one,  and 
would,  no  doubt,  work  out  well.  But 
the  hon.  Gentleman  spoke  with  great 
authority  on  such  a  subject,  and  what  he 
had  said  was  well  worthy  of  consideration. 
That  was  not  the  scheme  which  the  Com- 
mittee were  discussing  on  the  Motion  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Dublin. 
The  proposal  before  the  Committee  sim- 
ply was  that  the  Gbvemment  should  be- 
come land-jobbers  for  uncultivated  or 
waste  lands.  They  were  not  to  cultivate 
the  land ;  but  they  were  to  buy  it,  and 
then  let  it  to  anybody  who  could  be  got 
to  take  it.  That,  he  thought,  was  a  very 
hopeless  way  of  dealing  with  a  great 
question ;  and  upon  that  ground,  while 
he  should  be  quite  prepared  to  give 
every  consideration  to  the  scheme  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Galway,  he  could  not 
support  the  Amendment. 

Mb.  DAWSON  said,  that,  according 
to  the  Heport  of  the  Devon  Commission, 
there  were  at  present  326,000  occupiers 
of  land  whose  holdings  varied  from 
seven  to  one  acre,  and  which  were  quite 
inadequate  for  supporting  a  family.  It 
was  computed  that  by  a  consolidation  of 
all  holdings  up  to  eight  acres  500,000 
labourers,  equivalent  to  2,500,000  of 
population,  could  be  provided  for,  and, 
by  the  reclamation  of  waste  lands, 
£20,000,000  would  be  added  to  the 
value  of  the  products  of  the  country. 
When  they  were  talking  about  perio- 
dical panics,  was  it  not  right  that  they 
should  be  struck  by  a  proposal  which 
would  not  only  remove  the  lamentable 
state  of  things  in  Ireland,  but  add  to 
the  wealth  of  the  nation  ?  A  great  deal 
had  been  heard  from  the  Prime  Minister 
about  the  English  taxpayer;  but  Ireland 
did  not  want  English  gold ;  they  wanted 
to  nerve  and  strengthen  the  right  arm 
of  the  Irish  labourer  with  a  sense  of  se- 
curity, so  that  he  should  not  be  beholden 
to  England.  He  was  sure  the  Prime 
Minister,  whose  objects  and  whose  in- 
tentions in  the  Bill  were  manifest,  would 
not  lose  this  golden  opportunity  of 
settling  this  vexed  question ;  and  he  asked 
him  to  allow  the  Irish  labourers  to  get 
the  little  modicum  of  capital  necessary 
to  work  the  land.  It  would  be  ample 
security  to  pay  the  State  and  to  pay  for 
the  men's  families. 

Mb.  PARNELL  said,  the  question  of 
removing  the  congested  population  was 
one  of  the  six  most  important  points  in 
connection  with  the  whole  Bill.      The 
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sng^^eBtion  made  by  the  noble  Lord  upon 
the  Front  Opposition  Bench  was  an  im- 
portant one ;  and  if  the  Amendment  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Dublin  (Dr.  Lj'ons) 
could  be  modified  in  euch  a  wn}'  as  to 
earn  tlie  support  of  the  noble  Lord,  he 
was  sure  his  hon.  Friend  would  bo  will-'' 
ing  to  modify  it  in  that  direction,  pro- 
vided the  objects  of  his  own  Amendment 
were  not  sacrificed.  But  the  discussion 
had  commenced  at  a  late  hour,  and  a 
groat  deal  might  be  said  in  favour  of 
tlio  proposal  more  than  had  been  yet 
said;  and,  as  the  question  was  deserving 
of  the  greatest  consideration  from  the 
Government,  and  was  one  in  reference 
to  which  thej'  might  come  to  some  com- 
promise in  the  direction  indicated  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Gal  way  and  by 
the  noble  I^ord  (Lord  John  Manners), 
he  hoped  the  Government  would  allow 
the  question  to  bo  further  considered 
to  -  morrow,  especially  as  there  were 
several  Amendments,  including  one  by 
himself,  which,  of  course,  would  be  put 
out  of  the  way  by  a  hasty  disposal  of 
the  Amendment  at  present  before  the 
Committee.  The  postponement  of  the 
matter  until  to-morrow  might  enable 
the  Government  to  agree  to  some  com- 
promise ;  and  he,  therefore,  woidd  move 
to  report  Progress. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Pro- 
gress, and  ask  leave  to  sit  again." — 
(i/r.  ParnelL) 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  hoped  the 
hon.  Member  would  not  press  his  Mo- 
tion, for  this  was  the  24th  day  of  this 
Bill,  and  the  whole  business  had  been 
postponed  to  enable  Irish  measures  to 
pass.  This  clause  was  begun  on  Friday, 
and  now  the  hon.  Gentleman  said  he 
would  not  allow  the  Bill  to  proceed. 

Mr.  DALY  said,  that  he  was  as 
anxious  as  the  Prime  Minister  that  the 
Bill  should  pass ;  but  if  the  House  legis- 
lated for  a  country,  let  them  not  in  any 
foolish  haste  hurry  over  a  matter  of 
such  importance  as  this.  It  would  be 
impossible  to  give  a  satisfactory  decision 
upon  this  clause  without  a  debate  of 
three  or  four  hours ;  and  was  it  fair  to 
ask  the  Committee  to  enter  upon  such 
a  debate  after  1  o'clock  in  the  morn- 
ing ?  An  opportunity  for  reflection  would 
be  of  great  advantage,  for  the  Govern- 
ment might  see  their  way  to  agreeing, 
in  some  measure,  to  the  proposed  of  the 
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noble  Lord  (Lord  John  Manners).  He 
believed  that  if  the  Prime  Minister  ind 
his  Colleagues  would  give  a  couple  of 
hours'  seriouB  thought  to  the  qneetioi 
of  how  they  could  advance  the  views  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Dublin  without 
rejudice  to  the  taxpayers  they  would 
e  able  to  make  some  concession.  The 
Government  were  prepared  to  epeod 
money  in  promoting  the  emigration  of 
Irish  people  to  British  Colonies;  but 
every  man,  woman,  and  child  deported 
from  Ireland  represented  a  customer 
less  for  England's  manufacturers.  If 
they  used  the  money  of  the  British  tax- 
payers as  proposed  by  the  Amendment^ 
they  would  recoup  themselves  by  keep- 
ing their  customers  in  Ireland  at  home. 
From  another  point  of  view,  it  would 
be  better  to  adopt  the  proposal,  for  it 
would  pay  better  to  get  rid  of  the  sol- 
diery and  police  in  Ireland ;  to  imprint 
on  the  Irish  people  the  impressioa 
that  they  were  treated  as  the  English 
people  were ;  and  if  Irishmen  vere 
allowed  to  settle  on  these  holdings,  thej 
would  become  the  most  law-abiding 
people  to  be  found  in  any  country.  Not 
more  than  a  few  hours'  debate  would 
be  required  further,  and  he  appealed  to 
the  Prime  Minister  to  agree  to  the  post- 
ponement suggested. 

Sir  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE: 
Before  we  decide,  I  think  it  would  be 
very  convenient  for  the  Committee  to 
know  what  the  intentions  of  the  Goven* 
ment  are  with  regard  to  the  other  danae 
which  forms  part  of  the  Bill.  This  part 
of  the  Bill  has  reference  to  reclama- 
tion of  land  and  emigration,  and  there 
can  be  no  doubt  that  there  is  a  veij 
great  connection  between  those  two 
clauses.  A  rumour  has  spread^I  am 
not  able  to  say  whether  it  is  well  founded 
or  not — that  it  is  not  intended  to  pro- 
ceed with  Clause  26;  and  I  should  like 
to  know  what  the  intentions  of  the  Go* 
vernment  are. 

Mr.  parnell  wished  to  suggest 
that  the  Emigration  Clause  should  be 
postponed  till  the  end  of  tho  Bill.  The 
question  of  emigp*ation  would  tend  to 
very  considerable  discussion ;  but  that 
would  be  very  much  facilitated  by  the 
result  of  the  deliberations  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  questions  of  arrears  and 
labourers,  for,  of  course,  tho  principal 
arrears  were  those  of  small  tenants,  who 
would  be  the  most  likely  to  take  advan- 
tage of  the  Emigration  Clause. 
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Mb.  ONSLOW  said,  he  hoped  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  reconsider 
his  decision  as  to  reporting  Progress. 
The  subject  upon  which  they  were  en- 
gaged was  one  in  which  all  the  Irish 
Members  took  much  interest,  and  it 
could  not  be  disposed  of  that  night. 

Mb.  MACDONALD  said,  he  had  not 
hitherto  interposed  in  the  discussion, 
and  had  every  desire  to  facilitate  the 
progress  of  the  Bill ;  but  he  now  rose 
K>r  the  purpose  of  requesting  the  Prime 
Minister  to  consider  not  only  the  post- 
poning of  this  Emigration  Clause,  but 
the  advisability  of  letting  it  fall  out  of 
the  Bill  altogether.  He  strongly  ad- 
vised the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  the 
latter  course.  He  was  perfectly  certain 
that  its  discussion  would  occupy  a  very 
long  time  indeed,  and,  if  passed  at  all, 
it  would  be  a  most  unsatisfactory  clause 
in  the  Bill,  and  be  the  promotion  of  no 
service  to  ihe  Irish  people  whatever.  If 
there  was  one  part  of  the  Bill  that  ought 
to  be  thrown  out,  it  was  this  Emigration 
Clause. 

Mb.  CHAPLIN  hoped  the  Pnme 
Minister  would  not  think  of  following 
the  advice  just  given;  and,  with  all 
respect,  he  thought  it  was  not  in  the 

Sower  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to 
o  so.  When  this  discussion  first  com- 
menced in  Committee,  he  (Mr.  Chaplin) 
moved  that  the  first  part  of  the  Bill 
should  be  postponed,  that  the  Committee 
might  consider  at  once  the  most  impor- 
tant part  of  the  Bill  contained  in  the 
remedial  clauses.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman refused  to  accede  to  that,  and  he 
gave  the  Committee  most  distinctly  to 
understand  that  the  Government  re- 
garded the  Bill  as  a  whole,  and  drew 
no  diatinction  between  the  parts,  as  being 
of  more  or  less  importance. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  with  regard 
to  the  Motion  for  reporting  Progress, 
he  would  not  press  resistance  to  the 
Motion,  seeing  where  the  hands  of  the 
do'ck  had  reached  (5  minutes  past  1). 
With  respect  to  what  had  just  fallen 
from  the  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lincoln- 
shire (Mr.  Chaplin),  he  did  not  think  he 
had  quite  accurately  described  the  state- 
ment made  in  the  earlier  stage  of  the 
Committee.  Most  undoubtedly  he  stated 
that,  in  comparing  that  portion  of  the 
Bill  which  related  to  landlord  and  ten- 
ant with  that  which  related  to  the  pur- 
chase and  sale  of  estates,  that  these 
were  portionB  in  which  the  Government 


drew  no  distinction,  in  point  of  import- 
ance, that  they  regarded  the  Bill  as  a 
whole,   and  intended   to  pass  it  as  a 
whole.     He  spoke  of  the  main  leading 
portions  of  it.     He  did  not  see  the  very 
great  connection  between  the  questions 
of  reclamation  of  land  and  emigration, 
and  never  thought  of  placing  either  of 
these  last  in  the  same  rank  as  those 
parts  of  the  Bill  relating   to  landlord 
and  tenant  and  the  purchase  of  estates, 
though  they  were  important  parts  of  the 
Bill,  and  proposals  he  believed  highly 
beneficial,   and  he  hoped  the  Govern- 
ment had  not  shown  any  disposition  to- 
wards persistent  opposition  to  Amend- 
ments proposed,  nor,  on  the  other  hand, 
had  shown  levity    in  departing    from 
anything    material.      With    regard  to 
emigration,  there  had  been  no  change 
whatever.     What  rumours  might  have 
been  circulated  within  the  last  few  days 
he  did  not  know ;  but  he  stated,  with 
regard  to  this  clause  dealing  with  emi- 
gration,  in  his  opening  speech,   with 
moderation,    undoubtedly  with  no  in- 
flated expectations,  that  it  was  the  in- 
tention of  the  Government  to  let  this 
clause  come  on  and  to  hear  the  opinion 
of  the  Committee ;  and  he  said,  on  this 
and  on  the  question  of  reclamation,  that, 
setting  aside  the  obligation  the  Govern- 
ment must  have  to  keep  in  mind  the 
interests  of  the  taxpayer  that  any  gene- 
ral view  of  a  majority  of  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers would  constitute  a  g^eat  element 
in  the  Government  judgement  of  the  case. 
That  was  all  he  had  to  say  in  relation 
to  it ;  and  he  could  not,  therefore,  meet 
the  desire  of  his  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Stafford  (Mr.  Macdonald ).     The 
hon.  Member  for  Cork  City  (Mr.  Par- 
nell)  had   stated  that  he  thought   the 
Emigration  Clause  might,  with  advan- 
tage, be  postponed,  and  the  reasons  for 
that  he  had,  no  doubt,  stated  in  good 
faith  regarding  other  important  matters 
to  be  disposed  of.     He  did  not  know 
whether  it  would  be  most  convenient ; 
but  he  hoped  that  if  they  met  the  hon. ' 
Member  on  this  question  they  might 
part  with  the  25th  clause  to-night.  That, 
he  trusted,  he  might  expect,  and  that, 
he  thought,  was  a  fair  proposal. 

Mr.  PAENELL  thought  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  rather  misinter- 
preted his  intention  in  moving  to  report 
Progress.  There  were  many  Irish  Mem- 
bers who  had  not  spoken  on  the  question 
of  reclamation,  or  rather  of  migration, 
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a  subject  of  very  great  interest,  espe- 
cially in  connection  with  the  Western 
counties,  and  there  was  the  wish  among 
these  Members  to  have  the  opportunity 
of  putting  their  views  before  the  Com- 
mittee to-morrow,  but  not  at  any  great 
length;  and  if  Progress  was  reported 
there  was  no  intention  of  carrying  the 
discussion  to  an  unreasonable  length. 
Really  he  did  not  think  such  a  condition 
should  be  attached  as  would  preclude  the 
claims  of  those  who  had  something  to 
say  on  the  Migration  Clause. 

Mr.  R.  power  said,  that  he  had 
an  Amendment  to  leave  out  Clause  26, 
and  would  now  only  say  that  his  conduct 
in  future  would  be  greatly  guided  by  the 
action  of  the  Government  in  relation  to 
that  clause.  He  thought  it  would  be  wiser 
for  the  Government,  and  better  for  the 
progressof  the  Bill,  if  the  Committee  went 
on  in  the  ordinary  manner,  taking  the 
clauses  and  Amendments  as  they  stood, 
and  not  postponing  them.  For  his  ovr  J 
part,  if  the  Government  insisted  on  in- 
serting Clause  26,  that  would  materially 
alter  his  position  towards  the  Bill.  If 
the  clause  were  inserted  it  would  do 
away  with  any  little  benefit  the  Bill 
might  contain.  He  would  very  much 
like  to  know  what  was  the  position  of 
the  Government  towards  the  Emigration 
Clause.  If  they  meant  to  retain  it,  it 
would  be  the  duty  of  some  of  the  Irish 
Members  to  take  up  a  certain  position 
towards  the  Bill ;  but  if  they  meant  to 
leave  it  out  he,  for  one,  would  be  most 
happy  to  do  anything  to  support  the 
Government  in  passing  the  Bill. 

Mr.  O'CONNOR  POWER  said,  he 
understood  the  Prime  Minister  to  accede 
to  the  Motion  to  report  Progress,  and 
the  moment  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
made  the  announcement  there  was  an 
exodus  from  all  quarters  of  the  House, 
and  a  very  large  number  of  Members 
had  left  under  the  impression  that  there 
was  no  contention  of  the  point.  The 
Motion  was  made  on  strong  and  intel- 
ligible gp*ounds.  The  Committee  were 
debating  a  most  important  point  in  con- 
nection with  the  clause ;  but  it  had  only 
been  reached  an  hour  before.  The  ques- 
tion of  administration  by  the  Board  of 
Works  had  occupied  hours,  of  which  no- 
body com  plained;  but  when  they  reached 
a  more  important  part  of  the  clause  they 
were  told  that  an  hour  was  enough  to 
dispose  of  it.  Now,  that  was  not  suffi- 
cient.    The  feelings  of  the  Irish  people 
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of  all  shades  of  parties  had  not  yet 
found  a  voice,  and  he  trusted  that  Fro- 
gpress  would  be  now  reported,  that  thej 
might  have  some  opportunity  of  My 
stating  their  views. 

Sir  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE  said, 
the  Prime  Minister  had  said  there  wu 
no  great   connection  between  the  two 
cluasee ;  but  they  were  connected,  and  ha 
would  say  so  on  these  grounds.    As  ha 
understood  it,  the  great  difficulty  in  Ire- 
land was  the  earth  hunger  arising  from 
the  inadequacy  of  the  supply  to  meet 
the  demand.     These  two  clauses  deilt 
with  two  different  sides  of  this  prohlem 
— the  clause  upon  which  the  Committee 
were  engaged  was  to  increase  the  supplj 
of  land  by  reclamation   or  otherwiieb 
whilst  the  clause  to  follow  was  one  to 
relieve  the  demand  in  certain  cases  bj 
providing  other  means  for  acceptation!^ 
those  who  cannot  find  a  living  on  the 
soil.     The    hon.   Member    for  Oalway 
(Mr.  Mitchell  Henry),  who  spoke  with 
great  knowledge    of   the   subject  and 
practical   acquaintance  with  that  part 
of    the     county    where    the    difficultj 
more    greatly  existed,    told   the  Com- 
mittee what  had  been  said  by  Beporte 
of  Commissions  and  otherwise,  that  in 
the  West  of  Ireland  the  population  ne 
greater  than  could  be  maintained  on  the 
soil  such  as  it  was,  and  he  recommended 
reclamation  on  a  large  scale,  and  through 
Government  assistance.     On  the  other 
hand,  others  said  that  it  was  impossible 
for  the  people  to  live  on  a  soil  incapable 
of  supporting  them,  and  they  must  be 
emigrated  elsewhere.      Hon.  Memben 
must  then  take  the  two  clauses  together ; 
if  they  took  emigration  then  they  had 
less  difficulty  with  the  other  case,  and  if 
they  provided  a  sufficient  system  of  re* 
damation  and  migration,  possibly  emi- 
gration would  be  less  necessary;  bat 
they  must  deal  with  the  two  together. 
He  must  say  he  thought  the  Govem- 
ment  would  give  the  Committee  a  good 
deal  of  cause  to  complain  if  they  with- 
drew, or  even  postponed,  unneceesaxily, 
the  important  clause  relating  to  emigra- 
tion.    He  could   see  no  reason  for  its 
postponement,  except  aa  a  preliminaiy 
to  its  withdrawal,  and  if  that  was  in- 
tended the  Committee  should  be  made 
aware  of  the  intention.  The  clause  came 
in  its  natural  place  in  connection  with 
the  Reclamation  Clause,  and  the  Com- 
mittee had  a  right  to  ask  that  it  ahould 
be  proceeded  with  in  its  proper  order. 
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Mb.  MITCHELL  HENRY  said,  he  ; 
agreed  that  the  Emigration  Clause  and 
the  Migration  Clause  went  together.  That 
the  subject  had  not  been  discussed  was 
no  fault  of  his,  and  he  had  hoped  that 
the  Government  would  take  it  up,  and 
thought  he  had  ^ood  reason  for  the  hope. 
Bat  what  had  happened  was  this — the 
Chairman  ruled  his  Amend ment,  which 
would  have  brought  the  subject  forward 
in  a  prominent  manner,  out  of  Order. 
That  judgment  he  had  no  right  to  ques- 
tion, and  the  matter,  therefore,  was  only 
raised  indirectly.    It  was,  nevertheless, 
of  the  utmost  magnitude,  and  it  was 
quite  impossible  to  exaggerate  the  im- 
portance of  it.     After  every  famine  in 
Ireland,  they  had  proposals  for  public 
works.   Sir  Hobert  Peel  proposed  them, 
Lord  Buflsell,  and  so  did  Lord  George 
Bentinck,  as  the  Committee  well  knew. 
But  after  the  proposals  there  came  a 
good  season,  a  good  harvest  or  two,  and 
the  whole  subject  was  dropped,  and  now 
things  remain  in   a  chaotic  state,  and 
we  present  this  disgraceful  spectacle  to 
Europe,  of  a  large  portion  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Dominions  in  Ireland  on  which 
the  people  live  more  shockingly  than  in 
any  part  of  Europe.     Now  the  oppor- 
tunity offered  of  dealing  with  this  state 
of  things,    and  the   Government  were 
going  deliberately  to  shirk  the  question. 
If  they  did   this,  what  would  happen 
hereafter  ?     In  three  or  four  years  bad 
harvests  would  again  come  round,  and 
the  whole  case  would  come  again  before 
Parliament  with  aggravated  force.     Let 
the  Government  remember  that  what- 
ever there  was  of  complaint  on  the  part  of 
many  tenants,  complaints  that  might  seem 
to  them  unreasonable,  they  derived  their 
force  from  the  undoubted  misery  of  the 
population  in  the  West  of  Ireland.     He 
only  asked  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to 
make  an  experiment,  and  let  him  con- 
sider it  between  now  and  to-morrow.  An 
advance  of  £500,000  to  the  Board  of 
Works,  to  be  expended  under  the  direc- 
tion of  the  Treasury,  would  do  an  immense 
amount  towards  cai*ryingout  the  views  he 
had  advocated.  Half  a  miUion  of  money ! 
Why,  the  Government  did  not  hesitate  to 
give£760yOO0to  Irish  landlords  last  year, 
against  the  remonstrances  of  the  Irish 
people;  and  they  gave  it  out  of  Irish 
money.     In  the  name  of  all  that  was 
wise,  all  that  was  just,  let  not  the  Go- 
Ternment  throw  away  this  grand  oppor- 
tunity of  refuting  the  charge  that  they 


would  do  nothing  but  get  these  unfor- 
tunate people  out  of  the  country  by 
emigration.  Emigration  and  migration 
were  both  necessary.  He  was  not  an 
opponent  of  emigration ;  but  as  to  ac- 
cepting it  as  the  sole  remedy  for  the  dis- 
tress he  should  be  ashamed  to  do  so.  He 
trusted  that  before  to-morrow  the  Prime 
Minister  would  consider  whether  he  could 
not  make  the  experiment  suggested.  It 
was  a  mere  question  of  a  small  amount 
of  money,  it  was  not  necessary  to  pro- 
vide a  very  large  scheme ;  but  if  the 
Board  of  Works  advanced  money  for 
so  many  purposes,  why  in  the  world 
should  they  not,  with  the  authority  of 
the  Treasury,  do  so  for  this  purpose, 
when  the  amount  asked  for  was  so  small 
in  quantity  ? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  it  was  an 
unusual  practice  of  which  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  just  given  an  example,  and 
there  had  been  several  during  the 
evening,  to  give  a  kind  of  instruction 
to  the  Government,  and  to  desire  that, 
whereas  they  had  evidently  paid  no 
attention  whatever  down  to  the  pre- 
sent to  some  subject  that  an  hon.  Mem- 
ber might  think  very  important,  and  to 
subjects,  in  many  cases,  of  extreme  im- 
portance, that  they  would,  between  the 
current  date  and  the  next,  or  another 
day,  give  their  mind  to  the  subject. 
Such  modes  of  denunciation  or  instruc- 
tion were  not  complimentary,  and  seemed 
to  assume  some  dereliction  of  duty  on 
the  part  of  the  Government  with  regard 
to  some  particular  portion  of  a  subject. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Gal  way  (Mr. 
Mitchell  Henry)  said  the  Government 
were  going  to  shirk  the  subject  and  not 
touch  it;  whereas,  what  the  Govern- 
ment wished  the  House  of  Commons  to 
say,  but  hon.  Members  would  not  per- 
mit it  to  say,  was,  that  if  any  person  in 
this  g^eat  commercial  country  was  will- 
ing to  prosecute  this  easy  commercial 
enterprize — as  the  hon.  Member  pointed 
it  out — then  the  State  would  offer  half 
of  the  capital  required,  and  not  limit  it  to 
the  £500,000  the  hon.  Member  proposed 
should  be  advanced.  This  was  what 
the  hon.  Member  thought  it  fair  to  de- 
scribe as  entirely  shirking  the  subject, 
and  refusing  to  touch  it !  This  was  not 
an  equitable  mode  of  procedure.  The 
hon.  Member  knew  quite  well  what 
were  the  views  of  former  statesmen  in 
former  Parliaments,  and  he  knew  how 
greatly  in  advance  of  these  they  were 
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travollinjjf  on  tliis  occasion,  and  how  they 
iT'^ro  strain inp;  their  capacity  and  respon- 
sibility as  !R<»prf8ontative8  of  the  people 
at  lariro — ho  was  not  surprised  that  the 
hon.  IMonibor  should  think  the  interests 
of  reclamation  would  he  best  promoted 
by  his  own  plan — but  he  was  very  sorry 
that  the  hon.  Member  should  think  it 
fair  and  just  to  describe  the  efforts  the 
Government  were  making  as  shirking 
the  question. 

Mr.  MITCHELL  HENRY  said,  he 
would  accept  tho  rebuke  of  the  Prime 
Minister  with  shame  and  liumiliation  if 
lie  deserved  it.  But  he  did  not  deserve 
it.  Tlie  rip^ht  hon.  Gentleman  said  that 
Parliament  had  done  this  or  failed  to  do 
that ;  and  what  lie  proposed  was  to 
trust  to  commercial  enterprize  to  do  that 
whicli  all  experience  had  shown  com- 
mercial enterprize  would  not  and  could 
not  do.  lie  had  lived  in  the  midst  of 
the  district ;  the  right  lion.  Gentleman 
had  never  been  there.  He  knew  the  sym- 
pathy in  the  House  was  general  and  real 
on  this  subject.  But  when  the  right  hon. 
Genth'man  visited  Ireland,  he  saw  those 
portions  of  Ireland  that  exhibited  the 
greatest  degree  of  prosperity  to  be  found 
in  the  Island ;  but  neither  he  nor  any 
great  statesman,  except  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary for  Ireland,  visited  the  district 
for  which  he  was  speaking.  Lot  the 
Chief  Secretary  now  open  his  heart  and 
his  mind,  and  say  what  he  thought,  for 
he  must  know  that  unless  something 
more  was  done  than  was  proposed  by 
the  Government  the  condition  of  the  West 
of  Ireland  would  remain  as  it  was — a 
disgrace  to  tins  country.  He  would  ac- 
cept the  rebukes  of  the  Prime  Minister 
when  he  deserved  them.  His  motives 
wore  not  factious,  nor  to  interrupt  the 
Bill,  and  certainly  not  to  cast  reflection 
on  the  right  hon.  Gentleman ;  but  he 
spoke  with  confidence  in  the  interests  of 
Ireland  and  of  this  country,  and  would 
again  say  that  unless  the  Government 
reconsidered  the  matter  this  country 
would  rue  it. 

Mr.  O'DONNELL  hoped  the  Prime 
Minister  would  return  to  his  first  deci- 
sion, and  accept  the  Motion  for  reporting 
Propress,  without  the  futility  of  forcing 
a  division. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Committee  report  Progress ;  to  sit 
again  To-morrow  at  Two  of  the  dock. 

Mr,  Ohdsione 


REGULATION  OF  THE  FOBCES 
BILL.~[Biu[.  193.] 
(Mr.  Secretary  Ckilders,  TA€  Juig$  AittuU 
Central^  Mr,  Campbell-Bannerman) 

SECOND     READIKO. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  propoied, 
"  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  leooil 
time." — {Mr,  Secretary  ChildereJ) 

Sir  WALTER  B.  BABTTELOTwi, 
he  should  like  to  know  what  was  ii  ttl 
Bill.  The  House  had  been  so  hud 
pressed  with  other  matters  that  ha  Inl 
not  had  time  to  read  it. 

Mr.  OHILDEBS  said,  he  would  k 
happy  to  give  any  explanation  tlut 
migltt  be  wished ;  but,  in  point  of  tuk, 
the  Bill,  except  one  clause,  wasaooilM* 
tion  of  extremely  small  Amendmanli 
which  had  accumulated  during  the  Inl 
two  years.  Tlie  only  clause  of  import* 
ance  was  the  5th,  which  related  to  tb 
Reserves,  and  which  enabled  a  leeoid 
Reserve  to  be  formed  for  four  yesitrf 
men  who  had  complete^l  their  12  yeaii^ 
engagement.  The  remainder  of  the  KD 
would  not  require  much  discussion. 

Mr.  ONSLOW  said,  that  the  BOI 
appeared  to  deal  with  matters  of  detafl, 
and  it  had  not  been  circulated  Toy 
long. 

Mr.  CHILDERS  :  More  than  a  weak. 

Mr.  ONSLOW  said,  there  was  ou 
point  on  which  he  wished  to  ask  a  quM- 
tion.  It  was  to  be  found  in  the  Schedn^  I 
and  was  for  the  removal  of  doubts  m  • 
confirming  sentences  of  courts  martial  is 
the  East  Indies.  He  did  not  know  tbal 
this  matter  had  been  discussed  befoie. 
What  was  the  intention  in  repealing  the 
Act  7  &  8  Vict,  for  Removing  DouVtii 
&c.  of  Court  Martial  Sentences  in  iba 
East  Indies  ? 

Mr.  CQILDERS  said,  this  was  a  vest] 
small  point,  and  the  particular  provieio^ 
in  the  Schedule  would  be  better  explaun^ 
in  Committee.  The  repealed  Acts  W9^ 
for  the  most  part  obsolete,  including  tS^ 
one  referred  to  by  the  hon.  Member. 

Sir  WALTER  B.  BARTTELOT 
hoped  that  the  next  stage  would  I^ 
fixed  for  a  time  that  would  allow  of  di^ 
cussion. 

Mr.  CHILDERS  said,  that  would  }0 
done. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  timOi  and  commiHe^ 
for  Thunday, 
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Sib  E.  ASSHETON  OBOSS  said,  not 
only  so,  but  it  would  be  a  relief  to  the 
whole  commercial  world,  as  was  evident 
from  the  constant  inquiries  being  made. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Second  Reading  deferred  till  Monday 
next. 


PARLIAMENTARY  ELECTIONS  (COR- 
RUPT AND  nXEQAL  PRACTICES) 
BILL.— [Bill  1.] 

{Mr,  Attorney  General^  Sir  TTmiam  Rarcomi, 
Mr.  Chamberlain,  Sir  CharUs  W,  Dilke,  Mr. 
Solicitor  Oeneral,) 

BEOOJSm    BEADINO. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Order  for  the  Second  Reading 
bedischarg^." — ( Mr.  Attorney  General.) 

SiB  R.  ASSHETON  GROSS  said,  of 
oourse  it  was  quite  necessary  that  at  this 
period  of  the  Session  the  Bill  should  be 
withdrawn ;  bat  he  would  like,  if  pos- 
sible, to  extract  a  pledge  from  the  Go- 
Temment  that  the  Bill  woidd  not  be  al- 
lowed to  drop,  but  would  be  brought 
forward  as  early  as  possible  next  Ses- 
sion. The  Bill  was  intended  to  remove 
what  was  a  great  scandal  on  our  elec- 
toral system,  and,  so  far,  'vtould  receive 
a  good  deal  of  support ;  but  there  were 
parte  of  the  BiU — he  would  not  enter 
into  them  then — which  he  hoped  the 
Attorney  General  would  carefully  con- 
sider during  the  Recess,  for  they  would 
really  constitute  traps  for  the  honest 
candidate. 

.  The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  (Sir 
HsiritT  Jakes)  said,  the  question  should 
have  been  put  to  the  Prime  Minister ; 
but,  so  far  as  he  was  aware,  it  was  the 
intention  of  the  Government  to  introduce 
the  Bill  next  Session  at  an  early  date, 
with  the  hope  of  passing  it. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Order  dUeharged;  BUI  withdrawn. 

BANKRUPTCY  BILL— [Bill  137.] 

[Mr.  Chamberlain,  Mr.  Attorney   General,  Mr. 

Solicitor  General,  Mr.  Ashley.) 

SECOIfO  KEADIXG. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Second  Reading  be  deferred 
till  Monday  next." — {Mr.  Chamberlain.) 

Mb.  GORST  hoped  that  by  Monday 
the  Government  would  make  an  an- 
nouncement whether  the  Bill  was  to  be 
proceeded  with  or  not.  There  was 
scarcely  a  hope  that  the  Government 
could  pass  it  this  Session ;  but  it 
would  be  a  great  relief  to  those  Mem- 
bers interested  to  have  the  Government 


PUBLIC  WORKS  LOAKS   [aDVANCSS,  BEMIS- 
BIONS,   AND  AHENDKENT  OF  AOTs]. 

Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

(1.)  Resolved,  That  it  is  expedient  to  authorise 
farther  advances  out  of  the  Consolidated  Fund 
of  the  United  Kingdom,  or  out  of  moneys  in 
the  hands  of  the  National  Beht  Commissioners, 
held  on  account  of  Savings  Banks,  of  any  sum 
or  sums  of  money  not  exceeding  £4,000,000  in 
the  whole,  to  enable  the  Public  Works  Loan 
Commissioners,  and  not  exceeiding  £1,000,000 
in  the  whole,  to  enable  the  Commissioners  of 
Public  Works  in  Ireland  to  make  advances  in 
promotion  of  Public  Works. 

(2.)  Resolved,  That  it  is  expedient  to  authorise 
the  remission  of  interest,  *  amounting  to 
£8,454  19«.  2d.,  due  in  respect  of  a  Loan  made 
by  Public  Works  Loan  Commissioners  to  the 
Tralee  Harbour  and  Canal  Commission. 

(8.)  Resolved,  That  it  is  expedient  to  authorise 
the  remission  of  a  claim  by  the  Commissioners 
of  Public  Works  in  Ireland  on  certain  proprie- 
tors in  the  Monivea  Drainage  District,  in  the 
county  of  Galway,  for  the  repayment  of  a  sum 
of  £165  expended  by  the  said  Commissioners 
not  on  works  of  repair  and  maintenance,  but  on 
new  works,  and  therefore  not  chargeable  on  the 
said  proprietors. 

(4.)  Resolved,  That  it  is  expedient  to  transfer 
a  Loan  of  £6,000,  made  by  the  Public  Works 
Loan  Commissioners  to  the  Wicklow  Harbour 
Commissioners,  with  arrears  of  interest  thereon, 
from  the  Public  Works  Loan  Commissioners  to 
the  Commissioners  of  Public  Works  in  Ireland, 
on  payment  by  the  last  named  Commissioners 
to  ^e  first  named  Commissioners  of  t^e  amomit 
of  the  said  Loan  and  arrears ;  and  to  authorise 
the  conversion  of  the  Loan  and  arrears  of  inte- 
rest so  transferred  into  a  terminable  annuity, 
and  also  the  postponement  of  such  annvity  to  a 
new  Loan  if  made  by  the  Commissioners  of 
Public  Works. 

(5.)  Resolved,  That  it  is  expedient  to  amend 
the  Public  Works  Loans  Acts,  1875  and  1878, 
<*  The  Belief  of  Distress  (Ireland)  Act,  1880," 
<<The  Mulkear  Drainage  District  Act,  1880," 
and  the  Act  for  the  promotion  and  extension  of 
Public  Works  in  Ireland,  1831,  and  the  Acts 
amending  the  same. 

Resolutions  to  be  reported  To-morrow,  at  Two 
of  the  dock. 

PUBLIC  WOKKS   (IEELAND)    [bEMISSION  OF 

loans]. 

Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Oommtttee.) 

Resolved,  That  it  is  expedient  to  authorise  ths 
dMAHttioiiooerQ  of  Her  Majotty's  TrsMwy  to 
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remit  cniain  adranccs  made  oat  of  the  Con- 
nolidatod  Fund,  undi-r  the  Tithe  CompoBition 
(In'latid)  Act  and  the  Tithe  Relief  (Ireland) 
Acts,  amountins:  resi)ertivrlv  to  £227,726  16«.  Id, 
and  to  £900.000. 

Resolution  to  be  reported  To-morrow,  at  Two 
of  the  clock. 


CUSTOMS   (officers)    BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  John  Holms,  Bill  to 
provide  for  the  employment  of  certain  Officers 
and  Clerks  by  the  Com mirai oners  of  Customs, 
ftri/- rrrf  to  he  brouj^ht  in  by  Mr.  Joiix  Holms 
and  Lord  Fredeuuk  Cavkndisu. 

V\\\ presented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  210.] 

House  udjuumcd  at  a  quarter 
before  Two  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 
Tuesday,  I2th  July,  1881. 


MINUTES.]— Public  Bills— Fir*<  Reading^ 
Industrial  Schools*  (loS);  kialo  and  Use  of 
Poisons*  (169). 

Second  Reading — Supremo  Court  of  Judicature 
(147). 

Committee — Water  Provisional  Orders*  (102). 

Report — Summary  Procedure  (Scotland)  Amend- 
ment (99-161);  Local  Government  Provi- 
sional Orders  (Acton,  &c.)  *  (121). 

SUPREME  COURT  OF  JUDICATURE 

BILL.— (No.  147.) 

{The  Lord  Chancellor.) 

SECOND      READ  INO. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Read- 
ing read. 

2loved,  **  That  the  Bill  bo  now  read  2V" 
—{The  Lord  Chancellor.) 

Lord  DENIM  AN  mentioned  some 
facts  as  to  til e  patronage  and  salary  of 
the  Lord  Chief  Justice  of  England,  and 
the  pensions  of  retired  Lord  Chancellors 
August  16,  1832. 

Earl  CAIRNS  said,  he  was  anxious 
to  call  attention  to  some  clauses  in  the 
Bill  which  appeared  to  him  to  be  of 
gp-eat  importance,  with  reference  to  the 
administration  of  justice  and  the  judi- 
cature of  the  country.  There  were  many 
clauses  to  which  he  had  no  objection — 
they  were  desirable,  and  some  abso- 
lutely necessary.  There  was  the  pro- 
Eosal  that  the  President  of  the  Probate, 
divorce,  and  Admiralty  Division  should 
become,  an  ex  officio  mfimber  of  the  Court 


of  Appeal ;  that  was  following  the  pn- 
cedent  of  the  other  Divisions.  At  tb 
time  the  Judicature  Act  passed  thii 
could  not  have  been  done  with  tti 
Probate  Division,  for  at  that  time  thm 
was  only  one  Judge.  Then  the  Bill  pio* 
posed,  in  regard  to  the  Master  of  tbi 
Rolls,  that  he  should  cease  to  be  • 
Primary  Judge  of  the  Chancery  Ufi- 
sion,  and  henceforward  be  a  JudM  d 
the  Appellate  Court ;  and  if  the  ifaite 
of  the  Rolls  was  willing  to  make  tluft 
alteration  in  his  position,  he  could  onlj 
say  that  he  was  sorry  that  the  IHviaoa 
was  about  to  lose  him  as  a  Primm 
Judge,  for  which  he  had  unusual  quilt 
fications.  At  the  same  time,  he  WM 
certain  that  the  Master  of  the  Bob 
would  do  equally  good  service  in  Ai 
Court  of  Appeal.  He  quite  agreed  tluft 
if  they  confined  his  labours  to  the  Gout 
of  Appeal,  it  was  impossible  to  do  othv- 
wise  than  to  secure  to  him  the  preo9< 
dence  he  had  at  present,  his  remanor^ 
tion  in  point  of  salary,  and  all  his  righti 
with  regard  to  patronage.  He  should 
like  to  ask  his  noble  and  learned  Frianl 
what  was  to  be  done  with  the  Chamhai 
and  Chamber  Clerks  of  the  present 
Master  of  the  Rolls  ?  Were  they  to  bt 
transferred  to  Mr.  Justice  Kay  ?  There 
were  other  clauses  in  the  Bill  of  a  mil- 
cellaneous  description,  but  he  should 
not  dwell  on  them.    He  now  came  to  ft 

gart  of  the  Bill  which,  it  appeared  to 
im,  required  the  serious  consideratioa 
of  their  Lordships.  He  referred  to  thit 
part  of  the  Bill  which  related  to  the 
future  constitution  of  the  AppeUfttl 
Court,  which  had  been  regarded  aa  the 
key-stone  of  the  system.  There  was  not 
one  case  came  before  their  Lordshipefor 
every  20  that  was  decided  finally  by  the 
Court  of  Appeal.  It  had  been  their 
object  for  several  years  past  to  strengtheo 
in  every  way,  and  to  give  solidity  to  thii 
Court  of  Appeal.  They  had  tried  to  do 
this  under  various  statutes — the  Acts  of 
1873,  1875,  1876,  and  1877.  All  thoee 
Acts  more  or  less  altered  the  arrange 
ments  from  time  to  time,  as  experience 
suggested,  with  regard  to  the  Court  of 
Appeal.  One  object  they  had  in  ^•' 
was  to  give  to  the  Court  of  Appeal, » 
the  first  place,  as  great  dignity  as  cotud 
be  given  by  securing  the  services  of  ^ 
most  eminent  men  that  could  be  ^ 
.  tained  for  it.  Another  object  was  ^ 
i  insure  that  the  Judges  of  the  Coart  w 
;  Appeal  should  be,  as  far  as  potaiU0»  ^ 
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equal  rank  and  dignity,   and   possess 
eq^ual  advantages  in  reference  to  their 
judicial  office.     But  would  not  that  ob- 
ject be  frustrated  by  the  provisions  of 
the  proposed  Bill,  which  would  enact 
that  in  future  any  person  who  might  be 
made  Master  of  the  Bolls  should  never 
act  as  a  Primary  Judge,  but  should  at 
once  become  a  member  of  the  Court  of 
Appeal,  and  possess  all  the  advantages 
hitherto  enjoyed  by  Masters  of  the  Bolls 
with  reference  to  the  questions  of  pre- 
cedence,  salary,  and  patronage?     By 
this  Bill  a  person  quite  inexperienced  as 
a  Judge  might  join  the  Appellate  Court 
as  Master  of  the  Bolls,  and  ipso  faeto  he 
would  have  precedence  of  tried  Judges, 
like  the  late  Lord  Justice  Knight  Bruce, 
or  Lord  Blackburn,    or  Lord  Justices 
BramweU  and  Brett.    The  result  of  this 
arrangement  would  be  that  the  Appel- 
late Court  would  lose  the  respect  of  the 
public  and  the  Profession.     He  might 
be  told  that  a  m^n  could  be  made  Lord 
Chancellor,  and   enioy  the  precedence 
attached   to    that  Office  without    ever 
having  been  a  Judge  before.     That  was 
true ;  but  this  state  of  things  had  never 
been  considered  advantageous,  and  was 
only  accepted  because  it  could  not  bo 
avoided.  If  it  was  desirable  that  Masters 
of  the  Bolls  should  for  the  future  become 
members  of  the  AppeUate  Court  and  not 
be  Primary  Judges,  he  would  raise  no 
objection.   What  he  insisted  ou  was  that 
the  opportunity  should  be  taken  to  do 
away  with  the  artificial  precedence  of 
the   Master  of   the  Bolls,  who  should- 
have   in  the  Appellate  Court  no  more 
than  the  precedence  derived  from  the 
order   of    his  appointment.     Why,   he 
askedy    should   future   Masters  of   the 
Bolls  have  a  higher  salary  than  that 
allotted  to  other  members  of  the  Ap- 
pellate Oourt?     By  giving  this  higher 
salary  to  the  Master  of  the  Bolls  they 
would  create  unnecessarily  an  invidious 
distinction  between  one  member  of  the 
Conrt  and  the  other  members.    Then, 
again,  with  regard  to  patronage.     The 
Bill   proposed  that  future  Masters  of 
the  Bolls  should  have  all  the  patron- 
age enjoyed  by  the  Master  of  the  Bolls 
at  the  present  time.  There  would,  there- 
fore, be  one  Judge  sitting  in  the  Court 
of  Appeal  whose  rights  of  patronage 
would  be  far  more  extensive  than  those 
of  the  other  Judges  in  the  same  Court. 
To  that  provision  he  strongly  objected. 
He  hoped  hia  noble  and  learned  f'riend 


the  Lord  Chancellor  would  see  the  ad- 
visability of  introducing  Masters  of  the 
Bolls  into  the  Appellate  Court  with  pre- 
cedence according  to  the  dates  of  their 
appointments  only,  and  upon  an  equal 
footing  with  the  other  members  of  the 
Court.  He  also  disapproved  the  pro- 
vision according  to  which  three  Juages 
of  First  Instance  would  be  selected  out 
of  the  number  of  Primary  Judges  once 
in  every  yeay  for  the  purpose  of  sitting 
in  the  Court  of  Appeal.  It  was  a  pro- 
position of  a  very  gp*avo  character,  and 
one  which  would  be  very  injurious  to 
the  Court  of  Appeal.  They  had  now 
nearly  reached  the  end  of  the  Session, 
and  therefore  but  little  time  was  left  for 
discussing  the  measure.  The  public  and 
the  Bar  would  have  no  opportunity  of 
understanding  its  provisions,  and  the 
Judges  who  were  now  on  Circuit  would 
not  have  time  to  devote  themselves  to 
the  study  of  the  Bill,  so  as  to  be  in  a 
position  to  express  their  opinion  upon 
it.  He  thought  the  best  thing  to  do 
would  be  to  relieve  the  measure  of  the 
two  provisions  to  which  he  had  specially 
drawn  attention.  He  referred  to  the 
clause  regulating  the  position  of  future 
Masters  of  the  Bolls  in  the  Appellate 
Court,  and  to  the  provision  for  the  an- 
nual selection  of  three  Puisne  Judges 
who  should  sit  in  the  Court  of  Appeal. 
These  provisions  ought  to  stand  over 
till  another  Session,  when  they  could  be 
considered  by  the  public  at  large.  They 
should  not  rashly  mar  the  work  which 
had  been  done  under  the  Acts  passed 
during  the  last  eight  years.  As  things 
were,  the  Judges  were  occupied  up  to 
the  hilt.  No  doubt  arrears  were  less 
than  they  had  been ;  but  that  was  owing 
to  the  state  of  business  in  the  country. 
Speaking  generally,  he  thought  it  was 
impossible  that  the  Primary  Judges 
should  have  much  time  to  sit  in  the 
Court  of  Appeal.  Besides,  the  time 
when  the  Court  of  Appeal  wanted  most 
help  was  during  the  Circuits.  But  that 
was  just  the  time  when  not  a  single 
Primary  Judge  could  be  had.  He  be- 
lieved it  was  a  delusion  to  suppose  that 
any  Primary  Judges  would  have  leisure 
to  sit  in  the  Court  of  Appeal.  He  had 
another  objection,  and  that  was  the 
varying  constitution  of  the  Courts  which 
necessarily  followed.  One  day  the  Court 
would  be  constituted  of  certain  Judges, 
all  of  whom  would  be  unable  to  sit 
together  again.    And  a  Primary  Judge 
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would  say,    wlien   a   fresh   cause    was 
called  in   the   middle   of  the  day — **I 
have  to  sit  in  tlio  Court  of  Appeal  to- 
morrow, and  tliereforo  eaunot  take  this 
case  if  it  is  likely  to  occupy  any  length 
of  time."     The  system  proposed,  there- 
fore,  was  a  most  wasteful   one.      An- 
other   objection    he    entertained   most 
strongly  was  that  it  was  assumed  that 
all  the  Primary  Judges  were  fit  to  sit 
in  the  Court  of  Appeal.     The  best  men 
wore  required  for  that  Court.     The  pro- 
per way  of  getting  the  best  men  was  to 
choose  from  time  to  time  the  most  dis- 
tinguished Primary  Judges  and  promote 
them  to  tlie  Court  of  Appeal.     But  if 
all   the    Primary  Judges   wore   to    be 
treated   as   eligible  for    the    Court    of 
Appeal,   the   popular  respect   for  that 
Court  would  be  lowered.     What  would 
be  the  position  of  the  three  Judges  ? 
They  would  go  at  once  to  the  bottom  of 
the  list  of  Appeal  Judges.     They  would 
lend  no  additional  respect  to  the  C;>urt ; 
on  the  contrary,  a  division  would   be 
established  between  one  class  of  Judges 
of  that  Court  and  another.     What  he 
said  was  not  more   theor}'.     The   plan 
had  been  tried  and  found  wanting.     In 
1875   it   was   enacted   that   the  Crown 
might   select  from   the   Comm<m    Law 
Judges  Judges  to   sit  in  the  Court  of 
Appeal.    Tlie  result  was  that  when  such 
selections  were  made  considerable  dis- 
satisfaction was  expressed  in  the  coun- 
try.    The  public  thought  it  was  not  the 
kind  of  Court  of  Appeal  which  they  had 
been  led  to  expect.     In  consequence  of 
that  dissatisfaction  three  additional  per- 
manent Judges  of  the   Appeal    Court 
were  appointed  under  the  Act  of  1876, 
so  as  to  raise  its  strength  to  six  Judges. 
Then,  how  were  these  three  Judges  to 
be  selected  under  the  Bill  ?    Why,  in  a 
way  in  which  Judges  never  were  selected 
before.     There  was  no  analogy  between 
the  present  case  and  that  of  the  Election 
Judges.     In  the  latter  case  there  was 
an  obvious  reason  why  the  appointment 
should  not  be  by  the  Crown.     Besides, 
the  Election  Judges  wore  chosen  to  do 
what  was  the  ordinary  work  of  Judges 
of  First  Instance ;  whereas  under  the 
Bill  it  was  a  higher  class  of  work   to 
which  certain  Judges  were  to  be  called. 
How  would  the  Judges  select  ?    In  all 
probability  by  rota.     They  would  natu- 
rally decline  to  do  anything  so  invidious 
as  to  choose  certain  of  their  body  by 
preference  to  sit  in  the  Appeal  Court. 

Earl  Cairne 


Thus,  in  tarn,  from  year  to  year,  all  ibt 
Judges  would  sit  in  the  Appeal  Oomt 
without  reference  to  their  standing  or 
experience  or  other  special  qualificttion. 
The  Court  would  thus  be  furnished  with* 
out  reference  to  merit.    But  suppoietha 
election  was  not  by  rota — and  he  ob- 
served that  his  noble  and  learned  Frieol 
had  provided  for  meetings  of  the  Jndm 
and  a  casting  vote.    Let  their  Lordshipi 
imagine  what  it  would  be  to  hare  • 
contested  election  of  Judges.    Was  tht  ' 
voting  to  be  by  ballot?    It  might  bo 
necessary  to   apply  the    provisions  of 
the  Ballot  Act  to  the  election  of  Judgoi  • 
of  the  Court  of  Appeal.    Then,  what 
were  called  the  Common  Law  JudgM 
might  think  themselves  particularly  eli- 
gible, and  the  Chancery  Judges  migbt 
hold  a  different  opinion.     Thus,  tbof 
would  be  a  contest  between  one  side  of 
Westminster    Ilall    and    another.    Ho 
thought,  therefore,  that  the  Bill  would 
introduce  a  great  change  from  whid 
little  benefit  would  accrue,  which  would 
lower  the  character  of  the  Court  of  Ap- 
peal, and  the  machinery  for  which  oooid 
only  be  put  in  motion  by  a  mode  of  N- 
lection  among  themselves  of  the  Frimtty 
Judges,  which  was,  in  the  highest  degree^ 
objectionable.    He  hoped  that  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord  would  reconsider  the 
two  provisions  to  which  he  had  referred, 
and  would  postpone  dealing  with  them 
until   another  Session.     Another  point 
to  wliieh  he  desired  to  draw  attention 
was  this.     Ho  was  responsible  for  pro- 
posing to  Parliament  that  the  Juugei 
of  the  Court  of  Appeal  should  go  Circniti 
and  at  the  time  that  proposal  was  made 
it  was  not  an  injudicious  one,  became 
no  one  could  tell  what  the  extent  of  the 
duties  which  those  Judges  would  bare 
to  discharge  would  bo.     The  propoeel 
having  been  adopted,  the  Judges  of  the 
Court  of  Appeal  had  gone  Circuit,  and 
they  had  doue  so  at  the  greatest  possiUtf 
inconvenience  to  the  public,  iuaemudi 
as  during  Circuit  time  either  one  ^ 
both  of  the  Divisions  of  the  Court  of 
Appeal  wore  closed.     In  dealing  witl^ 
this  point,  their  Lordships  must  romeoi' 
ber  that  Courts  in  banco  had  been  almost 
abolished,  and  that  the  weight  of  tk9 
ordinary  banco  business  of  the  Courts 
fell  upon  the  Court  of  Appeal.    It  was 
impossible  that  the  weight  of  the  objec- 
tion to  there  being  an*ears  in  the  Court 
of  Appeal  could  be  overrated.  And,  there- 
fore, he  thought  the  subject  of  the  eipe- 
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diency  of  sending  the  Judges  of  the 
Court  of  Appeal  on  Circuit  should  be 
reconsidered.  Turning  to  the  subject 
of  the  salaries  of  the  Judges  of  that 
Court,  they  had  been  fixed  at  £5,000 
per  annum,  as  against  the  £6,000  which 
was  paid  to  the  Lords  Justices.  He  had 
always  objected  to  the  salaries  of  those 
Judges  being  placed  on  so  low  a  scale, 
as  it  was  remarkable  how  much  greater 
inducement  the  additional  £  1 ,000  a-year 
was  to  men  of  eminence  and  learning 
to  accept  the  post  of  Judges.  Seeing 
that  the  Offices  of  Lord  Chief  Justice  of 
the  Common  Pleas  and  of  the  Chief 
Baron  of  the  Exchequer  had  been 
abolished,  and  a  considerable  saving 
had  thereby  been  effected,  it  was  not 
unreasonable  that  the  salaries  of  the 
Judges  of  the  Court  of  Appeal  should  be 
increased,  and  thus  that  some  prizes 
should  still  be  opened  for  distinguished 
members  of  the  Bar.  In  his  opinion,  a 
most  beneficial  result  would  accrue  from 
strengthening  the  Court  of  Appeal  by 
relieving  the  Judges  of  that  Court  from 
the  obligation  of  going  Circuit  and  by 
increasing  their  salary.  He  thought  that 
the  clause  having  reference  to  the  As- 
sizes might  be  misunderstood,  and  that 
it  might  be  supposed  that  the  Govern- 
ment was  about  to  take  power  to  group 
counties  together  for  purposes  of  all  the 
Assizes  in  the  same  way  as  they  did  for 
the  purposes  of  the  Winter  Assizes.  If 
that  were  the  real  meaning  of  the  clause, 
he  thought  that  it  was  objectionable,  as 
it  would  result  in  considerable  inconve- 
nience to  the  parties  and  others  obliged 
to  attend  the  Assize  Court.  He  trusted 
that  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  upon 
the  Woolsack  would  afford  the  House 
some  explanation  on  this  point. 

Thb  LORD  CHANCELLOR  sincerely 
hoped  that  none  of  their  Lordships  would 
object  to  the  clause  in  the  Bill  relating 
to  Winter  Assizes.  Until  recently  there 
were  only  two  Assizes  in  the  year ;  but 
there  were  now  four  for  criminal  pur- 
poses, and  two  (in  some  places  more)  for 
other  purposes.  While  that  arrange- 
ment undoubtedly  accomplished  the  very 
desirable  object  of  not  keeping  prisoners 
too  long  awaiting  trial,  it  had  been  found 
to  interfere  seriously  with  the  business 
of  the  Courts  in  London.  It  was,  there- 
fore, proposed  to  extend  the  powers  now 
given  to  the  Crown  to  reduce,  as  occasion 
might  require,  the  number  of  places  for 


holding  the  Winter  Assizes  in  the  months 
'  of  November,  December,  and  January, 
to  all  Assizes,  and  all  times  of  the  year, 
;  which  woidd  lessen  the  waste  of  judicial 
power  for  Assize  purposes ;  and,  as 
!  fewer  Judges  would  be  required  to  go 
'  Circuit,  there  would  be  less  interference 
with  the  business  of  the  Courts  in  Lon- 
don. With  regard  to  the  Chambers  of 
the  Master  of  the  Rolls,  he  was  not  aware 
that  there  was  any  controversy  raised 
as  to  the  Judge  to  whom  those  Cham- 
bers should  be  assigned.  It  might,  or 
it  might  not,  be  found  convenient  that 
the  junior  Judge  should  take  them ; 
but  that  question  must  be  decided  with 
a  view  to  the  convenience  of  business 
only,  when  it  became  a  practical  one. 
With  regard  t^  the  criticisms  of  his  noble 
and  learned  Friend  on  the  proposal  as 
to  future  Masters  of  the  Rolls,  ho  thought 
that  they  really  were  such  as  when  exa- 
mined would  not  be  found  to  have  much 
weight  in  them.  He  did  not  see  any 
reason  why  the  official  precedence  of 
future  Masters  of  the  Rolls  should  be 
more  objectionable  in  the  Court  of  Ap- 
peal than  the  precedence  which  the  Mas- 
ter of  the  Rolls  for  the  time  being  already 
had  there,  or  than  the  precedence  here- 
tofore existing  in  the  Court  of  Queen's 
Bench,  the  Court  of  Common  Pleas, 
and  the  Court  of  Exchequer,  before  the 
abolition  of  those  distinctions.  He  had 
never  heard,  when  those  who  had  attained 
such  eminent  positions  at  the  Bar  and  in 
the  Public  Service  as  to  be  fit,  in  the 
judgment  of  the  Crown  and  the  public, 
to  be  appointed  to  the  highest  judicial 
posts,  that  there  was  any  jealousy  or 
dissatisfaction  caused  by  the  fact  that 
they  were  advanced  to  a  position  of 
superiority  of  rank.  With  regard  to  the 
question  of  retaining  the  greater  prizes 
of  the  Profession,  he  thought  they  snould 
neither  sacrifice  the  public  interest  for 
the  mere  purpose  ot  retain  ino^  those 
prizes,  nor  should  they  wish  to  diminish 
the  number  of  them  when  they  could  be 
maintained  consistently  with  the  public 
interest.  Having  for  sufficient  reasons 
parted  with  two  of  those  prizes,  it  was 
desirable  that  the  office  of  Master  of  the 
Rolls  should  remain  as  it  had  been  hereto- 
fore, unless  some  clear  and  strong  public 
reason  could  be  assigned  to  the  contrary, 
and  he  was  convinced  that  no  such  reason 
could  be  assigned  in  that  case.  It  was  an 
ancient  historical  office,  and  the  other 
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Judges  had  neyer  felt,  as  far  as  he  was 
aware,  the  least  dissatisfaction  at  the  Mas- 
tor  of  the  Rolls,  being  also  the  principal 
Keeper  of  the  Public  Records,  having  a 
hip^her  salary  and  rank  than  other  Judges. 
It  was  desirable  to  retain  with  the  ofHce 
of  the  Master  of  the  Rolls  the  principal 
custody  of  the  public  records ;  and  the 
last  two  Masters  of  the  Rolls,  as  well  as 
the  present  occupant  of  that  ofHce,  had 
discharged  their  duties  in  connection 
with  the  public  records  in  a  manner 
which  all  admitted  to  be  very  highly 
beneficial  to  the  public.  Formerly  there 
was  much  separate  patronage  belonging 
to  the  Master  of  the  Rolls;  but  now 
there  was  nothing,  or  next  to  nothing, 
of  that  kind.  He  was  afraid  that  they 
could  not  conveniently  put  off  till  another 
Session  the  proposal  to  which  the  noble 
and  learned  Earl  had  referred,  because, 
even  before  another  Session,  exigencies 
might  possibly  arise  which  would  have 
to  be  provided  for.  On  the  whole,  he 
held  that  there  was  not  only  no  valid 
objection  to  retaining  the  future  holders 
of  the  office  of  Master  of  the  Rolls  in  the 
same  position  in  which  the  Bill  would 
place  the  present  Master  of  the  Rolls,  but 
that  the  great  preponderance  of  argument 
was  in  favour  of  that  course.  His  noble 
and  learned  Friend  had  raised  several  ob- 
jections to  the  selection  of  three  Judges 
to  sit  as  the  Court  of  Appeal.  He  (the 
Lord  Chancellor)  had  pointed  out  that  it 
was  necessary  to  strengthen  the  Court  of 
Appeal  in  order  to  avoid  arrears,  and 
that  the  Master  of  the  Rolls  and  the  Jjord 
Chief  Justice  had  on  several  occasions 
given  material  assistance  as  ex  officio 
Judges  to  the  Court  of  Appeal ;  and  he 
thought  such  an  arrangement  as  he  now 
proposed  would  strengthen  the  Court, 
and  make  it  more  popular,  because 
there  had,  no  doubt,  been  some  little 
feeling  from  the  first  with  respect  to 
the  fusion  of  Equity  and  Common  Law, 
and  the  occasional  presence  of  working 
Judges  of  the  Queen's  Bench  and  other 
Divisions  of  the  High  Court  on  the 
Bench  of  the  Court  of  Appeal  had  a  very 
good  effect.  He  reminded  the  House 
that  it  was  contemplated  by  the  Judica- 
ture Act  that  three  of  the  ordinary  work- 
ing Judges  should  be  annually  appointed 
members  of  the  Court  of  Appeal.  Ho 
could  not,  therefore,  see  the  force  of  the 
objection  to  the  selection  of  three  ordi- 
nary Judges  of  First  Listance  as  mem- 

Th$  Lord  Chancellor 


bers  of  the  Court ;  and  he  had  explainad 
the  reason  of  the  postponement  of  that 
part  of  the  recommendation  of  the  Judi- 
cature Commissioners,  it  not  being  thn 
necessary  to  bring  it  into  operaticn. 
The  worst  result  that  could  ensue  from 
the  adoption  of  the  principle  of  selectioB 
was  that  all  the  Judges  might  oooip 
sionally  sit  in  rotation,  which  he  ad- 
mitted to  be  possible,  but  which,  after 
all,  might  not  be  any  serious  evil.  At 
the  same  time,  he  could  not  say,  tint 
this  was  a  subject  on  which  it  was  ne- 
cessary for  Parliament  to  decide  during 
the  present  Session ;  because  there  wen 
still  under  the  Act  of  1875  meant  of 
providing,  on  the  same  principle,  for 
emergencies.  He  would,  therefore,  not 
press  upon  their  Lordships,  during  the 
present  Session,  the  clause  for  the  aelee- 
tion  of  the  three  Judges  by  the  genenl 
body  of  Judges  who  were  to  sit  in  the 
Court  of  Appeal.  As  to  the  patronage 
under  the  BOl,  it  was  his  intention  to 
propose  an  Amendment  in  Committee, 
by  which  it  would  be  conferred,  not  on 
the  Lord  Chancellor,  but  on  the  Master 
of  the  Rolls,  the  Lord  Chief  Justiee,  and 
the  senior  Puisne  Judge  of  the  Queen'a 
Bench  Division. 

The   Earl   of    POWIS  objected  to 
give  a  general  power  of  abolishing  the 
ordinary  Assizes.     It  would  almost  ex- 
clusively be  applied  to  Wales.   It  wonld 
destroy  the  character  of  the  county  as  a 
local  body.     It  would  cause  local  incon- 
venience by  taking  prosecutors  and  wit- 
nesses, at  increased  expense,  to  strange 
places  with  which  they  had  no  connec- 
tion, and  would  be  contrary  to  the  prin- 
ciple of  bringing  justice  within  reach  of 
any  man's  door. 

Earl  CAIRNS  said,  he  hoped  that 
before  they  went  into  Committee  on  the 
Bill  they  would  receive  information  as  to 
what  patronage  would  be  affected  by  it. 
A  certain  amount  of  patronage  was  for- 
merly vested  in  the  Lord  Chief  Justice 
of  the  Common  Pleas  and  the  Lord 
Chief  Baron  of  the  Exchequer.  Those 
offices  were  now  abolished,  and  their 
Lordships  ought  to  know  exactly  what 
that  patronage  was. 

After  a  few  remarks  from  Lord 
Aberdabe, 

Motion  agreed  to  ;  Bill  read  2'  accord- 
ingly, and  committed  to  a  Committee  of 
the  Whole  House  on  Tueeday  next. 
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SUMMABT    PROCEDURE     (SCOTLAND) 
AMENDMENT  BILL.— (No.  99.) 

{Th€  Earl  of  Dalhouti^,) 

BEPORT. 

Amendment    reported    (according    to 
order). 

Farther  Amendments  made. 

Lord   BALFOUR  of   BUELEIGH 
moved  to  omit  sub-sections  A  and  B  of 
Clause  4.     The  object  of  the  Amend- 
ment, he  explained,  was  to  bring  Clause 
4  into  consistency  with  other  parts  of 
the  Bill.    At  present  Schedule  A  fixed 
the  maximum  scale  of  fees  for  certain 
prosecutions.     Clause  4,   on  the  other 
hand,  fixed  the  amount  beyond  which 
the  defendant  should  not  be  cast  in  ex- 
penses.    If  their  Lordships  would  take 
the  trouble  to  add  up  this  table  of  fees, 
it  would  be  found  that  under  the  lowest 
possible  scale  the  expenses  must  exceed 
the  maximum  amount  which  was  allowed 
by  these  two  sub-sections.      He  did  not 
anticipate  that  the  noble  Earl  who  had 
charge  of  the  Bill  would  deny  that  it 
was  so,  even  in  cases  where  the  defen- 
dant pleaded  guilty.    And  that  was  the 
case  even  allowing  nothing  whatever  for 
the  travelling  expenses  of  the  persons 
who   might  be  brought  to  attend  as 
witnesses,    and    they    might    have    to 
come  from  some  distance.     In  a   great 
many  cases  under  these  Acts  the  defen- 
dant did  not  plead  guilty;  and  when 
witnesses  were  to  be  brought,  perhaps, 
some  miles,  and  stay  some  hours  in  the 
town  where  the  trial  took  place,  the  pro- 
secutor would  be  fined  in  a  sum  of  ex- 
penses which  could  not  be  less  than  10«., 
and  might  amount  to  several  pounds. 
The  unfortunate  prosecutor  would  thus 
often  be  fined  more  than  the  defendant. 
He  could  scarcely  conceive  a  more  ano- 
malous and    more    absurd  thing  than 
such  a  state  of  matters.     He  had  the 
deepest  sympathy  with  defendants  who, 
when  convicted  of  some  trivial  offence, 
and  fined  a  very  small  sum,  were  yet 
cast  £2  or  £3  of  expenses.    But  surely 
a  better  remedy  could  be  found  for  that 
than  fining  the  prosecutor. 

Moved  to  leave  out  sub-sections  (a)  and 
{h),--{The  Lord  Balfour  of  Burleigh.) 

The  Earl  of  DALHOUSIE  said,  it 
was  perfectly  true  that  there  still  re- 
mained in  the  Bill  a  considerable  dif- 
ference between  the  costs  as  laid  down 
ift   the    Schedule  and   the   maximum 


amount  which  was  permitted  by  the 
Bill  to  attach  to  the  person  convicted. 
But  there  was  another  side  of  the  case 
to  which  the  noble  Lord  had  not  referred. 
It  was  only  in  prosecutions  under  cer- 
tain Acts  of  Parliaments  that  the  per- 
sons convicted  were  cast  in  any  costs  at 
all.  In  criminal  prosecutions  under  the 
Common  Law  of  Scotland  the  person 
convicted  was  not  cast  in  costs.  This 
Bill  was  intended  to  remedy  a  very  great 
hardship.  A  man  might  at  present  be 
fined  28.  6d.  or  5«.,  and  because  the  pro- 
secutor had  been  at  great  expense  in 
establishing  the  case  against  him — per- 
haps £3  or  £4 — the  defendant  would 
be  cast  in  the  whole  amouut  of  the 
costs  awarded.  This  was  the  kind  of 
case  which  the  Bill  was  intended  to 
remedy.  The  Government  declined  to 
accept  the  Amendment  because  it  struck 
at  the  root  of  the  Bill.  If  sub-sections 
A  and  B  of  Clause  4  were  left  out,  a 
man  who  committed  an  offence  and  was 
fined  2«.  6^.  might  still  be  cast  in  costs 
to  the  extent  of  £2.  In  civil  actions  it 
was  the  custom  that  the  plaintiff  should 
be  re-imbursed  his  costs  by  the  defen- 
dant, if  he  won  his  case  ;  but  that  was 
not  a  principle  which  ought  to  enter  into 
the  Criminal  Law.  If  the  noble  Lord 
insisted  on  the  hardship  to  the  prose- 
cutor of  his  paying  part  of  the  costs 
of  a  criminal  prosecution,  still  he  would 
submit  that  the  hardship  which  this  Bill 
was  intended  to  remedy  was  greater  still. 
The  Duke  of  RICHMOND  Ain) 
GOHDON  said,  that  as  the  Bill  stood 
it  was  most  inconsistent.  Defendants 
would  be  fined  for  offences  in  certain 
cases,  and  yet  they  would  not  have  to 
pay  more  than  a  small  amount  of  costs. 
There  would,  if  the  Bill  were  passed,  be 
a  most  anomalous  state  of  things  in 
Scotland,  and  no  wonder  that  his  noble 
Friend  objected  to  these  sub-sections. 
He  should  vote  for  the  Amendment. 

On  question  ?  their  Lordships  di- 
vided:— Contents  13;  Not-Contents  9: 
Majority  4. 
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Amendments  made  ;  Bill  to  be  read 
3*  on  Thurnday  next,  and  to  be  printed 
as  amended.     (No.  161.) 

INDUSTRIAL   SCHOOLS  BILL   [h.L.] 

A  Bill  to  consolidate  and  amend  the  enact- 
ments relating  to  Industrial  Schools  and  Re- 
formatories in  England  and  Wales — Was  pre^ 
tented  hy  The  Lord  Norton  ;  read  I*.  (No.  158.) 

SALE  AND  USE  OF  POISONS  BILL   [h.L.] 

A  Bill  for  amending  the  Law  relating  to  the 
Sale  of  Poisons,  and  to  the  administration  of 
poisonous  drugs  to  horses  and  other  animals— 
Was  presented  bv  The  Duke  of  Richmond; 
read  1».     (No.  169.) 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  past  Seven 
o*dock,  to  Thursaay  next,  a  quarter 

before  Five  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OP    COMMONS, 
Tueeday,  \2th  July,   1881. 


The  House  met  at  Two  of  the  clock. 

MINUTES.]  —  Public  Bills  —  Retolutione 
[July  111  reported-^ Ordered — Firet  Reading — 
Public  Works  Loans «  [211];  Public  Loans 
(Ireland)  Remission*  [212]. 

Firet  Reading — Incumbents  of  Benefices  Loans 
Extension*  [213];  Veterinary  Surgeons* 
[214]. 

Select  Committee  —  Poor  Relief  and  Audit  of 
Accounts  (Scotland)  [182],  nominated. 

Committee — Luid  Law  (Ireland)  [1351— r.p. 

Third  Reading — Metropolitan  Open  Spaces  Act 
(1877)  Amendment*  [9],  fin^pateed. 

Withdrawn— Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  on 
Sunday  *  [66] ;  Naval  Discipline  Act  Amend- 
ment *  [62] ;  Parliamentary  Elections  (Ex- 
penses and  Second  Election)  *  [93]. 

Q  UE8TI0N8. 

— «9.0.o. — 

PROTECTION  OF  PERSON  AND  PRO- 
PERTY (IRELAND)  ACT,  1881— ARRESTS 
IN  CO.  LIMERICK— THE  QUINLANS. 

Mb.  HEALY  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland^ 
Whether,  with  reference  to  the  arrest  of 


the  three  brothers  Quinlan,  aged  ax- 
teen,  nineteen,  and  twenty,  under  the 
Coercion  Act,  the  youngest  of  whom  has 
since  been  released,  he  has  made  in- 
quiries or  received  any  report  from  the 
prison  doctor  at  Limerick  with  reference 
to  the  failing  health  of  the  second  youth 
(Patrick) ;  and  if  it  is  still  intended  to 
keep  the  boy  in  prison  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER:  I  have  re- 
ceived the  following  Report  from  the 
surgeon  of  Limerick  gaol  in  reference  to 
this  person : — 

<<  I  have  most  carefully  examined  the  prifloner 
Patrick  Quinlan.  He  has  a  slight  oold,  but 
there  is  nothing  materially  wrong.  His  pnlie 
is  normal,  his  temperature  is  72  oefc-f  And  hi* 
weight  is  the  same  as  it  waa  when  he  came." 

CENTRAL    ASIA  —  THE    RUSSIAN 
ADVANCE. 

Mb.  ASHMEAD-BARTLETT  asked 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  Whether  it  is  a  fact,  as  stated 
by  the  Correspondent  of  the  "  Daily 
News,"  who  is  now  a  prisoner  at  Merr, 
that  the  Russians  have  not  only  occupied 
and  annexed  the  whole  of  the  Telcke 
Turcoman  Country,  including  Askabad, 
but  have  also  occupied  Kuchan,  in 
Persian  Khorassan,  a  most  important 
strateg^calposition  on  the  road  to  Me- 
shed and  Herat  ? 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE:  Her 
Majesty's  Charg6  d' Affaires  at  St.  Peters- 
burg has  reported  that  he  understood, 
from  a  conversation  with  the  Russian 
Minister  for  Foreign  Affairs,  that  Aska- 
bad was  the  southernmost  point  of  the 
Tekke  Oasis,  which  is  stated  to  be  the 
Transcaspian  territory  recently  annexed 
to  Russia.  We  have  heard  that  Qe- 
neral  Skobeleff  had  some  months  ago 
demanded  from  the  people  of  Kuchan 
payment  for  property  stolen  from  Rus- 
sian subjects,  and  that  a  Russian  Agent 
was  to  be  appointed  there  to  make 
annual  purchases  of  grain ;  but  we  have 
no  knowledge  of  its  being  occupied  or 
annexed  by  Russia. 

Mb.  ASHMEAD-BARTLETT  asked 
if  the  hon.  Baronet  would  take  steps  to 
obtain  information  on  this  subject  ?  He 
believed  Her  Majesty's  Qovernment  bad 
Agents  at  Askabad  and  Meshed,  and  he 
could  not  see  why  they  should  be  in 
a  state  of  such  profound  ignorance. 
[-Order!"] 

SiB  CHARLES  W.  DILKE:  We 
have  received  very  full  Reports  through 


687 


StaUof 


{July  12,  1881 J 


Intand. 


688 


Mr.  ThomBoii  from  our  Agent  at  Meshed, 
and  my  anewer  was  founded  on  them. 

CEYLON  —  CONSTITUTIONAL 
KEFORMS. 

Sir  DAVID  WEDDERBURN  asked 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  Whether  the  attention  of  the 
Colonial  Office  has  been  recently  directed  < 
to  the  necessity  for  constitutional  re- ! 
forms  in  Ceylon,  especially  to  the  desire 
for  a  more  genuine  representation  of  the 
people  in  the  Legislative  Council,  and  to 
the  religious  grieTance  involved  in  the 
existing  system  of  ecclesiastical  sub- 
sidies ? 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE :  There 
has  been  no  recent  correspondence  on 
the  subject ;  but  the  constitution  of  the 
Legislative  Council  of  Ceylon  has  been 
at  various  times  under  consideration, 
and  it  has  not  been  thought  desirable  to 
alter  the  system  under  which  unofficial 
Members  are  at  present  appointed  to  the 
Legislative  Council.  In  selecting  gentle- 
men to  be  recommended  for  such  ap- 
pointments, the  Governor  pays  special 
attention  to  the  views  and  wishes  of  the 
classes  (planters  and  natives)  to  be  re- 
presentee!. The  decision  has  been  taken 
to  discontinue  the  ecclesiastical  grants. 
Papers  on  the  subject  will  shortly  be 
presented. 

BULGARIA  (POLITICAL  AFFAIRS). 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  Whether  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  a  telegraphic  Despatch  from 
the  Special  Correspondent  of  the  ''Daily 
News,"  dated  '*  Giurgevo,  July  9," 
which  appeared  in  that  journal  on  the 
1 1th  instant,  in  which  it  is  stated  that 
the  recent  elections  to  the  Constitutional 
Assembly  have  been  stamped  with  ille- 
gality, and  containing  very  severe  stric- 
tures on  the  mode  iu  which  those  elec- 
tions were  conducted,  and  also  imputing 
to  Prince  Alexander  of  Battenberg  the 
intimidation  of  the  electors  by  military 
force  and  other  means  ;  whether  he  has 
had  his  attention  called  to  a  Despatch 
that  appeared  in  the  ''Times  "  on  Satur- 
day last,  in  which  it  was  stated  that 
the  Representatives  of  all  the  Foreign 
Powers  would  attend  the  Prince  on  his 
opening  the  so-called  Constituent  Assem- 
bly on  1 3th  July ;  and,  whether  in  view 
of  the  unconstitutional  and  arbitrary 
manner  in  which  the  elections  to  this 
Asaembly  are  stated  to  have  been  con- 


ducted, Mr.  Lascelles,  Her  Majesty's 
Representative  in  Bulgaria,  has  been, 
or,  if  he  has  not,  will  be,  instructed  to 
abstain  from  officially  appearing  at  the 
opening  of  the  so-called  Constituent  As- 
sembly ? 

Sib  CHARLES  W.  DILKE :  I  ob- 
served the  correspondence  to  which  my 
hon.  Friend  called  my  attention ;  but 
we  have  received  no  official  confirmation 
of  the  fact  to  which  he  refers.  No  in- 
structions have  been  sent  to  Mr.  Las- 
celles as  to  his  attendance  at  the  open- 
ing of  the  Constituent  Assembly .- 

STATE  OF  IRELAND— THE  MAGIS- 
TRACY— MR.  CLIFFORD  LLOYD. 

Mb.  O'SULLIVAN  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, If  he  has  seen  a  statement  in  the 
*' Newcastle  Chronicle"  of  the  7th  in- 
stant (signed  by  Messrs.  Birkett,  Patter- 
son, and  Bryson,  three  English  gentle- 
men), to  the  effect  that  Mr.  Clifford 
Lloyd,  resident  magistrate  at  Kilmal- 
lock,  had  brought  before  him,  at  his 
private  residence  at  Kilmallock,  an  old 
woman  named  Mrs.  Colman,  who  was 
charged  with  trying  to  prevent  people 
from  buying  milk  from  a  milk  woman 
named  Reardan  ;  if  he  (Mr.  Lloyd)  tried 
this  case  at  his  own  residence,  and  sen- 
tenced this  poor  old  woman  to  six  months' 
imprisonment,  without  affording  her 
time  to  prepare  her  defence,  or  without 
her  husband  or  any  of  her  relatives 
being  aware  that  she  was  to  be  tried ; 
whether  this  statement  or  the  denial  of 
Mr.  Lloyd  is  the  correct  account  of  what 
occurred ;  and,  whether,  under  the  cir- 
cumstances, he  will  allow  the  Law  to 
take  its  course  in  the  case  of  this  woman, 
who  is  nearly  seventy  years  old  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER,  in  reply,  said, 
he  had  not  seen  the  newspaper  report ; 
but  he  had  received  a  Report  from  the 
resident  magistrate,  who,  in  his  opi- 
nion, acted  quite  properly.  There  was, 
it  appeared,  a  respectable  farmer  in  the 
vicinity,  who,  because  he  did  not  obey  a 
Land  League  decree  ordering  him  to  pay 
a  fine  or  give  up  a  piece  of  land  he 
had  held  for  some  years,  had  been  fre- 
quently "Boycotted."  His  house  had 
been  attacked  during  the  night,  and  at- 
tempts made  to  burn  it,  so  that  it  was 
necessary  for  a  policeman  to  be  quar- 
tered in  the  house.  He  had,  accord- 
ingly, to  dispose  surreptitiouslv  of  his 
milk,  butter,  and  cheese,  and  the  con- 
plainant  was  attacked  for  selling  his 
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milk.  Two  women,  one  of  them  Mr?. 
Cohnan,  attar-ked  her,  colle(;ted  a  crowd, 
and  aecuBed  her  of  sellinp^  the  '*  Boy- 
cotted "  man's  milk,  and  tiireatened  to 
drive  her  away.  She  swore  on  informa- 
tion that  she  was  in  fonr  of  lier  life,  and 
the  resident  magistrate  considered  if  he 
had  not  taken  this  action  her  life  would 
not  have  been  safe.  IIo  (Mr.  Clifford 
Lloyd)  issued  a  warrant  for  the  arrrest 
of  the  two  women.  Tlio  woman  in  ques- 
tion was  arrested  and  brought  before 
the  magistrate,  admitted  her  offence, 
and  was  ordered  to  find  two  securities 
of  £10  each  to  keep  the  peace  for  six 
months,  or,  in  default,  to  suffer  six 
months'  imprisonment.  Her  husband 
endeavoured  to  find  the  bail,  at  first  un- 
successfully, and  the  woman  was  locked 
up;  but  next  day,  on  the  bail  being 
found,  she  was  released. 

Mr.  O'SULLIVAN :  Would  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  state  whether  this  case 
was  disposed  of  by  ^fr.  Clifford  Lloyd 
at  his  private  residence;  and  whether 
he  has  previously  denied,  in  answer  to 
a  Question  from  me,  tliat  he  ever  tried 
prisoners  at  his  private  residence,  al- 
though I  stated  at  the  time  that  I  saw 
them  being  brouglit  in  there  myself? 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER  :  I  have  stated 
that  he  tried  the  case  at  his  office  ? 

Mr.  PARNEI Ji :  Is  not  this  office  in 
his  private  residence  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER:  I  do  not 
know  whether  it  is  or  not,  and  I  do  not 
think  it  makes  any  difference. 

Mr.  CALLAN:  Will  the  right  hon. 
Qentleman  state  whetherthis  l^Ir.  Clifford 
Lloyd  is  the  same  as  the  person  about 
whom  the  Messrs.  Whit  worth,  of  Drog- 
heda,  communicated  witli  tlie  Chief  {Se- 
cretary, and  as  to  whom  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Drogheda,  in  his  place  in  this 
House,  stated  witliin  the  last  mouth 
that  he  was  a  **  firebrand  ?  " 

Mr.  O'SULLIVAN  :  Does  not  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  think  it  harsh 
that  an  old  woman  of  70  years  of  age 
should  bo  sent  to  prison  for  six  months 
for  such  a  trivial  oH'ence  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER:  She  was 
bound  over  to  keep  the  peace  for  six 
months,  and  in  default  was  committed 
to  prison  and  kept  there,  not  for  six 
months,  but  for  one  night,  and  next 
da}',  on  security  being  offered,  she  was 
released.  With  regard  to  her  age,  I  am 
told  that  she  has  the  appearance  of  a 
woman  of  60. 

Mr,  W,  E.  Fonier 


PROTECrriON  OF  PERSON  AKD  PROu 
PERTY  (IRELAND)  ACT,  1881-CRIMB 
AND  OUTRAGE  —  THE  COUXTY  OP 
WATERFORD. 

Mr.  J.  COWEN  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, If  his  attention  has  been  drawn  to 
the  following  facts: — That,  in  theBe- 
turn  of  Agrarian  Outrages  in  Ireland 
for  the  month  of  June,  only  seven  are 
returned  as  having  been  committed  in 
the  county  of  Waterford,  and  of  theie 
four  are  for  sending  threatening  letters; 
that  at  the  quarter  sessions  recently  held 
in  Waterford  there  was  only  one  case, 
and  that  a  case  of  three  lads  accused  of 
stealing  a  few  potatoes ;  that  at  the  lut 
winter  assises  for  the  four  counties  of 
Waterford,  Wexford,  Tipperary,  end 
Kilkenny,  containing  a  population  of 
nearly  half  a  million,  there  were  only 
thirty-nine  cases  for  trial,  eieht  of  whioh 
resulted  in  acquittals,  and  thirty  in  con- 
victions ;  and,  if  he  was  aware  of  the 
limited  extent  of  agrarian  crime,  and 
the  small  amount  of  ordinary  crime, 
when  he  sanctioned  the  suspension  of 
the  constitutional  liberties  of  the  in- 
habitants of  the  county  of  Waterford  ? 

Mn.  W.  E.  FORSTER,  in  reply,  said, 
that  he  found  that  the  Return  of  the 
agrarian  outrages  iu  Ireland  for  the 
month  of  June  showed  that  only  seven 
outrages  had  been  committed  in  the 
county  of  Waterford,  and  of  these  fonr 
were  for  sending  threatening  letters. 
He  did  not  know  what  happened  at  the 
quarter  sessions  recently  held  in  Water- 
ford. It  might  be  true  that  there  was  only 
one  case,  and  that  against  three  lads  for 
stealing  a  few  potatoes.  But,  as  he  had 
stated  before,  it  was  not  so  much  on  the 
statement  of  the  actual  offences  com- 
mitted as  on  the  reports  they  received  of 
the  condition  of  the  county  that  the  Gk)- 
vernment  had  to  act.  They  had  made 
the  most  careful !  inquiry  into  the  cir- 
cumstances, and  had  come  to  the  conclu- 
sion— which  they  believed  was  perfectly 
justified — that,  having  the  power  with 
which  they  had  been  intrusted  by  Par- 
liament, it  was  their  duty  to  prescribe 
the  county  of  Waterford. 

Mr.  HEALY  asked  whether  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  power  to  suspect 
whole  counties  and  districts,  as  well  as 
individuals? 

Mb.  J.  COWEN  asked  where  the 
Chief  Secretary  got  his  informationi  if 
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not  from  the  Bettims  of  Orime  sub- 
mitted to  Parliament,  and  on  which  alone 
Parliament  could  form  its  judgment? 
What  was  the  basis  on  which  he  acted 
when  the  Betums  of  Crime  showed  that 
in  the  four  counties  of  Waterford,  Wex- 
ford, Tipperary,  and  Kilkenny  there  had 
only  been  30  cases  in  six  months  ? 

MR.W.E.FOESTEE:  Thehon.Mem- 
her  is  doubtless  aware  that  we  have  a 
very  heavy  responsibility  upon  us,  to  see 
that  the  powers  given  to  us  are  used  as 
effectively  as  possible  for  the  preserva- 
tion of  law  and  order.  We  have  re- 
sponsible persons  who  give  us  informa- 
tion, and  we  have  made  the  most  careful 
inquiry  of  those  persons  before  taking 
the  steps  we  have  taken.  The  House 
intrusted  us  with  the  discretion  ;  and,  as 
I  have  already  stated  more  than  once,  if 
the  House  thinks  fit  to  take  from  us  that 
discretion,  they  should  bring  forward  a 
Hesolution  depriving  us  of  it. 

Mb.  LEAM Y  :  Has  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary arrested  a  single  person  in  the  city 
of  Waterford  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTEE  :  The  hon. 
Member  had  better  give  me  Notice  of 
the  Question ;  but  it  does  not  at  all 
follow  that  we  should  be  obliged  to  make 
arrests  because  we  prescribe. 

Mk.  E.  power  asked  whether  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  really  did  not  know 
whether  or  not  anyone  had  been  arrested 
in  Waterford  ? 

Mb.  W.  B.  FOESTEE  :  I  do  not  think 
Members  will  be  surprised,  considering 
the  number  of  Questions  asked,  and  the 
manner  in  which  any  sort  of  mistake 
that  I  might  make  would  be  treated  by 
this  House,  that  in  a  matter  of  detail  I 
prefer  having  Notice. 

Mb.  J.  COWEN  said,  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  did  not  give  the  infor- 
mation asked,  for,  but  always  closed  his 
answers  by  saying  if  hon.  Members 
would  submit  a  Eesolution,  he  would  be 
prepared  to  meet  it.     [**  Order !  "] 

Mb.  SPEAKEE:  The  hon.  Member 
for  Newcastle  is  not  entitled  to  go  into 
an  argument. 

Mb.  J.  COWEN  said,  that  what  he 
wanted  to  know  was  whether  the  Qo* 
vemment  would  afford  facilities  for  dis- 
cussing the  grounds  upon  which  200 
persons  had  been  arrested  ? 

Mb.  W.  E.  FOESTEE:  The  hon. 
Member  must  be  well  enough  aware  of  the 
proceedings  of  the  House  to  know  that, 
as  regards  the  order  of  Business,  and 
irhether  a  day  will  be  given  by  the  GN)- 
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,  vemment,  I  am  not  the  person  to  sA, 
but  the  Prime  Minister. 
Mb.  HEALY  :  Give  us  a  day,  then. 


ARMY— AUXILIARY  FORCES— THE 

VOLUNTEER  REVIEW  AT  WINDSOR— 

THE  METROPOLITAN  POLICE. 

Mb.  OAEINGTON  asked  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Department, 
Whether  it  is  true  that  one  thousand 
two  hundred  men  of  the  Metropolitan 
Police  were  sent  to  the  review  held  at 
Windsor  on  Saturday  last;  what  was 
the  total  cost  incurred ;  whether  any  por- 
tion of  the  expenses  was  defrayed  by  the 
ratepayers  of  the  Metropolis ;  and,  by 
whose  order  they  were  sent  ? 

Sib  WILLIAM  HAECOUET  :  I  am 
a  little  surprised  at  my  hon.  Friend's 
Question .   He  ought  to  have  known  th  at, 
under  the  Metropolitan  Police  Act,  the 
men  are  sworn  in  to  serve  at  the  Eoyal 
Palaces  and  within   10  miles  of  them. 
The  Metropolitan  Police  always  act  at 
great  State  ceremonials,  and  also  upon 
great  national  occasions  when  Her  Ma- 
jesty is  present,  and  no  occasion  deserves 
that  name  better  than  that  of  the  Volun- 
teer Eeview  at  Windsor  on  Saturday  last. 
The  order  to   go  was  given  upon  my 
responsibility,  upon  the  application  of 
the  Office  of  Woods  and  Forests  and  of 
the  Eanger.     The  number  of  men  em- 
ployed was  706.     The  military  authori- 
ties have  always  declared  that  they  very 
much  prefer  the  Metropolitan  Police  to 
the  troops  for  keeping  the  ground  on 
these  occasions.     The  cost  of  the  em- 
ployment of   the    police  was  between 
£200  and  £300.     That  cost  is  defrayed, 
as  it  always  is  on  occasions  of  this  cha- 
racter, out  of  the  Police  Fund,  half  of 
which  is  contributed  by  the  ratepayers 
and  half  comes  from  the  Imperial  Exche- 
quer.    I  do  not  know  whether  my  hon. 
Friend  is  a  ratepayer  of  London.    I  am  ; 
and,  on   behalf   of   the  ratepayers    of 
London,  I  am  prepared  to  fay  that  this 
contribution  on  their  part  of  £100,  to  be 
divided  among  some  4,000,000  of  people, 
for  the  success   of   the   experiment  of 
Saturday  last,  is  one  which  they  will 
readily  bear.     I  think  they  will  be  glad 
to  contribute  to  the  success  of  the  Ee- 
view, where  all  who  took  part  in  it  bo 
well  performed  their  duty. 

Mb.  GOEST  asked  whether  the  rate- 
payers had  any  choice  left  in  the  matter, 
or  whether  their  money  was  spent  at  the 
wiU  of  the  right  hon,  6entleman  ? 
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Sni  WILLIAM  HARCOUET :  If  the 

hon.  and  learned  Member  thinks  that  the 
ratepayers  of  London  are  ill-used,  and 
he  will  brin^  forward  a  Motion  on  the 
subject,  it  will  be  considered. 

ORDERS    OF  THE  DAY. 

LAKD  LAW  (IHELAND)  BILIi.— [Bill  135.] 
{Mr,  QhdMtow,  Mr.  FonUr,  Mr.  Bright,  Mr, 

Attorney  &eH0ral  for  Ireland,    Mr.   Solicitor 

Oenoralfor  Ireland.) 

COmCITTXE.      [t W J5WT Y -FTPTH  NIGHT.] 

[Progress  Wth  July.'] 
Bill  eonsidersd  in  Oommittee. 
(In  the  Oommittee.) 
Pakt  V. 
Acquisition  op  Land  by  Tsnants,  He. 

OLAHATION  OF  LaND,  AND  EmIOBATION. 

Rselamation  of  Land  and  EmigraUon. 
Clause  25  (Eedamation  of  land). 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  18,  at  end  of  clause,  add — '*  (5)  The 
Land  Ck>mmi88ion  may  from  time  to  time  pur- 
chase such  waste,  semi-waste,  or  uncultivated 
lands  as  to  them  shall  seem  fit,  apportion  them 
in  such  lots  as  they  deem  suitable,  and  may  let 
or  sell  such  lots  to  persons  of  approved  charac- 
ter, and  competency,  and  the  Board  of  Works 
may  advance  to  such  tenants  or  purchasers  such 
sums  per  acre  as  may  in  the  opinion  of  the  said 
Board  of  Works  be  adequate  and  proper,  either 
in  bulk  sum  or  by  annual  instalments  for  the 
due  reclamation  of  such  waste  lands.  All  sums 
BO  advanced  to  be  secured  upon  the  lands  in 
•neh  manner  as  the  Board  of  Works  shall  de- 
termine, and  to  be  made  repavable,  as  hereafter 
set  forth  in  reffard  to  other  advances  under  this 
Act." — {Dr.  Lyons.) 

Question  again  proposed, ''  That  those 
words  be  there  adaed/' 

Mb.  DALY  said,  he  hoped  they  would 
now  find  the  way  clear  for  the  accept- 
ance of  this  Amendment,  especially  as 
the  Board  of  Works  would  not  be  re- 
quired by  it  to  go  any  farther  than  they 
might  think  fit.  He  put  it  to  the  Oo- 
yemment  to  say  whether  it  was  a  judi- 
cious thing  in  the  face  of  the  diminution 
of  the  population  of  Ireland,  and  of  the 
decay  ana  diminution  of  wealth  and  in- 
dustry, to  refuse  to  entertain  a  proposal 
which,  in  any  case,  would  entail  very 
little  loss  upon  the  State.  They  should 
bear  in  mind  that  there  were  many  men 
and  women  whose  wages  ran  to  1«.  Ad., 
1#.  bd.,  and  1«.  ^d.  a-day,  who  formed 
the  residuum  of  the  population,  and  who 
filled  the  workhouses  and  the  hospitals. 


If  their  sons  and  daughters  were  allowed 
to  remain  in  the  country  on  holdings  of 
their  own,  it  would,  undoubtedly,  be 
their  duty  to  provide  for  their  fathers 
and  mothers,  and  prevent  their  being 
a  burden  to  the  State.  The  French 
had  done  in  Algeria  pretty  nearly  the 
same  thing  as  was  now  proposed ;  and 
he  knew,  of  his  own  knowledge,  that 
there  were  very  large  bonuses  offered  to 
induce  people  to  migrate  to  Algeria  and 
to  settle  there.  What  was  wanted  in 
Ireland  was  that  the  Land  Commission 
should,  with  the  aid  of  the  State,  as- 
sume possession  of  such  waste  lands  as 
they  could  get,  and  advance  certain 
sums  of  money  to  persons  who  possessed 
the  labour  necessary  to  cultivate  those 
lands  beneficially.  It  ought  to  be  a 
paramount  idea  to  increase  the  natural 
wealth  of  the  country.  If  the  experi- 
ment failed,  it  would  not  fail  for  the 
Government,  it  would  only  fail  for  the 
people ;  but  their  labour  would  remain 
m  the  land ;  and  that  land,  originally 
purchased  by  the  Gt)vernment,  would 
be  so  much  the  better.  In  listening  to 
some  of  the  speeches  which  had  been 
made  upon  this  proposal,  he  had  felt 
that  the  assumption  made  by  some  hon. 
Gentlemen  that  the  Land  (Commission 
would  put  the  State  to  an  enormous 
amount  of  expense  was  altogether  un- 
warranted. The  hon.  Member  for  Gal- 
way  (Mr.  Mitchell  Henry)  had  suggested 
that  the  experiment  might  be  made  with 
£500,000 ;  but,  certainly,  a  long  time 
must  elapse  before  the  Commission, 
which  he  assumed  would  be  composed 
of  reasonable  and  prudent  men,  would 
advance  so  much  as  that.  If  the  ex- 
periment were  made  and  proved  sucoess- 
ful,  it  would  be  the  beginning  of  an 
operation  which  would  extend,  and 
which  would  be  of  the  g^atest  possible 
benefit  to  Ireland.  It  should  be  bone 
in  mind  that,  not  from  a  humanitarian, 
but  from  a  purely  selfish  point  of  view, 
it  was  to  the  interest  of  this  country  that 
Ireland  should  be  prosperous  and  com- 
fortable ;  and  its  prosperity  would  have 
the  greatest  effect  on  the  home  trade  of 
England.  Ireland  was  so  unfortunately 
situated,  that  she  must  depend  for  her 
supplies  on  the  manufacturing  industries 
of  England.  Hitherto,  there  had  been 
many  years  of  discontent  and  disaffee- 
tion  in  Ireland,  and  the  Gk>vernment  had 
been  obliged  to  keep  up  an  expensive 
armed  Force  to  maintain  order;  but  a 
litde  of  the  money  spent  in  the  direetk» 


645 


Zand  Law 


(July  12,  1881] 


ilrelantT)  Bill. 


646 


raggeeted  by  this  Amendment  would  do 
away,  in  a  great  measure,  with  the  ne- 
cessity for  maintaining  that  large  stand- 
ing army  in  Ireland.  Irishmen  had 
seen  large  sums  of  money  voted  away 
during  the  last  two  years  for  the  main- 
tenanoe  of  the  English  flag  in  Afghan- 
istan and  in  South  Africa — Afghanistan 
alone,  he  believed,  had  cost  £17,400,000 
daring  that  period.  England  admitted 
that  Lreland  had  a  great  many  griev- 
ances to  complain  of,  and  acknowledged 
that  many  of  those  grievances,  and  much 
of  the  poverty  under  which  Ireland  la- 
boured, were  due  not  to  any  Irish  fault. 
It  was  not  much  to  ask,  then,  that  the 
natural  wealth  of  the  country  should  be 
allowed  to  remain  in  Ireland,  and  that 
this  experiment  should  be  begun,  not 
extravagantly,  but  after  carefully  weigh- 
ing all  the  circumstances,  in  the  hope  of 
establishing  a  new  era.  Ireland  had  the 
labour  and  the  land,  the  Oovernment 
possessed  the  money,  so  that  all  the 
necessary  elements  were  at  hand ;  and 
he  was  certain  that  if  the  Oovernment 
carried  out  the  proposal  they  would  not 
be  in  any  way  injured,  and  tbey  would 
have  the  approval  of  all  who  had  the 
interests  and  welfare  of  Ireland  at  heart. 
Hon.  Members  knew  what  immense 
sums  of  money  had  been  laid  out  in 
India  to  keep  the  Hindostanee  from 
starvation ;  and  the  railway  system  of 
India,  apart  from  its  commercial  value, 
had  been  instituted  by  the  Oovernment 
mainly  for  the  purpose  of  taking  sup- 

flies  to  districts  which  required  them. 
rishmen  had  been  for  700  years  under 
English  rule,  and  subject  to  privations 
all  that  time.  They  had  a  right  to  ask 
that  England  should  do  for  .them  what 
she  had  done  for  the  Hindostanee.  The 
waste  lands  of  Ireland  were  increasing 
every  day,  and  the  strong  arms  and 
healthy  men  of  the  country  were  leaving 
her  ports  because  they  were  not  able  to 
subsist.  There  was  no  industry  in  Ire- 
land for  unskiUed  labour  other  than  that 
connected  with  the  land  ;  and  if  the  Oo- 
vernment would  only  take  possession  of 
the  waste  lands,  and  grant  them  under 
favourable  conditions  to  the  peasantry, 
he  believed  the  experiment  would  have 
every  chance  of  success.  Her  Majesty's 
subjects  in  Ireland  had  quite  as  good  a 
right  to  generous  treatment  as  had  her 
subjects  in  India. 

Mb.  J.  W.  PEASE  said,  he  had  taken 
no  part  whatever  in  the  discussion  of 


this  Bill  hitherto,  because  he  had  been 
anxious  to  see  it  pass  into  law,  and  to 
leave  discussion  to  those  who  best  under- 
stood the  question  from  an  Irish  point 
of  view.  £ut  this  was  another  attempt 
to  place  the  Irish  hand  in  the  pocket  of 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  in  an 
unreasonable  way,  and,  as  representing 
a  large  industrial  population,  he  felt 
bound  to  say  a  few  words  upon  the  pro- 
posal. In  almost  every  difficulty  under 
which  Irishmen  laboured  they  asked  for 
Oovernment  assistance.  An  Irishman  in 
Ireland  seemed  to  be  wanting  in  every 
kind  of  self-reliance ;  but  the  moment  he 
got  out  of  Ireland  he  became  a  man  full  of 
self-reliance  and  confidence.  [Mr.  Healy: 
How  is  it  ?]  The  proposal  now  made, 
if  carried  out,  must  be  conducted  either 
at  a  loss  or  at  a  profit.  If  at  a  loss,  the 
Irish  people  would  say — "The  English 
Oovernment  must  help  us  to  pay  for  it." 
If  at  a  profit,  they  would  keep  it  to  them- 
selves. If  the  land  was  capable  of  being 
reclaimed  at  a  profit,  why  should  not  the 
Irish  people  do  it  for  themselves,  with 
the  aid  of  that  English  and  Scotch 
capital  which  would  now  into  Ireland 
as  soon  as  its  present  condition  of  un- 
settlement  was  ended?  But  he  himself 
did  not  see  how  these  reclamations  were 
to  be  brought  about.  He  had  had  some 
experience  of  reclamation  in  the  North, 
and  he  knew  that  the  land  now  under 
farming  was  under-stocked.  It  would 
be  a  much  better  plan  to  stock  that  land 
which  was  now  under- stocked  both  in 
England  and  Ireland  than  to  attempt 
the  reclamation  of  wastes.  There  were 
hundreds  of  thousands  of  acres  of  land 
which  had  gone  out  of  cultivation  and 
been  laid  down  in  grass  in  England 
and  Scotland  within  the  last  few  years, 
and  there  were  many  farms  under- 
stocked. If  the  Oovernment  wished  to 
do  a  patriotic  thing  at  the  expense  of 
the  Treasury  they  had  better  stock  these 
farms  than  begin  with  the  reclamation 
of  waste  lands.  If  they  were  to  speculate 
in  land  at  all  and  to  become  land-jobbers 
they  had  better  speculate  in  cultivated 
lands,  and  cultivate  them  better,  and 
thus  find  employment.  He  had  no  con- 
fidence whatever  in  the  reclamation  of 
waste  lands,  for  he  had  tried  it  over  and 
over  again  himself,  and  had  spent  up- 
wards of  £20  an  acre  on  land  that  would 
not  let  afterwards  for  £1  an  acre.  And 
the  mere  cost  of  reclamation  was  not  all, 
for  buildings  had  to  be  put  up ;  and  as 
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soon  as  the  people  gathered  together  in 
one   Rpot  they  had  to  have  places  of 
worship  built  for  them,  and  schools,  all 
of  which  added  very  materially  to  the 
cost.     lie  had  very  little  confidence  in 
the  Government  doing  such  things  as 
arterial  drainage — such  things  were  much 
better  done  by  private  enterprize.     Go- 
vernment-built buildings,  too.  were  gene- 
rally much  less  adapted  to  the  require- 
ments of  a  district  than  privately-built 
buildings,  and  the  people  who  worked 
for  the  Government  knew  as  a  rule  that 
they  had  the  Government  purse  to  draw 
upon,   and    they   seldom    worked    like 
people  who   worked  for  private   enter- 
prize.    Then,  again,  the  moment  the  Go- 
vernment went  into  the  market  to  buy 
land,  that  very  fact  would  immediately 
raise  the  pnce  of  land  all  over  Ireland, 
and  private  persons  who  would  other- 
wise buy  and  improve  land  would  thus 
be  heavily  handicapped.      Then,    how 
was  the  money  to  be  redeemed?    An 
interest  of  3  or  3^  per  cent  would  not  be 
paid  for  out  of  the  rent  when  churches 
and   schools  had   been  built,  and   the 
Government  must  remember  that  they 
had  the  redemption  of  the  money  to 
look  to,  and  the  speculators  in  enclosure 
had  to  consider  also  that  repairs  and 
taxes  would  have  to  be  provided  for.  He 
believed   that  a  kind  of  Hoving  Com- 
mission, sent  out  by  the  State  to  buy 
land  here  and  there,  in  order  to  place 
the  tenantry  upon  it,  would  be  an  act 
most  false  to  nil  the  principles  of  political 
economy.     Then,  who  were  to  select  the 
tenantry   **  of  approved  character   and 
competency  ?  "  Were  the  Commissioners 
to  have  the  selection  ?    He  had  a  strong 
objection  to  Government-appointed  ten- 
ants, and  a  still  stronger  objection  to  the 
proposal,  inasmuch  as  it  would  increase 
at  least  for  a  while,  and  probably  a  long 
while,  the  lands  hold  in  mortmain,  which 
had  proved  such  a  terrible  incubus  in 
dealing  with  the  Land  Question.   While 
he  should  be  glad  to  see  the  experiment 
of  a  peasant  proprietary  tried  in  Ireland, 
he  certainly  would  have  a  strong  objec- 
tion to  its  being  tried  on  the  lines  laid 
down  by  the  present  Amendment. 

Mr.  JUSTIN  MCCARTHY  said,  he 
had  not  been  surprised  to  hear  the 
speech  that  had  just  been  delivered  ;  in 
fact,  ho  had  been  looking  for  some  f^peoch 
of  that  kind  all  through  the  debate — 
a  speech  delivered  from  what  he  might 
call  the  high  -  and  -  dry,  old  -  fashioned  | 
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political  economist's  point  of  view.  They 
had  now  had  it  put  before  them  in  aH 
its    narrowness    and    rigour;    but  he 
thought  it  had  come  rather  too  late  in 
this  instance.     It  was  rather  too  late 
in  the  day   to  begin    talking  of  the 
principles    of  that   school  of  political 
economy,  when  there  was  not  a  single 
line  or  clause  of  the  Bill  that  did  not 
go  right  in   the  teeth   of   those  prin- 
ciples, and  its  very  introduction  wae  a 
confession  that  there  was  a  condition  of 
things  now  in  Ireland  which  was  not  to 
be  got  rid  of  by  an  adhesion  to  the 
antiquated  doctrines  of  a  narrow  aecL 
The    hon.   Gentleman    had  spoken  of 
putting  the  Irish  hand  into  the  English 
pocket;  but  he  seemed  to  forget  that 
the  English  hand  had  been  a  good  deal 
in  the  Irish  pocket.  Whenever  a  foreign 
war  had   been  undertaken  by  English 
statesmen  to  maintain  England's  prei- 
tige— and  Ireland,  it  should  be  remem* 
bored,  did  not  gain,  even  in  prestige, 
from  such   wars  —  Ireland  was  taxed 
beyond  her  fair  proportion.    The  hon. 
Gentleman  had  asked  why  what  was  noir 
proposed  could  not  be  done  by  prirate 
energy  and  capital ;  but  the  answer  wai 
that  Ireland  was  now  reduced  to  such  a 
miserably  poor  condition  that  the  prac- 
tical benefit  of  the  working  of  this  Bill 
must  be  very  slow.     Profit  for  private 
enterprize  could  be  much  more  quicUj 
found  in  other  fields,  and  mere  specu- 
lators would  not  look  to  work  of  thii 
kind  as  an  investment  for  their  money. 
The  work  must  be  begun  by  the  State, 
or  it  could  not  be  done  at  all.     He  bad 
been   much    interested   in    the  speech 
delivered  last  night  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Galway  County  (Mr.  Mitchell 
Henry)  —  a    speech    of   much    abilitj, 
force,   and  earnestness.     He  was  read- 
ing only  this  very  day  a  report  of  a 
remarkable  debate  which  took  place  in 
this  House  a  little  more  than  two  years 
ago ;  it  was  a  debate  on  the  Motion  of 
the  First  Commissioner  of  Works  (Mr. 
Shaw  Lefevre),  who  called  for  an  exten- 
sion of  the  principle  of  the  "Bright 
Clauses."     There   was    a    remarkable 
speech  made  in  that  debate  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Duchy  of  Lancaster  (Mr.  John  Bright), 
and  in  the  course  of  that  speech  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman    admitted    again    and 
again  that  the  ''Bright  Clauses"  bad 
failed  of  their  object  because  there  was 
wanting  some  special  machinexy,  iom« 
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direct  agency,  to  put  them  into  operation. 
Now,  that  was  exactly  what  the  Gt)vern- 
ment  so  far  had  failed  to  supply  by  their 
clause  in  the  present  Bill.  They  offered 
to  advance  a  certain  amount  to  promote 
certain  works;  but  the  very  thing  wanted, 
and  the  lack  of  which  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Duchy  of  Lancaster  declared  two 
years  ago  was  the  defect  of  the  "Bright 
Clauses, "  they  did  not  give — they  did 
not  supply  that  direct  agency  by  which 
the  work  might  be  carried  out,  and  by 
which  the  end  sought  to  be  reached 
would  alone  be  directly  attained.  In 
the  course  of  that  speech  the  right  hon. 
Oentleman  went  back  to  the  days  of  the 
discussions  of  the  Land  Bill  of  1870, 
and  he  showed  what  was  the  pressure 
and  difficulty  by  which  that  Act  was 
carried.  He  told  the  House  of  Commons 
that  while  that  Bill  was  being  discussed 
the  condition  of  Ireland  was  one  of  most 
serious  difficulty,  that  a  state  of  terrorism 
existed  all  over  the  country,  that  there  were 
distress  and  disaffection  everywhere,  and 
the  right  hon.  Oentleman  aaded  the  re- 
markable statement  that  if  the  Bill  had 
not  been  passed  there  would  have  been 
a  general,  a  universal  strike  against 
the  payment  of  any  rent  whatever  to 
the  landlords  of  Ireland.  Hon.  Mem- 
bers who  thought  that  the  Land  League 
was  the  parent  of  all  the  recent  difficul- 
ties in  Ireland  would  do  well  to  remem- 
ber the  words  of  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Duchy  of  Lancaster,  spoken  before  the 
Land  League  was  in  existence,  and  de- 
scribing the  condition  of  Ireland  nine 
years  farther  back.  The  right  hon. 
Oentleman  asked  how  could  such  a 
strike  be  met?  Would  it  be  possible, 
the  right  hon.  Oentleman  inquired,  to 
collect  by  force  the  rents  of  600,000  oc- 
cupiers ?  He  declared  that  the  defects 
in  that  Land  Act  had  rendered  it  unsuit- 
able and  unavailing  as  a  thorough  and 
radical  cui*e  for  the  difficulties  under 
which  Ireland  laboured.  Were  they  to 
benefit  anything  by  the  instruction  given 
them  in  the  discussion  to  which  he  had 
referred  ?  They  had  heard  a  good  deal 
to-day  and  on  other  days  about  the  in- 
terests of  that  much-to-be-pitied  person- 
age, the  British  taxpayer.  He  nad  no 
great  pity  in  this  matter  for  the  British 
taxpayer.  He  did  not  mean  to  speak 
harsh  words  of  all  the  British  taxpayers, 
of  whom  he  happened  to  be  one  him- 
self— he  spoke  of  the  British  taxpayer 
living  in  this  country — but  if  the  Bri- 


tish taxpayer  was  required  to  pay  just 
now  a  little  more  than  he  liked,  he 
was  being  served  very  right.  The  Bri- 
tish taxpayer  was  responsible  for  all  the 
bad  government  of  Ireland.  To  please 
the  British  taxpayer  every  good  mea- 
sure to  Ireland  had  been  denied  and 
every  bad  measure  passed.  This  had 
been  so  for  the  last  century  and  more ; 
it  was  so  in  the  days  before  the  Union, 
and  it  was  so  still.  It  was  to  please  the 
British  taxpayer  that  Burke  was  un- 
seated at  Bristol,  and  that  Fox  was 
driven  into  retirement.  It  was  to  please 
the  British  taxpayer  that  coercion  was 
lately  introducea  into  Ireland  ;  to  please 
the  British  taxpayer  stories  of  outrages 
had  been  manufactured  wholesale  in 
Ireland  as  Brummagem  idols  were  manu- 
factured for  African  savages ;  it  was  to 
please  the  British  taxpayer 

Thb  CHAIRMAN :  I  must  point  out 
to  the  hon.  Member  that  he  is  going 
considerably  beyond  the  Amendment. 

Mb.  JUSTIN  MCCARTHY  said,  he 
was  only  answering  the  objections  made 
over  and  over  again  to  what  was  ad- 
vanced by  his  hon.  Friends  and  himself; 
and  he  merely  wanted  to  show  that  that 
respectable  personage,  the  British  tax- 
payer, was  the  one  who  ought  to  pay 
the  expenses  of  a  work  of  this  kind,  be- 
cause, to  please  him,  Ireland  had  ever 
been  misgoverned. 

Mb.  E.  COLLINS  said,  that  nothing 
would  prove  of  greater  benefit  to  Ireland 
than  a  proper  system  for  reclamation  of 
land  and  the  employment  of  the  poor, 
and  now  unemployed,  people.  He  sym- 
pathized with  the  views  of  hon.  Oentle- 
men  opposite ;  but  it  was  the  depth  of 
that  sympathy  that  induced  him  to 
believe  that  his  hon.  Friends  did  not 
approach  the  matter  in  the  most  practical 
manner.  The  object  they  all  had  in 
view  was  not  to  make  a  display  in  this 
House  or  before  the  country.  He  was 
perfectly  conscious  that  every  one  of  his 
hon.  Friends  who  sat  on  the  opposite 
Benches  felt  as  earnestly  in  the  matter 
of  the  effective  and  proper  employment 
of  the  people  as  any  individual  in  the 
Kingdom;  but,  as  a  practical  man, 
he  would  like  to  examine  the  subject 
shortly.  Now,  what  was  proposed  ?  It 
was  proposed  that  the  State,  through 
the  Land  Commission  or  the  Commis- 
sioners of  Public  Works,  should  take 
up  one  of  the  moat  difficult  processes, 
and  certainly  the  most  laborious  and 
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most  rislcy  of  all  industrial  enterprizes, 
that  men  could  ongaj^e  in.  To  carry 
out  the  work  a  ptalf  would  be  required ; 
there  would  be  managors,  and  engineers, 
and  other  ofHcials  ;  and,  in  his  opinion,  a 
most  ruinous  and  demoralizing  system  of 
patronage  would  bo  introduced  into  the 
country.  If  the  great  object  in  view  was 
to  be  effected,  the  direct  management  of 
the  matter  must  not  be  under  the  State. 
The  end  in  view  must  be  accomplished 
by  intermediaries  of  the  most  oifective 
and  practical  character.  It  must  be  by 
local  communities,  whether  they  might 
bo  Boards  of  Guardians  or  Local  Boards 
of  one  kind  or  the  other  ;  or  it  must  be 
through  Companies  or  Associations  of 
ca])italists ;  but  certainly  not  by  direct 
d(>ailngs  with  individual  occupiers.  At 
all  events,  for  the  State  to  deal  with 
the  matter  directly  was  so  impracti- 
able  and  unreasoiuible  that  he  could 
not  support  the  idea  for  one  moment ; 
and  he  would  like  to  see  his  hon.  Friends 
who  were  so  deeply  interested  in  the 
subject  applying  themselves  to  a  more 
piHcticablo  form  of  dealing  with  the 
question.  lie  did  not  speak  as  a  novice 
on  a  subject  of  this  kind,  for  he  had 
devoted  a  good  deal  of  time  and  atten- 
tion in  another  country  to  witnessing 
tlie  organization  of  a  system  of  land 
tenure  by  peasant  proprietors  and  the 
improvement  of  the  condition  of  the  pea- 
santry. He  would  like  to  say,  for  the 
information  of  some  of  his  Friends,  that 
in  liussia  the  State  did  not  deal  with 
individuals  ;  the  State  did  not  dispose  of 
land  to  individuals,  but  to  communities 
or  communes.  They  handed  over  the 
land  to  communes  of,  perhaps,  200  to 
2,000  persons.  These  communes  had  an 
entirely  independent  local  system  of  ad- 
ministration. They  acquired  the  land 
from  the  State ;  they  apportioned  it 
amongst  their  numbers,  collected  rents, 
and  stimulated  industry;  and  in  the  event 
of  any  man  being  thriftless,  or  inatten- 
tive to  his  duties,  they  removed  him. 
Every  three  years  they  supervised  the 
whole  management ;  but  in  no  case  that 
Le  was  acquainted  with  did  the  State  deal 
directly  with  individuals.  In  conclusion, 
he  must  point  out  that  the  question  under 
consideration  was  not  one  of  loss  or  gain 
to  the  Treasury,  but  how  they  could  best 
restore  the  people  who  during  the  last 
few  years  had  gono  through  such  great 
misery  to  a  condition  of  contentment  and 
tranquillity. 

Mr.  E.  CoUini 


Mr.  O'CONNOR  POWER  regretted 
exceedingly  that  his  hon.  Friend  who 
had  just  addressed  the  Committee  ahoall 
have  deferred  until  this  stage  stating  hii 
objection  to  any  Commission  being  em- 
powered to  buy  land  and  to  sell  it  to 
individuals.    The  hon.  Gentleman  voted 
for  the  20th  clause  of  this  Bill ;  and 
what  did  that  tell  them  ?    It  told  them 
that  any  estate  might  be  purchased  bf 
the  Land  Commission  for  the  purpoie 
of  re-selling  to  the  tenants.    Thenon. 
Gentleman  had  simply  joined  the  lion. 
Member  for  South  Durham  (Mr.  J.  W. 
Pease)   in  raising    artificial   objectioDi 
to  a  plain  business-like  proposid.    The 
hon.   Member  spoke  of  his  expsrieim 
in  Russia,  and  objected  to  their  pio- 
{>osal    as    being    of    an    impracticaUfl 
character.     He  asked  the  hon.  Gend^ 
man,  who  was  an  Irish  patriot  and  n 
Irish  Representative,  how  did  he  justifr 
his  silence  ?    Where  was  his  propoeil? 
They  would  like  him  to  favour  them 
with  some  net  result  of  his  great  foreign 
experience,  instead  of  sitting  still  whila 
questions  of  great  interest  were  being 
discussed,  and  only  contributing  his  ob- 
jection to  the  feeble  wisdom  of  his  Col- 
leagues.   They  had  had  a  speech  from 
the  hon.  Member  for  South  Durham, 
which  they  must  regard  as  importsnt 
Next  in  rank  to  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  he  had  spoken  as  a  defender 
of  the  British  taxpayer.    The  hon.  Mem- 
ber said  the  poverty  of  Ireland  was  to  he 
accounted  for  oy  want  of  self-reliaiMe 
and  enterprize  on  the  part  of  the  people. 
He  said  that  Ireland  made  no  progress; 
but  the  Imperial  Government  was  not 
responsible.     [Mr.  J.  W.  Pease  :  No !] 
He  (Mr.  O'Connor  Power)  felt  too  deeplj 
upon  this  question  to  have  listened  to 
the  hon.  Gentleman  with  any  want  of 
attention.     lie  followed  him  as  closelj 
as  he  possibly  could,  and  he  distinctly 
referred  to  the  want  of  self-reliance  on 
the  part  of  the  Irish  people.     Then  the 
hon.  Gentleman,  with  that  fairness  and 
candour  for  which  he  was  remarkable, 
admitted  that  as  soon  as  an  Irishman 
crossed  the  Channel — as  soon  as  he  came 
over  in  the  steamer,  and  arrived  in  Dur- 
ham, Northumberland,  or  Lancashire^ 
his    character  was  immediately  trans- 
formed ;  he  became,  instead  of  a  laxy, 
thriftless,  uneconomic  labourer,  an  in- 
industrious,  thrifty,  and  hard-working 
fellow.     Surely,  the  atmosphere  of  Eng- 
land must  be  so  dry,  and  crispy  a^ 
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fitimiilating  to  the  poor  Irishman  that 
the  moment  he  set  foot  on  English  soil, 
he  hecome  transformed  from  a  lazy 
blackguard  into  a  marvel  of  industry 
and  self-reliance.  Now,  what  were  the 
facts?  The  facts  were  that  the  man 
was  working  in  one  country  with  a  secu- 
rity of  prospective  reward  for  his  labour ; 
while  in  the  other  country  he  was  de- 
prived of  every  element  of  security,  and 
he  was  surrounded  by  men  of  capital 
who  had  no  sympathy  with  him  or  the 
country  to  which  he  belonged.  When- 
ever a  proposal  like  the  present  was 
made,  the  Irish  people  were  lectured  for 
their  want  of  self-reliance.  Now,  when 
he  was  speaking  to  his  constituents  in 
Mayo  he  nappened  to  give  short  lectures 
himself  on  the  very  same  subject,  and 
simply  because  whatever  truth  there 
was  in  an  accusation  of  this  kind  could 
be  most  advantageously  ventilated  when 
they  were  dealing  face  to  face  with  the 
people  themselves.  He  had  never  been 
amongst  those  who  taught  the  Irish 
people  to  be  constantly  looking  to  the 
Imperial  Parliament  for  the  means  of 
stimulating  Irish  prosperity ;  but  there 
were  two  sides  to  the  question,  and  the 
side  which  affected  the  British  taxpayer 
and  the  responsibility  of  the  English 
Oovemment  towards  Ireland  was  the 
side  which  it  was  his  duty,  as  an  Irish 
Bepresentative,  to  present  to  the  consi- 
deration of  hon.  Gentlemen.  The  hon. 
Member  for  South  Durham  said — *^  Why 
enter  upon  the  cultivation  of  waste  land  ? 
There  is  a  good  deal  of  land  which  is 
not  yet  waste  which  ought  to  be  stocked." 
He  did  not  know  what  meaning  the 
hon.  Gentleman  attached  to  the  term 
''  stocked ; "  but  if  he  meant  stocked 
with  cattle,  all  he  (Mr.  O'Connor  Power) 
could  say  was  that  such  an  argument 
had  nothing  to  do  with  the  subject  in 
band,  for  why  were  they  so  anxious  that- 
theee  lands  should  be  entered  upon  and 
allotted?  Simply  to  remedy  the  most 
crying  evil  with  which  Ireland  had  been 
afflicted  for  the  last  half-century,  the 
evil  arising  from  small  and  miserable 
farms,  upon  which  it  was  impossible  for 
the  people,  if  they  were  required  to  pay 
no  rent,  to  wring  out  a  comfortable  sub- 
flistence.  The  hon.  Gentlemen,  too,  was 
under  a  misapprehension  as  to  the  real 
purport  of  this  Amendment.  He  seemed 
to  think  that  the  proposal  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  Gity  of  Dublin  was  that 
ihe  Cbmmission  sboold  not  only  purchase 


these  waste  lands,  but,  having  purchased 
them,  should  enter  upon  their  reclama- 
tion ;  that  they  should  try  to  reclaim 
them  by  a  system  of  hired  labour.  But 
that  was  not  the  proposition  at  all.  The 
only  thing  that  they  wanted  the  Com- 
mission to  do  was  to  initiate  and  com- 
plete the  purchase  of  these  lands.  The 
land  could  be  bought  for  a  few  shillings 
an  acre,  and  advantageously  allotted. 
They  were  constantly  asked — "  Why,  if 
it  be  economically  adrisable  to  enter 
upon  the  cultivation  of  these  waste  lands, 
do  not  individuals  buy  them  ?  "  Take, 
for  instance,  the  case  of  the  Irish  fish- 
eries. They  did  not  hear  of  the  estab- 
lishment of  any  English  or  Irish  Com- 
panies for  the  development  of  the  Irish 
fisheries.  Did  it  not,  therefore,  follow 
that  the  Irish  fishermen,  if  fairly  encou- 
raged in  their  industry,  could  enter  upon 
larger  transactions  with  great  profit? 
They  had  the  Eeport  of  the  Canadian 
Committee,  which  told  them  of  the  enor- 
mous advantages  which  had  resulted 
from  the  very  slight  contributions  which 
were  made  to  help  the  fishermen  in  their 
industry.  ['<  Question !  "]  He  thought 
the  illustration  was  quite  to  the  point. 
What  did  it  prove  in  an  economic  and 
commercial  sense  ?  It  proved  that  they 
could  cultivate  land  in  Ireland  not  by 
a  system  of  hired  labour  and  large 
farms,  but  by  helping  men  to  live 
on  the  land  and  by  the  land.  Ire- 
land's demand  on  the  Exchequer  was 
not  the  demand  of  a  beggar.  He  be- 
lieved that  not  a  single  penny  that  would 
be  advanced  by  the  Treasury  under  this 
Amendment  would  be  lost  to  the  State. 
In  course  of  time  it  would  be  paid  back 
again.  The  industry  of  the  new  pro- 
prietors would  be  profitable,  and,  in 
course  of  30  or  35  years,  he  was  sure 
they  would  be  able  to  pay  all  their  lia- 
bilities. The  Government,  he  was  bound 
to  say,  seemed  to  have  paid  attention  to 
suggestions  coming  from  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers on  this  Bill  in  almost  every  parti- 
cular  except  this,  the  reclamation  of 
waste  lands.  He  did  not  say  that  Her 
Majesty's  Government  had  not  made 
considerable  advances  in  the  direction  of 
Irish  opinion;  but  what  he  wished  to 
say  was,  that  if  they  did  not  go  any  fur- 
ther than  they  had  already  gone,  they 
would  leave  Ireland  as  she  had  been 
during  the  last  half-century — a  prey  to 
periodic  famine.  No  amount  of  re«ar- 
rangement  of  the  relations  between  land- 
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lord  ard  tenant  could  p:et  rid  of  facte 
and  figures  in  Irish  society  which  wore 
constantly  b«ing  bron^ht  forward,  and 
which  they  were  only  too  willing  to  study 
when  Ireland  was  on  the  verge  of  famine 
and  in  a  state  of  semi-starvation.  When 
Ireland  was  in  this  condition,  any  Go- 
vernment niiglit  (^ome  down  in  a  panic 
and  induce  the  Ilouse  of  (Commons  to 
enter  u])on  a  large  expenditure ;  but 
expend  it  lire  at  such  times  was  mostly 
entered  upon  too  late.  In  face  of  a 
national  calamity  not  infrequently  the 
Government  were  reckless  in  their  ex- 
penditure; but,  in  this  case,  they  did 
not  ask  for  recklessness.  What  they 
wanted  was  that  tlie  Government  should 
not  bask  in  the  sunshine  of  one  favour- 
a])le  season,  and  that  they  should  not, 
because  they  had  passed  the  Helief  of 
Distress  Act  a  year  or  two  ago,  and  now 
were  bringing  in  tliis  Land  Eeform, 
think  that  they  had  nothing  to  fear  from 
a  recurrence  of  Irish  famine  or  semi- 
famine.  W^hat  he  contended  was  that 
they  would  have  the  same  difRculties  to 
encounter.  What  were  these  difficulties? 
Irishmen  were  sometimes  accused  of 
dipping  in  the  colours  of  their  imagina- 
tion in  addressing  the  House.  He  could 
only,  on  this  occasion,  deplore  the  want 
of  a  power  of  imagination,  and  his  utter 
inability  to  appeal  to  a  pictorial  rhetoric 
which  only  would  be  adequate  to  de- 
scribe the  perfect  misery  in  which  tens 
of  thousands  of  the  people  of  Ireland 
were  living  at  the  present  moment,  and 
which  might  involve  them  in  starvation 
again  as  soon  as  they  were  subject  to  a 
succession  of  two  bad  harvests.  W^hat 
took  place  in  the  discussion  on  this  Bill 
last  year  ?  It  was  his  duty  to  call  the 
attention  of  the  House  to  the  condition 
of  the  crowded  districts  in  Mayo,  Gal- 
way,  and  other  parts  of  the  West  of 
Ireland.  He  read  the  reports  that  had 
been  sent  to  the  various  lielief  Commit- 
tees—  the  Mansion  Ilouse  Committee, 
the  Du(!hep8  of  Marlborough's  Commit- 
tee, and  the  organization  of  the  Land 
League  in  Dublin — and  what  was  the 
impression  the  House  of  Commons 
gathered  from  tlioso  reports?  The  im- 
pression was  to  be  gatliered  from  the 
unanimous  Resolution  adopted  and  sanc- 
tioned by  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land, which  Resolution  declared  that — 

"  Tho  present  condition  of  the  ngricultural 
populution  in  Mnyo,  iSli^o,  Galway,  und  other 
parts  of  the  West  of  Ireland,  demands   the 

Mr.  0*  Connor  Fotcer 


■erioufl  and  immediate  attention  of  Her  Ua- 
jesty's  Government.*' 

Now,  he  would  put  this  question  to  Her 
Majesty's  Government — What  had  thaj 
done  since  that  Resolution  was  inBcribad 
on  the  Records  of  the  House?  Huj 
had  had  quotations  from  the  Report  of 
the  Registrar  General  which  was  iasoed 
not  long  ago.  In  that  Report  they  wen 
told  that  there  were  94,000  one-roomed 
cottages  in  the  West  of  Ireland  in  whiek 
families  of  five  or  six  persons  slept  ind 
lived  together  during  those  portione  of 
the  day  when  they  were  not  oocnpiei 
on  their  farms — ^in  which  they  lived  ud 
slept  with  all  the  hens,  and  dncka,  ud 
geese,  and  dogs,  and  asses,  and  otlur 
animals  which  they  were  able  to  main- 
tain amongst  them.  That  was  tin 
wretched  and  miserable  condition  of 
these  people.  The  Registrar  Genenl 
described  also  the  condition  of  thetf 
farms — how  small  they  were,  and  liof 
miserable  were  their  dwellings.  It  wil 
utterly  indpossible  that  the  HonBe  of 
Commons  should  look  calndy  on  the  re- 
velations made  from  time  to  time,  ud 
to  say  there  was  nothing  to  be  done,  ud 
that  the  matter  would  have  to  be  left  te 
regulate  itself  by  the  ordinary  rulea  of 
supply  and  demand.  It  was  said^"If 
these  dwellings  are  too  crowded,  vhj 
don't  the  people  go  out  and  get  lodging! 
somewhere  else  ?  "  But  surely  they  bid 
abandoned  all  that  kind  of  reasoning. 
They  stuck  at  the  gnat,  having  ewal' 
lowed  the  camel  already  in  a  prerioni 
clause  of  the  Bill.  They  now  refused 
to  sanction  that  which,  he  believed, 
would  do  more  to  lull  the  wave  of 
Irish  complaint,  so  oppressive  to  Eog' 
lishmen  and  so  humiUating  to  the  Iw 
Representatives,  than  anything  else^ 
they  refused  to  do  that  which  would  be 
more  productive  of  good  than  any  daoae 
in  this  Bill.  He  would  say  to  the  rigbt 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Prime  Minister  and 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  that 
Ireland  had  a  claim  on  the  British  tax- 
payer in  this  matter ;  and  he  would  tell 
them  why.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
could  not  be  ignorant  of  the  fact  that  to 
past  Governments  in  this  country  wai 
atti'i  but  able  the  destruction  of  evexj 
Irish  industry.  To  past  Govemmeota 
in  this  country  was  attributable  the 
maintenance  of  that  land  system  whicb 
two  of  the  greatest  efforts  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  magnificent  career  had 
been  devoted  to  remedying.    How  hd 
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these  crowded  districts  been  brought 
about  in  Ireland?  They  had  been 
brought  about  by  the  process  of  evic- 
tion from  the  better  lands ;  the  poorer 
Eeople  had  been  evicted  from  the  rich 
tna,  and  had  been  chased  up  the  moun- 
tain sides,  and  there,  when  they  had 
scratched  the  hills  and  managed  to  se- 
cure a  scanty  living,  they  were  chased 
further  up,  until,  as  was  to  be  seen  in 
parts  of  Mayo,  they  were  to  be  found, 
like  the  eagle^  nestling  amongst  the 
rocks  and  caves  on  the  mountain  tops. 
But  even  there  they  showed  their  indus- 
try, which,  at  all  events,  enabled  them 
to  live.  Even  if  the  Treasury  were  to 
suffer  a  loss  in  entering  upon  these 
transactions,  he  would  not  hesitate  to 
make  an  appeal  to  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, because  he  would  say  that  Eng- 
land and  the  Governments  in  this  coun- 
try had,  in  time  past,  stricken  down  by 
the  iron  hand  of  the  law  the  rising  in- 
dustries in  Ireland,  and  had  done  no- 
thing since  out  of  their  bounty  to  repair 
the  ruin  they  had  wrought.  On  these 
ffrounds— on  the  grouna  of  historical 
justice,  if  on  no  other — he  appealed  to 
the  Government  to  grant  a  permissive 
power  to  this  Commission  to  purchase 
and  reclaim  these  waste  lands,  and  so 
to  repair  to  some  extent  the  injustice 
which,  in  times  past,  they  had  done  to 
the  tenants  of  Ireland. 

Ma.  GLADSTONE :  The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman who  has  just  sat  down  has  ad- 
dressed  the  Committee  with  his  accus- 
tomed ability ;  and  I  am  bound  to  say 
he  addresses  it  with  great  advantage, 
because  no  later  than  last  night  he  gave 
evidence  of  the  intensity  of  his  desire 
that  the  Government  should  retain  in 
the  Bill  some  lines  which  they  were  re- 
quired reluctantly  to  surrender  in  refer- 
ence to  the  local  communities  of  Ire- 
land in  their  relation  to  the  lands  in  the 
baronies.  These  lines  were  struck  out 
in  consequence  of  considerations  put 
forward  by  the  Irish  Representatives. 
But  the  Irish  Kepresentatives  to  whom 
I  refer  are  now  urging  upon  us — and 
they  expect  to  carry  their  view  by  per- 
sistence— the  adoption  of  a  plan  which 
it  has  been  our  duty,  on  the  part  of  the 
Government,  to  declare  in  plain  terms 
we  could  not  adopt,  and  which  has  not 
yet  received  the  support  of  one  single 
Member  amongst  the  550  who  are  the 
Bepresentatives  of  Scotland  and  Eng- 
land.   NoW)  at  this  period  of  the  de- 


bate, I  think  it  is  my  duty  to  clear  the 
ground  as  far  as  I  can,  inasmuch  as  the 
inclination  and  intention  of  the  Govern- 
ment, though  they  cannot  bind  the  Com- 
mittee, yet  are  an  element  for  its  con- 
sideration. And  with  regard  to  its  in- 
tention, it  is  my  absolute  duty  to  say 
that  I  am  surprised  that  hon.  Gentle- 
men should  go  on  in  their  speeches  say- 
ing again  and  again  that  these  things 
deserve  the  consideration  of  the  Govern- 
ment, and  should  go  on  making  appeals 
to  us  long  after  we  have  declared  in  the 
plainest  words  that  we  are  bound  to  re- 
fuse to  accede  to  any  such  applications. 
Now,  I  would  say  this — that  I  have  very 
grave  doubts  whether,  if  the  Govern- 
ment were  to  abandon  their  present  in- 
tention, they  would  be  able  to  induce 
those  Members  of  Parliament  who  re- 
present English  and  Scotch  consti- 
tuencies to  allow  the  State,  through  the 
Land  Commission,  or  through  the  Board 
of  Works,  or  both,  to  be  purchasers  of 
unreclaimed  lands  in  Ireland  for  the 
purpose  of  bringing  them  into  cultiva- 
tion under  the  responsibility  of  the  Go- 
vernment and  entirely  at  the  cost  of  the 
State.  I  do  not  believe  myself  that  it 
is  within  the  power  of  the  Government 
to  do  this,  though  the  House  has  done 
much  on  the  solicitation  of  the  Govern- 
ment. This  House,  I  say,  has  acceded 
to  much  to  which  it  was  reluctant  to  ac- 
cede; and  many  hon.  Members  from 
Ireland  seem  to  take  no  account  of  that. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Longford  (Mr. 
Justin  McCarthy),  how  does  he  take  ac- 
count of  it  ?  He  expressed  no  acknow- 
ledgment, no  gratitude  to  the  House — 
[Mr.  Healy  :  Not  a  bit.]  He  expressed 
no  acknowledgment,  no  gratitude  to  the 
550  Bepresentatives  of  England  and 
Scotland  for  the  provisions  they  have 
adopted  in  this  Bill — the  extraordinary 
measures  they  have  adopted  in  this  Bill 
out  of  consideration  for  the  circum- 
stances of  Ireland.  The  only  use  that 
is  made  of  them  is  the  use  made  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Longford,  who  says 
these  measures  have  destroyed  all  rea- 
sons for  having  regard  to  economical 
principles ;  and  he  denounces  all  refer- 
ence to  principles  of  political  economy 
and  the  old-fashioned  doctrines  of  the 
narrow  school.  Departure  from  all  or- 
dinary considerations  is  the  doctrine  of 
the  hon.  Gentleman.  The  hon.  Member 
actually  went  this  length — exceeding,  J 
i^ould  say,  what  hitherto  I  have  heard 
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any  Member  from  Ireland  put  forth  in 
the  course  of  this  Session — that  for  a 
century  or  more  the  Government  of  this 
country  has  denied  every  c^ood  measure 
to  Ireland,  while  every  bad  measure  has 
been  passed. 

Mr.  JUSTIN  M'aVRTHY  :  What  I 
said  was  that  every  good  measure  which 
had  been  denied  had  been  denied  in 
deference  to  the  opinions  of  the  British 
taxpayer.  I  did  not  say  that  every  good 
measure  had  been  denied,  whilst  every 
bad  measure  bad  been  passed. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  I  cannot  abandon 
altogether  my  own  recollection.  I  took 
down  the  words  of  the  hon.  Member  at 
th6  time,  and  I  stand  on  those  words, 
whilst  admitting  that  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man's recollection  may  be  perfectly  good, 
at  all  events,  as  to  what  he  intended  to 
say.  Let  me  see  what  sort  of  topics 
have  been  used  in  these  appeals  to  the 
Government.  One  hon.  Member  says — 
**  You  spend  enormous  sums  in  wars. 
You  (the  English  Parliament)  have 
spent  £17,000,000  on  the  Afghan  War; 
and,  that  being  the  case,  can  there  be 
any  objection  to  spending  a  little  more 
in  reclaiming  the  waste  lands  of  Ire- 
land?" Well,  I  would  ask,  did  the 
Members  for  Ireland  endeavour  to  pre- 
vent the  spending  of  that  £17,000,000  ? 
p*Yes!'n  Well,  then,  look  at  the 
Division  Lists,  and  I  will  undertake  to 
say  you  will  not  find  a  single  one  in 
which  the  majority  of  that  portion  of 
Members,  who  especially  call  tliemselves 
the  Irish  Members,  took  part  in  check- 
ing, or  in  endeavouring  to  c^heck,  that 
military  expenditure.  And,  then.  Sir,  this 
is  all  laid  on  the  English  Parliament. 
They  say — **  Y'ou  have  always  been  mis- 
governing ;  you  have  always  been  doing 
this  and  that  evil  to  Ireland."  Yes;  but, 
after  all,  let  us  recollect  that  Ireland  is 
represented  in  this  House  in  a  much 
larger  proportion  to  its  numbers  than 
is  Scotland.  [Mr.  Pakxell  dissented.] 
The  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork 
(Mr.  Parnell)  shakes  his  head,  and  im- 
plies that  63  Members  for  3,500,000 
people  are  a  larger  proportion  than  103 
Members  for  6,250,000.  Such  is  the 
arithmetical  doctrine  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  City  of  Cork.  I  must  say  it 
is  quite  time  that  those  who  sit  here  in 
such  numbers  and  in  such  power — in 
numbers  beyond  the  proportion  to  which 
the  population  of  Ireland  entitles  them — 
should  cease  from  this  habit  of  speaking 
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as  if  they  were  petitioners  at  the  Bar, 
and  liad  no  votes  to  give  along  with  u, 
the  Representatives  of  the  other  por- 
tions of  the  Kingdom,  in  governing  the 
deliberations    of   this    House.     Worib 
for    the    reclamation    of    land,   thcv 
say,  have  been   executed  in  England. 
Truly,  but  have  these  works  been  exe- 
cuted at  the  expense  of  the  British  Ex- 
chequer?   I  should  like  to  see  what 
response  a  Minister  who   proposed  to 
expend  public  money  upon  the  execatioi 
of  public  works  in  England  would  meet 
with  at  the  hands  of  the  Irish  Bepreeea- 
tatives.  Well,  the  hon.  Member  mo  lait 
sat  down  most  fairly  grappled,  as  he 
thought — and  no  man  is  more  capable^ 
in  general,  I  think,   of  judging  of  the 
efficiency  of  his  own  argument— with 
what  he  felt  to  be  the  formidable  objec- 
tion of  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
South  Durham  (Mr.  J.  W.  Pease).  My 
hon.  Friend  had  the  courage  to  say  to 
hon.  Members  opposite  that  he  was  8a^ 
prised  that  they  had  not  formed  them- 
selves into  Companies  for  the  purpose  o£ 
carrying  out  profitable  works  m  Ireland, 
and  he  pointed  out  to  them  that  they 
would  be  sure,  looking  at  the  extent  of 
their  credit  with  the  people,  of  more 
support  than  anyone   else.     The  hon. 
Member  said  he  could  give  a  complete 
answer  to  this,  and  his  answer  was  that 
there  were  no  Companies  formed  for  the 
promotion  of  Irish  fisheries,  although  no 
one  could  say  that  Irish  fisheries  did 
not  produce  a  profit.     Well,  but  who 
has    heard    of   any  Companies   being 
formed  for  the  promotion  of  English  or 
Scotch  fisheries?    The  illustration  was 
the  most  unfortunate  that  could  have 
been  made,  for  all  experience  seems  to 
prove  that  fisheries  are  a  dcsci-iption  of 
entorprize  which  must  be  carried  on  by 
individuals,  or,  at  least,  by  persons  on 
co-operative  principles.     Now,  what  ia 
the  proposal  before  us  ?    It  is  that  the 
State  has  to  come  into  the  field  and  is  to 
acquire  uncultivated  or  waste  lands ;  it 
is  to  acquire  them  by  purchasing  them 
from  the  landlord  and  by  buying  off  the 
tenants'  rights  of  pasture,  which  yery 
generally  extend  over  these  waste  lands. 
That  double  operation  the  public  agent 
is  to   conduct  in  the  first  place.    The 
State  is  then  to  find  occupiers,  among 
whom  it  is  to  divide  the  land  in  certain 
lots  of  20,  30,  or  40  acres,  be  it  what  it 
may,  and  these  occupiers  havei  and  can 
have,  no  security  to  gi?e  on  Iota  irhioh 
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are  still  waste,  or  the  means  requisite 
for  cultivating  the  holdings;    and  this 
plan  is  described  by  the  hon.  Gentleman 
who  has  just  sat  down,  and  who  usually 
speaks  with  moderation  in  these  matters, 
as  ''  a  plain,  business-like  proposition." 
Mb.   O'CONNOR  POWER:   Allow 
me  to  mention  that  the  security  of  the 
land  is  there.     The  Commission  can  re- 
possess themselves  of  the  land  if  they  like. 
Mb.    GLADSTONE:    Yes;    a  very 
agreeable   thing   to  do — to   re-possess 
themselves  of  this  waste  land,  the  ten- 
ants decamping  with  the  advances  which 
have  been  made  to  them  in  order  to 
enable  them  to  bring  it   into  cultiva- 
tion, and  the  Commission  having  before 
them  the  hopeful  and  pleasant  prospect 
of  re-commencing  the  same  operations. 
So  much  for  the  "plain,  business-like 
proposal "  of  the  hon.  Gentleman,  whose 
interruption,  I  think,  was  scarcely  ne- 
cessary.   Let  us  look  at  this  question 
as  a  matter  of  business.    In  my  opi- 
nion, there  is  is  the  greatest  force  in  the 
objection  taken  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
South  Durham,  that  to  throw  more  lands 
into  mortaiain  by  casting  them  into  the 
hands  of  the  Government  is  an  opera- 
tion to  which  it  would  be  difficult  in- 
deed to  reconcile  a  British  Parliament. 
But  that  is  not  all.     As  to  the  nature 
of  these  operations,  we  have  authorized 
loans  to   the  landlords,  and   we  have 
authorized  loans  to  the  tenants,  and  now 
we  authorize  these  advances  for  pur- 
poses which,  I  believe,  are  absolutely  so 
comprehensive  as  to  be  universal.     But 
this  does  not  content — nothing  will  con- 
tent— hon.  Members  from  Ireland,  ex- 
cept that  the  State  itself  shall  become 
the  undertaker  of  enterprizes  which  no- 
body else  in  the  world  would  undertake. 
Now,  of  all  enterprizes  connected  with 
agricultural  improvement,  there  are  none 
so  difficult  and  slippery  and  hazardous 
as  the  reclamation  of  land.    There  is  no 
question  more  contested,  there  is  none 
upon  which  it  is  more  easy  to  produce 
a  multitude  of  opinions  equally  confi- 
dent on  both  sides ;  and  the  question  is, 
whether  there  is  or  is  not  in  Ireland  any 
large  quantity  of  land  which  is  capable 
of  profitable  reclamation  ?    Be  that  as 
it  may,  what  I  wish  to  say  is  this — that, 
according  to  universal  experience,  the 
reclamation  of  land  can  only  be  carried 
on  with  success,  and  is  hardly  ever  at- 
tempted except,  in  the  first  place,  by 
private  enterprizOi  and,  in  the  second 


place,  in  minute  detail.  How  is  it  that 
the  people  have  crept  up  the  hillsides 
of  this  country  ?  Why,  it  has  been  by 
small  efifbrts,  made  by  the  landlords  or 
the  tenants — by  proceeding  in  detail. 

Mr.  O'CONNOR  POWER :  Will  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  allow  me  to  inter- 
rupt him.     We  do  not  propose 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  I  have  described 
the  scheme  of  the  hon.  Gentleman. 

Mr.  O'CONNOR  POWJBR :  No.  We 
do  not  propose  that  the  Land  Commis- 
sion should  do  it  at  all. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  I  did  not  say 
that.  The  Land  Commission  is  not  in- 
vited to  do  it.  The  Land  Commission 
is  only  invited  to  take  upon  itself  the 
whole  cost  and  responsibility  of  its  being 
done.  The  Land  Commission  is  not  to 
have  the  slight  chance  of  success  which, 
perhaps,  it  might  possess  if  it  used  its 
own  instruments,  but  it  is  to  under- 
take the  whole  cost  and  responsibility — 
to  purchase  out  the  landlord,  to  divide 
the  land,  to  procure  the  people  to  occupy 
it,  and  supply  them  with  the  money  ne- 
cessary for  effecting  the  object.  I  think 
the  hon.  Gentleman's  interruption  was 
unnecessary.  This,  of  all  agricultural 
problems,  is  the  very  worst  to  put  into 
the  hands  of  the  State ;  it  is  the  most 
doubtful,  the  most  slippery,  and  the  most 
hopeless  to  be  undertaken  by  anybody, 
except  by  those  who  watch  every  detail 
under  the  influence  of  the  motives  that 
secure  success  in  industry — namely,  the 
desire  and  the  earnest  intention  of  the 

frofitable  application  of  every  resource, 
want  to  know  whether  it  is  a  very  easy 
thing,  even  for  private  persons,  to  make 
this  land  reclamation — to  take  large 
tracks  of  unreclaimed  land,  and  parcel 
them  out  in  lots,  and  to  find  the  people 
and  put  them  upon  the  holdings,,  and, 
having  done  that,  to  supply  them  with 
money  for  the  purpose  of  effecting  the 
reclamation  ?  The  last  considerable  at- 
tempt at  reclamation  that  I  have  heard 
of — in  fact,  the  only  one  that  I  have 
heard  of  of  late — is  going  on  now  in 
the  hands  of  a  landlord  in  the  North 
of  Scotland.  It  is  universally  acknow- 
ledged to  be  most  creditable  to  the 
person  who  has  it  in  hand ;  but  I  am 
sorry  to  say  that  every  account  that 
reaches  me  is  to  the  effect  that,  in  a 
pecuniary  sense,  the  operation  has  been 
a  mistake.  Successful  reclamations  of 
land  has  never  been  made  by  the  State 
— hardly  in  any  case,  indeed,  has  the 
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State  attempted  it — but,  speaking  gene- 
rally, the  Buccessful  reclamations  are 
not  even  those  made  by  the  land- 
lords. They  are  made  by  the  ten- 
ants, in  a  great  degree,  on  their 
own  responsibility,  by  the  application  of 
labour  at  times  when  their  energies  are 
not  otherwise  profitably  at  work.  The 
BUCcessful  reclamations  are  made  in  the 
same  way  that  cottage  gardens  are  made 
profitable,  by  the  economization  of  the 
labour  of  the  various  members  of  the 
family  when  not  employed  in  other  ways, 
by  the  application  to  the  land  of  the 
most  thrifty  principles  of  good  cultiva- 
tion. It  is  now  proposed  that  it  should 
be  undertaken  wholesale  by  the  worst  of 
all  agents — namely,  the  State,  and  by 
the  very  worst  of  all  methods — namely, 
that  of  finding  all  the  money  and  com- 
mitting the  execution  of  the  plans  to 
persons  who,  after  all,  can  have  but  a 
very  imperfect  acquaintance  with  the 
subject.  Under  these  circumstances, 
hon.  Gentlemen  will  not  be  surprised 
when  I  repeat  what  I  have  said  as  to 
what  we  believe  to  be  the  limited  power 
of  the  Government  for  the  purpose  of 
carrying  out  such  a  plan  as  this,  and 
when  I  say  that  the  declarations  of  the 
Government  on  the  subject  are  final  and 
absolute. 

1)r.  LYONS  said,  he  appealed  to  his 
hon.  Friends,  after  the  very  full  discus- 
sion which  had  now  taken  place,  that 
they  should  permit  the  Amendment  to 
go  to  a  division.  The  Prime  Minister — 
and  he  said  it  with  all  respect — had 
not  approached  the  consideration  of 
the  subject  from  the  most  friendly 
point  of  view,  and  he  did  not  seem  to 
think  the  matter  was  capable  of  being 
put  before  the  Committee  in  any  other 
aspect  than  that  in  which  he  had  con- 
sidered it.  After  the  protracted  debate 
which  had  now  taken  place  on  the  sub- 
ject, it  appeared  to  him  that  no  good 
practical  result  would  follow  from  con- 
tinuing the  discussion  at  the  expense  of 
the  other  important  portions  of  the  Bill 
which  were  to  follow.  He  had  not  heard 
a  single  argument  from  any  hon.  or 
right  hon.  Gentleman  to  in  the  slightest 
degree  weaken  his  faith  in  this  proposal ; 
and  he  ventured  confidently  to  predict 
that  this  was  a  proposal  which,  if  it  were 
rejected  now,  would  be  very  often  heard 
of  again  in  the  course  of  the  next  two  or 
three  years  in  the  shape  of  amending 
Bills  to  the  measure  now  before  the 
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Committee.    The  right  hon.  GentlemaiL 
had  made  some  reference  to  an  aocamu- 
lation  of  land  in  mortmain;  but  he  would 
point  out  that  this  argument  had  no 
application  whatever,  because  it  was  not 
comtemplated  in  this  scheme  that  the 
Land  Commission  should  be  for  any 
lengthened  period  in  possession  of  the 
land.     The  Commission   would  merely 
be  transferers  of  the  land,  when  pur- 
chased, to  those  individuals  who  were 
to  carry  out  the  reclamation.    And,  with 
regard  to  the  necessity  for  agents  going 
round  the  country  inviting  persons  to 
come  and  occupy  plots  that  were  par- 
celled out,  there  was  such  a  recognized 
demand  on  the  part  of  people  in  crowded 
districts  for  fresh  fields  to  go  to  withiii 
the  limits  of  Ireland  that  he  did  not  be- 
lieve it  would  be  necessary  to  use  agents, 
but  that  a  mere  advertisement,  stating 
that  such-and-such  lands  were  to  be  let 
would  be  sufficient  to  call  forth  innu- 
merable demands  for  allotments  from 
all  parts  of  the  country.     The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  not  alluded  to  an  experi- 
ment in  the  matter  of  reclamation  which 
was  made  some  years  ago  by  the  (Go- 
vernment,   and    yet    that    experiment 
fortified  this  proposal  very  materially. 
This  experiment  was  an  extensive  sys- 
tem of  reclamation  which  took  place  in 
the  county  of  Cork  on  lands  at  King 
William's  Town.     The  Government,  at 
a  time  of  great  depression,  undertook 
the  reclamation  of  a  large  tract  of  land. 
Allotments  subsequently  were  sold,  and 
the  purchasers  of  these  lands  had  since 
utilized  them,  and,  in  many  instances, 
had  re- sold  them  out  at  enormous  profit 
As  he  had  no  doubt  that  this  subject 
would  arise  again  before  long,  and  as 
they  had  had  a  very  full  discussion  of 
the  question,  he  would  ask  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite  to  allow  the  Amendment 
to  go  to  a  division. 

Mil.  CHAPLIN  said,  that,  as  one  of 
the  550  English  and  Scotch  Members 
who  had  taken  no  very  active  part  in 
this  particular  discu.ssion,  he  should  be 
grateful  if  the  Committee  would  allov 
him  to  say  a  few  words.  In  the  first 
place,  he  was  not  altogether  in  favour  of 
the  Amendment  as  it  stood.  At  the  pre- 
sent time,  he  should  not  be  disposed  to 
support  any  Amendment  which  involved 
the  compulsory  acquisition  of  land  from 
the  landlord ;  and  he  should,  therefore 
propose  to  amend  the  Amendment  by 
mserting  the  words  ''  with  the  oonaeiU 
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of  tbe  owner."    Further  than  this,  he 
would  propose  that  it  should  he  stated 
that  the  land  should  not  he  suh-divided 
into  allotments  of  less  than   30  acres 
each.    Having  said  this,  he  must  say 
that  he  heard  with  great  surprise  the 
speech  from  the  Prime  Minister,  or  that 
part  of  his  elaborate  argument  which 
was  against  the  reclamation  of  land  al- 
together.    When  he  heard  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  ezpresfling  these  views, 
he  could  not  help  asking  himself   why 
was  this  clause  inserted  in  the  Bill  at 
all.    The  Ooyernment  gave  powers  for 
the  reclamation  of  land ;  therefore,  he 
considered  the  speech  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  hardly  in  accordance  with 
the  terms  of  his  own  Bill,  nor  did  he 
think  the  right   hon.  Gentleman  alto- 
gether understood  the  scheme  proposed. 
As  he  (Mr.  Chaplin)  understood  it,  the 
object   of   the    Amendment    was    that 
money  should  be  advanced  to  private 
individuals  for  the  purpose  of  reclaiming 
this  land.     The  reclamation  was  not  to 
he  carried  out  by  the  State.     The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  said  it  could  only  be 
carried  out  successfully  by  private  enter- 
prize  and  by  careful  attention  to  minute 
details ;  but  that,  it  seemed  to  him,  was 
really  the   intention   of  this  proposal. 
Private    people    would    carry  out    the 
enterprise,  but  they  would  be  assisted 
by  money  from  the  Treasury,  and  he 
therefore  conld  not  see  any  great  weight 
in  the  objection  taken  to  the  Amend- 
ment by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  more 
especially  when   he  remembered  what 
they    had    already  done  in  this  Bill. 
There  was  one  objection  which  he  should 
have  thought  would  have   had    some 
weight  on  that  (the  Conservative)  side 
of  the  House — namely,  that  there  would 
be  no  security  for  the  money  invested ; 
but,  if  so,  what  became  of  the  argu- 
ments as  to  the  value  of  the  tenant's 
right  and  occupancy  which   was  to  be 
security  for  all  sorts  of  advances?    In 
Heaven's  name  what  was  to  be  the  secu- 
rity for  the  landlord's  rent?    It  was 
said  that  the  scheme  could  not  possibly 
pay,  and  that  the  Government  could  not 
be  responsible  for  advancing  the  money 
of  the  State.     But  why  was  this  objec- 
tion raised  for  the  first  time  now  ?  They 
had  now  to  advance  large  sums  of  money 
from  the  State  for  the  purpose  of  buy- 
ing estates,  in  order  that  they  might  be 
re-sold  to  the  tenant,  and  it  was  doubt- 
ful whether  that  daring  proposal  would 


be  a  success.  He  was  ready  to  eive  a 
fair  trial  to  the  scheme  of  the  Proprietary 
Clauses  of  the  Bill,  not  because  he 
thought  they  would  pay,  but  because  he 
attached  great  social  and  political  im- 
portance to  the  scheme.  What  were 
these  holdings  ?  He  would  read  one  or 
two  statements  from  the  Beport  of  the 
Special  Commissioner  of  Agriculture. 
The  Commissioner  spoke  of  a  table 
which,  he  said,  showed  that  they  had 
100,000  holdings,  not  one  of  which  ex- 
ceeded 30  acres ;  that  they  had  800,000, 
not  one  of  which  exceeded  15  acres; 
and  130,000,  not  one  of  which  exceeded 
5  acres ;  and  these  were  the  holdings 
which  they  were  about  to  advance  the 
money  of  the  State  to  enable  the  tenants 
to  purchase,  and  that  in  the  face  of  evi- 
dence given  before  the  Commission,  that 
even  if  these  holdings  were  rent  free  no 
one  could  possibly  secure  a  decent  living 
on  them.  If  they  were  prepared  to  make 
such  an  advance  on  security  which  they 
had  had  in  evidence  was  insufficient, 
why  should  they  be  alarmed  by  the  pro- 
posal of  the  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  ? 
This  proposal  which  dealt  with  reclama- 
tion and  emigration  was  free,  at  all 
events,  from  one  objection  that  attached 
to  the  Proprietary  Clauses  of  the  Bill. 
Thus  they  were  going  to  make  the  ten- 
ants owners  of  their  holdings,  whether 
they  were  little  or  great,  or  whether 
it  were  possible  for  them  to  obtain  a 
livelihood  on  them  or  not.  They  had 
the  matter  under  their  own  control, 
and  in  acquiiing  the  land  and  dividing 
it  they  could  cut  it  up  in  such  por- 
tions as  they  thought  nt,  and  in  such 
portions  as  would  enable  the  people  to 
obtain  a  decent  livelihood  upon  it.  And 
what  were  the  arguments  in  favour  of 
this  proposal  ?  After  all,  they  must 
remember  that  the  great  difficulty  they 
had  to  deal  with  in  Ireland  was  this, 
that  in  certain  parts  of  the  country — and 
it  was  impossible  for  Irish  Members  to 
deny  it — people  were  crowded  together, 
and  as  long  as  they  continued  in  their 
present  state  no  one  could  expect  any 
real  or  permanent  improvement  in  their 
condition.  An  hon.  Member  said  on  the 
previous  night  that  the  discussion  of  this 
question  was  a  mere  interference  with 
the  onward  and  proper  progress  of  the 
measure,  and  that  this  Amendment  was 
entirely  beyund  the  scope  of  the  Bill ; 
but  surely  that  must  depend  upon  what 
the  hon.  Member's  opinion  of  the  scope 

ITwrnty-nfih  Night,'] 


667 


Land  Law 


(COMMONS) 


{^Oand)  Bill 


of  the  Bill  was.  What  was  the  scope  of 
the  Bill  ?  As  he  understood  it,  the  Bill 
was  intended  to  mitigate,  in  some  degree, 
the  miseries  of  the  people  of  Ireland. 
What  did  they  consist  of  ?  Every  autho- 
rity was  agreed  who  had  ever  spoken  on 
the  subject,  that  in  the  West  of  Ireland 
the  state  of  things  ho  had  described  was 
such  as  to  render  any  real  improvement 
in  the  country  impossible  as  long  as 
the  people  remained  as  they  were. 
['*  Divide  1  "]  Ho  was  sorry  to  trespass 
on  the  time  of  the  Committee,  but  he 
had  always  regarded  this  as  one  of  the 
most  important  questions  in  connection 
with  the  Bill.  Would  the  Committee 
allow  him  to  refer  them  to  the  evidence 
not  only  of  the  majority  Report  of  the 
I  )uke  of  Richmond's  Commission,  but  also 
of  the  minority  Report?  Both  of  these  Re- 
ports were  agreed,  after  a  large  amount 
of  evidence  which  had  been  taken,  as  to 
what  lay  at  the  root  of  all  this  trouble 
in  Ireland.  The  majority  attributed 
the  miseries  of  Ireland  to  excessive  com- 
petitions for  rent.  The  Commissioners 
said,  apart  from  the  land,  there  were  few 
if  any  other  means  of  subsistence  for  the 
population,  and  that  serious  abuse  had 
been  the  result.  Other  causes  of  the  dis- 
tress were  said  to  be  unreasonable  desire 
for  tenant  right,  arbitrary  increase  of 
rent,  overcrowding  in  certain  districts, 
and  minute  sub-division  of  farms.  There 
was  nothing  in  the  present  Bill  to  re- 
move or  mitigate  in  the  slightest  degree 
that  which  they  had  before  them  as  the 
main  cause  for  the  distress  in  Ireland. 


[**  Question!" 
land  was  not 


If  the  distress  in  Ire- 
the  question,  he  should 
like  to  know  what  was.  With  regard  to 
the  minority  Report  of  the  Commission, 
they  state<l  that  amongst  the  causes 
capable  of  removal  or  mitigation  by 
legislation  the  most  important  was  the 
extreme  smallness  of  many  of  the  agri- 
cultural holdings,  and  the  overcrowding 
of  the  population  where  the  land  was 
poor,  and  where  occupiers  often  de- 
pended for  a  livelihood  on  occupation  in 
Great  Britain  during  a  portion  of  the 
year.  But  what  did  the  Report  say  as 
to  the  remedy  ?  It  offered  a  groat  many 
other  remedies,  ho  admitted,  but  it  said 
the  Commissioners  believed  that  an 
effort  should  be  made  to  relievo  by  State 
intervention  the  over  -  populated  dis- 
tricts. This  was  the  opinion  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  own  Friends;  but  not- 
withstanding all  the  evidence  they  had 
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had  on  this  point,  the  Prime  Hiniitar 
thought  fit  in  his  discretion  to  get  op 
and  tell  the  Committee  at  an  atriy 
stage  in  the  discussion  that  his  decLnoa 
was  final  and  absolute. .  Whether  it  wu 
final  and  absolute  or  not,  he  (Mr.  Chapfin] 
hoped  before  the  Bill  left  the  House  that 
the  Government  would  be  induced  to 
entertain  a  different  opinion.  He  veij 
much  regretted  the  attitude  the  Govern- 
ment had  taken  upon  this  matter,  men 
especially  because  they  were  resolved  to 
do  nothing  with  regard  to  migration. 
If  they  had  not  included  in  their  Bill 
anything  with  regard  to  providing  other 
means  of  employment  for  the  people  of 
Ireland,  they  had  only  one  resonieo 
before  them  for  remedying  the  conditioa 
of  the  people.  Every  particle  of  eri- 
dence  he  had  heard  on  the  subject  wai 
agreed  on  this — that  the  starting  point  of 
all  in  remedying  the  condition  of  the 
people  of  Ireland  should  be  that  of  re- 
moving them  from  these  crowded  dis- 
tricts where  it  was  impossible  that  thej 
could  live  in  comfort  or  decency.  If  ti^y 
did  not  adopt  measures  for  migradoiii 
they  mu6t  resort  to  emigp-ation ;  and  hi 
should  be  sorry  to  see  emigration  treated 
as  the  sole  resort  in  this  state  of  things. 
The  least  they  could  have  expected  finm 
the  Government  was  that  they  would 
have  adopted  such  measures  in  this  Bill 
as  would  have  given  to  these  poor  peopU 
the  choice  between  migration  and  emi- 
gration. If  they  had  done  this,  they 
would  have  done  something  that  he 
thought  they  had  failed  to  do  up  to  the 
present  time — namely,  something  to  pe^ 
manently  alleviate  distress  in  Ireland. 

Major  NOLAN  said,  he  would  not 
delay  the  Committee  very  long ;  but  he 
thought  he  had  some  right  to  speak  on 
this  matter,  inasmuch  as  he  bad  the 
double  qualification  which  had  been  re- 
ferred to  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
In  the  first  place,  he  wished  to  make  the 
local  bodies  responsible  for  some  of  this 
money  which  was  to  be  advanced ;  and 
he  would  remind  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man that  on  the  previous  night  he  asked 
a  question  upon  this  point.    There  were 
a  large  majority  of  the  Irish  Party  in 
favour  of  making  the  local  authorities 
responsible  for  part  of  the  money,  and 
he  was  one  of  that  majority.    The  other 
qualification  he  possessed  was  this — that 
I  he  was  one  of  those  Members  who  had 
voted   against  the  expenditure  on  the 
Afghan  War.    No  one  had  voted  more 
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conmetently  againdt  tbat  expenditure  than 
he  had  done.  Well,  hon.  Members  had 
been  told  that  they  ought  to  be  very 
grateful  for  this  Bill. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE:  I  said  nothing 
of  the  kind. 

Majob  NOLAN  :  Well,  the  Prime 
Minister  complained  of  our  ingratitude. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  I  simply  said,  as 
a  matter  of  fact,  with  reference  to  what 
the  hon.  Member  for  Longford  (Mr. 
Justin  McCarthy)  had  said,  that  he  had 
never  used  one  syllable  of  gratitude  and 
acknowledgment  to  the  framers  of  the 
Bill. 

Majob  NOLAN  said,  he  would  like 
to  ask  what  the  Irish  Members  had  to 
be  grateful  for?  He  was  grateful  to 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  himself,  be- 
cause he  had  done  so  much,  individually, 
in  pressing  the  Bill  on  the  House  of 
Commons,  and  on  a  large  portion  of  the 
Liberal  Party.  But  they  were  asked 
more  than  this — to  be  thankful  to  the 
House  of  Commons.  Why  should  they 
be  g^teful  to  the  House  of  Commons — 
it  must  either  be  for  their  time  or  for 
their  money  ?  Well,  he  acknowledged 
that  it  had  given  a  gpreat  deal  of  its 
time;  but  they  could  not  be  thankful 
to  it  for  that,  because  they  would,  un- 
fortunately, prefer  to  discuss  the  ques- 
tion in  a  Parliament  of  their  own  in 
Dublin.  Even  if  the  British  House  of 
Commons  gave  half  its  time  to  Ireland 
— and  that,  of  course,  would  be  out  of 
proportion  to  the  relative  importance  of 
the  country — it  would  not  be  too  much. 
As  to  their  being  thankful  for  any 
money,  it  had  yet  to  be  made  out  that 
money  would  be  given  to  Ireland  under 
this  measure.  In  one  portion  of  the 
Bill  the  money  referred  to  was  to  be 
paid  out  of  the  Irish  Church  Fund, 
which  was  an  entirely  Irish  fund.  The 
money  referred  to  in  another  part  of 
the  Bill  was  to  be  borrowed  at  3^  per 
cent,  and  he  had  been  reminded  that 
money  in  a  similar  way  had  been  lent  to 
Birmingham  at  3^  per  cent.  Therefore, 
he  thought  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  taken  every  care  of  the  Exchequer, 
and  he  did  not  see  what  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers had  to  be  grateful  for.  Their  great 
case  was  that  the  contributions  of  Ire- 
land towards  the  Imperial  Exchequer 
amounted  to  £8,000,000  a-year,  while 
only  £5,000,000  were  spent  in  Ireland. 
There  was,  therefore,  a  surplus  of 
£3,000,000    a-year;    and   he    did   not 


think  there  was  any  room  for  an  extra- 
vagant display  of  gratitude  if  they  asked 
for  a  small  portion  of  that  surplus.  He 
would  not  enter  into  an  argument  with 
the  Prime  Minister  as  to  whether  or  not 
land  could  be  reclaimed,  but  would 
merely  say  this — that  he  had  gone  into 
the  interior  of  Conuemara  with  Professor 
Baldwin,  and  in  the  course  of  his  journey 
he  found  that  whilst  five  or  six  miles 
from  the  sea  there  was  no  population  at 
all,  or  none  to  speak  of,  when  they  got 
within  a  quarter  of  a  mile  of  the  coast 
it  was  congested.  Professor  Baldwin 
had  pointed  out  several  districts  which 
could  be  profitably  reclaimed,  but  who 
was  to  do  it?  The  tenants  could  not. 
They  could  not  expect  the  landlord  to 
reclaim  small  patches;  indeed,  they  could 
not  ask  him  to  send  a  few  tenants  into 
the  middle  of  his  fishing  or  shooting 
district  in  order  to  reclaim  a  piece  of 
land.  No  doubt,  it  would  pay  him  to 
send  1,000  families  there  ;  but,  in  order 
to  do  that,  he  would  have  to  expend  a 
great  deal  of  money,  and  he  would  re- 
quire very  substantial  assistance.  Then, 
again,  the  tenants  themselves  would 
have  to  be  shown  how  to  reclaim  land, 
and  that  also  would  require  that  assist- 
ance should  be  given  by  the  State.  It 
seemed  to  him  that  the  Amendment  was 
very  fairly  drawn,  and  he  would  give  it 
his  most  hearty  support.  He  really 
thought  the  Bill  would  fail  to  satisfy 
many  large  and  poor  districts  in  Irelana, 
unless  something  were  done  for  the  re- 
clamation of  the  land.  He  had  only 
mentioned  one  district  in  Connemara, 
but  he  was  sure  there  were  20  such  in 
Ireland. 

Mb.  VILLIERS  STUART  said,  that, 
as  he  had  had  a  good  deal  of  personal 
experience  in  the  matter  of  reclamation, 
having  himself  reclaimed  between  200 
and  300  acres,  and  having  a  number  of 
tenants  on  his  property  who  had  re- 
claimed mountain  land,  and  had  done 
very  well  on  it,  he  hoped  the  Committee 
would  forgive  him,  and  not  think  he 
was  trespassing  unduly  on  its  patience, 
if  he  gave  them  the  result  of  his  obser- 
vations. The  land  he  himself  had  re- 
claimed was  in  a  mountainous  district, 
and  was  not  selected  by  any  means  be- 
cause it  promised  a  favourable  result. 
It  had  been  selected  because  it  was  a 
place  where  employment  was  greatly 
needed.  When  the  operations  were 
commenced  he  was  assured  that    the 

ITwmUy-fifth  NigJU.'] 


671 


Zand  Law 


{ COMMONS  I 


(Ir$Iand)  Bill. 


671 


work  would  never  pay;   but,  at  any 
rate,    reclamation    had    been    effected. 
Two    hundred    acres    had   been     sub- 
Boiled   and   50   acres   of  the   land  had 
boon  placed  under  crop.     The  soil  was 
light  and  porous,  and  it  had  been  so 
stony  that  the  country  people  had  given 
it  the  name  of  *Mhe  mother  of  stones." 
The  stones  were  got  out  of  it,  and  oats, 
turnips,  and  potatoes  were  sown.      At 
the  present  moment  those  crops   were 
most  promising,  particularly  the  potato 
crop.     Though  ho  had   not  been  able 
himself  to  go  over  and  see  it,  yet  he 
had  been  assured  that  it  was  one  of  the 
finest  potato  crops  in  that  part  of  the 
country.     The   value   of  the  land  had 
been  raised  from  2s.  to   10/?.  or  12«.  an 
acre.     The  food- producing  power  of  the 
country   had   been   increased ;  employ- 
ment for  something  like  200  men  and 
their  families  had  been  provided  ;  these 
people  had  been  kept  otf  the  rates  for 
18  months;  and  though  the  financial  re- 
sult to  himself  might  not  be  very  bril- 
liant,   still   he   should  not  lose  by  the 
experiment.     He  would  put  it  to  the 
Committee  whether  this  work  had  not 
been  worth  doing?     They  must  not  look 
merely  at  financial  results,  but  consider 
the  gain  to  the  nation  by  increasing  the 
food-producing   power  of   the  country 
and  its  capacity  to  support  an  increased 
population.  On  a  part  of  his  property  the 
tenants  had  within  living  memory  made 
reclamations  from  the  wild  mountain  side, 
and  they  were  now  doing  well  on  their 
farms.     They  wore  not  only  producing 
plenty  of  food  for  themselves  and  their 
families,  but,  by  their  surplus  produc- 
tion, they  had  been  enabled  to  put  by 
money  enough  to  give  good  dowries  to 
their  daughters;  and  in  several  instances 
which  hud  come  under  his  observation 
they  had  saved  enough  money  to  enable 
them  to  buy  new  farms  in  more  favour- 
ably sitimted  lowland  districts.  He  hoped 
the   Committee  would   excuse   Jiim  for 
having  delayed  them  with  these  obser- 
vations ;    but   he  thought   that,  as  he 
had   had  some  personal   experience   in 
the  matter,  he  might  be  allowed  to  take 
part  in  the  debate.     His  experience  was 
that  the  landlord  mig!it  reclaim  waste 
land  without  loss,  but  that  the  tenant, 
with   some   little   assistance,   could   re- 
claim it  at  one-half  the  cost. 

Mil.  T.  R  O'CONNOE  Paid,  the 
speech  of  the  Prime  Minister  very  much 
impressed  him,  and  hud  rather  altered 
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his  (Mr.  O'Oounor'a)  view  on  theqnei- 
tion.    But,  after  all,  he  thought  they 
were  disagreeing  more  about  words  than 
about  realities ;  and  it  would  seem  that 
there  was  not  so  much  difference  be- 
tween the  Prime  Minister  and  them  m 
at  first  sight  appeared.     He  thought 
that  it  would  be  seen  that  it  was  pos- 
sible for  them  to  adopt  a  compromiee 
on  this  question.     They  were  all  agreed 
that  some  of  the  holdings  were  so  iman 
that  it  would  be  advisable  that  thej 
should  be  enlarged  in   some  way  or 
other.     They  were  also  agreed  on  the 
point  that  the  tenants  should  be  afforded 
facilities  for  enlarging  their  holdingii 
by  having  land  to  reclaim,  because  the 
Prime  Minister  had  brought  in  a  sub- 
section which  really  admitted  that  prin- 
ciple.    But  the  point  where  they  began 
to  disagree  was  as  to  whether  there  was 
power  existing  to  give  the  tenants  this 
land  to  reclaim.     What  Irish  Memben 
asked  was  this — Would  the  Qovemment 
give  the  Commission  authority  to  ad- 
vance money  to  the  tenants  to  reclaim  f 
If  the  Prime  Minister  would  consent  to 
give  the  Commission  power  to  take  re- 
claimable  land  in  order  to  g^ve  it  toths 
tenants,  the  whole  question  of  dispute 
between   the  Prime   Minister  and  the 
Irish  Members  fell  to  the  ground.  They 
were  not  asking  the  Stato  to  take  any 
burden  upon  its  shoulders  ;  they  were 
simply  asking  it  to  give  the  labourer 
the  opportunity  of  reclaiming  the  land. 
The  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Carlow  (Mr.  Macfarlane)  raised  the 
question  in   a  more  convenient  form; 
and  he  could  not  think  the  Prime  Hi- 
nister  could  have  any  objection  to  it 
Therefore,  he  would  suggest  that  the 
Amendment  they  were  now  discussing 
should  be  withdrawn. 

Mr.  PAENELL  said,  that  after, 
having  occupied  so  much  time  on  thii 
discussion  it  would  be  a  pity  if  it  were 
not  possible  for  both  sides  of  the  House 
to  come  together,  and  to  arrive  at  some 
practical  result.  lie  was  struck  by  the 
force  of  the  Prime  Minister's  objection 
that  the  work  which  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  City  of  Dublin  wished  to  place 
on  the  Commission  was  not  work  for 
which  the  Commission  was  fitted,  and 
that  it  would  require  a  great  deal  of 
local  inspection  throughout  all  parts  of 
the  country  from  time  to  time — in  fact, 
constant  supervision.  [**No,  no!"] 
Undoubtedly,  this  would  be  so.    Thes9 
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works  of  improTement  and  reclamation 
would  have  to  be  saperintended  in  every 
district  where  they  were  set  on  foot ;  and 
it  was  possible  that  neither  the  Oommis- 
fiion  nor  the  Board  of  Works  would  be 
capable  of  carrying  out  that  supervision. 
But  supposing  they  were  to  give  to 
Boards  of  Guardians  in  Ireland  the  same 
power  that  they  gave  under  this  clause 
to  the  public  Companies,  they  would 
meet  all  the  necessities  of  the  case,  and 
they  should  require  that  this  was  essen- 
tially a  work  of  Poor  Law  relief.  It 
had  acquired  its  prominence  in  this  Bill 
because  of  the  sufferings  of  the  50,000  or 
100,000  small  tenants  in  Ireland.  What 
would  be  the  prospect  of  these  small 
holders  of  whom  Professor  Baldwin 
said — 

"  There  are  60,000  in  five  or  mx  of  the  West- 
ern and  North- Western  Irish  counties  who 
eannot  live  on  their  holdings  unless  they  are 
Weeded  out  and  transferred  to  some  other  place." 

He  did  not  say  that  the  Bill  as  it  stood 
wonld  not  give  them  some  relief.  No 
doubt,  the  rent  clause  would  reduce 
many  of  their  sufferings  to  some  extent, 
and  in  sonae  cases  to  a  large  extent ;  and 
undoubtedly  the  project  for  the  settle- 
ment of  arrears  wnich  the  Ohief  Secre- 
tary placed  on  the  Notice  Paper  would 
favourably  affect  some  of  these  poor 
people  for  a  time.  But  it  would  only  be 
while  the  three  or  four  or  five  or  six  good 
seasons  were  lasting,  and  on  a  recurrence 
of  the  bad  seasons  they  would  be  con- 
fronted with  the  same  difficulty  with 
which  they  were  confronted  in  1879  and 
1880.  Who,  he  would  ask,  were  the 
people  who  created  this  land  movement, 
which  had  cost  some  £5,000,000  or 
£6,000,000  to  keep  in  check,  and  of 
which,  perhaps,  they  had  not  yet  seen 
the  end.  It  had  been  the  small  cottier 
tenants  according  to  the  evidence  of  their 
own  Commission  appointed  to  inquire 
into  the  subject — the  small  cottier  ten- 
ants who  were  concerned  in  the  meeting 
at  Irish  Town  in  lb79.  It  was  th^ 
cottier  tenants  who  kept  alive  that  agi- 
tation, and  spread  it  into  the  county  of 
Galway,  the  county  of  Sligo,  and  partly 
into  the  county  of  Donegal.  In  the 
course  of  (he  following  year  the  tenants 
in  the  rest  of  Ireland,  the  better-off 
tenants,  took  up  the  movement,  and 
brought  it  into  the  position  it  now  occu- 
pied. But  it  was  the  poor  tenants  who 
■tarted  it ;  and  if  the  Government  sup 
posed  they  were  settling  the  Land  Ques- 
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tion  while  they  left  100,000  of  the  people 
of  Ireland  living  in  pig- sties,  where  it 
was  impossible  lor  them  to  obtain  any 
subsistence,  they  were  reckoning  without 
their  host.  It  was,  therefore,  worth 
while  on  the  part  of  the  Committee  to 
devote  a  little  more  time  to  see  whether 
they  could  not  devise  some  practical  plan 
for  the  purpose  of  settling  this  very  dif- 
ficult problem.  He  did  not  ask  the 
Prime  Minister  to  agree  to  the  sugges- 
tion he  might  now  make,  after  listening 
to  the  course  of  the  debate;  but  he 
would  ask  him  if  he  would  not  re-con- 
sider, in  the  light  this  debate  had  thrown 
on  the  matter,  the  question  of  what 
should  be  done  for  these  small  tenants 
in  the  West  of  Ireland.  If  the  Prime 
Minister  would  consider  the  matter  be- 
tween now  and  the  time  when  the  new 
clauses  would  be  moved  later  on,  before 
the  Bill  left  the  Committee,  he  was  sure 
his  hon.  Friend  would  not  think  it  ne- 
cessary to  take  a  division  on  the  present 
Amendment,  especially  as  that  Amend- 
ment was|undoubtedly  open  to  someobjec- 
tion  in  point  of  detail.  The  duties  placed 
on  the  Commission  were  not  the  duties 
they  expected  when  some  of  them  were 
placing  Amendments  on  the  Paper.  The 
matter  was  one  for  careful  consideration  ; 
and,  looking  at  the  shape  which  this 
Bill  had  now  assumed,  he  thought  there 
might  be  a  general  agreement  to  a  clause 
which  might  be  accepted  by  the  Govern- 
ment— something  which  would  give  these 
poor  people  some  hope  of  being  able  to 
live  in  their  own  country.  If  this  hope 
was  not  extended  to  them  there  would  be 
nothing  left  to  the  cottier  tenants  but 
the  Emigration  Clause  of  the  Bill.  He 
did  not  mean  to  say  it  would  be  necessary 
to  emigrate  the  people  in  the  first  year, 
for  he  admitted  to  the  full  extent  that 
the  Bill  would  give  them  some  relief ; 
but  he  would  ask  the  Committee  not 
to  wait  until  they  were  driven  by 
the  emergency  of  coming  famine,  or 
bad  seasons,  into  attempts  at  hasty 
and  ill-considered  legislation  for  reliev- 
ing the  people.  He  had  drafted  an 
Amendment  between  last  night  and 
the  present  moment  which  he  thought 
would  be  satisfactory,  and  which  he 
would  indicate  to  the  Committee.  He 
would  not  move  it  now  after  the  length 
to  which  the  debate  had  gone ;  and,  in 
view  of  the  statement  he  made  last 
night  when  asking^  that  Progress  should 
be  reported,  he  felt  himself  even  pre- 
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eluded  from  bringing  it  on  without  tlie 
consent  of  the  Government.  The  Amend- 
ment was  to  the  effect  that  the  Treasury 
should  authorize  the  Board  of  Works  to 
advance,  from  time  to  time,  any  moneys 
in  their  hands  to  Boards  of  Guardians, 
on  the  security  of  tlie  rates,  for  purposes 
of  reclamation,  or  any  other  agricul- 
tural improvements;  and  that  the  Boards 
of  Guardians  to  whom  such  advances 
were  made  might  purchase  such  lots  of 
land  as  they  thought  desirable,  and  sell 
or  let  them.  The  rates  of  the  Unions 
were  fully  sufficient  to  meet  any  ad- 
vances that  might  be  made.  As  to 
baronial  courts,  they  were  not  repre- 
sentative, but  the  Boards  of  Guardians 
were ;  and  he  trusted  that  in  the  pro- 

fress  of  legislation  they  would  be  ren- 
ered  still  more  representative  than  they 
were  at  present.  It  would  then  be  the 
fault  of  the  local  bodies  if  they  did  not 
do  their  duty  with  regard  to  these  small 
holders.  No  loss  and  no  risk,  when  the 
security  of  the  rates  were  given,  could 
attach  to  the  British  Exchequer.  He  did 
not  wish  to  delay  the  Committee  in 
coming  to  any  decision  they  might  wish 
to  come  to  on  the  Amendment  of  his 
hon.  Friend.  He  would  suggest  to  him 
that  if  they  obtained  some  further  con- 
sideration of  this  complicated  question, 
this  debate  would  not  nave  been  thrown 
away,  and  that  he  might,  under  the  cir- 
cumstances, withdraw  his  Amendment. 

Mh.  GLADSTONE:  If  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber will  be  good  enough  to  put  the  clause 
on  the  Notice  Paper,  I  will  bring  it 
under  the  consideration  of  my  Col- 
leagues. It  is,  no  doubt,  a  most  im- 
portant question. 

Mr.  SHAW  doubted  very  much  whe- 
ther they  could  impose  such  duties  as 
these  upon  Boards  of  Guardians  at  ordi- 
nary times.  No  doubt,  last  year  they 
imposed  some  exceptional  duties  upon 
Boards  of  Guardians ;  but  then  it  must 
be  borne  in  mind  that  the  time  was  one 
of  very  great  distress.  He  doubted  whe- 
ther it  would  be  wise  to  put  this  burden 
upon  them  now.  There  would,  how- 
ever, be  ample  time  to  discuss  the  pro- 
posal when  it  was  formally  before  them. 
He  hoped  they  would  now  allow  the  dis- 
cussion to  end,  and,  no  doubt,  before  the 
Report,  they  would  be  able  to  agree  to 
some  clause  dealing  with  that  part  of 
the  question.  The  Government  had  given 
power  to  the  Board  of  Works  to  make 
advances  to  Companies,  which  might  not 
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mean  speculative  Companies;  andthiy 
had  given  further  powers  to  the  Board  a 
Works  to  make  advances  to  oocnpim^ 
which  were  most  important,  and  whidi, 
in  fact,  he  looked  upon  as  the  moBtin- 
portant  part  of  the  Bill.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  City  of  Galway  (Mr.  T.  R 
O'Connor)  said  they  should  give  tki 
Land  Commission  power  to  tfl^e  thm 
waste  lands ;  but  he  (Mr.  Shaw)  detil/ 
saw  the  difficulty  which  the  Govemmat 
found  in  giving  any  O>mmi88ion  tin 
power  of  taking  large  tracts  of  waili 
lands,  or  unreclaimed  lands,  and  dividing 
them  into  holdings  and  putting  tenuti  . 
upon  the  plots  for  the  purpose  of  canj*   ; 
ing  out  reclamation.     It  would  be  om 
of  the  most  difficult  things  which  the  j 
Government  could  undertake ;  bat,  li 
the   same  time,   he  thought  that  fli 
boundaries  of  the  small  tenants  Bhoold 
be  enlarged,  so  that  the  10  acre  m« 
might,  in   a   very  short   time,  and  it 
a   very  small  outlay,  become  50  toi 
men. 

Sir  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE:! 
agree  very  much  with  the  Committal 
with  regard  to  the  great,  the  very  grnti 
interest  that  attaches  to  this  snbiieti 
and,  at  the  same  time,  the  great  diS- 
oulty  of  this  question ;  and  I  would  idd 
this  remark,  that — in  proportion  as  tlui 
question  is  enlarging,  so  it  is  the  men 
necessary  that  we  should  take  great  cut 
what  we  do  in  regard  to  it.     The  veij 
natural  interest  and  desire  which  erery- 
one  feels  to  enlarge,  as  far  as  possibk, 
the  field  of  profitable  cultivation  in  Lre* 
land  may  very  often  induce  much  too 
sanguine  expectations,  and  may  lead  oi 
to  embark  in  schemes  which,  after  iU« 
are  doomed  from  the  beginning  to  dti- 
appointment.    Therefore,  I  thii&itveij 
unwise  to  plunge  into  anything  of  thu 
kind   without   considering  how  far  it 
would  answer.    The  proposal  in  the  Bill 
with  regard  to  Companies  is  a  very  simple 
proposal,and  the  readiness  which,!  think, 
has  been  expressed  by  the  Government 
to  consider  whether  they  can  go  further 
in  this  matter  is  a  symptom  which  oughl 
to  induce  the  Committee,  and  those  spe- 
cially interested  in  the  object  in  viev, 
not  to  press  the  Government  too  hard, 
but  to  give  the  Government  the  oppor- 
tunity of  carefully  considering  and  ad- 
justing such  proposals  as  they  think  it 
possible  to  bring  forward.     I  tiiink  that 
wo  should  be  acting  rashly,  not  only  in 
the  interests  of  the  Exchequer,  but  in 
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the  intereste   of  Ireland,  if  we  were 
to  press  the  Govemment  to  undertake 
schemes  wbioh,  after  all,  are  not  properly 
deyised  and  matured.    It  is  a  very  dan- 
gerous thing  to  encourage  people   to 
believe  that  by  advancing  money,  or  by 
any  other  way,  you  can  turn  their  plot 
of  land,  which  may  be  a  very  bad  one, 
into    a  very  profitable    holding.      No 
doubt,  there  are  parts  of  Ireland  where 
a  great  deal  has  been  done  by  such 
men  as  the  hon.  Member  for  ualway 
(Mr.   Mitchell    Henry),   and  the  hon. 
Member   for  Waterford    (Mr.  Yilliers 
Stuart),  and  others,  in  the  way  of  in- 
oreasing  and  developing  the   holdings 
of  the  tenantry;  but  those  are   Qen- 
tiemen  who  know  what  they  are  about, 
and  I  think  that  undertakings  of  this 
sort  ought  not  to  be  entered  upon  with- 
out very  great  care.     I  trust  that  the 
interesting  discussion  that  we  have  had 
will  not  be  without  its  effects,  and  that 
before  we  finally  settle  the  matter  some- 
thing further  may  be  done. 

Mb.  BABBAN  said,   that   knowing 
that  this   Bill  would  come  before  the 
House  this  Session,  he  spent  the  Autumn 
Vacation  in  going  through  those  districts 
in  Ireland  which  had  been  described  as 
congested   with  population.      Amongst 
other  places  he  visited  the  neighbour- 
hood of  Ballycroy,  where  there  were  great 
reclamation  works  in  operation.    A  con- 
siderable  quantity  of  waste  land  was 
taken  by  a  priest  on  a  long  lease,  and 
handed  over  in  plots  to  a  number  of 
tenants.     The  people  had  gone  to  work 
upon  it,  and  had  reclaimed  it,  and  their 
efforts  had  been  crowned  with  signal 
success.     He  had  been  assured  on  all 
hands  by  persons  best  qualified  to  judge 
that  there  were  many  thousands  of  acres 
of  land  in  Ireland  that  could  be  profit- 
ably reclaimed  just  as  the  land  he  had 
referred  to  had  been.     In  his  journey  in 
the  neighbourhood  of  Olengariff  he  met 
with  a  magistrate,  who  told  him  that  if 
he  would  just  walk  along  with  him  to 
the  top  of  the  hill  he  would  show  him 
10,000  acres  of  land,  none  of  it  more 
than  600   feet  above  the  level  of  the 
sea,  and   all  of  which  would  pay  for 
reclamation,    although,    in   its  present 
condition,    it  was    not   worth    2s.    6d, 
per  acre  fee  simple.    Said  that  gentle- 
man— "  The  only  thing  that  can  at  all 
stand   in    the  way  of  this  reclamation 
would  be  the  question  of  cost."    Now, 
was  a  large  and  comprehensive  Bill, 


and  they  all  rejoiced  that  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister had  been  able  to  meet  the  demands 
of  both  that  and  the  other  side  of  the 
House.  But  he  was  sure  that  unless 
this  Eeclamatlon  Clause  was  made  so  as 
to  comprehend  pretty  nearly  that  which 
had  been  indicated  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Parnell)  they 
would  not  by  any  means  get  over  their 
difficulties.  In  the  West  of  Ireland  the 
normal  condition  of  the  people  was  very 
bad.  They  had  a  large  population  that 
depended  largely  for  its  subsistence  upon 
the  result  of  labour  performed  in  Eng- 
land, Scotland,  and  Wales.  The  im- 
provements introduced  in  the  last  few 
years  in  connection  with  agricultural 
pursuits  in  those  counties  had  dimi- 
nished very  largely  the  demand  for 
labour  from  the  West  of  Ireland,  and 
therefore  those  poor  people  had  not  the 
same  means  of  subsistence  that  they  had 
in  the  past.  If  by  any  possibility  the 
Prime  Minister  could  provide  for  the 
employment  of  this  congested  popula- 
tion, he  felt  satisfied  that  it  would  be 
one  of  the  most  acceptable  provisions  of 
the  Bill  in  the  minds  and  hearts  of  the 
Irish  people.  He  did  hope  that  some- 
thing would  be  done,  and  he  spoke  on 
behalf  of  his  own  constituents  in  this, 
matter,  when  he  ventured  to  say  that  if 
a  sacrifice  was  to  be  made  for  the  pro- 
motion of  the  well-being  of  these  people 
they  would  very  much  rather  make  a 
sacrifice  in  the  direction  that  he  now 
indicated,  than  for  the  purpose  of  con- 
tinuing the  measures  they  had  had  to 
take  for  the  purpose  of  preserving  the 
peace  of  Ireland. 

Mb.  BIQGAB  said,  he  understood  the 
hon.  G-entleman  to  withdraw  his  Amend- 
ment for  the  reason  that  if  it  was  nega- 
tived it  might  be  subsequently  held  that 
some  other  proposition  that  the  Govern- 
ment might  be  prepared  to  agree  to 
could  not  be  entertained. 

Mb.  MITCHELL  HENEY  said,  he 
fully  expected  the  hon.  Gentleman  who 
moved  the  Amendment  would,  after  what 
had  been  said,  withdraw  it.  ['*No, 
no  !  "]  Well,  if  the  hon.  Member  did 
not  consent  to  withdraw  it,  he  (Mr. 
Mitchell  Henry)  should  have  either  to 
negative  or  vote  against  it.  What  he 
wanted  was  to  get  something  done,  and 
he  did  not  wish  to  see  the  Amendment 
put  for  the  sake  of  having  a  large  ma- 
jority against  it. 

Amendment  negatived, 
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Me.  MACFAELANE  said,  the  next 
Amendment  on  the  Paper  was  in  his 
name ;  but  as  it  had  been  suggested  to 
him  that  it  would  be  better  for  him  not 
to  move  it,  he  should  not  ask  the  Com- 
mittee to  consider  it. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  26  (Emigration). 

Sir  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  moved, 
in  page  18.  line  12,  at  beginning,  in- 
sert— 

"  On  obtaining  snfficiont  security  for  the 
repayment  of  moneys  advanced  under  this  sec- 
tion." 

If  the  Government  were  going  to  per- 
severe with  this  clause  it  was  extremely 
desirable  that  it  should  be  put  upon  a 
safe  footing,  and  that  the  public  money 
should  not  bo  advanced  witliout  suffi- 
cient security.  In  that  view  he  had 
placed  an  Amendment  on  the  Paper, 
because  he  had  some  doubt  whether,  as. 
the  clause  stood,  there  was  sufRciont 
security  for  the  repayment  of  moneys 
advanced  to  Canada,  or  the  Colonies, 
or  to  Companies.  He  was  very  dis- 
trustful of  a  scheme  which  would  seem 
to  advance  money  to  the  Government  of 
Canada,  and  for  two  or  three  reasons. 
It  seemed  to  him  that  considering  the 
peculiar  relations  which  existed  between 
this  country  and  Canada  that  money 
should  not  be  advanced  by  this  country 
without  security.  Great  complications 
might  arise  between  this  country  and 
Canada,  and  we  might  have  great  diffi- 
culty in  getting  back  our  money.  He 
confessed  to  a  sort  of  prejudice  which  he 
entertained  with  regard  to  advances  in 
Canada,  and  this  had  been  a  good  deal 
caused  by  what  seemed  to  him  an  im- 
reasonable  scheme  by  the  Government 
of  Canada.  The  Government  of  Canada 
wanted  to  fill  up  their  waste  lands  and 
to  dispose  of  them,  and  they  had  a  pro- 
position with  regard  to  emigration  that 
this  country,  at  our  sole  risk  and  charge, 
should  advance  money  for  emigration  to 
Canada,  and  not  only  to  advance,  but 
to  guarantee  the  Government  of  Canada 
from  any  loss  which  might  result  from 
the  turning  of  the  emigrants  into  pau- 
pers. The  Government  of  Canada  had 
been  long  anxious  to  get  rid  of  their 
waste  lands,  and  they  had  sent  adver- 
tisements to  this  country  to  get  rid  of 
them ;  but  they  were  not  willing  to  con- 
tribute to  the  expense  themselves.  For 
that  reason  he  feared  that  very  consider- 


able complication  would  arise  if  ihij 
advanced  money  to  Canada  withont  nj 
specific  security.  He  was  also  appn* 
hensive  that  this  might  give  rise  to  a 
great  deal  of  land  jobbing.  They  faief 
that  British  Colonists,  when  they  wm 
not  checked  by  the  Mother  GoontiT, 
indulged  in  land  jobbing.  The  Amen- 
cans  adopted  a  very  much  wiser  counii 
for  they  never  allowed  Colonists  to  dii- 
pose  of  their  waste  lands.  No  donU 
latterly,  to  promote  railways,  ltr||f 
grants  of  land  had  been  made,  and  tls 
had  led  to  land  iobbing.  He  belienl 
that  very  great  land  jobbing  was  now 
going  on  in  Canada,  and  large  tracts  fl( 
Manitoba  were  granted  on  easy  teniNi 
There  was  another  reason  why  thcj 
should  not  advance  money  for  emign- 
tion  to  Canada. .  He  was  in  the  West  of 
Ireland  last  autumn,  and  he  mast  mj 
that  of  all  the  nations  of  Europe  thij 
were  the  most  unfitted  to  emigrtto. 
What  were  they  to  expect  from  peofl* 
living  in  those  miserable  cabins  tut 
they  were  only  able  to  live  in,  becaui 
the  suhimers  and  winters  were  miU. 
How  were  they  to  expect  those  peop^ 
who  hitherto  had  not  shown  over  mneh 
energy,  to  go  through  the  seven  monthi 
of  severe  winter  in  Manitoba  ?  He  ooi- 
fessed  that  he  had  doubts  as  to  whsthc 
they  would  succeed.  In  Minnesota  the 
Scandinavians,  Norwegians,  and  Swedeii 
who  were  accustomed  to  work  and  who 
had  indomitable  perseverance,  had  got  on 
with  considerable  success.  It  was  only 
the  best  of  the  Irish  people  who  ooaU 
succeed  there.  Therefore,  he  vexy  mw^ 
distrusted  the  proposal  of  allowing  tht 
Government  of  Canada  to  have  the 
people  of  the  West  of  Ireland.  He  did 
not  feel  disposed  to  press  the  Amend- 
ment if  the  Government  did  not  accept 
it. 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  page  18,  line  12,  before  the  fint  void 
"The,"  to  insert  the  words  "On  obtaiiuDg 
sufficient  security  for  the  repayment  of  monof* 
advanced  under  this  section." — {Sir  (?i*^ 
Campbell,) 

Question  proposed,  "That  those  wordi 
be  there  inserted." 

Mr.  NOBTHCOTE  said,  he  had  no 
objection  to  the  insertion  of  the  words 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Kirkcaldy.  The 
reason  he  had  risen  was  because  he  was 
connected  with  Companies  in  Manitobt 
and  Minnesota  owning  altogether  aonM 
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30,000,000  acres,  and  after  the  insi- 
nuation and  the  charge  which  the  hon. 
Memher  had  made  with  regard  to  land 
jobhing  hy  people  in  the  North  West, 
he  thought  it  was  due  to  the  gentlemen 
with  whom  he  was  associated  to  say 
that  they  on  their  part  would  certainly 
not  be  guilty  of  anything  in  the  na- 
ture of  land  jobbing ;  and  when  he  told 
the  Committee  that  they  sold  their  land 
at  the  price  of  5«.  per  acre,  the  fact  of  so 
much  land  being  in  the  market  at  that 
rate  did  not  afford  very  general  scope 
for  land  jobbing.   He  should  like  to  say 
one  word  upion  the  Emigration  Clause ; 
and,  speaking  for  himself,  he  should  be 
very  sorry  if  the  Government  Land  Bill 
suggested  emigration  as  the  sole  remedy 
for  distress.     He  certainly  thought  that 
it  would  not  be  a  statesmanlike  act  at 
all  if  they  found  no  other  remedy  for 
Irish    distress  than  by  taking  people 
out  of  the  country.      He  hoped  that 
hon.  Gentlemen  from  Ireland  would  not 
continue  their  hostility  to  this  clause  to 
the  bitter  end,  because  this  clause  was 
really  in  the  nature  of  an  alternative. 
By  another  part  of  the  Bill  which  they 
had  just  been  discussing,    the  option 
was  given  to  the  Irish  tenant  to  stay  at 
home  and  cultivate  those  reclaimable 
lands,  of  which  it  was  stated,  and  of 
which  he  entertained  no   doubt,   that 
there  were  many  thousands,  or  perhaps 
millions,  of  acres  in  Ireland,    ^ut  he 
could  not  see  why  hon.  Gentlemen  could 
entertain  an v  objection  to  the  alternative 
being  offered  to  the  labourer  if  he  wished 
to  transfer  his  labour  to  another  country. 
It  was  merely  an  alternative ;  and,  cer- 
tainly, even  if  it  were  possible  to  enforce 
or  compel  emigration,  he  did  not  suppose 
that  any  British  Government  would  at- 
tempt to  force  people  to  emigrate.  There 
was  one  remark  which  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man opposite  (Sir  George    Campbell) 
made  in  which  he  agreed  to  a  very  con- 
siderable  extent,  and  that  was  in  the 
warning  which  he  addressed  to    Her 
Majesty's  Government,  that  they  should 
not  send  out  the  extreme  paupers— the 
very  poor  Irish,  who,  perhaps,  had  not 
been  accustomed  to  work,  but  who  had 
picked  up  a  living  as  they  could — and  ship 
them  off  bodily  without  making  any  pro- 
vision for  them,  because  they  might  perish 
in  the  undoubtedly  somewhat  severe  cli- 
mate of  Manitoba.     He  thought  that  it 
would   be  very  necessary  indeed   that 
in  advances  under  those  dausea  Her 


Majesty's  Government  should  take  g^eat 
care  to  use  every  precaution  to  ascertain 
that  proper  steps  and  proper  arrange- 
ments would  be  made  when  they  reached 
the  other  side  for  the  receiving  of  them 
in  any  part  of  Canada  to  which  they 
might  be  going.  As  a  matter  of  fact, 
the  hon.  Gentleman  (Sir  George  Camp- 
bell) had  somewhat  over-coloured  his 
statement,  because  he  himself  was  con- 
nected with  a  Company  in  Minnesota  in 
which  there  was  a  considerable  number 
of  Irish  ^migrants ;  and  although  it  was 
quite  true  that  they  did  not  tiirive  so 
well,  or  earn  such  high  wages  as  Scan- 
dinavians, he  was  informed  that  their 
position  was  improving  every  year,  and 
was  materially  better  than  it  was  in  their 
own  country.  He  wished  to  say  one 
word  on  the  general  question  of  emigra- 
tion. He  thought  it  was  very  important 
indeed  that,  in  any  steps  which  the  Go- 
vernment took,  they  should  provide  as 
far  as  possible,  not  merely  for  the  emi- 
gration of  young  men  and  young  women, 
but  for  assisting  the  emigration  of  whole 
families  or  districts.  It  seemed  to  him 
that  the  reason  was  very  obvious,  and 
it  was  very  desirable  that  the  natural 
pang  of  leaving  their  native  land  should 
be  in  every  way  possible  softened  ;  and 
he  could  see  no  readier  way  of  soften- 
ing that  pang  than  by  having  their  pa- 
rents, or  neighbours  and  friends  going 
to  a  more  prosperous  clime  to  renew  the 
old  associations  of  youth.  Although 
it  might  not  be,  economically,  the 
most  prudent  thing  to  do,  on  political 
grounds  he  thought  it  was  most  desir- 
able that  families,  or  districts  even, 
should  be  assisted  to  emigrate ;  and  he 
mubt  confess  that  he  should  be  very 
glad  indeed  if  the  native  pastors  could 
be  induced  to  accompany  them.  It 
was  said  that  emigration  should  be 
discountenanced  on  account  of  the  com- 
mercial loss  to  the  country.  Although 
it  was  quite  possible  that  the  value  of  an 
emigrant  to  Canada  or  the  United  States 
might  be  £100,  more  or  less,  that  did 
not  at  all  represent  his  value  to  the 
country  which  he  left,  because  in  Ire- 
land a  man  who  had  to  live  on  charity 
was  of  no  commercial  value.  He 
begged  to  thank  the  Committee  for 
having  heard  him.  He  only  got  up  on 
account  of  the  charge  made  by  the  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite,  which  he  was  very 
anxious  to  disclaim  on  behalf  of  those 
with  whom  he  was  connected.  He  should 
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give  this  clause  hia  most  cordial  support, 
and  lie  trn<»tod  tliat  most  beneficial  re- 
sults would  flow  from  it. 

TriE  C^ATR^rAN  :  I  must  point  out 
that  I  am  not  keopinq:  bon.  Members 
closely  to  the  Amendments,  because 
thore  are  only  two  or  three  Amendments 
to  the  whole  clause,  and  they  all  involve 
similar  principles,  and  if  I  were  to  be  as 
strict  as  usual  we  should  have  the  dis- 
cussion too  proloncrod. 

Mr.  RATIIBONE  had  not  hitherto 
said  a  word  on  this  subject.  Hie  wished 
very  much  to  appeal  to  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers in  the  IIouso  with  whom  he  had  so 
often  acted.  Ho  had  been  interested  and 
actually  enpap^ed  in  the  relief  of  Irish 
distress  from  1847  to  the  present  time. 
And  he  ventured  to  say,  in  looking  back, 
that  no  money  that  he  had  spent  or 
seen  spent,  and  no  labour  that  had  been 
given,  had,  to  his  mind,  produced  more 
permanent  and  real  ffood,  both  to  the 
labourer  on  whom  it  was  spent,  the 
country  from  which  they  wore  sent,  and 
the  country  to  which  they  went,  than 
the  money  which  was  spent  judiciously 
and  carefully  in  emigration.  He  ap- 
pealed to  Irish  Members  not  to  oppose 
this  system  of  emigration,  but  to  insist 
tliat  proper  regulationsshouldbeadopted, 
and  care  taken,  in  order  that  it  might  be 
of  benefit  to  Ireland.  Ho  entirely  agreed 
with  the  opposition  that  had  been  raised 
by  Catholic  priests  and  by  religious  men 
of  all  denominations  against  a  certain 
kind  of  emigration  that  had  gone  for- 
ward. The  poor  Irishman  wa«»  taken 
from  his  country,  where  he  had  been 
half-starved,  and  he  was  put  into  a  large 
town  in  America,  where  he  had  high 
wages  and  cheap  spirits.  It  was  not  in 
human  nature  that  a  man  shcuild  not 
lose  both  his  morality  and  his  religion 
xmder  such  circumstances ;  and  he  con- 
sidered that  the  pastors  were  perfectly 
right  in  opposing  emicrration  so  long  as 
it  took  that  form.  There  was  a  great 
deal  of  attention  being  given  to  the  sub- 
joft  of  emigration  ;  and  some  of  the  best 
Irishmen,  though  they  differed  from  him 
in  politics,  would  be  willing  to  follow 
the  leadership  of  Mr.Kavanagh  to  estab- 
lisli  a  sytem  of  emigration  in  which  the 
religious  pastors  of  those  who  emigrated 
should  either  accompany  their  emigrants, 
or  that  provision  should  be  made  on  the 
shores  of  America  against  their  being 
exposed  to  the  dreadful  peril  both  to 
their  religion   and  morality.      Surely, 

J/r,  Northcote 


when  they  looked  at  the  state  of  the  Iridi 
people  at  home  and  in  America,  then 
would  not  be  an  Irish  Member  vlio 
would  not  join  in  tr3dnG:  to  remedy  flia 
evil  that  existed.  In  Liverpool,  daring 
the  last  Famine,  they  sent  the  best  mn 
they  could  find  to  investigate  how  thef 
could  be  most  useful.  Thev  sent  tbem 
to  Galway  and  Donegal  and  other  parfik 
and  they  were  accompanied  by  one  of 
the  ablest  men  he  knew — Pather  Nnsrati 
a  Catholic  priest  in  Liverpool.  Whit 
did  those  men  report  ?  They  said  thej 
could  save  the  people  from  suffering  bjf 
emigration ;  but  if  they  gave  them  Am 
whole  land  of  Donegal  they  conld  not 
live  decently.  Under  their  advice,  tnl 
out  of  the  fund  which  Pather  Nnitn^ 
had  collected,  they  sent  800  people  from 
Donegal  and  the  neighbourhood  to 
America.  They  were  consigned  to  the 
charge  of  the  Bishop  of  the  district,  tnl 
these  poor  fellows,  from  starvation  in 
Donegal,  found  a  house  and  160  aeni 
of  land,  with  a  guarantee  of  a  dollar  i- 
day  until  their  crops  were  ready.  Did 
they  wish  to  stop  these  poor  fellowi 
going  from  where  they  were  poor  and  a 
source  of  poverty  to  others  to  a  conntiy 
where  they  would  be  rich,  and  a  wnioe 
of  riches,  and  where  they  would  be  in 
the  charge  of  those  very  pastors  to  whom 
they  were  so  much  attached.  He  ap- 
pealed to  Irish  Members  not  to  stop  tWi 
beneficent  work,  but  to  aid  them  in 
taking  care  that  they  should  so  act  tbat 
the  men's  bodies  as  well  as  their  eonli 
should  be  benefited. 

Sir  WALTEEB.  B ARTTELOT  aaid, 
he  had  carefully  looked  at  this  clanse, 
and  it  certainly  was  one  which  had  asto- 
nished him ;  for  a  more  imperfect  and 
worse-drawn  clause  he  had  never  read. 
It  described  nothing.  It  did  not  tdl 
them  what  was  to  be  done.  There  was 
no  scheme  of  emigration,  which  was  the 
one  thing  that  everybody  had  looked  to 
for  the  salvation  of  the  Western  portionfl 
of  Ireland.  They  had  a  right  to  ask 
the  Government  whether  behind  thifl 
clause  they  had  not  got  some  scheme; 
and  he  would  ask  the  Chief  Secretavy, 
or  the  Prime  Minister,  or  anyone  of  the 
Government  who  had  studied  this  qaes- 
tion,  what  the  scheme  was  by  whid 
emigration  was  to  be  conducted  for  re* 
lieving  the  Western  portions  of  Ire* 
land  from  that  ohronio  state  of  semi- 
starvation  which  always  existed  there, 
because  without  it  the  Bill  wonld  do 
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no  good  whatever.     He  was  not  going 
into  the  question ;  but  he  would  state 
that  there  was  not  one  Irishman  who 
would    deny   that    the   greatest    relief 
that  could  be  conferred  upon  Ireland 
would  be  that  some  hundreds  of  thou- 
sands of  people  in  the  Western  por- 
tions of  Ireland  should  be  placed  else- 
where that  on  those  farms  where  they 
now  were.    The  hon.  Member  for  the 
City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Pamell)  had  stated 
that  there  were  over  250,000  tenants 
holding  farms  of  less  than  four  acres,  on 
which  it  was  impossible  for  them  to  live. 
What  were  they  going  to  do  with  these 
people?     The  Gbvemment  of  Canada 
and  other  Oovemments  would  take  no- 
body but  able-bodied  men  and  able- 
bodied  women ;  they  were  not  going  to 
take  families  who  would  go  out  there 
and  be  of  no  use  to  them.    What  they 
had  got  to  do  was  to  have  a  proper  and 
well-constituted  Emigration  Board,  who 
would  be  able  to  overlook  the  districts, 
and  be  guided  by  circumstances  as  to 
who  should  emigrate,  and  then  consoli- 
date the  holdings,  so  that  the  people 
might  be  able  to  live  on  them.    They 
ought  not  to  pass  this  clause  now  with- 
out having  come  to  some  determination 
that  it  should  be  a  clause  for  the  pur- 
poses for  which  it  was  intended — namely, 
the  relief  of  that  ever-growing  distress 
which  they  found  continuously  amount- 
ing almost  to  perpetual  famine  in  the 
Western  portions  of  Ireland.   The  right 
hon.Oentleman  would  not  attempt  to  deny 
it,  or  for  one  moment  admit,  that  this 
clause  contained  all  that  was  necessary. 
It  seemed  to  him  that  this  clause  was  an 
after-thought  and  a  makeshift.     There 
was  no  scheme  of  emigration,  and  there 
really  ought  to  be  a  definite  scheme, 
showing  what  ought  to  be  done.     Until 
this  was  accomplished  by  the  Govern- 
ment, they  would  have  done  but  little  to 
stay  those  dangers  which  would  be  per- 
petual, and  would  be  ever  recurring. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE:  Undoubtedly 
the  clause  contains  no  scheme  of  emi- 
gration, and  I  do  not  think  that  it  ought 
to  contain  a  scheme  of  emigration.  I 
do  not  think  that  the  Government  ought 
to  undertake  the  management  and  pro- 
motion of  a  scheme  of  emigration  for 
Ireland  ;  and,  therefore,  I  do  distinctly 
intimate  to  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentle- 
man (Sir  Walter  B.  Barttelot)  that,  so 
fiar  as  his  ideas  go,  we  are  not  prepared 
to  caxry  them  out,  except  to  a  very 


limited  extent.  Not  that  we  are  not 
able  to  enter  into  them  at  all,  because  I 
am  prepared  to  admit  that  there  are 
words  to  be  put  into  this  clause,  and  sudi 
words  as  my  hon.  Friend  behind  me 
(Mr.  Bathbone)  has  suggested.  They 
are  a  development  of  the  words  in  the 
clause  already ;  but  I  do  not  hesitate  to 
say  they  are  a  development  which  may 
be  necessary.  A  portion  of  the  clause 
declares  that  the  agreements  shall  be 
made  with  the  concurrence  of  the  Trea- 
sury. And  the  Commission  on  such 
agreements  shall  contain  provisions  re- 
lative to  the  mode  of  the  application  of 
the  loans,  and  securing  the  repayment 
thereof  to  the  Commission,  and  for  other 
purposes.  Under  the  words  ''applica- 
tion of  the  loans,"  and  under  the  words, 
"and  for  other  purposes,"  the  inten- 
tion is  to  convey  that  the  Commission 
is  not  to  look  simply  to  the  fact  that 
certain  solvent  and  capable  bodies,  whe- 
ther they  be  Governments  or  whether 
they  be  Companies,  are  about  to  under- 
take the  transport  of  emigrants  over  the 
sea,  but  that  the  Commission  is  to  be 
responsible  for  the  propriety,  morality, 
and  generally  satisfactory  conduct  of 
these  arrangements.  To  that  extent  the 
clause  is  intended  to  go — beyond  that 
extent  it  is  not  intended  to  go ;  and  I 
should,  for  one,  and  the  Government 
would  distinctly  object  to  any  scheme 
which  would  unquestionably  give  to  the 
people  of  Ireland  the  notion — perhaps 
the  more  than  plausible  notion — that 
the  Government  entertained  plans  and 
desires  of  something  like  the  depopula- 
tion of  that  country.  On  that  point  I 
have  only  to  say  that  we  consider  that 
the  securing  the  interests  of  the  emi- 
grants to  be  within  the  proper  purview 
of  the  Commission.  With  regard  to  the 
Amendment  before  us,  I  own  that  I  do 
not  see  any  necessity  for  it.  I  think 
that  if  my  hon.  Friend  will  examine  the 
clause  more  closely,  he  will  find  that  the 
clause  gives  power  to  the  Commission  to 
make  provisions  relative  to  the  main- 
tenance of  the  loan  as  well  as  its  appli- 
cation and  securing  repayment  of  the 
loan,  and  has  no  reference  at  all  to  the 
transactions  with  Companies  or  with  the 
Governments.  I  have  no  objection  at 
all  in  principle  to  his  words,  nor  do  I 
think  that  they  will  do  any  harm ;  but  I 
believe  that  they  are  provided  for  in  the 
clause  as  it  stands.  As  to  the  clause 
generally,  I  need  not  describe  it  more 


687 


Land  Law 


(COMMONS) 


(Ireland)  BiU. 


pnrtioularly  tlian  I  did  last  niglit.  I 
think  I  ma  J  pay  a  word  as  to  the  spirit 
in  whioh  tlio  Goveriniiont  have  intro- 
du<!ed  this  rlauRO.  Thoy  did  not  think 
thenisolvoa  ju8tiliod  in  ontir^ly  overlook- 
ing emigration,  and  they  did  it  with  the 
intention  which  I  have  again  signified 
of  carefully  listening  and  allowing  very 
great  weight  to  the  deliberate  expression 
of  the  judgment  and  opinions  of  the 
generality  of  Irish  Moiiibcrd  without 
distinction  or  Party  or  section.  What 
we  want  is  a  reasonable  expression  of 
opinion  by  those  wlio  certainly  have, 
upon  the  whole,  a  greater  capacity  to 
judge  than  we  possess  on  this  subject. 
One  hon.  Member  said  that  the  Canadian 
Government  would  not  be  disposed  to 
take  anyone  but  able-bodied  persons. 
Now,  upon  that  subject,  I  entirely  con- 
cur with  what  has  been  said  by  the  hon. 
lilember  for  Exeter  (Mr.  Northcote). 
Emigration  of  this  kind,  if  it  were  limited 
absolutely  to  families,  would  not  do,  be- 
cause there  would  bo  cases  in  wliich  a 
man  might  not  have  a  family,  and  there 
would  be  some  men  who  would  not  emi- 
grate with  families ;  but,  unquestion- 
ably, we  should  not  object  to  the  inser- 
tion of  words  for  the  purpose  of  showing 
that  tlie  emigration  of  families  was  the 
principal  idea.  I  must  say  that  it  was 
with  great  pain  that  1  heard  imputed 
to  the  Government  the  entertaining  of 
some  latent  scheme  for  getting  rid  of 
the  Irish  people.  I  wish  to  disclaim 
any  such  thing.  I  must  say  that  reason 
and  common  sense  would  show  that,  if 
we  had  no  other  desire  in  our  minds  than 
to  see  the  people  of  Ireland  cleared  ofi'the 
soil  of  Ireland,  we  might  have  con- 
trived some  better  and  some  less  cum- 
brous process  than  emigration.  [Mr. 
IIealy  :  Buckshot.]  Well,  as  to  that 
expression  from  a  single  Member,  I  do 
not  think  that  I  ought  to  notice  it.  I 
do  nf)t  know  who  it  was  gave  utterance 
to  it ;  but  I  trust  that  in  his  more  sober 
moments  he  will  regret  having  allowed 
fcuch  an  expression  to  escape  his  lips. 
Sir,  the  sort  of  emigration,  undoubtedly, 
that  we  supposed  must  arise  under  a 
clause  of  this  kind  is  organized  emigra- 
tion. I  may  say  highly  organized  emi- 
gration— emigration  of  the  kind  de- 
scribed by  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Exeter — certainly  of  fa- 
milies, or  even  of  labourers,  in  a  dis- 
trict, and  posLsibly  of  communities;  and 
if  of  communities,  then,  probably,  in  no 
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way  could  it  be  bo  beneficial  as  nndar 
the  guidance  or  companionship  and  u- 
Hi stance  of  their  pastors.     It  appean  to 
many  of  us  that  there  will  be  a  grot 
many  faults  to  find,  if  hon.  Memben 
attempt  prematurely  to  canvass  all  tliB 
severtU  provisions  of  this  Sill ;  and  I  do 
object  to  any  assumption  now  astotbs 
likelihood  that  a  clatise  of  this  kind  maj 
operate  largely  or  narrowly.    We  htit 
endeavoured  to  place  it  so  that  if  it  don 
operate  largely,  it  shall  operate  onljis 
conformity  with  the  perfectly  free  wulol 
the  people  themselves ;  and  every  othff 
security  that  can  be  supplied  will  bo 
taken  for  the  well-being  of  those  who 
emigrate.     There  is  one  point  on  wUdi 
I  must  own  there  is  some  scruple  in  mj 
mind.     Voluntary  emigration  from  In- 
land now  is  the  emigration  which  wo 
have  no  desire  to  promote ;  and  I  do  not 
think  it  is  desirable  for  us  to  promoto 
it,  but  we  ought  not  factiously  to  object^ 
and  there  is  a  consideration  which  wo 
ought  to  weigh,  and  upon  which  I  shonli 
be  glad  to  have  the  opinion  of  thoie 
better  informed  than  myself —namelj, 
that  the  intervention  of  the  Govemmenfi 
and  the  offer  of  the  Government  to  do 
or  even  assist  in  doing  certain  thiogSi 
may  have  a  certain  amount  of  tendoocj 
to  prevent  private  persons  from  Apply- 
ing themselves  and  their  own  resoumi 
to  the  doing  of  that  thing.    I  do  not 
dwell  upon  that  matter  at  the  preaeot 
moment ;   but  what  I  say  is,  that  it  ii 
perfectly  worthy  of  dispassionate  con- 
sideration on  this  clause.     With  regtid 
to  the  Government  of  Canada,  it  is  C6^ 
tainly  quite  inaccurate  to  suppose  thift 
the  efforts  made  by  the  Government  of 
Canada,    as  far  as  they   were  in  off 
knowledge,  contemplate  in  any  way  that 
more  emigration  of  the  labourers,  vhidi 
hon.  Gentlemen  justly  view  with  mil' 
giving  and  disapproval.     The  languago 
of  the  Government  of  Canada,  as  far  ai 
it  has  gone,  and  it  has  not  reached  anj- 
thing  like  a  matured  or  practical  schemOf 
undoubtedly  proceeds  entirely  upon  th0 
supposition,  first  of  all,  of  the  emigrft' 
tion  of  families;  and,  secondly,  of  th^ 
location  of  these  families  upon  plots  0> 
land  under  a  combined   system  whicb 
would  keep  them  together  in  Canada  90 
in  Ireland.     Now,  Sir,  with  regard  tP 
the  imputation  of  our  desire  to  depopU'^ 
lato  Ireland,  I  will   speak  for  myself^ 
and  make  the  frank  confession  that  I 
am  not  one  of  those  who  view  with  satis- 
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faction  the  decrease  in  numbers  of  any 
population.  I  wish  to  see  man  increaae 
and  multiply  upon  the  earth,  and  not  to 
see  him  dwindle  and  pass  away.  It  is 
very  satisfactory  to  me  to  oonsider  that 
there  is  no  country  in  Europe  in  which 
greater  progress  towards  a  tolerable 
state  of  physical  life,  or  even  so  great 
progress  towards  such  a  state,  among 
the  poorer  part  of  the  population,  has 
been  made  during  the  last  30  years  as 
in  Ireland.  But  I  must  confess  that  the 
feeling  is  greatly  dashed  and  qualified 
in  my  mind  when  I  consider  that  it  is 
accompanied  by  such  a  vast  removal  of 
the  population — not  a  removal  in  the 
strict  sense  of  the  word,  but  still  in- 
voluntary from  its  being  due,  in  an 
enormous  proportion,  to  the  pressure  of 
want,  such  as  constitutes  something  like 
a  necessity.  I  have  a  certain  amount  of 
sympathy  with  the  jealousy  of  some 
Irish  Members.  I  think  they  are  right 
in  a  desire  to  see  their  own  people  happy 
at  home  instead  of  seeing  them  happy 
abroad.  We  are  doing  what  we  can 
towards  making  them  happy  at  home ; 
but  in  doing  so  we  know  very  well  what 
are  the  delays  and  what  the  obstacles 
to  the  accomplishment  even  of  the  best 
conducted  schemes  of  human  legislation  ; 
and,  therefore,  we  do  not  feel  justified 
in  entirely  shutting  the  door  upon  plans 
which,  pending  the  period  when  the 
population  of  Ireland  may  be  in  a  satis- 
factory condition  at  home,  we  may  give  a 
good  alternative,  such  as  is  described  by 
my  hon.  Friend  behind  me  (Mr.  Hath- 
bone),  of  finding  a  comfort  abroad  which 
they  cannot  find  in  their  own  land.  I 
think  this  is,  upon  the  whole,  not  a  very 
unfair  view  of  the  temper  in  which  we 
have  endeavoured  to  approach  this  sub- 
ject. There  can  be  no  greater  mistake 
than  to  suppose  that  we,  at  least,  consider 
that  this  is  a  primary  portion  of  the 
Bill,  and  mudi  more  would  it  be  a  mis- 
take to  suppose  that  it  is  a  portion  of 
the  Bill  which  was  intended  to  be  a 
cover  to  the  rest  of  the  Bill.  This  is  an 
important  portion  of  the  Bill ;  but  the 
primary  object  of  the  Bill  is  to  secure 
the.  people  of  Ireland  comfort  and  happi- 
ness upon  their  own  soil.  This,  if  I 
may. so,  is  the  wicket^gate  compared 
with  the  portal,  that  the  emigration  may 
be  said,  in  our  view,  to  supply.  Upon 
that  subject,  in  all  its  bearings,  we  shall 
be  very  glad  to  hear  what  may  be  the 
Tiew  of  the  Committee,  and  the  view 


of  Irish  Members  in  particular;  and 
certainly,  as  far  as  our  knowledge  goes, 
my  hope  and  my  expectation  are  that 
any  jealousies  that  are  entertained  of 
the  specific  provision  in  this  clause  we 
shall  succeed  in  disarming,  and  that  this 
matter  may  not  be  the  subject  of  pain- 
ful division  between  those  who  repre- 
sent Ireland  and  those  who,  from  out- 
side, desire  and  endeavour  to  promote 
the  welfare  of  Ireland  ;  and,  further, 
that  the  provisions  of  the  clause,  as  they 
require  it,  will  receive  the  general  and 
even  speedy  assent  of  all  portions  of  the 
Committee. 

The  O'DONOGHUE  said,  he  could 
not  join  his  hon.  Friends  in  their  oppo- 
sition to  the  clause.  He  saw  nothing 
objectionable  in  the  proposals  of  the 
Government.  Supposing  this  Bill  was 
to  become  law,  and  this  clause  was  to 
remain  part  of  it,  emigration  would  still 
continue  to  be  in  Ireland  the  same 
voluntary  act  it  had  hitherto  been.  No 
one  had  ever  thought  of  protesting ;  no 
one  could  ever  think  of  protesting 
against  emigration  when  the  means  of 
emigration  had  been  provided  by  the 
friends  and  relatives  of  the  people  ;  and 
he  was  at  a  loss  to  understand  how  the 
effect  of  emigration  could  become  more 
injurious  because  the  State  stepped  in 
and  did  that  which  had  hitherto  been 
done  by  others.  Those  who  remitted 
money  to  their  friends  and  relatives  to 
enable  them  to  emigrate  had  done  so 
from  a  desire  to  take  them  away  from 
want  and  misery  to  places  where  their 
lives  might  be  spent  under  more  agree- 
able conditions ;  and  he,  for  one,  was 
perfectly  satisfied  that  Her  Majesty's 
Government  were  actuated  by  the  best 
of  motives.  [CVtw  of  *'  Oh !  "]  No  one 
felt  more  sorrow  than  he  did  when  he 
saw  the  people  going  towards  the  emi- 
grant ship  ;  but,  nevertheless,  he  would 
not  feel  himself  justified  in  saying  to 
them — **  Do  not  go  to  where  you  will 
find  plenty  and  more  comfortable  homes; 
but  remain  here  and  be  half  starved 
while  I  and  others  are  trying  to  work 
out  a  political  problem  which  may  pos- 
sibly some  day  afford  you  relief."  x*ro- 
bably  many  Members  of  the  House  were 
Poor  Law  Guardians,  and  thev  must 
have  seen  men  coming  before  their  re- 
spective Boards  asking  for  assistance ; 
and  they  must  have  noticed  how  cruel 
and  stingy  the  Board  of  Guardians  were 
considered  when  they  refused  to  grant 
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asRistance  and  were  unwilling  to  g^ve 
aid  out  of  the  rates  by  inaugurating  a 
sj'stom  which,  if  carried  to  its  fullest  ex- 
tent, must  ultimately  lead  to  the  absorp- 
tion of  the  Union  rates.  Ho  was  eon- 
yineod  that  the  provisions  of  the  Bill 
would  only  be  made  available  by  the 
people  under  the  pressure  of  extreme 
necessity;  and  he,  for  one,  would  be 
sorry  to  deny  them  the  relief  that  would 
be  offered  to  them  by  this  portion  of 
the  Bill,  without  being  able  to  offer 
them  an  equivalent  in  the  shape  of 
migration.  But  as  to  migration,  he 
had  always  looked  upon  it  as  utterly 
impracticable,  because  if  they  mi- 
grated the  farming  class  they  must 
dispossess  the  tenauts  in  districts  to 
which  the  removal  was  to  take  place  ; 
and  if  they  migrated  the  labourers,  then 
he  ventured  to  say  there  was  not  a  single 
district  in  Ireland  which  did  not  already 
possess  more  labourers  than  they  were 
able  to  find  employment  for.  lie  trusted 
that  Her  Jifajesty's  Government  would 
adhere  to  this  clause,  because  his  con- 
viction was  that  it  would  be  regarded 
by  the  Irish  people  as  a  wise  and  beni- 
ficoiit  provision. 

Viscount  LYMINGTON  wished  to 
say  a  few  words  in  reply  to  the  observa- 
tions which  had  fallen  from  the  lion. 
Member  for  Kirkcaldy  (Sir  George 
Campbell).  He  had  recently  been  in 
Canada,  and  ho  had  endeavoured,  as  far 
as  possible,  to  ascertain  the  opinion  of 
the  people  there  in  regard  to  the  condi- 
tion of  the  country.  Ho  had  received 
his  information  from  officials.  Perhaps 
hon.  Members  from  Ireland  might  think 
that  those  officials  were  interested  in  the 
matter;  and,  therefore,  before  stating 
what  the  official  information  which  he 
had  received  was  and  expressing  an 
opinion  upon  it,  ho  would  ask  the  Com- 
mittee to  give  him  its  indulgence  while 
he  read  some  passages  from  a  letter 
written  by  the  son  of  a  small  Irish  ton- 
ant  who  went  out  to  Minnesota  some 
time  ago,  and  who  had  written  to  friends 
of  his  own  class  iu  Ireland. 

Mr.  0* KELLY  said,  he  rose  for  the 
l)urpose  of  asking  for  information. 

The  chairman  :  The  hon.  Member 
is  irregular  unless  he  rises  to  a  point  of 
Order. 

Mr.  CKELLY":  I  only  ask  for  in- 
formation. 

Mb.  BIGGAH  rose  to  a  point  of 
Order.    He  wished  to  ask  whether  this 
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particular  clause  could  be  introduced 
into  a  Bill  of  this  kind,  as  he  held  it  to 
be  entirely  contrary  to  the  Preamble  of 
the  Bill.  The  Preamble  said  that  thu 
was  a  Bill  "  To  further  amend  the  Lst 
relating  to  the  Occupation  and  01^le^ 
ship  of  Land  in  Ireland,  and  for  otlHr 
purposes  relating  thereto."  Hespoh 
with  due  deference;  but  he  was  tl 
opinion  that  the  question  of  emigratioi, 
and  provisions  of  that  class,  had  nothing 
whatever  to  do  with  the  occupation  or 
ownership  of  land  in  Ireland,  or  aoj 
other  purpose  appertaining  thereto. 

The  chairman  :  I  must  point  ont 
to  the  hon.  Member  that,  in  the  fint 
place,  there  is  no  Preamble  to  the  Bill 
at  all;  and,  with  regard  to  the  title  of 
the  Bill,  it  distinctly  says — "For other 

Eurposes  relating  thereto."    The  noble 
lOrd  is,  therefore,  perfectly  in  Order. 
Viscount  LYMINGTON  said,  that  the 
letter  to  which  he  had  referred  contained 
the  following  passages  :  — 

**  I  have  got  along  pretty  well ;  have  Mcuxed 
a  nice  homo  for  my  family,  and  am  gkd  to  ny 
wo  aro  happy  and  content,  living  on  one  of  my 
farms,  whero  I  built  a  nice  farm-house'andofficei, 
&c.,  four  miles  from  townf  in  a  beautiful  piirii 
country,  having  abundance  of   game  in  tlie 
season.     I  have,  at  the  end  of  the  year,  leTered 
my  connection  with  the  Railway  Company,  ud 
I  hope  to  get  along  in  future  my  own  boih 
Without  exception,  this  is  the  finest  countzy  in 
the  world  for  a  man  having  energy,  comoon 
»ense,  and  brains,  to  come  tu.    The  only  dnv- 
back  it»  the  cold,  long  winter.     The  countiy  U 
fust  settling  up,  scarcely  a  farm  now  to  be  had. 
where  there  were  hundreds  when  I  came  hcte. 
I  have  managed  to  secure  a  little  over  MO 
acres  of  clioice  land,  one  of  my  farma  boDf 
situated  on  a  beautiful  river,  where  I  can  Idfl 
all  tlic  ducks  and  geese  from  uiy  windov.   I 
have  about  100  acres  ready  to  crop  with  wheit? 
OiitB,   kc,    iu  spring;    and  should    I  be  w 
fortunate  as  to  get  a  good  crop,  it  will  letven* 
a  protit  of  about  2,00U  dollars.      Our  grain  cm 
rarely  be  sown  before  the  10th  of  SUv.Md 
is  ready  for  cutting  early  in  August.      "''*^ 
yields  from  20  to  30  bushels  to  the  acre,  &w 
oats  about  30.    It  cost  me  nearly  2,000  dollaii 
for  my  horses,    cattle,  and  implements,  >^ 
600  dollars  for  my  house ;    but  a  few  goon 
seasons  will  clear  all.     I  wish  to  God  I  s*^ 
you   and  family  settled  in  this  fine  conntiy* 
1  see  by  the  pajx^rs  that  they  have  poor  WJ* 
in  our  cdd  home.      I  only  wish  I  saw  a  (p^ 
many  of  them  here,  and  not  to  fool  their  tio' 
and  money  as  they  are  doing  where  they  no^ 
can  be  better  off;  and  should  you  see  any  ^ 
serving  fellow  in  search  of  n  home,  drop  05  ' 
line,  I  may  be  able  to  assist  him  in  gettioS 
work.    Hoping  soon  to  hear  from  yon,  1 9S^ 
&c." 

An  hon.  IIsmbsb  asked  the  date  ^ 
the  letter. 
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Viscount  LTMINQTON  said,  the 
date  of  it  was  January,  T881.  In  re- 
gard to  the  growth  of  the  country,  he 
might  give  a  few  facts  which  he  had 
ohtained  from  the  Prime  Minister  of 
Manitoba  indicative  of  the  very  rapid 
development  of  that  country.  In  1872 
there  was  at  Emerson  scarcely  a  house. 
The  population  of  that  town  was  at  pre- 
sent over  1 ,  500.  At  Winnipeg,  in  1 870, 
there  was  a  population  of  2,000,  which 
had  now  grown  to  between  10.000  and 
12,000.  Throughout  Manitoba  there  was 
a  very  excellent  Municipal  Government, 
consisting  of  a  Municipal  Council  and 
a  presiding  officer,  elected  by  the  rate- 
payers, which  settled  the  rates  levied 
on  the  property  in  each  district.  Al- 
though he  had  no  desire  to  detain  the 
Committee,  he  would  further  mention 
the  fact  that  a  scheme  had  been  drawn 
np  by  which  the  cultivation  of  the  land 
was  insured.  That  scheme  proposed  to 
offer  to  each  emigrant  1 60  acres  of  land, 
and  to  enable  him,  by  paying  a  fee  of 
£2,  to  acquire  the  right  of  purchasing 
another  160  acres.  The  only  fees  he 
would  be  charged  were  two  of  £2,  one 
on  allotment,  and  a  second  on  applica- 
tion to  purchase  additional  land.  The 
officials  calculated  that  the  amount  of 
money  that  would  be  necessary  in  order 
to  pay  the  expenses  of  a  family  from 
this  country,  and  place  them  on  the  land 
in  the  North-West  of  Canada,  would 
be  from  £80  to  £100.  This  sum  would 
include  cost  of  removal,  small  outfit, 
cost  of  shelter  on  the  land  and  subsiRt- 
ence  until  the  head  of  the  family  could 
support  them  by  wages,  which  he  could 
obtain  at  the  present  time  in  construct- 
ing the  Canadian  Pacific  Hailway.  His 
only  object  in  speaking,  having  no  per- 
sonal interest  in  Canada  or  in  emi- 
gration, had  been  to  show  that  this 
country  in  the  North  West  was  an  ex- 
ceedingly fertile  country,  and  a  country 
upon  which  Irishmen  had  already  been 
largely  located ;  and,  further,  that  if  it 
was  the  desire  of  the  Irish  people  in 
future  to  emigrate  with  their  families 
to  this  country,  and  the  Oovemment 
were  willing  to  assist  them,  and  to  make 
the  emigration  as  cheap  and  commodious 
as  possible,  it  would  be  most  unfair 
that  any  obstacle  should  be  placed  in 
the  way  of  the  Oovemment  in  carrying 
out  that  object. 

Mr.  O'KELLY  said,  he  had  listened 
with  some  interest  to  the  statement  which 


had  been  made  by  the  noble  Lord  who 
had  just  sat  down  (Viscount  Lvminprton). 
The  noble  Lord  had  described  Manitoba 
from  the  prospectuses  of  persons  who 
were  interested  in  land  there.  The  noble 
Lord  had  told  them  what  the  land  was 
capable  of  producing.  He  admitted 
that  Manitoba  was  one  of  the  richest 
territories  in  the  world ;  but  he  wished 
to  know  what  was  the  use  of  a  rich  ter- 
ritory where  there  was  no  communica- 
tion with  it.  The  noble  Lord  told  them 
that  farmers  who  went  there  found  ex- 
tremely rich  tracts  of  land  ;  but  the 
Irish  peasant,  who  was  in  the  habit  of 
living:  in  a  temperate  climate,  in  going 
to  Manitoba,  would  find  himself  in  a 
climate  where  the  heat  in  summer  was 
120  degrees  in  the  shade,  and  in  winter 
40  degrees  below  zero.  The  noble  Lord 
had  spoken  of  Manitoba  and  Minnesota 
as  if  thev  were  practicallv  the  same 
country.  Now,  there  was  this  difference. 
From  Manitoba  there  was  no  outlet, 
while  from  Minnesota  there  was  a  rail- 
way connected  with  the  whole  civilized 
world  and  the  best  markets  of  America 
and  Europe.  That  made  a  very  great 
deal  of  difference.  \_A  laugh,']  Hon. 
Members  who  laughed  knew  nothing 
about  the  matter,  and  were  simply  ex- 
hibiting their  own  ignorance.  He  was 
not  an  opponent  of  emigration ;  on  the 
contrary,  he  was  in  favour  of  judicious 
emigration.**^' He  had 'never  concealed 
the  fact  that  there  were  many  parts  of 
the  world  which  ought  to  be  opened  out 
to  the  intelh'gent  labourer.  But  he 
would  not  be  a  party  to  sending  the 
Irish  people  into  a  waste  of  snow 
during  seven  months  of  the  year,  and 
during  the  remainder  a  waste  of  burning 
sand,  which  could  find^no  parallel  ex- 
cept in  the  Desert  of  Sahara  in  Northern 
Africa.  It  was  a  place  compared  with 
whioh  the  rlimate  of  the  Amazon  was  a 
heaven.  He  had  had  the  advantage  of 
travelling  through  these  reprions,  and 
he  knew  what  he  was  speaking  about. 
What  had  been  done  with  reference  to 
the  Colony  by  Father  Nugent?  He  had 
always  given  to  Father  Nugent  the 
credit  of  possessing  the  very  best  inten- 
tions. The  people  taken  by  Father 
Nugent  from  Connemara  were  left  at 
Minnesota.  But  they  were  sent  out 
without  experience  and  without  the 
capital  necessary  to  establish  them  upon 
farms.  Many  of  them  were  put  down 
upon  prairies  that,   under   favourable 
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conditions,  could  have  been  converted 
into  productive  farms ;  but  when  these 
unfortunate  people  found  themselves  on 
these  prairies,  without  means,  without 
money,  without  food,  and  with  no  suffi- 
cient shelter  when  the  winter  came, 
about  30  per  cent  of  them  were  frost- 
bitten, and  many  of  them  died  of  hunger 
and  starvation,  in  spite  of  the  protecting 
arm  of  the  man  whom  ho  regarded  as 
one  of  the  best  men  in  America — Bishop 
Ireland,  of  Minnesota.  That  right  rev. 
Prelate  threw  over  the  people  the  pro- 
tecting shield  of  his  influence.  He 
helped  them  with  his  money;  but,  in 
view  of  the  large  number  of  persons  he 
had  to  make  provision  for,  it  was  too 
much  for  his  resources,  and  he  was  un- 
able to  give  adequate  protection  to  that 
small  and  miserable  Colony.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Exeter  (Mr. 
Northcote)  told  them  that  there  were 
some  30,000,000  acres  waiting  to  be 
colonized.  The  hon.  Gentleman  spoke 
simply  on  behalf  of  the  executive  of  the 
Northern  Pacific  ICailroad  and  in  the 
interest  of  speculators,  and  of  persons 
who  cared  nothing  for  what  became  of 
the  people  whom  they  induced  to  go  to 
this  land.  Under  proper  conditions,  it 
was  a  fair  and  proper  field  of  emigra- 
tion ;  but  in  order  to  make  it  a  fair  and 
proper  field  of  emigration,  they  must 
place  men  upon  it  with  capital — men 
who  were  suited  to  the  Northern  cli- 
mates, who  were  accustomed  to  bear  the 
cold  of  winter  and  the  heat  of  summer, 
and  not  poor,  miserable  people  without 
money,  without  clothes,  and  without 
any  proper  protection  from  the  severity 
of  the  climate,  otherwise  the  emigrants 
would  perish  miserably.  If  this  Emi- 
gration Clause  were  intended  to  put  the 
people  upon  the  Eastern  lands  of  Vir- 
ginia, or  to  place  them  in  Texas  or  Kan- 
sas, where  they  could  live  and  work  and 
hope  to  survive,  he  would  be  a  most 
strenuous  supporter  of  it;  but  wlien 
they  told  him  that  the  ol»ject  of  the 
clause  was  to  send  the  Irish  people  to 
perish  in  Manitoba,  then  ho  declared 
that  he  would  oppose  the  clause  to  the 
utmost  of  his  power — not  because  he 
was  opposed  to  emigration,  but  because 
he  was  opposed  to  badly-conducted  and 
badly-considered  emigration.  The  rea- 
son that  he  said  this  scheme  was  in- 
tended for  the  benefit  of  Manitoba  was 
this — the  only  parts  of  Canada  that  were 
worth  living  in  were  those  parts  that 
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were  situated  along  the  shores  of  thi 
St.  Lawrence ;  but  they  had  long  beai 
taken  up,  and  they  were  no  longer  optt 
to  emigration ;  and  emigrants  going  firan 
this  country  could  no  longer  place  thsm- 
selves  there.  Even  the  old  dwelleit  m 
Canada  were  crossing  the  river  bjthoi- 
sands  every  year  in  order  to  seek  i 
home  in  a  thoroughly  free  country.  Hi 
did  not  know  whether  any  Member  of 
the  House  had  ever  crossed  the  St.  Jiiw- 
rence.  If  he  had  he  would  know  tlie 
difference  there  was  between  one  bink 
of  the  river  and  the  other.  He  hid 
only  to  cross  the  river  to  find  the  widi 
distinction  that  existed  between  the  two 
Governments  and  the  two  people,  tt* 
though  there  was  apparently  nothing  to 
divide  the  one  people  from  the  other. 
Nevertheless,  on  the  one  side  of  theriTS 
there  was  a  miserable  territory  occupied 
2)rincipally  by  Native  French  Canadiioi; 
and  on  the  other  a  flourishing  and  proi- 
perous  country  under  the  Government  of 
the  United  States.  Day  by  day  the  in- 
habitants of  Canada  were  pouring  into 
the  United  States  by  thousands ;  and 
yet  it  was  proposed  by  Her  Majeity*! 
Government  to  send  the  people  of  Ire- 
land across  the  Atlantic  to  supply  in 
Canada  the  place  of  the  native  populi- 
tion  who  were  deserting  it,  and  who,  like 
rats,  were  leaving  the  sinking  ship. 
Under  these  circumstances,  he  would 
support  the  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Kirkcaldy. 

Mb.  BAMSAY  said,  ho  agreed  that 
this  proposal  was  one  of  the  most  im* 
portant  in  the  Bill.     The  hon.  Member 
for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Pamell)  told 
the  Committee  last  night  that  there  weio 
360,000  holdings  in  Ireland,  of  a  clitt 
on   which  the  so-called    fanners  held 
farms  of  a  less  annual  value  than  £8> 
Did  any  hon.  Member  suppose  that  an} 
legislation  could  provide  for  such  a  class 
of  people  ?    Personally,  ho  did  not  be- 
lieve that  it  was  [)ossible,  and  he  thought 
that  the  Heport  of  the  Bichmond  Com- 
mission, which  had  been  so  often  quoted 
in  that  House,  was  fully  justified  in 
asserting  that  no  course  which  Parlia- 
ment could  take  could  make  adequate 
provision  for  the  prosperity  of  tenants  in 
such  a  miserable  condition.     Indeed,  if 
they  were  offered  the  fee  simplo  of  the 
land  they  occupied,  without  paying  any- 
thing for  it  at  all,  they  would  always  be 
found  in  the  wretched  state  they  were 
now  occupying  whenever  a  bad  season 


697 


Zand  Law 


(July  13,  1881} 


(Ir0lani)  Bill 


698 


occurred.     He  thonght  the  Oommittee 
laboured  under  great  disadvantage  in 
having  the  question  discussed  by  hon. 
Gentlemen  who  knew  very  little  either  of 
agriculture,  of  the  value  of  land,  or  the 
condition  of  the  small  occupiers.  He  was 
himself  quite  at  home  upon  those  points, 
having  had  considerable  experience  for 
many  years,  and  he  was  able  to  give 
information  in  regard  to  the  position  of 
a  number  of  persons  who  had  emigrated 
from  his  own  property  some  time  ago. 
He  had  made  a  visit  in  Canada  in  order 
to  renew  his  acquaintance  with  them, 
and  he  had  spent  some  time  in  that 
country ;  and,  notwithstanding  what  the 
hon.  Gentleman  who  had  last  addressed 
the  Committee  (Mr.  O'Kelly)  said,  the 
Irish  settlers  who  had  emigrated  there 
were  living  in  contentment.    In  point  of 
fact,  the  characteristic  of  their  condition 
which  struck  him  most  was  the  spirit  of 
contentment  that  universally  prevailed 
among  them.     The  hon.  Gentleman  as- 
serted that  the  emigrants  who  were  sent 
to  Canada  very  rapidly  passed  over  into 
the  United  States.     And  why   should 
they  not  do  so  ?    If  they  preferred  to  go 
to  Virginia,  where  a  great  number  of 
his  own  neighbours  had  gone,  he  saw 
no  reason  why  they  should  not  do  so. 
The  hon.  Member  seemed  to  think  that 
the  provisions  of  this  clause  should  not 
be  made  applicable  to  our  own  Depend- 
encies.    Our  own  Dependencies  had  a 
vast  area  susceptible  of  improvement  by 
cultivation,  and  capable  of  sustaining  the 
whole  population  of  Ireland;  and  his 
experience  was  this,  that  no  legislation 
could  make  adequate  provision  in  Ire- 
land for  the  population  that  were  de- 
pendent upon  that  country  until  they 
had   reduced    their  number  and    con- 
solidated their  holdings.     He  believed 
that  the  Bill  would  have  a  tendency  to 
consolidate  holding  by  inducing  the 
small  tenants  to  sell  their  tenant  right 
as  a  preliminary  step  towards  emigrat- 
ing.    He  had  no  doubt  that  that  would 
be  the  effect  of  the  Bill,  and  that  a  con- 
siderable number  of  the  smaller  tenants 
would  emigrate.     He  did  not  suppose 
that  very  g-reat  advantages  would  accrue 
from  the  creation  of  a  vast  number  of 
peasant  proprietors.    As  he  had  said, 
ne  looked  upon  this  as  a  most  important 
matter,  and  his  object  in  addressing  the 
Committee  now  was  to  express  his  opi- 
nion of  the  contentment  of  some  of  the 
n^iall  occupiers  who  had  emigrated  from 


Scotland  and  Ireland,  and  settled  in 
various  parts  of  Canada.  He  had  visited 
them  there,  and  lived  among  them  for 
some  weeks ;  and  he  went  there  with 
no  other  object  than  to  ascertain  for 
himself  the  condition  of  the  people  who 
had  gone  out  from  his  own  estates.  That 
was  only  about  12  years  ago,  and  he  had 
induced  them  to  tell  him  their  circum- 
stances. They  were  prosperous  then, 
and  he  believed  they  were  going  on  as 
prosperously  as  ever.  Further  than  that, 
they  had  no  feeling  towards  this  coun- 
try but  one  of  affection,  and  they  desired 
to  do  all  the  good  they  could  to  the  '*  old 
country,"  as  they  termed  it.  Under 
j  these  circumstances,  he  trusted  that  the 
clause,  with  such  Amendments  as  the 
Government  might  see  fit  to  accept, 
would  be  speedily  agreed  to  by  the 
Committee. 

Mr.  GOEST  said,  he  would  not  trouble 
the  Committee  with  many  observations. 
The  noble  Viscount  opposite  (Viscount 
Lymington)  seemed  to  him  to  have  inter- 
vened in  the  debate  for  the  purpose  of 
advertising  the  great  merits  for  the  pur- 
poses of  colonization  of  Manitoba.  The 
noble  Lord  seemed  to  have  encountered 
an  adversary  on  that  side  of  the  House 
who  desired  to  run  Minnesota  against 
Manitoba,  and  they  had  had  a  somewhat 
lively  debate  in  consequence.  As  the 
Chairman  had  not  presumed  to  interfere 
in  order  to  prevent  the  discussion,  he 
supposed  the  matter  was  in  some  way 
which  he  did  not  understand  relevant 
to  the  Question  before  the  Committee. 
His  object,  however,  was  to  point  out  to 
the  Committee  the  difficulties  which  an 
English  Member  felt  in  accepting  the 
clause.  He  did  not  in  the  least  doubt 
the  liberal  intentions  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government  towards  the  people  of  Ire- 
land in  proposing  the  clause,  and  he  did 
not  doubt  that  there  were  people  in  Ire- 
land to  whom  emigration,  if  carried  out 
by  voluntary  societies,  or  even  by  Go- 
vernment assistance,  would  be  a  great 
boon.  But  what  he  had  failed  to  see  at 
all  in  the  speech  of  the  Prime  Minister, 
which  he  had  carefully  listened  to,  what 
it  failed  to  inform  him  upon  was 
what  was  the  benefit  the  people  of  the 
United  Kingdom  were  to  receive  from 
the  deportation  of  part  of  the  population 
of  Ireland.  There  was  this  remarkable 
peculiarity  about  the  clause  under  dis- 
cussion— that  the  money  to  be  voted 
would  come  out  of  the  pockets  of  the 
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taxpayers  of  the  United  Kingdom.    All 
the  advances  which  were  made  by  the 
Land  Commission  under  the  other  clauses 
of  the  Bill,  although  they  might  be  paid, 
in  the  first  instance,  out  of  the  pockets 
of  the  taxpayers,  would  ultimately  be 
recouped  from  Irish  funds.     Therefore, 
in  every  other  clause  of  the  Bill,  al- 
though the  credit  of  the  United  King- 
dom might  be  pledged  for  the  purpose 
of  carrying  out  the  provisions  of  the 
Bill,  yet  the  payment  would  ultimately 
be  made  out  of  the  resources  of  Ireland. 
But  in  this  particular  clause  the  pay- 
ments made  to  the  emis^ration  societies 
would  come  firstly  and  lastly  out  of  the 
pockets  of  the  taxpayers.      [**No!"] 
Me  should  like  to  know  out  of  what  other 
source  they  could  come.  What,  however, 
he  wished  to  ask  was,  what  were  the 
advantages  the  taxpayers  of  the  United 
Kingdom  were  to  derive  from  the  depor- 
tation of  a  part  of  the  Irish  people,  and 
what  shoula  induce  them  to  vote  the  taxes 
of  the  United  Kingdom  for  the  purpose 
of  carrying  out  such  a  project?  It  was  no 
answer  to  say  that  emigration  was  for 
the  interests  of  the  Irish  labourer  him- 
self.   About  that  there  might  be  a  good 
deal  of  difference  of  opinion.     He  had 
himself  been  in  the  Colonies,  and  he  had 
brought  away  from  the  Colonies  a  very 
high  idea  of  the  advantages  of  emigra- 
tion to  the  ordinary  unskilled  labourer. 
But  he  thought  that  skilled  labourers 
should  think  twice  before  they  carried 
their  skill  to  a  Colony.    If  he  himself 
were  a  mere  unskilled  agricultural  la- 
bourer, he  would  only  consent  to  remain 
in  the  United  Kingdom  long  enough 
to  scrape  together  money  to  carry  him 
away  to  a  Colony.     [**0h!*']    That, 
at  any  rate,  was  his  opinion.      Many 
other  people,  no  doubt,  had  other  opi- 
nions ;  but  he  believed  that  a  great  deal 
that  was  said  about  emigration  was  non- 
sense. Very  often  when  a  man  took  him- 
self off  to  Australia  or  New  Zealand, 
when  he  got  there  he  found  that  he  would 
have  been  very  much  better  off  if  he  had 
stayed  at  home.      He  could  very  well 
understand  that  emigration  was  of  very 
great  value  to  a  Colony  itself.    The  hon. 
Member  for  Exeter  (Mr.  Northcote)  said 
that  every  emigrant  was  worth  £100  to 
the  Colony.     That  might  be  so,  and  if 
an  emigrant  was  of  such  great  value  to 
the  Colony,  the  Colony  would  be  per- 
fectly justified  in  spending  its  taxes  in 
the  introduction  of  emigrants.    But  in 
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order  to   justify  us  in    spending   cor 
money,    it   must   be   proved   that  we 

fained    something  by  sending  our  la- 
ourers  out  of  the  country.     What  did 
we  gain  ?    Somebody  had  talked  about 
starving  labourers.    Now,  starving  la- 
bourers would   be   chargeable  on  the 
Unions  or  the  parishes  to  which  they 
belonged ;  and  if  the  people  were  starr- 
ing in  the  West  of  Ireland,  and  there 
was  no  other  way  of  relieving  them  ex- 
cept emigration,  it  might  be  economical 
for  the  Unions  or  the  parishes  to  send 
this  starving  population  out  of  the  coun- 
try.    But  what  did  the  nation  gain  by 
sending  them  out  of  the  country?    If 
these  people  were  capable  of  being  made 
peaceable   and  orderly  citizens  of  the 
tJnited  Kingdom,  we  lost  our  subjects, 
and  a  country  was  rich  and  powerful  ac- 
cording to  its  population.     Therefore,  if 
we  lessened  the  population  of  the  United 
Kingdom  by  sending  the  labourers  away, 
it  did  not  matter  whether  it  was  to  Ca- 
nada or  the  United  States,  if  they  were 
capable  of  becoming  orderly  and  law- 
abiding  citizens,  we  thereby  weakened 
our  strength  ;  and  what  we  were  really 
asked  to  do  was  to  expend  the  taxes  of 
the  United  Kingdom  in  weakening  the 
strength  of  the  Empire.     As  Ions  as 
the  Irish  labourers  remained  in  Ireland, 
they  were  the  producers  of  part  of  the 
wealth  of  the  country.    Every  piece  of 
bread  produced,  every  potato  grown,  all 
the  wheat  and  agricultural  produce  that 
these  men  might  raise  in  Ireland,  Ire- 
land was  so  much  the  poorer  for  if  these 
men  went  away  to  America.     And  they 
were,  moreover,  the  consumers  of  our 
produce.     A  rich,  prosperous,  and  con- 
tented population  m  Ireland  would  in- 
crease the  riches  and  prosperity  of  cor 
manufacturing  industries.     It  therefore 
appeared  to  him   that  however  much 
it  might  be  for  the  advantage  of  the 
labourer  himself  and  of  the  Colony  to 
which  he  went,  for  every  Irishman  they 
sent  out  of  the  country  the  United  King- 
dom was  so  much  the  poorer. 

The  CHAIEMAN  :  I  wish  to  point 
out  that  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  if 
wandering  entirely  away  from  the  Ques- 
tion. The.  hon.  and  learned  Member  is 
now  speaking  against  the  clause  as  a 
whole  and  not  upon  the  Amendment. 

M&.  GORST  said,  if  it  was  in  Order 
for  the  Prime  Minister  to  speak  in 
favour  of  the  clause,  surely  he  was  en- 
titled to  speak  against  it. 
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Teb  OEEAIBMAN  :  I  must  point  out 
to  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  that 
the  difference  is  this — that  although  he 
has  a  perfect  right  to  speak  against  the 
clause  as  soon  as  it  is  proposed  that  it 
shall  stand  part  of  the  Bill,  he  is  not  in 
Order  in  speaking  against  it  upon  an 
Amendment  which  applies  to  a  part  of 
it  only.  In  the  case  of  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister he  explained  the  bearings  of  his 
Amendment  upon  the  clause,  and  he  was 
in  Order. 

Mb.  GOBST  said,  he  really  must  ob- 
ject to  the  ruling  of  the  Chair.  ["  Or- 
der ! '']  Andy  without  desiring  to  be 
out  of  Order,  he  wished  respectfully  to 
explain  to  the  Chairman  that  he  did  not 
intend  to  oppose  the  clause,  but  was 
rather  asking  for  information  from  the 
OoTernment  upon  it. 

Mb.  O'DONNELL  rose  to  Order.  He 
wished  to  know  if  it  was  not  competent 
for  any  Member  of  the  Committee  to 
speak  against  the  clause  until  the  Ques- 
tion of  putting  the  clause  as  a  whole 
was  submitted  to  the  Committee  ?  Must 
a  Member  who  was  opposed  to  the 
clause  be  silent  durins^  the  whole  dis- 
cussion of  the  Amendments,  until  the 
Question  was  put  to  the  Committee  that 
the  clause  stand  part  of  the  Bill  ? 

The  chairman  :  I  have  already 
explained  that  I  have  difficulty  on  this 
occasion  in  following  the  ordinary  Bules 
of  Committee.  The  ordinary  Eule  of 
Committee  is  to  confine  themselves  to 
the  Amendment  before  the  Committee. 
I  have  explained  to  the  Committee  that 
there  were  only  five  Amendments  origi- 
nally on  this  clause,  and  that  all  of  them 
involved  the  same  principle.  Therefore, 
I  could  not  entirely  keep  hon.  Members 
to  the  Amendment  immediately  before 
the  Committee.  But,  at  the  same  time, 
any  person  who  wishes  to  oppose  the 
clause  as  a  whole  ought  to  wait  until 
the  Question  is  put  that  the  clause  stand 
part  of  the  Bill. 

Mb.  OGRST  said,  he  was  anxious  to 
reply  to  the  observations  of  the  Prime 
Minister;  but  he  now  understood  that 
he  would  be  out  of  Order  in  doing  so. 
He  would,  therefore,  content  himself 
with  inviting  the  Prime  Minister  to  sup- 
plement the  extremely  interesting  speech 
which  he  had  made  to  the  Committee 
by  pointing  out  to  him  (Mr.  Gorst), 
who  represented  taxpayers  of  England, 
what  those  whom  he  represented  would 
gain,  and  how  they  would  be  benefited, 


I  so  that  he  should  be  justified  in  voting 
that  their  taxes  should  be  spent  in  that 
way.  He  absolutely  failed  to  see  how 
the  people  of  this  country  were  to  be 
benefited  by  any  part  of  the  population 
of  Ireland,  who  were  capable  of  being 
turned  into  industrious,  law-abiding 
subjects  of  the  country,  being  sent  away 
out  of  the  country  at  the  public  ex- 
pense. 

Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH  said,  he  had 
listened  with  great  interest  to  the  speech 
.of  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Chatham  (Mr.  Gorst),  and  he 
confessed  that  he  heard  with  some  sur- 
prise the  doctrines  which  had  been  laid 
down  to  the  Committee.  His  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  asked  how  it  could  be  of 
advantage  to  the  country  that  persons 
who  were  capable  of  contributing  to  the 
riches,  power,  and  strength  of  the  nation 
should  be  induced  to  emigrate?  That 
was  a  question  that  might  fairly  be 
asked ;  but  the  real  question  they  ought 
to  ask  was — how  could  these  people, 
living  under  circumstances  in  which  for 
years  past  they  had  been  totally  unable 
to  earn  their  living,  and  who,  instead  of 
being  a  source  of  riches,  content,  and 
power  to  the  country,  had  been  a  source 
of  weakness  and  a  drain  on  the  resources 
of  the  country,  requiring  year  after  year 
the  country  to  step  out  of  the  course 
usually  prescribed  to  an  Executive  Go- 
vernment, and  make  advances  for  the 
purpose  of  keeping  them  alive  —  the 
question  was,  how  could  such  a  people 
best  be  benefited  ?  The  Report  of  the 
Commissioners  showed  that  it  was  im- 
possible for  the  wretched  inhabitants  of 
the  West  of  Ireland  to  exist  in  a  manner 
that  was  creditable  to  the  country  unless 
something  was  done  to  afford  them  re- 
lief, and  unless  they  had  some  larger 
sphere  accorded  to  them  for  their  labour? 
Then,  what  was  the  Parliament  of  this 
country  to  do  ?  There  was  only  one  of  t  wo 
things  open,  either  migration  or  emigra- 
iion.  All  those  who  were  acquainted 
with  the  circumstances  of  Ireland  knew 
how  extremely  difficult  any  scheme  of 
migration  must  be.  It  would  not  only 
be  necessary  to  get  rid  of  the  tenants  in 
possession,  but  it  would  be  necessary  to 
incur  a  costly  system  of  removal  in  order 
to  place  those  unfortunate  people  in  a 
position  to  earn  their  own  living.  An 
objection  had  been  taken  that  the  ex- 
pense of  emigration  was  to  be  incurred 
at  the  cost  of  the  British  taxpayer.     He 
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should  decidedly  object  to  a  large  grant 
of  monej  being  given  at  the  cost  of  the 
British  taxpayer  for  the  promotion  of 
any  system  of  emi fixation ;  but,  as  he 
read  the  clause,  there  was  to  be  no 
charge  ultimately  on  the  British  tax- 
payer. The  Land  Commission  was  to 
enter  into  an  agreement,  with  the  con- 
currence of  the  Treasury,  and  every 
precaution  would  be  taken  that  security 
should  be  had  for  the  repayment  to  the 
last  farthing  of  the  sum  advanced,  and 
the  loans  would  be  made  payable  at  such 
a  rate  of  interest,  and  within  such  a 
period,  as  was  directed  by  the  Act.  He 
was  not  ordinarily  a  supporter  of  the 
recommendations  of  Her  Majesty's  Qo- 
yemment,  and  he  was  not  a  supporter 
of  this  Bill ;  but  he  could  not  conceive 
any  provision  which  was  calculated 
more  to  improve  the  condition  of  the 
Irish  people.  The  clause,  properly 
worked  out,  would  tend  to  restore  pros- 
perity and  improve  the  condition  of  the 
unhappy  population  of  Ireland,  who 
might  ultimately  expect  to  become  pros- 
perous inhabitants  of  our  Colonies,  and 
customers  to  this  country,  because  every 
man  who  attained  a  position  of  pros- 
perity in  Australia,  or  Canada,  or  I^ew 
Zealand,  would  be  a  customer  of  this 
country,  and  would  add  to  the  strength 
and  resources  of  the  Empire,  tending  to 
keep  in  employment,  and  at  better 
wages,  those  who  remained  at  home. 
He  confessed  that  he  should  look  with 
great  regret  upon  any  course  which 
would  have  the  effect  of  withdrawing 
from  this  measure  one  of  its  few  re- 
deeming features. 

Mr.  MACDONALD  said,  he  had  en- 
tertained  the  hope  that  this  clause  would 
not  have  been  pressed  by  Her  Majesty's 
Government,  and  that  hope  had  been 
founded  on  the  generous  remarks  which 
had  been  made  by  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Prime  Minister  last  evening. 
He  regretted,  however,  to  find  to-day 
that  the  clause  was  still  pressed ;  and  as 
he  was  not  in  the  habit  of  making  long 
speeches,  he  should  ask  the  Committee  to 
give  him  a  little  attention  while  he  ar- 
gued the  question  which  had  been  raised 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Kirkcaldy  (Sir 
George  Campbell).  He  regretted  to  see 
that  they  had  had  advertising  speeches 
in  favour  of  Manitoba ;  and  advertising 
speeches  in  favour  of  the  Canadian  rail- 
ways. He  was  afraid  that  the  promoters 
of  those  speculations  went  there  with 
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nndean  hands  from  an  unclean  nest. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Kirkcaldy  asked 
that  they  should  have  security.  Where 
was  the  security  to  be  got?  He  was 
old  enough  to  remember,  45  years  ago, 
when  a  body  of  men  numbering  some 
400  persons  went  to  Nova  Scotia ;  and 
although  they  had  signed  bonds  and 
documents  for  their  passages  and  em- 
ployment when  they  reached  America, 
m  less  than  four  months  most  of  them 
had  made  tracks  and  were  on  their  way 
back  again.  It  was  then  found  that 
they  had  no  security  for  the  payments 
they  had  made.  He  had  known  many 
societies  formed  in  the  United  States  in 
which  the  Members  agreed  to  contribute 
towards  the  assistance  of  each  other ; 
but  the  moment  they  got  to  the  United 
States  they  dissolved  partnership,  and 
the  bond  of  agreement  they  had  entered 
into  was  worth  less  than  the  paper  upon 
which  it  was  written,  seeing  that  the 
people  who  were  parties  to  it  disappeared 
altogether.  They  were  now  asked  to 
send  the  poorer  classes  of  the  Irish  popu- 
lation to  Canada  ;  and  he  should  like  to 
know  if  the  Government  had  taken  upon 
themselves  the  duty  of  advertising  agents 
to  the  Canadian  Government,  in  order  to 
induce  whole  families  of  the  Irish  people 
to  go  out  to  an  inhospitable  climate — so 
inhospitable,  that  it  made  most  hon. 
Members  shiver  when  they  thought  of 
it.  He  should  like  to  ask  Her  Majesty's 
Government  how  many  of  the  engage- 
ments that  were  made  in  England  were 
ratified  in  Toronto  and  Montreal  ?  How 
much  of  the  money  that  was  agreed  to 
be  advanced  was  ever  paid,  and  where 
were  the  persons  to  be  found  who  con* 
sented  to  emigrate?  He  ventured  to 
say  that  the  great  mass  of  them  would 
be  found  in  the  United  States.  There 
was  no  following  them,  for  they  got  rid 
of  their  engagements  and  went  into  the 
United  States.  He  looked  upon  this 
proposal  not  only  as  vicious,  but  as  im- 
moral in  the  highest  sense  of  the  word. 
It  was  immoral  because  it  encouraged 
people  to  break  the  promises  and  engage* 
ments  that  they  had  entered  into ;  and 
the  Government  that  would  consent  to 
enforce  it  would  only  lead  to  the  ruin  of 
the  people  that  they  sent  out.  They 
were  asked  by  the  present  clause  to  send 
out  the  people  of  Ireland  to  Canada. 
What  was  there  in  Canada  to  induce 
them  to  send  the  people  Ireland  there  ? 
If  the  people  of  Ireland  were  allowed  to 
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have  their  own  way  when  they  left  Ire- 
land they  would  go  to  the  XTnited  States. 
He  was  informed^  on  very  good  autho- 
rity— that  of  an  important  official  of  the 
United  States — that  during  the  last  24 
years  more  than  £20,000,000  sterling 
had  been  sent  to  this  country  by  persons 
who  had  emigrated  from  England  and 
Ireland,  in  order  to  assist  their  relatives 
and  friends    in  finding   their  way  to 
America.   He  should  very  much  like  the 
Ooyemment  to  give  a  Betum  of  the 
amount  of  money  which  had  been  spent 
in  emigration,  and  he  believed  they  could 
easily  ascertain  it  from  the  books  of  the 
shipping  companies.     He  should  also 
like  to  know  how  much  money  had  been 
sent  from  Canada  in  order  to  assist  the 
people  of  this  country  in  emigrating  to 
that  Province.     He  was  fully  able  to 
corroborate  the  statement  made  by  the 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (Mr.  O'Kelly) 
that  Canadian  settlers  were  rapidly  leav- 
ing the  country.  He  had  visited  America 
more  than  once,  and  he  was  able  to  say 
that  the  rush  of  emigration  from  Liver- 
pool, at  certain  seasons  of  the  year,  was 
nothing  like  the  rush  from  Canada  to 
Virginia  and  other  parts  of  the  United 
States,  where  there  was  real  scope  for 
the  employment  of  the  labouring  classes, 
and  where  every  man,  no  matter  what 
his  occupation  might  be,  could  find  work. 
He  stronffly  objected  to  the  clause  as  it 
now  stood.    If  they  were  going  to  per- 
mit emigration  at  all,  he  asked  them  not 
to  confine  it  to  Canada,  but  let  it  be  to 
Australia,  New  Zealand,  and  even  to 
Japan  and  China.    It  would  be  most 
objectionable  to  tie  the  emigrants  to  one 
spot,  from  which  at  this  moment  every 
person  was  flying.     One  word  for  the 
Ck>n8ervative  Party.      The  noble  Earl 
opposite    might    smile  now;    but  that 
smile   would    become  something    very 
different  before  long  if  emigration  still 
went  on.      Thirty  years  ago  America 
almost  supplied  her  own  wants,  and  dur- 
ing that  period  a  large  proportion  of  her 
population  had  gone  on  to  the  land  in 
Minnesota,  Iowa,  Illinois,  and  the  Great 
West,  increased  means  of  transport  had 
been  provided,  and  the  men  they  drove 
out  of  their  agricultural  districts,   and 
out  of  their  mining  districts,  by  the  low 
rate  of  wages,  these  men  had  found  their 
new  home  in  the  West,  and  were  supply- 
ing them  with  cheap  wheat.     The  pro- 
duce coming  from  those  great  Western 
plains  would  make  their  farming  and 
their  landed  interest  do  other  than  smile 

YOL.  COTiXHL     fZHIBD  SSBIES.] 


bv-and-bye.  He  agreed  with  the  Irish 
Members  in  their  opposition  to  the  Emi- 
gration Clause.  ISTot  that  he  was  an 
enemy  to  emigration  altogether ;  there 
were  Colonies  in  the  United  States 
planted  by  himself  or  under  his  direc- 
tion ;  but  the  men  there  went  of  their 
own  free  yrill,  not  at  the  luring  of  an 
emigration  agent,  not  at  the  luring  of 
a  Colonial  Oovemment — they  went  under 
their  own  desire  to  be  located  in  a  free 
land  among  free  people.  He  would  only 
simply  say  he  was  altogether  opposed  to 
this  Emigration  Clause  as  a  monopoly 
to  be  created  in  favour  of  the  Canadian 
Government,  in  favour  of  bogus  railways 
and  swindling  concerns. 

Colonel  COLTHUR^T  said,  they  had 
been  invited  to  express  their  opinions 
by  the  Prime  Minister,  and  that  was  his 
only  reason  for  interposing.  Looking 
at  this  Emigration  Clause  as  part  of  a 
great  scheme — as  he  would  call  the  Bill 
— for  the  benefit  of  the  people  of  Ire- 
land, he  entirely  concurrea  in  supporting 
the  clause.  He  looked  upon  it  as  one 
means— the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
not  put  it  forward  as  the  principal 
means,  but  as  a  secondaiy  and  sub- 
sidiary means  with  the  Reclamation 
Clause ;  the  first  means  being,  of  course, 
the  security  of  the  occupier  and  in- 
creased means  of  purchase.  What  did 
this  Emigration  Clause  propose  to  do  ? 
It  merely  enabled  assistance  to  be  given 
to  a  certain  number  of  people  desirous 
of  emigrating,  and  who,  but  for  that 
assistance,  could  not  emigrate.  Public 
opinion  would  not  in  the  long  run  sup- 
port those  hon.  Members,  if  there  were 
any  such,  who  offered  an  unreasonable 
opposition  to  this  proposal.  The  present 
emigration  had  caused  a  good  deal  of 
alarm  and  concern  in  Ireland.  That  he 
admitted,  and  that  it  had  assumed  far 
too  large  proportions  ;  but  this  would 
remain  absolutely  untouched  by  the  Go- 
vernment proposal.  The  present  emi- 
grants consisted  of  the  sons  and  daugh- 
ters of  the  better  class  of  farmers,  and 
this  class  would  continue  to  emigrate, 
and  the  assistance  of  the  Government 
would  have  no  possible  effect  on  their 
going  or  staying.  Take  one  of  the  pre- 
sent occupiers  of  land  in  Ireland — say, 
of  a  farm  of  40  or  50  acres.  Say  he 
had  four  or  five  sons  on  that  farm,  was 
it  reasonable  to  suppose  that  two  or 
three  of  those  young  men  would  remain 
at  home,  servants  to  their  father  while 
he  lived,  and  liable  to  be  turned  adrift 
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bj  their  elder  brother  when  he  suc- 
ceeded to  the  farm  ?  No ;  they  would 
continue,  as  they  had  continued,  to 
strike  out  a  better  career  for  them- 
selves. But  there  were  ftlso  numbers 
of  people — families — who,  if  assisted, 
would  make  a  fresh  start  in  life,  emi- 
grate, and  prosper.  Much  had  been 
said  during  this  discussion  against  Ca- 
nada ;  but  his  experience — and  he  was 
there  for  seven  or  eight  years,  and 
visited  a  great  many  Irish  settlements — 
was  that  the  people  there  were  most 
prosperous.  It  was  an  entire  mistake 
to  say  the  climate  was  bad.  Gold  in 
winter  it  was,  no  doubt;  but  it  was 
not  hotter  in  the  summer  than  London 
now  was.  It  was  infinitely  preferable 
to  English  and  Irish  people  to  the  cli- 
mate of  the  Southern  otates.  Some 
hon.  Members  had  alluded  to  the  failure 
of  the  emigration  from  the  West  of 
Ireland  in  Minnesota.  Well,  that  ex- 
periment failed  because  Father*Nugent 
allowed  the  people  to  be  chosen  for 
him,  and  the  selection  was  made  of 
the  poorest  and  most  helpless.  Bishop 
Ireland,  in  a  letter  he  (Colonel  Colt- 
hurst)  had  in  his  possession,  said  that  if 
the  people  had  been  determined  to  work 
they  would  have  thriven  as  Irish  people 
£rom  the  towns  and  cities  of  the  States 
were  thriving.  At  the  same  time,  this 
Colony  was  failing,  and  this  failure  was 
due  to  their  improper  selection.  But  this 
clause  did  not  select ;  it  was  for  those  who 
came  forward — it  was  for  the  assistance 
of  those  who  were  prepared  to  go,  and 
only  needed  this  assistance  to  carry  out 
their  intention.  With  the  greatest  plei^- 
sure  he  supported  the  clause. 

Mb.  BLAKE  said,  there  would  be  a 
far  better  understanding  of  the  matter 
if  the  Committee  knew  precisely  what 
the  clause  meant.  The  great  apprehen- 
sions were  as  to  the  extent  of  the  clause, 
and  it  was  here  that  the  hon.  Member 
for  Boscommon  (Mr.  O'Kelly)  feU  into 
his  mistake.  As  he  (Mr.  Blake)  under- 
stood the  clause,  its  operation  was  by  no 
means  confined  to  Canada  or  anywhere 
else;  but  it  would  be  open  totheemigrants 
to  go  to  Australia,  to  New  Zealand,  or 
any  British  Possession.  He  was  prepared 
to  express  an  opinion  as  to  Manitoba 
and  the  North- Western  Territory,  from 
whence  he  had  but*  lately  returned, 
having  Rone  over  the  whole  of  Mani- 
toba and  a  part  of  the  Nordi-West 
Territory;  and  he  confessed  he  was 
rather  suprised  to  hear   the   descrip- 
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tion  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Boscom- 
mon. It  must  have  been  many  years 
since  that  hon.  Member  visited  the  coun- 
try, for  his  own  experience  was  of  an 
entirely  opposite  character.  No  doubt, 
if  he  visited  the  country  now  he  would 
have  much  the  feeling  of  a  Rip  Van 
Winkle.  He  described  Manitoba  as 
having  no  railway  communication — the 
fact  being  that  it  had  already  through  it 
the  Great  Pacific  Line,  and  its  railway 
communication  in  other  respects  was  fair. 
The  hon.  Member  described  the  country 
as  little  better  than  a  Sahara.  Now,  it 
was  well  to  understand  what  the  climate 
of  Manitoba  was.  It  was  quite  true  it 
was  subject  to  great  vicissitudes,  warm 
in  summer  and  cold  in  winter.  The  hon. 
Member  said  the  temperature  was  in  win- 
ter 40  degrees  below  zero ;  quite  true, 
and  it  might  be  added  and  sometimes 
55  below  zero,  and  sometimes  as  cold 
as  the  Arctic  regions.  Now,  what  was 
the  effect  of  this  on  the  inhabitanto  of 
Manitoba  ?  The  first  inhabitanto  of  the 
country  were  the  adventurers  under  the 
old  North- West  Company;  next  came 
the  agents  and  hunters  of  the  Hudson 
Bay  Company,  and  the  next  were  the 
Selkirk  settlers,  and  there  were  more  re- 
cent arrivals.  Now,  some  of  these  desoen* 
dants  of  the  Hudson  Bay  men,  hunters 
and  trappers,  were  the  finest  men  he  bad 
ever  seen,  with  sons  and  daughters  about 
the  finest  type  of  humanity.  He  saw 
some  of  the  survivors  of  the  Selkirk 
settlement,  he  could  give  name  after 
name  of  those  who  went  out  under  Lord 
Selkirk,  they  were  80  years  old  and  hale 
and  hearty,and  their  descendants  were 
the  finest  people  they  could  meet  with. 
Amongst  the  most  successful  emigrants, 
although  few,  were  the  Irish  people; 
and  one  great  fact  he  could  not  avoid 
mentioning,  that  the  Permissive  Bill  was 
in  full  operation  throughout  the  greater 
part  of  Manitoba,  and  was  extending, 
and,  he  was  happy  to  say,  with  most 
happy  results,  and  was  in  fiill  and  suc- 
cessful operation  in  the  North- West. 
But  it  should  be  borne  in  mind  thai 
Manitoba  was  a  very  small  portion  of 
the  great  North- West,  some  340  miles 
long  and  240  wide.  There  was  a  wheat 
belt  extending  for  at  least  1,000  milee» 
and  800  miles  wide.  The  climate  rapidly 
improved  westwards.  It  was  capable  of 
much  improvement  as  agricultiire  pro- 
gressed. He  endeavoured  while  there 
to  make  the  acquaintance  of  thefamoiui 
refugee  Ohie^  ''Sitting  Bull,"  though  ho 
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hid  not  the  good  fortnne  to  meet  him ; 
Imt  he  was  there,  and  supported  his 
ttousandsin  the  North-West  territory  for 
jBUB  from  the  buffalo,  and  where  buffalo 
flnired  other  cattle  would  thrive.  A  more 
ponusinff  region  he  never  saw ;  with  its 
odt  of  wheat  land  1,000  miles  long  and 
MO  mfles  wide,  and  grass  lands  on  either 
ttde  to  the  extent  of  five  times  Great 
Britain  and  Ireland.  He  did  not  eon- 
dsmn  or  encourage  emigration,  he  merely 
ifaited  facts.  There  were,  as  all  knew, 
A  certain  number  of  people  always 
iBzioas  to  emigrate,  either  from  love  of 
a  change,  desire  of  adventure,  or  forced 
bj  drcumstances.  In  the  United  States 
it  this  moment  there  were,  it  is  said, 
16,000,000  of  people  of  Irish  blood ;  and 
ikbongh  in  Canada  the  number  was 
omsiderably  less,  and  would  always  be 
n,  a  certain  number  would  go  to  Ca- 
uda. And  he  would  appeal  to  his  hon. 
Friends  near  him,  from  whom  it  was  his 
gnat  regpret  to  differ,  if  these  people 
Tere  resolved  to  go,  why  should  not 
ftnr  way  be  smoothed  for  them,  whe- 
ther they  went  to  Canada  or  elsewhere  ? 
Wis  it  not  better  to  have  some  prepara- 
tion made  for  their  arrival,  instead  of 
ttor  going  with  nothing  being  pre- 
pired  for  tneir  arrival  P  It  seemed  to 
mm  to  be  quite  forgotten  what  it  was 
the  Bill  offered.  He  held  in  his  hand 
the  despatch  of  the  Oovemor  General 
to  Lord  Kimberley,  in  which  he  stated 
that  in  the  case  of  single  young  men 
ind  women  emigrants  no  difficulty  would 
ttise;  but  he  said  in  the  present  dis- 
tressed state  of  Ireland  it  must  be  by 
the  removal  of  entire  families  that  any 
mmible  relief  would  be  made  in  the 

Kure  of  redundant  population,  and 
leee  families  arrangements  must  be 
made  for  their  temporary  maintenance. 
Then  his  Excellency  went  on  to  explain 
how  a  number  of  small  farms  had  been 
ibtted,  that  small  buildings  would  be 
erected  for  their  reception,  and  the  seed 
actually  sown  to  enable  the  emigrants  to 
reap  a  harvest  in  the  first  season.     It 
vas  well  known  in  what  a  benevolent 
manner  Canada  acted  for  the  relief  of 
Irish  distress  at  its  late  trying  period, 
end  this  document  showed  the  extreme 
derire  of  the  Government  of  Canada  to 
SMiBt  any  Irish  who  might  wish  to  emi- 
gnte.  He  quoted  from  the  Beport  of  the 
Iiupector  of  Fisheries  for  Gal  way  district, 
showing  that  the  population   in  some 

Cwas  the  poorest  m  Ireland,  at  the 
jnit  able  to  eke  out  a  miserable 


existence,  and  always  open  to  the  temp- 
tation to  engage  in  illicit  distillation. 
The  words  ho  quoted  he  had  written 
himself,  and  he  knew  how  truo  they 
wore  ;  the  same  description  would  hold 
good  of  ^fayo,  part  of  Kerry,  and  other 
parts  of  Ireland.  And  when  he  went  to 
Canada  and  contrasted  the  miserable 
position  of  these  people  in  Ireland  with 
the  settlers  there,  ho  folt  that  let  the 
consequences  bo  what  they  might  in 
unpopularity  in  that  House  or  at  home, 
that  he  should  be  committing  a  deep 
political  sin  if  he  did  otherwise  than 
give  his  support  to  such  a  clause  as 
that  under  consideration. 

The  CHAIRMAN:  The  position  of 
the  clause  is  now  entirely  altered,  and  so 
many  Amendments  have  been  given  in, 
that  I  consider  it  will  be  necessary  when 
we  meet  again  to  go  regularly  through 
the  Amendments  in  the  ordinary  way. 

And  it  being  ten  minutes  before  Seven 
of  the  clock,  the  Chairman  reported  Pro- 
gress ;  Committee  to  sit  again  this  day. 

The  House  suspended  its  Sitting  at 
five  minutes  to  Seven  of  the  clock. 


The  House  resumed  its  Sitting  at  Nine 
of  the  clock. 

LAND  LAW  (IRELAND)  BILL. 
Progress  resumed. 
Clause  26  (Emigration). 
Amendment  again  proposed. 

In  pago  18,  line  12,  Lofore  thn  first  word 
"The,"  to  Insert  the  words  "On  obtaining 
sufficient  security  for  tho  repayment  of  moneys 
advanced  under  this  section." —  {Sir  Oeoryc 
Campbi'U.) 

Question  put,  ''That  those  words  be 
there  inserted." 


—  Ayes    9 ; 
-(Div.  List, 


y 


The  Committee  divided: 
Noes  56  :  Majority  47.  - 
No.  302.) 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHUECHILL 
said,  he  wished  to  move  an  Amendment 
proposing  a  different  scheme  from  that 
of  tho  Grovemment.  lie  was  perfectly 
unable  to  understand  how  this  clause  of 
tho  Government  would  work,  although 
he  had  given  as  much  attention  to  it  as 
might  be  in  his  power,  which,  perhaps, 
might  not  be  much.  Who  was  going  to 
ask  for  the  money  ?  Who  were  the 
persons  to  be  employed,  and  on  what 
grounds  were  the  Commission  to  ad- 
vance tho  money  ?    Were  tho  Commi^- 
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Bion  going  to  have  interviewB  with,  for  was  limited  to  suma  not  exceeding  li 
instance,  Sir  Alexander  Gordon,  and,  in   in  the  pound  of  the  rateable  Talae  of 
that  case,  who  would  represent  the  Irish   the   Union,    and    the    emigration  wai 
people  as  between  the  Commission  and   strictly    limited    to     British    ColonieiL 
the  Oovernmcnt  of  Canada  ?  How  were  '  Again,     in     18-13,     the     subject    wai 
local  knowledge  and  local  wishes  to  be   brought  before  Parliament,   and  Fkr- 
brought  to  bear  on  the  Commission  ?   liament  took  a  wider  view,  considering 
Anybodywholookedat  this  clause  would,  |  that  the  calling  of  a  public  meeting  ua 
he  thought,  come  to  the  conclusion  that  it  i  requiring  the  majority  of  the  meetuig  to 
was  not  intended  by  the  Government  to  '  declare  in  favour  of  emigration  was  not 
have  any  very  actively  operative  effect.  •'  a  machinery  likely  to  produce  any  gmt 
He  was  perfectly  certain  the  intentions   advantage.    Accordingly,  by  the  Act  of 
of  the  Government  were  good,  and  that !  1843,  it  was  enacted  tnat  two-thirds  of 
if  emigration  could  be  carried  on  for  the  -  the  Guardians  of  any  Union  might  aanit 
benefit  of  Ireland,  and  with  the  concur-  ■  any  destitute  person  to  emigrate,  pro- 
rence  of  the  Irish  people,  the  Govern- ;  vided  that  he  had  been  three  months  is 
ment  would  be  glad  to  give  a  lead  and  '  the  Union  workhouse ;  but  they  oouU 
direction  to  that  movement ;  but  if  he  only  assist  him  to  emigrate  to  a  British 
were  not  satisfied  of  that,  he  should  say  j  Colony.     The  charge  was  made  to  M 
the  whole  of  this  clause  was  a  blind,  j  on  the  electoral  division,  and  this  aotion 
and  that  the  Government  merely  wished  |  on  the  part  of  the  Guardians  did  not  te- 
to  head  one  of  the  clauses  with  the  word   quire  a  public  meeting.    Parliament,  in 
"Emigration, "and  then  go  to  the  coun-   that  case,  therefore,  made  some  ezten- 
tiy  and  say — **  We  have  dealt  with  the   sion  of  the  principle,  but  they  still  hrat 
difficult  question  of  Irish  Emigration."  ,  up  the  limit  of  the  charge  paid  by  the 
He  did  not  believe  that  was  their  iuten- 1  electoral  division,  and  restricted  the  emi- 
tion  ;  but  that  was  a  charge  that  could  ,  gration  to  British  Colonies.  HebeHered 
be  made  against  them  from  the  way  in  j  that  a  considerable  amount  of  emigra- 
which  the  clause  was  drawn,  for  it  was   tion  had  taken  place  under  that  prori- 
so  indefinite.     He  could  not  make  out ,  sion,  and  many  paupers  had  been  ai- 
how  any  real  action  could  arise  under   sisted  to   emigrate  urom  workhousei; 
the  clause,  and  he  wished  to  point  out   but  he  wished  to  point  out  to  the  Com- 


that  the  Government  had  abandoned  the  I  mittee  that  a  man  who  had  been  so 
line  which  Parliament  had  distinctly  |  degraded  as  to  have  been  in  a  work- 
laid  down  on  this  subject.  This  was  not  ■  house  for  three  months  was  not  the  man 
the  first  time  the  question  of  emigration    who  would  be  selected  for  emig^tion. 


had   come  before   Parliament.     It  had 


He  did  not  believe  that  a  man  of  ihafc 


been  legislated  on  by  Parliament  since  i  kind  was  likely  to  succeed.  In  1 847  the 
1838.  The  first  Irish  Poor  Law  that  ■  subject  was  once  more  brought  before 
was  passed  took  into  consideration  the ;  Parliament,  and  by  the  Act  10  Vic^, 
question  of  emigration,  and  Parliament '  c.  31,  it  was  provided  that  the  emigra- 
had  since  that  time  distinctly  and  defi-  j  tion  expenses  of  any  holder  of  under 
nitely  laid  down  a  line  to  the  effect  that  ■  five  acres  of  land  should  be  defrayed  by 
it  would  not  allow  the  State  directly  to  the  Guardians  of  the  parish,  together 
interfere  in  Irish  emigration.  In  the ;  with  the  emigration  expenses  of  his 
Irish  Poor  Law  Act  of  1838  Parliament '.  whole  family.  That  was  the  first  time 
indicated  that  the  Guardians  of  any  that  the  emigration  of  families  was  re- 
electorial  division  might  apply  to  the  i  cognized  by  Parliament ;  but  it  was 
Poor  Law  Commissioners  for  authority  i  stipulated  in  these  cases  that  the  land- 
to  call  a  public  meeting  of  the  ratepayers  ;  lord  must  forego  all  claims  for  rent  and 
to  consider  the  question  of  emigration  \  supply  two-thirds  of  the  money  re- 
from  that  electoral  division,  and  a  ma-  quired.  On  that  condition  the  Guar- 
jority  of  such  meeting  miglit  apply  to  dians  might  provide  one-third  of  the 
the  Commissioners  for  permission  to  amount,  and  charge  that  on  the  rates  of 
raise  a  sum,  which  should  be  charged  ,  the  electoral  division.  That  Act  went  a 
on  the  rates,  for  the  purposes  of  emigra-  great  deal  further,  for  it  entirely  set 
tion  from  that  particular  Union ;  so  that  aside  the  Act  of  1843,  limiting  the 
as  long  ago  as  1838  this  question  had  power  of  the  Guardians  to  emigrate 
been  prominently  before  Parliament,  persons  who  had  been  in  the  Union  for 
and  had  been  dealt  with  by  Parliament,  three  months.  It  allowed  the  Guardians, 
The  rnto  for  oinigration  under  that  Act  i  with  the  assent  always  of  tlie  Commii* 
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sioners,  to  emigrate  all  persons  as  long 
as  thej  were  poor  and  destitute;  but 
such  persons  had  to  be  approved  bj  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies.  How 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies 
could  tell  whether  a  family  was  suitable 
for  emigration  he  could  not  imagine ; 
and,  with  such  a  provision  as  that,  the 
Act  was  not  likely  to  work  out  well. 
Then,  in  1849,  shortly  after  the  great 
Famine,  Parliament  again  considered  the 
question,  and  by  the  Act  12  &  13  Vict 
0.  104,  it  was  enacted  that  GKiardians 
might  apply  any  money  in  their  hands 
for  the  rates  of  any  electoral  division,  or 
might  borrow  from  the  Government,  or 
from  private  persons,  sums  sufficient  to 
emigrate  poor  and  destitute  persons.  It 
did  not  say  anything  about  their  being 
paupers,  but  simply  referred  to  any  poor 
persons  whom  the  Guardians  thought  fit 
for  emigration.  The  only  limit  he  could 
find  in  that  Act  was  that  the  amount 
should  be  2«.  ^d.  in  the  pound. 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER:  Does  the 
Act  state  poor  and  "  destitute "  per- 
sons? * 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
said,  he  found  that  the  Act  did  not  say 
"  destitute  persons."  It  appeared  from 
what  he  had  said  that  in  1838,  1843, 
1847,  and  1849,  Parliament  had  dealt 
with  the  question  of  emigration,  and  had 
throughout  been  consistent  in  declining 
to  bring  the  State  into  direct  contact 
with  the  people  who  were  to  be  emi- 
grated, and  had  left  the  question  of  Irish 
emigration  to  be  decided  by  the  locali- 
tiiBs,  utterly  refusing  to  take  the  line 
which  the  Government  now  proposed  to 
adopt.  There  was  no  question  whatever 
of  local  authority — it  was  a  case  of  the 
State  dealing  with  some  individual  or 
public  body  who  need  not  have  any 
necessaxy  connection  with  the  locality  in 
Ireland.  He  proposed,  after  the  word 
"agreements,"  in  page  18,  line  13,  to 
leave  out — 

"  With  any  person,  or  body  of  persons,  having 
authority  to  contract  on  behalf  of  the  Dominion 
of  Canada,  or  of  any  province  thereof,  or 
on  behalf  of  any  British  colony  or  depen- 
dency, or  any  state  or  otiier  district  in  such  do- 
minion, provinoe,  colony,  or  dependency,  or  on 
behalf  of  any  public  comi>any  or  other  public 
body  with  vhose  constitution  and  steurity  the 
Land  Commission  may  be  satisfied." 

In  place  of  these  words,  he  proposed  to 
inaert — 

«  Tho  liand  OomfluMion  may,  from  time  to 
&xi^  wit&  the  concurrence  of  the  Treasury, 
iArtw  tntb  igtMie&tt  with  Boards  of  Onardians, 


or  with  any  persons  for  the  time  being  autho- 
rized to  act  as  Guardians  to  any  Union,  to  ad- 
vance out  of  the  moneys  in  their  hands  such 
sums  as  the  Commission  may  think  it  desirable 
to  expend  in  promoting  emigration  in  Ireland." 

The  object  of  these  proposals  was  to 
keep  the  Land  Commission,  which  ought 
to  be  a  Oommission  having  the  confi- 
dence of  the  people,  altogether  away 
from  any  such  awkward  subject  as  emi- 
gration. He  did  not  wish  the  Com- 
mission to  be  brouffht  into  contact  with 
the  people  upon  this  question,  but  with 
the  local  authorities,  who  must  be  the 
best  judges  of  the  emi^ation  necessi- 
ties of  their  localities.  Then  the  State 
might  be  brought  in  indirectly  merely  to 
advance  money  to  these  local  autho- 
rities ;  that  might  be  done  with  safety, 
because  the  Gt)vemment  would  not  ap- 
pear in  the  light  of  an  agent  for  de- 
portation. The  people  who  selected  and 
recommended  persons  for  emigration 
were  the  Guardians,  who  were  conver- 
sant with  the  people  of  their  district ; 
and  he  woiild  add,  t}iat  there  wdA  no- 
thing so  absolutely  essential  to  the  pro- 
per conduct  of  an  emigration  scheme  as 
local  knowledge.  Another  importclnt 
consideration  was  that  the  Boards  of 
Guardians,  being  popular  representatives, 
enjoyed  the  confidence  of  the  Boman 
Catholic  clergy ;  and,  if  the  confideiice  of 
the  Eoman  Catholic  clergy  was  not  se- 
cured, any  clause,  such  as  Siis  Emigration 
Clause,  would  be  merely  waste  paper. 

The  CHAtRMAN :  It  is  impossible 
for  me  to  keep  the  Amendments  in  their 
proper  order,  as  they  are  broiight  to  me 
sometimes  half-a-dozen  on  one  sheet  of 
paper.  I  understood  that  the  noble 
Lord  was  about  to  move  an  Amendment 
equivalent  to  the  Amendment  in  the 
name  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Dun- 
garvan  (Mr.  O'Donnell),  to  the  effect 
that  Boards  of  Guardians  should  take 
the  place  of  the  Land  Commission.  If 
the  noble  Lord  chooses  to  move  tbat  he 
is  in  Order ;  but  if  he  does  not  move  that, 
there  is  an  Amendment  in  the  name  of 
Mr.  Torrens  which  it  would  be  neces- 
sary to  put  first. 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER  asked  what 
was  the  question  immediately  before  the 
House  ? 

The  chairman  :  I  understood  that, 
Mr.  O'Donnell  not  having  riseui  the 
noble  Lord  was  going  to  move  an  equi- 
valent Amendment — **  That  Boards  of 
Ouatdians  should  tiEike  the  i>lace  of  the 
I  Land  Commission ; "  but  if^he  does  not 
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move  that  here,  it  must  be  moved  at  a 
Huliseqiient  point. 

Mr.  \V.  M.  TORRENS  said,  he  might 
agree  with  some  portion  of  what  the 
noble  Lord  liad  said,  but  he  could  not 
agree  with  much  of  it.  He  understood 
the  noble  Lord's  view  to  be  that  it  was 
desirable,  as  a  general  policy,  that  the 
business  of  Emigration  should  be  sepa- 
rated from  the  Land  Commission.  In 
that  view  he  quite  concurred,  and  it  was 
with  that  view  that  he  placed  on  the 
Paper  his  own  Amendment.  He  wished 
to  induce  the  Government  so  to  frame 
the  administration  of  this  sub-Depart- 
ment that  it  should  be  disconnected,  at 
least  permirjsively,  from  the  action  of 
the  Land  Commission.  He  believed  it 
was  generally  understood  that  the  busi- 
ness of  the  Land  Commission  would  be 
more  than  enough  for  it  to  do  in  the 
next  two  years,  and  he  supposed  that 
whether  the  opinion  formed  on  it  was 
favourable  or  not,  it  would  have  a  great 
deal  on  hand  ;  if  so,  he  should  object  to 
the  work  of  emigration  being  consigned 
to  the  leisure  hours  of  an  over-weighted 
Department ;  and  he  should  prefer  that 
the  Government  should  have  two  De- 
partments instead  of  one.  The  whole 
business  of  Emigration  would  be  quite 
sufficient  work  for  a  special  body ;  and 
he  would  explain  why  he  and  those  who 
were  emigrationists,  above  all  things 
desired  that  tliis  Government  or  their 
successors  should  have  at  their  command 
a  sufficiently  strong  sub- Department  to 
work  out  what  they  regarded  as  a  very 
difficult,  a  very  onerous,  and  a  very 
honourable  function.  He  regretted  very 
much  the  presence  in  the  clause  of  the 
word  *'  Canada,"  and  he  said  that  not 
from  any  lurking  disposition  to  sneer  or 
to  find  fault,  but  because  it  had  had  the 
effect  of  throwing  the  apple  of  discord 
among  those  Members  who  were  jealous 
of  any  preference  being  given  to  Canada. 
As  a  Representativu  of  the  taxpayers  of 
England,  he  held  that  no  preference 
should  be  shown  in  this  matter.  If  they 
had,  or  thought  they  had,  at  any  parti- 
cular time  or  place  a  surplus  population, 
then  they  should  endeavour  to  facilitate 
their  transference  to  any  Colony  which 
might  be  suitable  to  them  at  the  time, 
if  that  Colony  should  at  the  time  desire 
to  have  them  ;  and  therefore  he  regretted 
the  introduction  of  the  word  **  Canada," 
because  it  was  an  indication  of  preference 
which  he  was  sure  the  Government  did 
not  intend.    He  had  no  interest  per- 
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son  ally  in  Canada ;  be  had  no  commA- 
nication  with  people  in  Canada,  exont 
in  the  capacity  of  public  men ;  bat  at 
was  bouna  to  say  that  his  interoonni 
with  the  public  men  of  Canada  had  aok 
given  him  the  slightest  reason  for  m- 
picion  of  their  motives  upon  this  qiui- 
tion.     But  if  any  suspicion  ahonla  bl 
entertained  with  regard  to  Canada,  a 
despatch  from  the  Queen'a  Bepreaenf^ 
tive  in  Canada  (the  Marquess  of  Lams) 
to  the  Home  Government  directly  and 
officially  upon  this  subject  would  ditpd 
suspicion.   In  March  last,  be  had  mom 
to  have  that  despatch  laid  upon  tin 
Table ;  and  in  consequence  of  the  pub- 
lication of  that  document,  for  the  fiiit 
time  in  the  history  of   emig^tion  in 
England,  a  great  Colony  made  them  in 
o£fer  of   lands  at  nominal   prices  for 
persons  of  industrious  and  respeotaUi 
character.    They  might  reject  that  effar 
if  they  pleased,  but  there  was  nothing  in 
that  offer  unworthy  of  Canada.  But  the 
noble  Lord  had  amused  the  Conuiittee 
with  a  sort  of  sketchy  history  of  whit 
he  called  emigration  in  this  country.  Hi 
(Mr.  W.   M.  Torrens)   must  say  thit 
anything  more   unlike  his  recollection 
of  the  history  of  this  question  he  nefs 
heard  ;  it  might  be  an  outline  from  thi 
noble  Lord's  view,  but  it  was  not  in 
outline  of  anything  that  he  knew.  Whit 
was  the  history  of  emigration  in  thii 
country?    Fifty  years  ago  emigration 
was   considered   a  most  vital  subjeot; 
several  Committees  of  the  HouieweM 
appointed  to   take  evidence  upon  it; 
Commissioners  were  appointed  by  fhi 
Crown  to  investigate  the  question ;  and 
the  result  of  all  that  was  the  creation  of 
a  sub-Department  of  two  CommiBsionerSi 
with  a  staff  of  secretaries,  who,  for  20 
or  30  years,  facilitated  emigration.  That 
Commission  had  been  allowed  to  drop. 
That  course  he  considered  a  mistake; 
but  it  was  one  of  those  change  in  legis- 
lation which  might  easily  occur  again, 
and  the  Commission  might  be  re-oon- 
stituted     whenever    the     Gh>veniment 
thought  desirable.    Ten  years  ago,  an 
hon.  Member  sitting  on   the   opposite 
side  of  the  House,  who  had  onoe  held 
distinguished  Office,  concerted  with  him 
(Mr.  W.  M.  Torrens)  a  Motion  on  the 
subject,  which  was  discussed  at  great 
length  for  a  whole  summer's  nieht,  an 
effort  being  made  to  persuade  the  Gh>- 
vernmemeut  to  re-or«mize  the  Emigra- 
tion  Department.     What  was  the  argu- 
ment used  then  by  some  hoo*  ICemboi^ 


717 


ZandZaw 


{July  12,  1881 1 


(Irelimd)  Bill. 


718 


yi\io  were  now    Ministers,   and    other 
Members    who    were    associated   with 
them  ?    That  the  Colonies  were  so  de- 
pressed, that  their  organization  was  so 
different,  that  the  distance  was  so  far, 
and  the  course  of  post  so  long,  that  it 
was  impossible  for  us  to  communicate  so 
efficiently  as  was  necessary  to  exchange 
Borplus  labour  in  our  markets.    Since 
that  time  science  had  abolished  all  these 
obstacles — steamershad  been  quickened, 
telegraphy  had  brought  Colonies  into 
direct  communication  with  us ;  and  the 
result  was  that  when  there  was  a  surplus 
labour  in  any  one  market  it  could  be 
made  known  all  over  the  world  at  once. 
If  a  system  of  emigration  was  instituted 
under  this  Bill,  say,  for  Ireland,  how 
would  it  be  possible,  at  any  given  time, 
for  the  directors  of  emigration  to  know 
when  it  would  be  safe  to  send  labour  to 
any  particular  point  of  the  world  that 
might  seem  to  require  it,  unless  it  was 
in  close  communication  with  other  parts 
of  the  world  ?    Telegraphy  had  brought 
the  means  of   doing  that    which    the 
specific  organization  he  advocated  would 
require  to  be  done ;  and  it  would  be 
better,  from  that  point  of  view,  to  have 
a  separate  Department  devoted  entirely 
to  the  work  of  emigration  than  to  |^ace 
the  matter  in  the  hands  of  the  JPoor 
Law  Guardians,  as  suggested  by  the 
noble  liord.    If  the  noble  Lord's  plans 
were  adopted,  emimition  would  be  dis- 
figured with  the  taint  of  pauperism  from 
the  start.  Emigration,  in  his  view,  should 
have  nothing  to  do  with  pauperism.    In 
1870  there  was  great  distress  in  Eng- 
land,  and  the   labour  market  greatly 
overstocked ;  the  head  of  the  Poor  Law 
Department  offered  to  issue  a  Circular, 
enabling  Boards  of  Q-uardians  to  give 
asdstanoe  to  promote  emigration.  Upon 
that,  he  and  others  who  were  interested 
in  the  subject  with  him  issued  a  Circu- 
lar to  every  Poor  Law  Union  in  Eng- 
land, warning  them  that  it  would  be  a 
fatal  mistake  to  undertake  emigration ; 
and  in  that  way  they  succeeded  in  de- 
feating the  inadvertent  purpose  of  the 
Government.    They  did  not  pursue  that 
course  from  any  pragmatical  view,  but 
beoanse  they  had  received  communica- 
tions from  the  Colonies  stating  that  the 
Colonies  would  refuse  paupers,  if  sent 
out  as  emigrants;   and  he  woidd  now 
warn  the  noble  Lord  that  if  the  Qovem- 
ment  and  the  Committee  were  beguiled 
into  mixing  np  emigration  with  Poor 


Law  relief,  Australia,  and  Canada,  and 
other  Colonies  would  refuse  the  emi- 
grants.   He  was  authorized  and  war- 
ranted in  saying   that    the    Canadian 
Government  would  not  stand  such  an 
afi&ont  as  that ;  and  the  Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland,   with  such  knowledge  of 
Colonial  questions,   would  be  able  to 
confirm  that  statement.    If  that  was  the 
case,  what  should  be  done  ?    He  would 
appeal  to  his  hon.  Friends  opposite,  as 
fellow-countrymen,  and  ask  them,    as 
honest  men,   loving  their  country,   to 
consider  what  they  were  doing  in  throw- 
ing difficulties  in  the  way  of  remedying 
the  existing  evils.    There  was  nothing 
in  the  whole  cosmogony  of  politics  so 
fallacious  or  false  as  the  talking  about 
over-population  and  over  crowding.    In 
Ireland,     he    unhesitatingly    declared, 
that    there    was    no    over-population ; 
there  was  fearful  overcrowding  and  fear- 
ful shortness  of  wages ;  and  that  during 
the  last  18   months  had  led  to  people 
bidding  against  each  other  for  the  lew 
farms  that  were  available.    What  else 
was  rack  rent  ?    How  would  landlords 
be  able  to  increase  rents  if  people  did 
did  bid  against  each  other  ?    What  was 
wanted  was  more  farms.    More  farms 
producing  wheat  unrivalled  in  the  world 
were  offered  to  these  people,  and  what 
was  the  price  ?    The  Irish  farmer  might 
say  he  could  not  afford  to  pay  dO«.  or 
35«.  an  acre ;  but  Queensland,  with  un- 
limited resources  of  untilled  soil,  offered 
them  40-aGre  farms  at  the  official  fee  of 
409.     Farmers  who  accepted  that  offer 
would  become  40«.  freeholders,  and  that 
for  ever.    These  fee  farms  would  not  be 
tenancies  that  might  be  terminated,  and 
would  not  be  subject  to  leases,  but  would 
become  the  freehold  possession  of  the 
farmers  by  mere  stroke  of  the  pen ;  and 
in  addition  to  that,  the  purchasers  would 
have  the  option  of  40  acres  more  at  a£l 
fee.    It  was  not  in  the  power  of  the  Land 
Bill,  or  of  the  Ministers,  or  Parliament 
to  give  land  on   these   terms  in  this 
country  ;  but  the  Colonies  were  able  to 
make  this  offer,  and  not  as  a  favour. 
In  Leinster,   in   Ulster,   and  in    Con- 
naught,  and  in  Canada,  he  would  say 
there  was  not  a  surplus  population ;  but 
it  was  admitted  that  the  overcrowding 
was  fearful  in  the  West  of  Ireland. 
Canada  and  New  Zealand  offered  land 
as  large  as  Ulster,  Leinster,  and  Con- 
naught  put  together,  capable  of  growing 
wheat ;  and  why  would  hon.  Membersi 
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for  a  mere  political  sentiment,  object  to 
people  accepting  that  offer  ?  The  reason 
"why  the  clergy  of  the  people  naturally, 
and  he  thought  justly,  objected  to  let 
their  young  people  wander  away  from 
their  homes  was  that  they  would  be 
unable  to  exercise  over  them  any  moral 
influence ;  but  if  hon.  Members  would 
only  enable  the  Government  to  do  what 
was  reasonable  and  right,  the  Colonial 
Governments  would  place  no  difficulties 
in  the  way  of  the  establishment  of  Pro- 
testant, Boman  Catholic,  and  Presby- 
terian villages  throughout  the  Colonies. 
He  did  not  mean  to  say  that  they  could 
suddenly  uproot  and  transport  Mayo, 
and  place  it  in  a  distant  part  of  the 
worla,  and  he  did  not  desire  to  see  any- 
thing of  that  kind ;  but  what  he  did 
wish  to  see  was  fusion  instead  of  con- 
fusion. They  had  had  confusion  with 
a  vengeance,  and  now  he  hoped  hon. 
Members  would  try  to  create  fusion.  He 
had  once  heard  a  gentleman  ask  the 
question  why  this  country  should  do 
anything  for  the  good  of  her  Colonies  ? 
He  ^Mr.  W.  M.  Torrens)  maintained 
that  if  people  emigrated  for  our  good  as 
well  as  for  their  own,  and  for  the  good 
of  those  to  whom  they  went,  we  should 
be  spending  our  own  money  wisely  in 
assisting  them.  He  believed,  from  his 
knowledge  of  the  subject,  ihsX  there 
was  not  the  least  risk  as  to  the  Govern- 
ment recovering  the  advances;  but  if 
the  monev  were  all  lost  would  it  not  be 
well  lost  r  Was  it  not  better  to  spend 
the  money  in  true  glory  than  in  real 
sham  ?  He  would  urge  the  Committee 
to  spend  their  money,  and  put  an  end 
to  discontent,  and  to  do  that  which  was 
good  for  all. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  18,  line  12,  after  "the  Land  Com- 
mission,** insert  **  or  such  other  Commission  for 
the  purpose  of  emigration  as  Her  Majesty  shall 
appoint."— (Jfr.  W,  M,  Torrent,) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  those  words 
be  there  inserted.'' 

Mb.  EWAET  described  this  Amend- 
ment as  raising  the  most  important 
question  that  had  arisen  under  the  Bill, 
and,  expressing  a  hope  that  good  would 
result  from  the  clauses  on  the  right  of 
free  sale  and  on  fixed  rents,  explained 
that  a  holder  of  only  five  acres  could 
not  earn  a  subsistence  from  his  holding. 
At  the  bottom  of  the  present  state  of 
things  in  Ireland  was  a  want  of  energy 

Mr.  JT.  M.  Torrens 


and  industiy ;  but  he  defied  any  man  of 
energy  and  industry  to  maintain  himself 
out  of  five  acres  of  land.  So  long  as 
there  were  those  small  tenants,  there 
would  be  constantly  recurring  bad  sea- 
sons. But  how  were  they  to  be  g^t  nd 
of  unless  the  tenants  were  encouraged 
to  emigrate,  and  the  small  holdings  con- 
solidated ?  The  soil  could  not  be  fblly 
developed  with  such  small  holdinsB.  The 
tenant  of  a  five-acre  farm  would  rarely 
have  an  animal  upon  it.  He  could  not 
keep  a  horse  or  a  cow,  and  was  in  the 
position  of  a  factory  operative  thrown 
back  to  the  hand-loom  or  Bpinmng 
jenny.  Every  effort  ought  to  be  made 
to  consolidate  these  small  farms,  and 
for  that  reason  he  approved  of  the  Emi- 
gration Clause.  Ireland  was  not  over- 
populated,  but  there  were  far  too  many 
of  these  small  farms.  The  aBsistaBoe 
proposed  should,  however,  be  given  only 
to  tenants,  and  he  feared  the  dause,  as 
it  stood,  would  be  inoperative.  He  did 
not  think  the  mere  granting  of  loans 
would  cany  out  the  scheme  of  the  Bill; 
it  would  require  considerable  grants  of 
public  money,  and  £1,000,000  devoted 
to  this  purpose  would  not  be  an  over- 
grant.  The  thing  could  not  be  carried 
out  by  the  clause  as  it  stood,  and  he 
hoped  the  Q-ovemment  would  amend  it. 

Thb  CHAIHMAN:  It  is  not  the 
clause  that  is  before  the  Committee  just 
now.  It  is  the  question  whether  an  ad- 
ditional Commission  for  the  poxpoBes  of 
emi^ation  shal]  be  nominated. 

Mr.  W.  E.  FOBSTER  :  I  have  heard 
with  interest  and  have  been  mnch 
struck  by  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Finsbury  (Mr.  W.  M.  Torrens) ; 
but  I  do  not  propose  to  follow  him  in 
his  general  remarks,  because  there  are 
many  Amendments  on  the  Paper,  and 
the  discussion  of  the  general  principle 
of  the  clause  ccm  better  be  postooned 
till  we  come  to  the  clause  itself.  I  shall 
therefore  assist  in  carrying  out  your 
ruling,  Sir,  if  I  confine  myself  in  reply 
to  the  Amendment  brought  before  ns. 
I  have  no  fi^re^t  objection  to  the  words 
proposed ;  out  I  hope  the  hon.  Oentle- 
man  will  not  press  the  Amendment,  be- 
cause the  Government  have  no  intentka 
of  appointing  another  Commiaaion,  and 
the  Amendment  would  give  an  alto- 
gether wrong  impression.  lliGre  is  no 
difficulty  in  so  arranging  the  bnsinesB 
of  the  Commission  that  emigratioii 
can  be  well  attended  to,  beoaaee  thej 
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will  have  power  to  appoint  Assistant 
Oommissioners.  and  no  doubt  tbej  will 
be  able  to  obtain  assistance  if  they  find 
that  their  other  important  work  will  not 
allow  them  to  deal  individually  witb 
emigpration.  Therefore,  I  trust  the  bon. 
Member  will  not  press  his  Amendment. 
The  hon.  Member  made  one  suggestion 
to  which  I  may  allude,  because  I  think 
it  was  very  valuable.  There  was  no- 
thing further  from  the  intention  of  the 
Government  than  to  give  a  preference  to 
one  Colony  over  any  other,  and  I  see  no 
reason  why  the  word  *' Canada"  need  be 
retained.  It  was  inserted  because  Canada 
is  nearer  to  us,  and  opens  out  great  in- 
ducements to  emigration  at  the  present 
moment ;  but  there  is  no  reason  why  it 
should  stand  in  the  Act  of  Parliament 
before  the  other  Dependencies,  and  we 
shall  be  quite  prepared,  to  omit  the 
words  ''on  behalf  of  the  Dominion  of 
Canada,  or  of  any  province  thereof," 
and  make  the  clause  read — ''contract 
on  the  part  of  any  British  Colony."  I 
have  some  remarks  to  make  on  the 
general  policy  of  the  clause,  but  I  think 
it  would  be  more  convenient  not  to  make 
them  now. 

Mr.  O'DONNELL  said,  he  could 
quite  ag^ee  with  the  view  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  as  to  the  proposal  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Finsbury ;  but,  at 
the  same  time,  he  thought  the  Committee 
would  not  do  well  to  allow  themselves 
to  be  carried  away  from  the  arguments 
of  the  hon.  Member  by  admiration  for 
the  language  in  which  he  clothed  his 
thoughts.  For  instance,  it  sounded  ex- 
tremely well  when  the  hon.  Member  de- 
scribed the  miserable  condition  of  some 
of  the  poorer  populations  in  the  West 
of  Ireland,  where  there  was  overcrowd- 
ing through  some  of  the  neighbouring 
districts  being  depopulated;  and  then 
presented  to  their  mental  vision  a 
dazzling  picture  of  the  future  of  these 
poor  Irishmen  when  transplanted  to  the 
Arcadise  of  Manitoba  and  elsewhere.  He 
said  in  place  of  their  sufferings  in  Ire- 
land the  Irish  peasants  would  get  40- 
acre  farms  for  a  few  shillings,  with 
beautiful  skies  and  fertile  soils— that,  in 
fact,  for  40t.  they  could  be  happy  and 
comfortable.  But  he  would  remind 
the  Committee  that  the  Irish  peasant 
must  pay,  not  only  40«.,  but  he  would 
have  to  pay  40s.  plus  denationalization ; 
he  would  have  to  pay  40«.  plus  banish- 
ment; he  would  liave  to  pay  40t.  plua 


his  separation  from  all  the  associations 
which  were  so  especially  dear  to  all  the 
Irish  race.  The  hon.  Member  spoke  of 
the  Irish  peasant  as  a  freeholder ;  but  the 
Irish  peasant  did  not  desire  to  be  turned 
into  a  freeholder  —  at  the  Antipodes. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Finsbury  did  ad- 
mit that  among  the  objections  to  the  plan 
of  banishment  which  he  advocated  was 
something  which  he  considered  mere 
political  superstition;  but  it  was  that 
political  superstition  which  kept  an  Eng- 
lishman from  becoming  a  Frenchman,  a 
Frenchman  from  becoming  a  German, 
and  a  Pole  from  becoming  a  Bussian, 
and  which  he  hoped  would  prevent  an 
Irishman  from  ever  desiring  to  be  any- 
thing else  than  an  Irishman,  or  from 
making  his  own  prosperity  a  considera- 
tion separate  from  the  prosperity  of  his 
country.  The  hon.  Member  for  Belfast 
(Mr.  Ewart),  had  said  some  kindly 
words  as  to  the  spirit  in  which  the  Prime 
Minister  had  introduced  this  clause ;  but 
he  must  be  counted  an  opponent  of  the 
clause,  for  the  keynote  of  his  speech  was 
that  Ireland  was  far  from  being  over- 
populated.  That  was  his  (Mr.  O'Don- 
nell's)  opinion,  and  he  failed  to  see  why 
the  British  taxpayer,  who  had  to  pay 
for  the  Transvaal  and  other  blunders  of 
the  Government,  should  be  called  upon 
to  pay  for  an  additional  blunder  for 
promoting  emigration.  The  proposal 
seemed  to  him  to  lack  the  usual  breadth 
and  force  of  philosophic  Liberalism. 
Ireland  was,  in  his  opinion,  distinctly 
under-populated;  and  the  fact  that  in 
some  of  the  poorest  and  most  wretched 
parts  there  was  overcrowding,  was  due 
to  the  circumstance  that  the  beneficial 
results  with  which  British  rule  had 
blessed  Ireland  had  caused  acres  of 
waste  in  the  place  of  districts  which 
might  be  inhabited  by  Irish  peasants. 
Before  adopting  measures  for  trans- 
planting the  Irish  people,  England 
ought  to  adopt  the  best  measures  for 
enabling  them  to  live  in  comfort  in  Ire- 
land ;  but  the  Government  were  anxious 
to  devote  something  between  £1,000,000 
and  £2,000,000  to  the  transportation 
of  Irish  peasants  to  Botany  Bay  and 
elsewhere;  and  it  was  curious  that 
whereas  England  used  to  be  inclined  to 
spend  large  sums  of  money  to  get  rid 
of  her  worst  citizens,  she  now  wanted  to 
get  rid  of  her  best  citizens,  and  to  tran- 
sport 50,000  or  100,000  Irish  families  to 
other  countries.  He  should  be  prepared 
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to  give  some  assent  to  that  proposal  if 
the  Goyemment  would  meet  the  Irish 
Members  half-way,  and  would  engage, 
before  transporting  these  people,  to 
settle  100,000  Irish  families,  now  in  the 
overcrowded  districts,  on  the  depopu- 
lated parts.  Then,  if  there  were  any 
Irishmen  left  requiring  to  be  emigrated 
and  dealt  with  in  the  drastic  way  pro- 
posed by  the  clause,  the  Government 
could  make  their  proposal  with  a  better 
chance  than  they  now  could.  Then,  an- 
other point  was  that  even  if  there  was 
reason  for  emigrating  Irish  people,  Irish 
Members  ought  not  to  be  parties  to  a 
scheme  binding  down  that  emigration 
to  simply  British  Colonies,  for  that 
meant  nothing  else  than  political  dis- 
franchisement and  political  degpradation. 
What  were  the  contemptible  politics  of 
Canada  compared  with  the  privileged 
and  grand  politics  of  this  country  ?  If 
there  were  an  Imperial  system  in  which 
the  people  of  Canada,  Australia,  and 
elsewhere  could  make  their  voices  heard 
in  Imperial  politics,  then  Irishmen  would 
not  be  transported,  by  emigration,  to 
places  where  they  would  have  no  voice 
in  shaping  the  destinies  of  their  own 
race.  But  if  there  was  to  be  any  exclu- 
sive region  to  which  the  Irish  peasants 
should  be  sent  it  ought  to  be  to  the 
United  States.  England  had,  by  her 
policy,  diminished  the  population  of 
Ireland.  By  a  lon^  course  of  mis- 
management she  had  caused  the  peo- 
ple of  Ireland  to  become  a  minority 
of  the  Irish  race ;  and,  nojmatter  where 
a  race  was  bred,  the  minority  must  be 
guided  by  the  wishes  and  will  of  the 
majority  to  a  large  extent.  The  centre 
of  the  Irish  nation  had  been  transported 
to  the  United  States ;  and  until  English 
statesmen  redressed  the  grievances  of 
Ireland,  they  must  be  content  to  see  the 
Irish  people  dwelling  in  their  own  do- 
minions, following  more  and  more  that 
great  and  vast  majority  which  they  had 
oriven  outside  their  dominions.  The 
constituencies  of  the  Irish  Members 
were,  to  a  great  extent,  influenced  by 
the  greater  Irish  constituencies  across 
the  Atlantic;  and  if  the  Government 
would  blindly  close  their  eyes  to  that 
fact,  and  spend  £2,000,000  to  plant  hun- 
dreds and  thousands  of  Irish  emigrants 
within  the  magic  circle  of  British  do- 
minion on  the  borders  of  the  United 
States,  they  would  only  be  paying  the 
passage  of  those  people  99-100th8   of 

Jfr.  (y Dennett 


the  way  to  the  American  BepubHc.  If, 
therefore,  the  Government  did  not  want 
to  conceal  their  object,  they  would  frankly 
admit  that  they  were  asking  the  Com- 
mittee that  day  to  vote  large  sums  of 
money  in  order  to  increase  the  popola- 
tion  of  the  United  States.  Deeply  as 
he  deplored  it,  he  must  still  feel  that  the 
Irish  race  would  manage  to  derive  a  cer- 
tain amount  of  comfort  from  that  traDS- 
action.  He  asked,  did  the  Government 
imagine  that  the  Irish  people  were  going 
to  be  caught  by  the  prospect  of  getting 
farms  at  the  cost  of  4  Of.  each,  plus  de- 
nationalization;  that  they  were  to  be 
enticed  by  the  prospect  of  becoming  free- 
holders at  the  Antipodes;  that  they 
would  be  parties  to  a  scheme  for  de- 
populating Ireland  still  more  ;  and  that 
they  were  go\ng  to  consent,  above  all,  to 
their  brothers  being  transported  to  the 
interior  regions  of  second-class  Colonies 
and  Dependencies  ?  As  a  protest  against 
depopulation,  against  the  disregard  of 
the  opinion  of  the  Irish  people  expressed 
through  their  Bepresentatives  in  Par- 
liament, and  against  the  odious  system 
of  British  misgovemment  in  Ireland,|he 
should  struggle  against  this  clause  hne 
by  line,  and  word  by  word,  and  do  all 
in  his  power  to  hold  it  up  to  contempt 
The  Government  might  succeed,  after 
long  discussion,  in  passing  the  clause  in 
words ;  but,  he  said,  it  was  not  in  the 
power  of  the  British  Parliament  to  give 
it  effect.  He  and  his  hon.  Friends 
pledged  themselves  to  render  this  scheme 
of  expatriation  ineffectual. 

Mb.  BIGGAE  said,  it  was  a  great 
misrepresentation  to  say  that  Una  claose 
was  supported  by  the  opinions  of  Irish 
Members.  The  opinions  of  Irish  Mem- 
bers, as  a  rule,  received  no  consideration 
whatever;  indeed,  in  matters  of  this 
kind,  it  appeared  to  be  the  practice  of 
Ministers  to  oppose  their  views,  and  set 
their  experience  at  defiance.  With  re- 
gard to  the  Amendment  before  the  Com- 
mittee, he  took  exception  to  the  evidence 
adduced  by  the  hon.  Member  in  support 
of  a  very  material  part  of  his  case.  No 
doubt,  many  years  ago,  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber had  been  a  Member  of  a  Oonmii88io& 
which  went  into  the  Western  parts  id 
Ireland,  and  there  gathered  certain  in- 
formation and  experience,  and  came  to 
a  conclusion  with  regard  to  the  state  of 
the  population  in  those  parts,  and  die 
proper  remedies  which  should  be  applied 
to  the  existing  state  of  things.    But  tha 


725 


Zand  Irow 


{July  12,  1881) 


{Ireland)  BiU.  726 


hon.  Member  forgot  that  a  great  deal 
had  happened  since  that  time,  and  par- 
ticularly that  the  population  of  Ireland 
had  fallen  away  by  upwards  of  3,000,000. 
In  short,  the  condition  of  the  country  at 
present  was  entirely  different  from  what 
it  was  in  1835.  He  did  not  himself  pre- 
tend to  a  very  intimate  acquaintance  with 
the  Western  parts  of  Ireland;  still,  in  the 
spring  of  1 880,  he  had  visited  the  counties 
of  Leitrim  and  Mayo,  and  had  had  a  good 
opportunity  of  seeing  the  state  of  things 
which  existed  in  those  two  counties — par- 
ticularly Mayo— which  were  intended  to 
be  influenced  especially  by  the  Bill  now 
before  the  Committee.  His  experience 
of  those  counties  was  that  the  good  land 
there  was  almost  completely  depopulated, 
and  that  it  could  support  in  comfort  a 
very  much  greater  population  than 
existed  there  at  the  present  time.  The 
population  had  been  entirely  cleared 
away  from  the  neighbourhood  of  the 
towns,  and  there  was  little  else  to  be 
seen  than  large  tracts  of  grass  land, 
which  were  used  for  grazing  cattle.  He 
believed  that  a  noble  Lord  had  said  on 
one  occasion  that  he  would  make  the 

frass  grow  at  the  doors  of  the  shop- 
eepers  in  the  streets  of  the  to\7ns  in 
the  county  of  Mayo ;  and  although,  he 
was  happy  to  say,  the  noble  Lord  had 
not  been  thoroughly  successful  in  carry- 
ing out  his  intentions,  anyone  having 
experience  of  the  counties  of  Leitrim  and 
Mayo  would  know  that  the  people  who 
cultivated  the  land  had  been  driven 
from  the  good  land  to  the  mountain  side, 
and  that  cattle  were  now  grazing  where 
their  dwellings  once  stood.  That  state 
of  things  proved  to  the  satisfaction  of 
every  reasonable  person  that  those  two 
counties  were  no  more  over-populated 
than  any  of  the  other  counties  of  Ire- 
land. In  some  small  districts  there 
might  be  a  greater  number  of  inhabit- 
ants tlian  in  others ;  but  no  such  thins; 
as  a  superabundant  population  existed. 
What  tlie  Oovemment  ought  to  do  was 
to  take  the  matter  in  hand  with  a  de- 
termined spirit,  and  force  the  men  who, 
not  many  years  ago,  depopulated  large 
tracts  of  land  in  Ireland,  to  allow  the 
people  to  return  to  the  land  from  which 
they  bad  been  driven.  That  was  the 
only  substantial  remedy  which  could  be 
applied  to  the  sreat  grievance  he  had 
described.  With  regard  to  the  county 
of  Qalwaj,  he  knew  little  beyond  the 
£act  that  it  was  a  large  oattle-feediug 


county  —  which    proved    that   it    was 
equally  adapted  to  the  feeding  of  large 
numbers  of  the  people.    But  what  was 
the  project  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Fins- 
bury  (Mr.  W.  M.  Torrens),  as  expressed 
in  his  Amendment  ?    It  was  that  some 
new  Commission  or  tribunal  should  be 
erected  by  the  Government  for  the  purpose 
of  making  arrangements  for  the  further 
depopulation  of  Ireland.    But  the  real 
truth  of  the  matter  was  that  Ireland  was 
too  thinly  populated  already.     It  was 
an  increased  and  not  a  decreased  popu- 
lation that  was  wanted  there.    There 
might  be  some  small  districts  in  which 
the  population  could  be  lessened  with 
advantage ;  but  it  was  perfectly  within 
the  power  of  the  Government,  if  the 
Bill  had  been  properly  framed,  to  have 
effected  this  by  allowing  the  people  the 
opportunity  of  filling  up  the  partially 
reclaimed  lands,  which  would  be  suffi- 
cient to  support  a  very  large  population. 
But  insteaa  of  that,  the  Government  pro- 
posed to  transport  these  people  to  a  cli- 
mate where  probably  a  large  proportion 
of  them  would  die  in  a  short  time.     He 
wished  to  speak  with  some  degpree  of 
plainness.     The  Government    had    as- 
sisted the  landlords  in  evicting  the  ten- 
ants of  Ireland  from  their  holdings,  on 
which  they  could  have  lived  in  comfort 
had  they  been  permitted  to  remain  in 
them  at  a  reasonable  and  fair  rent,  and 
they  now  proposed  to  send  them  to  a 
place  where  the  snow    lay    upon  the 
ground  during  many  months  of  the  year, 
and  where,   as  a  matter  of  certainty, 
they  would  not  long  survive.     In  his 
opinion,  these  people  could  neither  settle 
nor  live    in  Canada;  they  would  get 
from  imder  the  British  flag,  and  place 
themselves  under  the  Stars  and  Stripes, 
in  a  country  where  they  would  live  as 
free  men — not  as  slaves.     He  certainly 
thought  that  the  clause  ought  to  be  at 
once  withdrawn.      It  was  opposed  by 
the  great  majority  of  Irish  Members  in 
that  House  with  a   determined  resist- 
ance, and  he  hoped  that  night  would 
see  the  last  of  the  scheme  of  a  Liberal 
Government  for  the  depopulation  of  Ire- 
land.    With  regard  to  the  Amendment 
o4  the  hon.  Member  for  Finsbury  (Mr. 
W.  M.  Torrens),  which  went  even  fur- 
ther than  the  proposal  of  the  Govern- 
ment, he  could  not,  of  course,  entertain 
it  for  a  moment. 

Mb.  mac  IVEB  said,  he  could  not 
help  thinking  that  the  dause  was  un- 
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necessary.  No  one  could  call  to  mind 
the  population  of  Ireland  20  or  30  3'ears 
ago,  without  heinp  struck  hy  the  fact 
that  since  that  time  it  had  decreased  by 
an  amount  as  large  as  the  entire  popu- 
lation of  Scotland.  In  the  face  of  that  re- 
duction of  more  than  3,000,000  of  people, 
what  case  was  there  for  emigration  as  a 
remedy  for  Irish  distress  ?  Ireland  was 
already  far  too  much  depopulated.  He 
had  listened  with  some  regret  to  the 
remarks  which  had  fallen  from  some 
hon.  Members  with  regard  to  the  Do- 
minion of  Canada,  which  seemed  to  him 
perfectly  unfair  and  unwarranted.  It 
was  no  business  of  his  to  speak  on  behalf 
of  Canada ;  and  yet  he  might,  perhaps, 
be  permitted  to  do  so,  because  in  former 
times  he  had  been  to  a  large  extent  con- 
nected with  the  business  of  emigration. 
There  was  at  one  time  at  Liverpool  great 
competition  between  the  various  lines  of 
steamships. 

The  CHAIEMAN  pointed  out  that 
tbe  hon.  Member  was  travelling  be^'ond 
the  Amendment  before  the  Committee. 
The  hon.  Member  would,  at  a  subse- 
quent period,  have  an  ample  oppor- 
tunity of  speaking  on  the  general  ques- 
tion. 

Mr.  mac  IVER  said,  ho  was  simply 
replying  to  some  remarks  made  quite 
recently  with  reference  to  the  Dominion 
of  Canada ;  but,  if  he  was  ruled  out  of 
Order,  he  should  be  obliged  at  another 
time  to  call  the  attention  of  the  Com- 
mittee to  the  subject. 

The  chairman  said,  that  the  dis- 
cussion had  been  too  discursive. 

Mr.  mac  IVER  then  moved  to  re- 
port Progress. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
*'  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Pro- 
gress, and  ask  leave  to  sit  again.'' — {Mr, 
Mao  Iver,) 

Mr.  HRiVLY  said,  the  Prime  Minister 
had  reminded  Irish  Members  that  the 
population  of  Ireland  was  steadily  di- 
minishing, and  that  she  was  not  now 
entitled  to  the  same  amount  of  repre- 
sentation as  she  had  before.  He  re- 
garded that  as  a  hint  from  the  Govern- 
ment that  if  Irish  Members  assented*to 
this  further  scheme  of  depopulation, 
they  would  i5nd  a  scheme  brought  for- 
ward fort  lie  re-distribution  of  seats, 
which  would  cut  down  the  Representa- 
tion of  Ireland  in  that  House  to  some- 
thing very  low  indeed. 

Mr,  Mac  Iter 


The  CHAIRMAN  said,  the  hon.  Men- 
ber  could  not,  on  a  Motion  to  report 
Progress,  speak  upon  general  subjeclii    . 

Mr.  HEALY  said,    he  had  alwaji  ; 
understood  that  on  a  Motion  to  report  : 
Progress,  it  was  allowable  to  speak  moii  ' 
widely.     He   remembered    that  on  a 
former  Motion  to  report  Proj^reu  (be  ' 
Chairman  allowed  an  hon.  Somber  to 
put  a  question  which  was  not  gerauM 
to  the  subject  before  the  Committee. 

The  CHAIRMAN  said,  that  tooM 
reason  must  be  given  why  the  debet! 
should  not  be  continued. 

Mr.  HEIALY  said,  he  was  not  re- 
sponsible for  the  Motion  to  report  Fre- 
gress.  The  Motion  was  made  in  order 
to  give  the  Ooverment  further  time  to 
consider  the  clause.  He  desired  to  apeik 
on  the  clause ;  but,  if  he  was  ruled  oat 
of  Order,  he  would  sit  down. 

Tub  CHAIRMAN  said,  it  wonld  be 
entirely  out  of  Order  for  the  hon.  Uem- 
ber  to  discuss  the  clause  on  the  Motion 
to  report  Prog^ress. 

AIr.  HEALY*  wished  to  know  whether 
he  would  be  in  Order  in  discussing  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Finsbury  ? 

Tub  CHAIRMAN  said,  that  imme- 
diately the  Motion  to  report  ProgrM 
had  been  disposed  of,  the  Amendment 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Finsbuiy  wooU 
come  before  the  Committee. 

Mr.  MACFARLANE  said,  if  it  wooU 
not  be  out  of  Order,  he  wished  seriooilj 
to  appeal  to  Her  Majesty's  Government 
to  withdraw  the  clause.    Although  hon. 
Members  on  both  sides  of  the  Honie 
had  spoken  against  the  clause,  he  did 
not  remember  that  a  single  voice  bad 
been  raised  in  its  favour.     The  Iiiib 
IMembers  were  almost  unanimously  op- 
posed to  it.     Tliere  were  many  pro- 
visions in  the  Bill  which  would  be  A 
inestimable  value  to  the  Irish  tenanti 
and  he  did  not  wish  to  see  the  progretf 
of  the  measure  delayed  for  12  hours  for 
the  sake  of  this  clause,  which,  if  it  were 
ever  so  good,  was  not  worth  fightinff  for 
as  compared  with  other  portions  of  the 
Bill.     He  observed  that  Irish  Members 
were  determined  by  every  means  in  theii 

Eower  to  resist  the  clause  ;  and,  indeed, 
e  thought  they  were  justified  in  theii 
opposition.  Therefore,  for  the  sake  oj 
harmony  and  dispatch,  he  appealed  tc 
the  Government  to  remove  the  clauei 
from  amongst  the  valuable  ooncessioni 
made  to  the  Irish  tenants  in  the  BilL 
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It  was  entirely  inoorreot  to  suppose  that 
Ireland  required  to  be  depopulated. 
What  was  needed  was  not  emigration 
hut  distribution;  and  he  believed  that  if 
the  Qoyemment  would  put  forward  a 
scheme  of  migration,  it  would  receive 
the  support  of  hon.  Members  for  Ire- 
land. Looking  at  the  clause  as  a  serious 
obstacle  in  the  way  of  the  immediate 
passing  of  the  Bill,  he  again  appealed 
to  the  Qoyemment  to  withdraw  it. 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTEE  demurred  to 
the  statement  of  the  hon.  Member  who 
had  jast  spoken,  that  all  the  speeches 
which  had  been  delivered  were  against 
the  clause.  Eighteen  Members  had 
spoken — ten  in  favour  of  and  eight 
against  the  clause.  Of  these  18  Mem- 
bers, four  Irish  Members  had  spoken  in 
favour  of  the  clause  and  four  against 
it. 

M^.  B.  POWEB  regretted  that  the 
hon.  Member  for  Birkenhead  (Mr.  Mac 
Iver)  had  moved  to  report  Progress,  and 
he  trusted  the  Motion  would  be  with- 
drawn. At  the  same  time,  he  should 
he  glad  if  the  Government  could  hold 
out  any  hope  of  the  clause  being  with- 
drawn, because  he  believed  that  its  re- 
tention would  considerably  delay  the 
passage  of  the  Bill  through  the  House, 
t'or  his  own  part,  he  felt  very  strongly 
upon  the  subject  of  emigration ;  he  had 
done  all  in  his  power  in  conjunction 
with  his  Colleagues  to  resist  the  scheme, 
and  was  determined,  if  the  Government 
persisted  in  retaining  the  clause,  to  use 
every  Form  of  the  House  to  prevent  its 
forming  part  of  the  Bill. 

Mb.  MAC  IVER,  reserving  his  right 
to  continue  his  remarks  upon  the  sub- 
ject of  emigration  to  Canada,  and  in 
view  of  the  wish  expressed  by  hon. 
Members,  was  willing  to  withdraw  his 
Motion  to  report  Progress. 

Mb.  PABNELL  said,  before  the  Mo- 
tion was  withdrawn,  he  wished  to  im- 
press on  the  Government  the  importance 
of  the  remark  made  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Waterford  (Mr.  B.  Power),  that 
the  Government  should  have  regard  to 
the  opinions  of  Irish  Members  expressed 
on  the  vote  for  or  against  this  clause. 
He  could  not,  of  course,  tell  what  would 
be  the  result  of  such  vote.    It  was  quite 

fossible  that  the  majority  of  Irish  Mem- 
ers  might  be  in  favour  of  the  clause ; 
and,  if  so,  then  he  thought  that  the 
clause  ought  to  stand  part  of  the  Bill, 
but  not  otherwise.    It  would'  simplify 


matters  very  much  with  regard  to  the 
question  which  the  Prime  Minister  had 
ventijated  if  the  matter  were  put  to  the 
vote  amongst  Irish  Members,  the  Go- 
vernment being  bound  by  the  majority. 
He  could  not  pretend  to  say  what  the 
result  would  be ;  but  if  the  decision  was 
against  the  wishes  of  the  majority  of  the 
Irish  constituencies,  it  would  be  their 
fault,  and  not  the  fault  of  the  House  or 
the  Government.  The  sooner  the  Irish 
constituencies  learned  that  they  were  re- 
sponsible in  these  matters,  the  better  it 
would  be  for  the  Constitutional  and  Be- 
presentative  Government  of  Ireland.  He 
did  not  wish  to  press  unfairly  on  the 
Government;  but  he  regretted  that  they 
had  taken  the  discussion  on  the  clause 
that  day.  The  question  of  emigration 
was  one  which  was  linked  into  every 
line  of  Irish  history.  It  was  connected 
with  many  unfortunate  and  horrible  oc- 
currences in  Ireland,  of  which  he  felt 
sure  every  Englishman  was  ashamed  at 
that  day.  When  they  looked  at  the 
Emigration  Betums,  it  was  easy  to  see 
how  the  life-blood  of  Ireland  had  been 
ebbing  away ;  how,  since  1841,  the  popu- 
lation had  diminished  by  3,000,000  of 
persons,  the  actual  population  showing 
a  very  much  larger  diminution  than  this 
3,000, 0  00,  because  such  diminution  would 
not  represent  the  increase  of  population 
which  might  naturally  have  been  ex- 
pected to  occur  in  Ireland  in  the  same 
way  as  in  other  countries.  Every  class 
of  persons  in  Ireland  was  interested  in 
this  question  of  emigration.  He  believed 
in  the  truth  of  the  words  of  Archbishop 
Manning — that  there  was  in  Irelana 
work  for  every  man,  woman,  and  child, 
and  that  there  was  land  enough  for  each 
individual  of  the  population  of  the  coun- 
try. He  believed,  also,  that  it  only  re- 
quired practical  acquaintance  with  the 
necessities  and  possibilities  that  existed 
in  Ireland,  but  which  could  be  acquired 
in  no  other  way  than  by  living  there,  to 
enable  the  people  to  have  that  abundance 
of  work  which,  when  applied,  would 
alter  the  face  of  large  portions  of  the 
country. 

The  chairman  pointed  out  to  the 
hon.  Member  that  it  was  not  competent 
to  discuss  the  whole  of  the  clause  on  the 
Motion  to  report  Progress. 

Mr.  PABNELL  said,  he  did  not  wish 
to  anticipate  the  discusion  which  might 
take  place  on  this  clause.  His  object 
was  to  save  time,  and  prevent  reasons 
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whioh  might  induce  the  Oovernment  to 
postpone  the  clause ;  but,  of  course,  if 
the  Chairman  did  not  wish  him  to  pro- 
ceed with  the  line  of  argument  he  was 
following,  he  would  desist  at  once. 

Mr.  MULHOLLAND  said,  lest  the 
silence  of  Members  from  the  North  of 
Ireland  should  be  misconstrued,  he  de- 
sired to  explain  that  they  wished  to  defer 
speaking  on  the  clause  generally  until 
the  Amendment  was  disposed  of.  He 
hoped  the  Prime  Minister  would  not 
give  any  weight  to  the  appeal  that  had 
been  made  to  him  to  withdraw  this 
clause.  The  second  reading  of  the  Bill 
was  supported  by  the  Conservative  Mem- 
bers from  Ulster,  on  the  faith  that  this 
most  important  clause  would  remain 
part  of  the  Bill.  The  question  of  emi- 
gration, as  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Pamell)  had  said, 
concerned  every  man,  woman,  and  child 
in  Ireland.  When  the  time  came,  he 
believed  he  could  prove  from  statistics 
that  the  statements  which  had  been 
made  with  reference  to  the  under-popu- 
lation  of  the  country  were  entirely  with- 
out foundation. 

LoBD  EANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
defied  any  hon.  Member  to  receive  the 
announcement  of  the  hon.  Members  for 
Wexford  and  Cork — ^that  this  clause 
might  delay  the  Bill  for  some  days — 
witibout  feelings  of  dismay,  when  it  was 
recollected  that  the  Prime  Minister  had 
announced  that  Parliament  might  be 
prorogued  at  the  end  of  the  first  week  in 
August.  That  period  was  now  rapidly 
approaohine,  and  the  26th  clause  of  the 
Bill  was  still  incomplete.  He  failed  to 
see  how  any  particular  importance  could 
be  attached  to  this  clause  in  its  present 
form,  because  he  was  certain  that  it 
would  be  absolutely  inoperative.  No 
action  could  take  place  upon  it.  He 
suggested  to  the  Government,  without 
any  after-thought,  and  being  solely  ac- 
tuated by  a  desire  to  see  the  Bill  make 
reasonable  progress,  that,  as  in  the  case 
of  the  last  clause,  they  should  consent  to 
a  compromise,  and  modify  the  present 
clause  by  providing  machinery  which 
would  have  the  real  effect  of  promoting 
legitimate  emigration  from  Ireland,  and 
that  in  a  manner  which  would  not  excite 
the  patriotic  feelings  of  Irish  Members. 
By  that  means,  he  thought  the  present 
obstinate  and  alarming  opposition  to  the 
clause  might  be  obviated,  and  he  trusted 
that  the  Govern m on t  would  adopt  it  for 
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the  purpose  of  facilitating  the  progresB 
of  the  Bill. 

8iE  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE :  The 
position  of  the  question  is,  to  a  certain 
extent,  an  involved  one.     At  the  begin- 
ning of  the  evening  my  noble  Friend 
(Lord  Randolph  Churchill)  suggested  an 
improvement  in  the  clause  in  a  speech  of 
research  and  ability ;  but  in  consequence 
of  an  Amendment  which  took  precedence 
of  the  words  proposed,  the  discussion 
raised  by  him  could  not  be  pursued  to 
its  end,  and  thus  we  had  a  new  discos- 
sion  raised  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Fins- 
bury  (Mr.  W.  M.  Torrens),  which  ap- 
proved of  the  general  object  of  the  clause, 
and  proposed  additional  machinery  for 
the  purpose  of  facilitating  emigration, 
which  machinery  he  regarded  as  pre- 
ferable for  the  execution  of  the  work  to 
that  provided  by  the  clause.     Weil,  Sir, 
we  have  not  been  allowed  to  come  to  a 
decision  on  either  of  these  two  Amend- 
ments,  which  is  unfortunate,   because 
until  we  know  whether  if  at  all  the  clause 
is  to  be  amended,  it  is  premature  to 
come  to  a  decision  upon  the  Question 
of  the  clause  standing  part  of  the  Bill 
I  hold  this  to  be  a  most  important  and 
most  valuable  clause.  We  are  quite  pre- 
pared to  discuss  the  question  whether  the 
particular  form  proposed  by  the  Govern* 
ment  is  the  best.  I  am  inclined  to  think 
that  it  is,  and  I  am  not  satisfied  by  the 
observations  which  have  fallen  from  my 
noble  Friend,  and  from  the  hon.  Member 
for  Finsbury,  that  we  should  improve  it 
by  adopting  their  suggestions.     Those 
Amendments,  however,  merit  considera- 
tion ;  but  we  are  now  on  the  question  of 
reporting  Progress.      My  hon.   Friend 
the  Member  for  Birkenhead  (Mr.  Mic 
Iver),  who  moved  it,  is  willing  to  with- 
draw that  Motion;   and  I  venture  to 
suggest  that  if  the  Committee  really  de- 
sire to  discuss  the  important  question 
contained  in   the  clause,  thej  will  do 
wisely  to  allow  the  Motion   to  report 
Progress  to  be  withdrawn,  so  that  we 
may  proceed  with  the  consideration  of 
the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Finsbury. 

Mr.  DAWSON  said,  that  the  asser- 
tions of  the  Prime  Minister  with  re- 
gard to  reclamation  of  waste  land — the 
changes  to  be  effected,  and  the  manner 
in  which  they  should  take  place — 
afforded  ample  grounds  for  the  with- 
drawal of  the  clause.  He  was  quite  at 
a  loss  to  understand  why  they  should 
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ask  the  QoTemment  of  Canada  to  g^ve 
40«.  freeholds  to  Irishmen  when  there 
was  plenty  of  land  in  Ireland  which 
would  supply  their  wants.  He  would 
have  no  objection  to  emigpration  per  se, 
if  the  resources  of  the  country  were  ex- 
hausted; but  he  maintained  that  this 
was  far  from  being  the  case. 

Thb  chairman  said,  the  hon. 
Member  was  not  at  liberty  to  discuss 
the  merits  of  the  clause  on  a  Motion  to 
report  Progress.  Discussion  on  the 
Motion  to  report  Progress  was  for  the 
purpose  of  giving  reasons  why  the  Com- 
mittee shoiud  not  proceed  with  the  con- 
aideration  of  the  Bill. 

Mb.  DAWSON  said,  it  was  difficult 
to  understand  what  hon.  Members  might 
discuss  on  a  Motion  to  report  Progress. 
The  CHAIBMAN  said,  he  had  ex- 
plained that  already. 

Mb.  O'DONNELL  said,  he  thought 
that  hon.  Members  had  misunderstood 
the  bearing  of  the  Chairman's  ruling. 
Some  of  them  appeared  to  believe  that, 
according  to  that  ruling  in  discussing 
an  Amendment,  the  clause  to  which  that 
Amendment  applied  could  not  be  dis- 
cussed.    But  surely  that  could  not  be 
intended,  because  how  could  he,  for  in- 
stance, who  had  an  Amendment  on  the 
Paper  relating  to  the  Boards  of  Guar- 
dians, show  that  the  clause  would  work 
better  if  his  Amendment  were  adopted, 
unless    be    could    examine  the    whole 
clause?     If  they  were  not  to  discuss  the 
clause  so  long  as  Amendments  with  re- 
ference to  it  remained  on  the  Paper,  he 
thought  it   would  be   a   great  conve- 
nience if  those  Amendments  were  with- 
drawn antU  the  bearing  of  the  clause 
was  understood,  when  their  discussion 
could  commence  with  more  advantage. 
They  were  in  this  position,  that  the  pres- 
tige and  eloquence  of  the  Government 
had  already  been  devoted  to  laying  a 
certain  account  of  the  clause  before  the 
Committee,  and,  as    an  hon.  Member 
had  observed,   it   appeared    that  they 
were  to  be  precluded  &om  criticizing  the 
Gt>yemment    statement   because   some 
hon.  Member  had  moved  an  Amend- 
ment.    The  Government  said  that  the 
clausA  conferred  such  and  such  benefits  ; 
but  a  number    of   Amendments  were 
placed  on  the  Paper  under  the  impres- 
sion that  those  benefits  were  by  no  means 
conferred  by  the  clause.     If,  then,  they 
were  not  allowed  to  discuss  the  clause, 
how  could  they  put  forward  arguments 


in  support  of  their  Amendments  ?  Under 
the  circumstances,  he  thought  it  would 
be  better  for  hon.  Members  to  withdraw 
their  Amendments  from  the  Paper  for  a 
day  or  two,  and  when  the  clause  had 
been  properly  discussed  they  could  be 
again  orou ght  forward . 

Mb.  CAET  WRIGHT  said,  he  thought 
that  the  remarks  of  the  hon.  Member 
amounted  to  a  challenge  of  the  ruling  of 
the  Chairman,  and  were  entirely  out  of 
Order. 

The  CHAIEMAN  said,  the  observa- 
tion of  the  hon.  Member  for  Dungarvan 
had  relation  to  the  previous  Uuestion 
and  not  to  the  Motion  to  report  Pro- 
gress then  before  the  Committee. 

Mb.  O'DONNELL  said,  he  was  simply 
asking  for  an  explanation,  because  a 
large  number  of  Members  really  did 
not  understand  the  last  ruling  of  the 
Chairman. 

The  CHAIBMAN  said,  the  hon. 
Member  must  have  observed,  by  the 
discussion  which  had  taken  place,  that 
every  reasonable  latitude  had  been  given 
to  hon.  Members  to  speak  upon  the 
general  working  of  the  clause  whilst 
discussing  Amendments.  He  did  not 
consider  that  any  narrow  restriction  had 
been  placed  on  the  discussion  of  any 
Amendment. 

Mb.  HEAIIY  said,  he  thought  the 
best  thing  would  be  to  have  a  division 
on  the  Motion  to  report  Progress.  If 
the  Irish  Members  who  were  opposed  to 
the  clause  were  in  a  minority,  let  the 
clause  stand,  and  vice  versd, 

Mb.  FINIGAN  said,  he  felt  very  much 
oblifi^ed  to  the  hon.  Member  for  Birken- 
head for  moving  to  report  Progress,  be- 
cause he  thought  the  Government  ought 
to  have  further  time  to  consider  this  very 
important  question.  He  was  not  per- 
sonally opposed  to  a  scheme  which  would 
assist  the  Irish  people  out  of  their  diffi- 
culties ;  but  he  considered  that  those 
difficulties  could  be  solved  in  accordance 
with  the  Irish  national  will  better  by  a 
system  of  migration  than  that  of  emi- 
gration to  Canada  and  other  Colonies. 
He  believed  the  Government  would  best 
serve  the  interests  of  the  Bill  and  the 
expectations  of  the  Irish  people,  if  they 
consented  to  report  Progress,  or  adopted 
the  alternative  of  leaving  emigration  to 
be  considered  as  a  separate  measure  at 
some  future  time.  The  object  of  the 
Bill  being  to  create  peace  and  content- 
ment in  Ireland,  he  thought  the   Go« 
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yemment  would  act  wisely  in  dropping^ 
the  clniise  altogether,  or  in  consenting 
to  the  Motion  to  report  Progress,  in 
order  that  some  amicable  understanding 
might  be  come  to  between  the  Govern- 
ment and  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork 
City  (Mr.  Pamoll),  who  certainly  repre- 
sented Irish  opinion  upon  the  subject  in 
tliat  House.  If  the  Motion  to  report 
Progress  were  withdrawn,  he  trusted  it 
would  bo  on  the  understanding  that 
some  compromise  would  bo  arrived  at 
on  this  very  important  question. 

Mr.  O'SHAUGHNESSY  said,  he 
thought  that  when  they  arrived  at  the 
discussion  of  the  important  Question  whe- 
ther tlie  clause  should  stand  part  of  the 
Bill,  the  Committee  would  much  regret 
that  they  had  not  had  an  opportunity 
of  expressing  their  opinions  upon  the 
clause  before  the  Amendments  were  con- 
sidered. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  proposed 
Amendment,  after  **  Commission,"  leave 
out  '*for  the  purpose  of  emigration." — 
{Mr.  Eealy.) 

Mr.  O'DONNELL  said,  he  under- 
stood the  hon.  Member  for  Wexford 
(Mr.  Hoaly)  to  propose  that  certain 
powers  might  be  given  to  the  Land 
Commission,  but  that  they  should  not 
be  exertod  for  the  purpose  of  emigration. 
He  thought  now,  tJiat  in  harmony  with 
the  ruling  of  the  Chairman,  and  also  in 
harmony  with  the  wishes  of  those  Mem- 
bers of  the  House  who  were  anxious  to 
discuss  this  question,  that  tlie  Committee 
would  now  be  able  to  consider  tlie  ques- 
tion whether  emigration  ought  to  be  in- 
cluded amongtit  tlie  objects  of  the  Land 
Commission.  He  thought  a  much  stronger 
case  must  be  made  out  for  emigration 
before  the  Committee  could  consent  to 
the  increased  facilities  demanded  by  the 
Amendment.  Irish  ^Fombors  considered 
that  emigration  was  distinctly  injurious  to 
the  public  welfare  of  Ireland,  and  calcu- 
lated to  harm  the  whole  purpose  and  ob- 
ject of  the  beneficial  measure  whic;h  had 
been  proposed  by  the  Government.  If  those 
facilities  were  for  the  purposes  of  migra- 
tion, or  for  the  development  of  Irish  in- 
dustries, as  was  proposed  in  a  generous 
moment  by  the  uoblo  Lord  the  late  Post- 
master General  (Lord  John  Manners), 
then,  indued,  the  objections  of  a  certain 
number  of  Members  of  the  Hou.^e  would 
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disappear ;  but,  not  content  witb  Am 
alterations  to  be  introduced  by  the  dinafli 
the  hon.  Member  for  Finsbuiy  proponq 
that  additional  facilities  for  draining  thi 
life-blood  of  the  country  should  bej^wel 
in  the  Bill — that  the  clause,  in  iae^ 
should  be  turned  off  in  a  direction  vhiA 
must  militate  against  the  successful  ope- 
ration of  tho  remedial  clauses  of  the  met- 
sure.    The  Government  had  obtained  tlM 
consent  of  the  Committee  to  a  daniB 
giving  security  to  the  tenant,  and  to  t 
provision  for  increasing  the  proportiot 
of  peasant  proprietors  in  Ireland;  hut 
the  hon.  Member  for  Finsbury  oppoaed 
himself  to  the  beneficial  intentions  of 
tho  Government,  and  would  take  iipoa 
himself  to  draw  off  from  the  soil  of  m- 
land  those  who  would  otherwise  beooma 
proprietors,  and  take  the  place  of  the 
large  landowners.     He  thought  the  hon. 
Member  hardly  deserved  the  compUment 
paid  to  him  by  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland,  when  speaking  of  the  eloquence 
with  which  he  had  introduced  his  pro- 
posal, for,  in  his  opinion,  the  right  non. 
Gentleman  might  have  accompanied  hii 
recommendation  of  the  hon.  Member'i 
style  by  a  strong  condemnation  of  hii 
proposal  to  maximize  the  temptationa  to 
the  depopulation  of  Ireland.     Under  tlie 
circumstances,  he  hoped  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber would  take  steps  to  cut  short  the 
present  discussion,  and  bring  the  Com- 
mittee nearer  to  the  consideration  of  the 
clause  which,  like  the  water  that  ap- 
[)roached  the  lips  of  Tantalus,  sHd  any 
when  it  was  most  desired.     Were  not  the 
powers  conferred  upon  the  Commiuioa 
enough  in  all  conscience  for  the  puipose 
of  emigration  ?    He  might  object  that 
the  Commission  had  already  enough  to 
do  without  devoting  itself  to  emigra- 
tion purposes.     The  Government  w 
said  that  tho  Land  Commission  had  V) 
much  to  do  in  a  judicial  capacity  thit 
the  Board  of  Works  must  not  be  re- 
lieved of  any  of  its  usual  obligatiooBi 
and  that  the  Land  Commission  must  bo 
left  to  the  great  duty  of  settling  tho 
questions  between  landlord  and  tenant. 
For  his  own  part,  he  wished  the  Go- 
vernment had  left  the  Land  Commission 
in   the    undisturbed    possession  of  its 
powers  of  judicial  regulation  of  rent; 
but,  seeing  that  they  had  proposed  to 
saddle  it  with  tho   additional  and  un- 
grateful task  of  diminishing  the  number 
of  applicants  for  its  equitable  interven- 
tion, and  of  diminishing  the  number  of 


7« 


ZoBiZaw 


(  Jttlt  12,  1881 ) 


(Ir$Iani)  Bill 


738 


those  to  whom  tiie  Bill  was  intended  to 
t>ring  security  and  comfort — that  was, 
in  itself,  a  sufficient  reason  why  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Finsbury  should  ^not  have  been  intro- 
duced. _^ 

Mb.  HEALY  observed,  that  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland,  that  day  12 
months,  when  speakinfjj^  on  the  Belief 
of  Distress  (Ireland)  Bill,  said  the  ques- 
tion under  discussion  was  a  matter  upon 
which  he  must  be  guided  by  the  feeling 
of  the  majority  of  the  Irish  Members. 
He  wished  to  know  whether  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  on  the  question  now 
under  discussion,  thought  he  should  be 
guided  by  the  feelings  of  the  majority 
of  Irish  Members  ? 

Mb.  DALY  said,  that  he  had  bee;a, 
at  first,  in  favour  of  the  clause,  having 
rather  too  quickly  aocepted  the  state- 
ment that  the  emigration  was  to  be 
voluntary ;  but  he  had  since  discovered 
that  it  was  to  be  limited  in  scope.    If 
the  Government  had  said  that  the  prin- 
ciple  of   voluntary   emigration  should 
apply  to  the  districts  where  there  was  a 
congested  population,  he  should  have 
been    in    favour    of    the    Government 
scheme  ;    but  he  believed  that,   as  it 
stood  at  present,  it  would  be  injurious 
to  his  fellow-countrymen.     He  regarded 
the  plan  of  emigpration,  under  any  cir- 
cumstances, as  a  confesnon  of  failure 
on  the  part  of  the  Government ;  and  he 
did  not  eee  how  anyone  who  looked  at 
the  facts  could  come  to  any  other  opi- 
nion than  he  entertained.     Again,  in 
the  Government  proposal  there  was  no 
provision  whatever  that  the  happiness 
or  prosperity  of  the  emigrants  should 
be  secured.    Nor  was  there  any  security 
that  the  contracts  entered  into  by  the 
Companies  would  be  fulfilled.     He  had 
Bimply  risen  to  express  his  views  on  the 
subject  of  emigration,  because  the  Prime 
Minister  had  himself  invited  an  expres- 
sion of  opinion  upon  that  question  on 
the  part  of  Irish  Members.     He  said  if 
justice  was  to  be  done  under  this  clause 
the  Government  should  allow  those  people 
of  Ireland  who  for  generations  had  been 
at  the  lowest  ebb  of  prosperity  to  have 
a  certain  sum  of  money  for  the  purpose 
of  emigrating  if  necessary,  and  to  go 
where  they  liked. 

Mb.  O'SHAUGHNESSY  said,  he 
thought  that,  as  the  general  effect  of 
the  Bill  would  be  to  lead  to  the  consoli- 
dation  of  holding9,   emigration  would 
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not  be  stimulated  by  the  clause.  The 
Emigration  Clause  would,  no  doubt, 
afford  some  help  to  the  emigrant,  and 
were,  so  far,  beneficial.  But  his  expe- 
rience as  a  Member  of  Parliament  was 
that  more  applications  came  to  him  from 
the  young  men  of  his  constituency  than 
the  old — from  the  very  men,  in  fact, 
whom  it  was  desirable  to  retain  in  the 
country.  He  now  wished  to  submit  one 
or  two  considerations  which  weighed  on 
the  other  side. 

The  CHAIRMAN  pointed  out  that 
the  hon.  Member  was  discussing  the 
clause. 

Mb.  PARNELL  wished  to  know  whe- 
ther it  was  the  ruling  of  the  Chairman 
that  the  hon.  Member  for  Limerick 
could  give  his  reasons  in  favour  of  the 
clause  only  ? 

The  chairman  said,  he  had  not 
ruled  the  hon.  Member  out  of  Order, 
but  had  pointed  out  that  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber was  not  speaking  to  the  Amend- 
ment. 

Mb.  O'CONNOR  POWER  suggested 
that  the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Finsbury  should  be  postponed 
till  the  Report,  so  that  the  discussion 
might  be.  relieved  of  all  unnecessary 
contentious  matter. 

Mb.  W.  M.  T0RREN8  said,  he  cer- 
tainly  never  dreamt  less  of  anything 
than  of  raising  a  bone  of  contention.  He 
had  made  his  suggestion  in  perfect  good 
faith,  and  he  reauy  believed  that  it  might 
have  been  accepted  by  Her  Majesty'* 
Government.  If  he  had  not  thought  so 
he  would  not  have  moved  it.  As  it  was, 
he  begged  leave  to  withdraw  the  Amend- 
ment. 

The  CHAIRMAN  asked  whether  the 
hon.  Member  for  Wexford  would  also 
withdraw  his  Amendment  ? 

Mb.  BIGGAR  said,  that  his  hon. 
Friend  was  not  present,  and  had  not  left 
any  instructions  with  him  upon  the  sub- 
ject ;  and  he  was,  therefore,  not  prepared 
to  withdraw  it  on  his  hon.  Friend's  be- 
half. It  appeared  to  him  that  the  Amend- 
ment was  an  exceedingly  reasonable  one. 
As  he  understood  it,  it  did  not  criticize 
the  clause  at  all,  but  merely  expressed 
the  opinion,  in  very  explicit  terms,  that 
emigration  was  not  desirable.  Now,  if 
he  might  make  a  sufi;gestion  to  the  Prime 
Minister,  it  would  be  that  the  Govern- 
ment should  give  the  Committee  some 
reason  in  favour  of  the  proposed  emi- 
gration.    He  did  not  remember,  in  any 

9  B  {Twiniy-fifthNight.^ 


739 


Zand  Law 


(OOMHONS) 


{Ir$Umd)  BOl.  740 


of  the  Bpeeches  they  bad  heard,  hearing 
any  argument  in  favour  of  emigration, 
or  any  statement  of  facts  which  would 
lead  them  to  the  belief  that  emigration 
was  desirable.  He  thought  that  if  they 
were  to  have  from  the  Government  some 
explanation  of  the  reasons  of  their  in- 
troduction of  that  project  of  emigration, 
they  might  then  oe  better  disposed  to 
entertain  an  idea  of  the  subject.  But, 
as  the  matter  at  present  stood,  they  were 
really  entirely  in  the  dark  ;  and,  so  far 
as  he  knew,  they  had  not  heard  a  single 
statement  in  favour  of  the  principle,  and 
until  that  had  been  supplied  he  thought 
the  Amendment  should  stand  as  it  did, 
and  that  they  should  oppose  the  general 
principle  until  some  argument  had  been 
advanced  in  favour  of  it.  He  believed 
that  it  was  a  general  principle  that  no 
legislation  should  be  proceeded  with 
until  they  had  had  some  arguments  in 
favour  of  it.  Of  course,  all  legislation 
involved  the  question  of  time,  and  cer- 
tainly would  in  regard  to  that  particular 
case,  because  the  expense  and  the  risk 
of  waste  of  public  money  involved  in  the 
scheme  might  entail  a  great  deal  of 
misery  and  annoyance ;  and,  therefore, 
he  thought  that  the  Amendment  should 
not  be  withdrawn. 

Mr.  LEAMY  said,  he  thought  it  was 
well  that  they  should  take  a  division  on 
the  Amendment.  They  had  been  dis- 
cussing it  for  some  considerable  time. 
For  his  own  part,  when  he  saw  the  Bill 
the  first  time,  he  considered  that  there 
were  two  blots  in  it.  The  first  was  the 
absence  of  any  clause  relating  to  arrears 
of  rent;  and  the  second  was  the  presence 
of  the  clause  regarding  emigration.  For 
his  part,  he  should  use  every  form  of 
the  House  to  resist  the  clause. 

Amendment  and  the  proposed  Amend- 
ment of  it  negatived. 

Mb.  BIGGAB  proposed,  in  page  18, 
line  12,  to  leave  out  the  words  "from 
time  to  time"  in  order  to  insert  the 
words  *'till  the  31st  of  December  1881.'' 

Question  proposed,  ''That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mr.  O'DONNELL  rose  to  Order.  He 
had  had  an  Amendment  which  he  had 
not  been  present  to  move  at  its  proper 
time.  He  wished  to  insert  the  words 
''  with  the  consent  of  the  Board  of 
Guardians,"  after  the  words  **Land 
Commission."   He  wished  to  know  whe- 

Mr.  Jiigyar 


ther  he  was  in  Order  in  moving  Art 
Amendment  ? 

The    CHAIBMAN    said,    the  hoit 
Member  could  move  his  Amendment 

Mr.  O'DONNELL  said,  that,  as  b 
understood  the  noble  Lord  the  Ifsa- 
ber    for  Woodstock    (Lord    Randolph  * 
Churchill)  had  a  similar  Amendment  ot 
the  Paper,  he  would  not  move  his  ovn. 

Mr.  BIGGAE  said,  that  the  Amend- 
ment he  had  moved  was  a  very  simpb 
proposition,  and  he  would  at  once  iftati 
his  reasons  for  it.     The  Bill  proposed  to 
allow  the  Land  Commission  to  do  oertiii 
things.  It  had,  first  of  all,  to  settle  renin 
It  had  to  make  arrangements  with  regud 
to  leases,  and  the  buying  and  selling  of 
property,   and  a  number   of  differart 
things.     If  the  Bill  was  to  be  of  a  gen^ 
rally  beneficial  nature,  as  they  were  led 
to  believe,  though  on  that  subject  he 
need  not  offer  any  opinion,  the  result 
would  be  that  there  would  be  very  littb 
occasion  for  emigration  at  all.    Itwu 
alleged  by  the  advocates  of  the  Bill  thit 
the  prosperity  of  Ireland  would  so  end- 
denly  become  great  that  all  the  partiei 
who  had  been  evicted  for  non-payment  of 
rent  would  be  reinstated,  and  that  thooo 
in  arrears  would,  by  some  legerdeoain 
of  the  Chief  Secretary,  get  rid  of  their 
arrears,   and  that   there  would  be  t 
general  state  of  what  was  called  tlie 
millenium.    But  it  was  held  to  be  de- 
sirable that  in  certain  districts  a  propo^ 
tion  of  the  population  should  be  tnni- 
ported  to  an  inhospitable  clime ;  and,  if 
that  was  so,  the  only  excuse  for  eodi 
deportation  would  be  that  every  ben^ 
ficial  provision  of  the  Bill  would  not 
have  time  to  come  into  effect,  and  for 
that  reason  it  was  desirable  that  a  oe^ 
tain  small  number  of  the  people  ehooU 
be  induced  to  emigrate.     He  thougbtit 
was  desirable  that  that  system  diooU 
come  to  an  end  as  speedily  as  posnUOt 
and  for  that  reason  he  proposed  that  thi 
operation  of  the  clause  should  cease  ik 
the  81st  of  December,  1881. 

Mr.  DAWSON  said,  he  was  abont  to 
say  that  the  Prime  Minister,   by  the 
concessions  he  had  made,  and  which  he 
had  promised  to  bring  in   in  ezpreii 
form  before  the  discussion  was  over,  had 
really  taken   away  any  ground   there 
might  be  for  the  necessity  for  the  clause. 
What  they  contended  was,  that  if  in 
Ireland  some  inducement  could  be  offered 
for  putting  the  waste  lauds  in  Ireland  in 
the  nands  of  the  people,  as  in  Canada 
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aod  in  Australia,  the  present  diffloulty 
oonld  be   got  over.     He  was  not  so 
sentimental  as  to  think  that  the  Irish 
people  should  be  kept  in  Ireland,  or 
even  that  the  English  people  who  left 
their    country     should    be     kept     in 
England,   if   its    resources  were   fully 
developed  and  exhausted.    But  it  was 
dearly  proved  to  demonstration    that 
there  was  a  lot  of  land  in  Ireland  which 
was  perfectly  capable  of  supporting  the 
Irish  people.    The  Prime  Minister  had, 
with   great    wisdom,    and  with    great 
congeniality  of  manner^  really  conceded 
that    question  when  he  said  that  he 
would  allow  the  tenants  to  become  the 
reclaimers  of  land.   He  had  even  shown 
that  he  would  allow  the  Oompanies  and 
the  branch  societies  to  employ  labourers, 
and  would  extend  the  provisions  of  the 
Act  so  as  to  open  up  the  reclamation  of 
the  land.     He  thought  that  that  took 
away  the  urgent  necessity  for  exnatriat- 
ing  the  Irish  people.     They  haa  heard 
a  great  deal  aoout  the  expropriation  of 
Iiuh  landlords.    Well,  he  did  not  like 
the  expropriation  of  Irish  landlords  or 
anyone  else ;  but  the  Bill  proposed  the 
expropriation  of   the  Irisa  people  en 
moiM  when  it  was  entirely  unnecessary. 
If  they  had  not  exhausted  the  resources 
of  the  country,  let  them  proceed  to  de- 
velop themy  and  not  send  the  labourers 
as  Knreed  exiles  out  of  a  country  which 
offered  them  comfort  and  happiness  at 
home.     Now,  the  Prime  Minister  had 
spoken  of  the  financial  conscience  of  the 
Empire.     Well,  if  Canada  was  able  to 
offer  waste  land  at  £1  a  head,  and  make 
40f .  freeholders,  why  should  not  Ireland 
first  make  such  offers  before  the  Irish 
had  to  leave  their  native  country.    The 
Prime  Minister  had  almost    answered 
that  question   when    he   said    that    if 
Canada  and  the  other  Colonies  could 
offer  such  terms  and  give  such  induce- 
ments, why  could  not  this  country ,  with  the 
greatest  credit  at  its  command,  do  so  also  ? 
The  Government  had  to  advance  money 
for  labour,  and  what  was  wanted  was 
labour.     But  the  labour  was  in  Ireland. 
Let  them  supply  the  labour  to  the  soil, 
and  they  would  electrify  all  that  mass 
which  was  at  present  unable  to  give  life 
to  the  people.     Mr.  John  Stuart  Mill 
had  said  that  the  reclamation  of  waste 
lands  was  a  proper  thing,  and  not  only 
a  proper  thing,  out  a  proper  course  for 
tiie  Parliament  of  Great  Britain  to  pur- 
sue in  Ireland.     A  very  great  English 


statesman  was  once  sent  to  Ireland,  and 
he  was  reported  to  have  made  use  of  a 
sentence  with  which  his  name  was  in- 
separably connected.  He  said  that 
when  the  people  of  a  country  left  that 
country  en  tnasMf  it  showed  that  the 
Government  of  that  country  had  a  judg- 
ment on  them.  But  when  a  Government 
forced  the  people  to  leave  the  country 
en  masee,  they  not  only  stood  condemned, 
but  disgraced  in  the  eyes  of  those  who 
saw  that  it  was  possible  to  keep  them 
there.  He  wanted  to  know  why  it  was 
that  the  Government  should  force  the 
people  away  ?  tThey  were  told  that  they 
were  putting  their  hands  in  the  taxpayers' 
pockets;  but  they  did  not  want  to  do 
that.  They  did  not  want  to  strain  the 
financial  conscience  of  the  nation.  Un- 
fortunately, so  lamentable  was  the  legis- 
lation for  Ireland,  that  everything  the 
Irish  people  did  not  want  was  forced 
upon  them,  and  everything  they  re- 
quired was  refused  them.  He  hoped 
that  the  Government  would  follow  up 
the  concessions  that  had  been  made  by 
opening  up  the  land  of  Ireland,  when^ 
instead  of  receiring  a  judgment  of  con-* 
demnation,  they  would  earn  the  respect 
and  gratitude  of  the  people  who  would 
live  in  their  own  country  so  long  as  it 
was  able  to  support  them. 

Mb.  W.  E.  F0R8TER:  I  am  not 
going  to  allude  to  this  question,  except 
so  far  as  to  say  that  the  supposition  that 
the  Government  intend  to  force  emigra- 
tion is  absolutely  contrary  to  the  feel- 
ings and  object  of  the  Government,  and 
that  there  is  no  such  kind  of  meaning 
which  by  any  interpretation  can  be 
attributed  to  the  clause.  But  I  must 
call  the  attention  of  the  Committee  for 
a  moment  to  the  Amendment  before  us. 
I  understand  that  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cavan  has  seriously  moved  it?  [Mr. 
BiooAB :  Yes.]  The  hon.  Member  pro- 
poses that  the  clause  shall  be  so  amended 
that  the  Land  Commission  shall  only  be 
allowed  to  take  action  till  the  end  of  the 
year.  I  cannot  conceive  any  argpiment 
which  could  be  used  in  favour  of  a  limi- 
tation of  the  clause  for  only  one  year. 
The  clause  would  be  perfectly  useless. 

Mb.  LEAMY  said,  he  would  suggest 
to  the  hon.  Member  for  Cavan  that  he 
might  consent  to  placing  a  limit  to  the 
time  during  which  the  Commission  might 
exercise  the  power,  not  of  forcing  emi- 
gration, but  of  promoting  emigration, 
and  that  the  limit  should  correspond 
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witli  the  time  when  the  Ooerdon  Aot 
•honld  expire.  The  Chief  Beoretary 
seemed  to  have  two  moat  effective  reme- 
dies for  repreesiDg  discontent  in  Ireland, 
which  were  exile  and  imprisonment; 
and  he  would  suggest  that  they  should 
both  come  to  a  conclusion  together.  The 
clause  had  been  introduced  into  the  Bill 
fit>r  the  purpose  of  coming  to  the  aid  of 
those  landlords  who  existed  by  putting 
their  tenants  into  arrears.  He  did  not 
intend  to  discuss  the  clause;  but  he 
believed  that  if  it  were  passed  they 
would  find  the  unfortunate  tenants  in 
the  West  of  Ireland  in  arrears  because 
they  could  not  pay  their  rent,  and  they 
would  have  but  two  alternatives — the 
poor  house  on  the  one  hand,  and  the 
emigration  agent  on  the  other.  It 
was  all  very  well  to  say  that  was  not  a 
forced  emigration ;  but  if  l^ey  had  the 
power  of  the  law  driving  out  the  tenants 
who  could  not  pay  their  rents  owing  to 
the  bad  harvests,  and  throwing  them 
out  into  the  road-side,  and  then  the 
emigration  agent  coming  and  tempting 
them  to  cross  the  Atlantic  as  the  only 
resource,  what  was  that  but  a  forced 
emigration  P  They  were  of  opinion  that 
too  many  of  their  people  had  gone  across 
the  seas  already.  They  looked  with  the 
utmost  confidence,  knowing  the  struggle 
their  country  had  made,  and  the  splendid 
resistance  she  had  made  to  the  attempts 
made  ftoTa  time  to  time  to  crush  out  her 
national  life,  to  their  people  coming 
back  from  America,  and  not  to  see  them 
going  away  in  thousands. 

Mb.  O'DONNELL  said,  he  was 
amused  to  hear  the  solemn  assurance  of 
the  Chief  Secretary  that  that  clause  and 
the  proposal  for  emigration  were  by  no 
means  to  be  understood  to  imply  that  the 
Oovemment  intended  to  force  tiie  people 
to  emigrate.  Those  solemn  assurances 
(^  the  Gbovemment  sounded  extremely 
well.  They  had  had  a  large  number  of 
them.  Of  course,  he  was  not  going  to 
suggest  that  their  veracity  was  to  be 
impugned ;  but,  notwithstanding,  look- 
ing to  the  fact  that  the  Premier  and  the 
Ohi^  Secretary  for  Ireland  were  in  such 
marked  ways  the  pre-destined  victims  of 
an  inexplicable  fatality,  he  thought  that 
the  Members  for  Ireland  would  do  well 
to  be  on  their  guard  against  the  solemn 
assurances  of  such  unfortunate  person- 
ages. For  these  reasons  and  others  he 
should  much  prefer  not  to  intrust  the 
Oovemment  with  the  power  of  facilitate 

Mr,  jr.  E.  F^itir 


ing  emigration  from  Ireland,  fat  lome- 
thing  or  other  was  sure  to  happen  to 
upset  all  the  solemn  assurances,  and  to 
defeat  all  the  expectations  which  ths 
solemn  assurances  might  have  awakened 
in  the  guileless  bosoms  of  the  Iriih 
Members  who  sat  on  the  other  side  of 
the  House. 

Mn.  BIGG-AB  said,  that  he  was  serious 
with  regard  to  that  particular  Amend- 
ment, because  he  thought  that  the 
whole  principle  was  thoroughly  mis* 
chievous.  The  right  hon.  OenUemsn 
the  Chief  Secretary  had  treated  them  to 
another  short  speech,  in  whic^  he  said 
that  he  did  not  wish  to  urge  the  Irish 
people  to  emigrate.  If  that  were  so, 
why  did  the  Government  urge  the  pro- 
posal at  all?  Why  did  they  not  gire 
the  Committee  some  reason  for  ths  pro- 
posal ?  Seeing,  however,  that  no  reason 
nad  been  urg^  in  favour  of  the  proposal, 
he  thought  they  were  thoroughly  justi- 
fied in  asking  that  the  time  daring  which 
the  transportation  of  the  Irish  surplus 
population  was  to  take  place  should  be 
as  much  curtailed  as  poaaiblB. 

Mb.  BITOHIE  said,  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cavan  had  taunted  the  Oo- 
vemment with  having  given  no  reason 
for  their  proposal.  Now,  Members  sit- 
ting on  that  side  of  the  House  had  not 
troubled  theConunitteeinthat  dtsonssion, 
because  ha  believed  that,  in  the  main, 
they  denred  not  to  hamper  or  hinder 
the  progress  of  the  Bill  by  taking  psxt 
in  a  discussion  which  was  mainly  got  np 
for  the  purpose  of  obstruction.  Bat 
he  desired  to  say  that  he  considered 
the  Government  had  very  good  reason 
for  the  introduction  of  such  a  proposi- 
tion. It  was  not  a  question  of  the  Oo- 
vernment  forcing  the  people  of  Ireland 
to  emigrate  at  all.  It  was  not  even  a 
question  of  inducing  them  to  do  so.  It 
was  a  question  of  offering  facilities  to 
those  who  desired  to  emigrate  to  do  that 
which  they  wished  to  do,  and  M«nbers 
from  Ireland  in  opposing  that  were  op- 
posing what  the  people  of  Ireland  them- 
selves desired.  Now,  the  hon.  Member 
for  Cavan  asked  for  reasons  why  the 
Government  proposed  that  clause.  He 
had  the  honour  of  hearing  the  evi- 
dence given  before  the  Hichmond  Com- 
mission, and  a  gentleman  gave  evideoee 
before  that  Commission  whose  name,  he 
thought,  was  deserving  of  the  oonfi- 
deoioe  even  of  hon.  Memb^ns  below  Um 
Gangway— be  meant  Profossor  Baldwio* 


in  the  West  of  Ireland,  were  en- 
D  fiiTouT  of  emlgratioD  ;  and  fas 
Ij  stated  that  he  believed  that  if 


I  i^ren  the  great  majority 
Dpoorand  wretched  people  Ui ' 
(vmt  of  Ireland  would  gladly 


ny  project  by  which  they  might  be 
Itoemigrate.  Thatwas  the  reason 
le  OoremmeDt  had  introduoed 
laasa.  In  his  opinion  the  Bill 
Ikil  of  the  object  it  desired  to 
f  there  were  not  some  Buch  clanse 
L  It  waa  quite  idle  to  auppose 
ay  alteration  of  the  relations  be- 
landlord  and  tenant  in  Ireland 
for  one  moment,  meet  the  miseiy 
retiihedness  which  existed  in  a 
Kmble  portion  of  Ireland.  It  waa 
impoBSible,  if  they  were  to  give 
Ojue  their  land  for  nothing,  that 
>md  exist  in  comfort  and  decency, 
lerefore  it  was  that  the  OoTern- 
lad  put  into  the  Bill  eonte  provi- 
if  which  those  who  desired  to 
ite,  and  those  only,  shonld  be  af- 
fiualitiee  for  doieg  so.  Huw  hon. 
ers  from  Ireland,  who  said  that 
ad  the  interests  of  tbe  tenantry  at 
eonld  object  to  that  clause,  which 
mendfut  clanse,  passed  his  com- 
laion  to  nnderstand  if  they  were 
t  in  what  they  said.  For  his 
haTing  taken  a  great  and  deep 
tt  in  that  (question,  he  believed 
was  no  part  of  the  Bill  which  was 
to  do  more  good  than  that  clause, 


most  parte  of  Ireland,  and  ho  had  always 
found  their  attachment  to  their  native 
soil  so  great  that  they  would  wish  to 
remain  upon  it  aa  long  as  it  afforded 
them  something  to  eat — with  that  they 
would  be  content.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  ashed  the  Committee  to 
postpone  tho  clause  nntil  tlie  end  of  the 
Bill.  TJiat  was  a  proposal  made  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  on  the  previous 
evening,  when  Le  was  told  that  the  Bill, 
d  particularly  this  ppocial  portion  of 
.  would  bo  fought  out  to  the  end.  The 
Irish  Members  felt  deeply  and  warmly 
on  this  matter  of  emigration,  and  they 
were  not  propai-ed  to  accept  the  maxims 
ascribed  to  various  statesmen  who  had 
spoten  and  written  on  the  subject.  The 
same  principto  was  adopted  in  tho  year 
18^7  ;  but  no  one  could  say  that  it  suc- 
ceeded then,  or  was  likely  to  succeed  if 
adopted  in  the  present  crisis.  The  hon, 
MembBrforFlnBbury(Mr.W.M.TorrenB) 
had  spoken  at  large  about  the  groat  ad- 
vantages which  were  offered  by  Canada  to 
intending  emigrants,  and  perhaps  what 
the  hou.  Member  had  said  was  perfectly 
true ;  but  if  it  was  so,  he  woulo  like  to 
ask  tlio  hon.  Member  why  he  did  not 
himself  go  there  J  As  far  as  he  knew 
of  the  people  of  Irelond,  he  was  certain 
that  there  was  a  largo  contented  class 
wishing  to  remain  in  the  country  of 
their  birth,  and  the  emigration  proposals 
of  the  Government  could  only  have 
effect  with  the  discontented  sections  of 
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in  favour  of  migration  as  against  emi-  '  Mb.  CHAPLIN  said,  he  had  on^ 
gration,  in  viow  of  tlio  fact  that  in  Ire-  quoted  isolated  passages  in  ProfesHr 
land  there  were  thousands  of  acres  of  Baldwin's  evidence,  because  at  this  pu^ 
reclaimable  land.  He  must  say  that  his  '  ticular  juncture  he  was  only  deaiiiig 
views  on  tliis  ssuhjiot  were  so  strong,  ;  with  the  question  of  migration  as  Agaiarf 
and  as  ho  bulieved,  so  strongly  based  in  ,  emigration. 

reason,  that  he  should  avail  himself  of  '•.  Mr.  PAENELL  said,  the  hon.  Mfloi* 
all  the  Forms  of  the  House  in  order  '  ber  had  culled  out  from  the  evidenss 
strenuouHly  to  oppose  the  clause.  >  of  Professor  Baldwin  isolated  pasaam 

Mh.  CIIAPIjIN  said,  he  thought  the  i  which  did  not  give  a  correct  idea  of  Ik 
lion.   Gentleman   the  Member  for  the  |  evidence  taken  as  a  whole.     It  was  efi- 
City  of  Wuterford  (Mr.  li.  Power)  had  !  dent,   from  the   statements   which  t2ia 
done  less  than  ju?4tice  to  the  hon.  Mem-  !  learned  Professor  had   made,   that  In 
berfor  the  Towur  Hamlets  (Mr.  Eitohie),    was  in  favour  of  migration  as  agaiut 
whose  statement,  in  the  course  of   his  j  emigration  ;  and  that,  in  his  view,  then 
speech,  was  to  the  effect  not  only  that  ■  was  in  the  county  of  Mayo  an  abim- 
the  Irish   people  desired   a  system  of '  dance  of  cultivable  land  for  the  use  of 
emigration,   but   that   such   suggestion  |  the  surj)lus  population — an  observotioA 
was  backed  up  by  the  evidence  of  Pro-  i  which    might  also  be    applied  to  tin 
fessor  Baldwin.     In  proof  of  his  state-  [  counties  of   Donegal  and  Keny.    Ii 
ment,  tiie  hon.  Member  said  he  had  in  <  answer  to  other  questions  which  wen 
his  possession,  as  had  also  ever^'  hon.  '  put  to  him  in  reference  to  emigration 
Member  of  the  House,  a  copy  of  Pro-  i  and  migration,  Professor  Baldwin  aaid 
fessor  Baldwin's  evidence  given  before  '  he  should  not  like  to  see  a  single  ablo- 
the  Commission,  in  the  course  of  which  |  bodied  man  leave  the  country  as  longu 
he  stated  that  half  the  people  would  ;  there  was  in  it  land  which  could  be  im- 
prefer  emigration  to  migration,  as  was   proved.     It  was^perfectly  true  that  Fro- 
shown  by  the  fact  that  of  260  tenants  '  fessor  Baldwin  said  further  that  he  vu 
to  whom  he  had  put  the  question,  not '  in  favour  of  offering  the  people  the  il- 
less  than   164  were  in  favour  of  emi- !  tern ative  of  emigration,  many  of  them 
gration.     He  was  perfectly  prepared  to  •  being  in  favour  of  such  a  course;  but 
admit  that  the  present  might  not,  per-  ;  no  one  considering  this  question  ouglit 
haps,  be  the  best  occasion  to  introduce  '  to  forget  the  fact  that  the  opinion  ex- 
this  matter  ;  but  he  could  not  allow  it  \  pressed  by  Professor  Baldwin  was  con- 
to  be  passed  without  expressing  his  opi-  >  tained  in  evidence  which  he  gave  as  &r 
nion  on  the  subject,  and  stating  that '  back  as  the  4th  of  March,  18b0,  vhea 
when  the  question  was  properly  before   there  was  no  prospect  of  a  measure  being 
the  Committee,  he  should  be  prepared  ,  introduced  for  the  purpose  of  giving  the 
to  make   a  proposal,   wliich,  if  it  was  i  very  poor  in  Ireland  an  alternative  be- 
adopted,    would    carry    out    the  views   tween  starvation,   the  workhouse,  and 
which  he  hold,  and  which  were  held  by  ;  emigration.     He  could   not  but  regnt 
a  considerable  section  of  the  House,  in  !  that    Her    Majesty's    Government  W 
regard  to  what  he  miglit  describe  as  the  !  thought  fit  to  introduce  what  he  might 
eniigraticm   proposals  contained   in  the  '  describe  as  an  Emigration  Clause  instead 
Bill.     His  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  !  of  proposing  something  which  wouU 
Waterford  had  btaled  that  it  was  his  ;  enable  the  waste  lands  of  Ireland  to  ba 
intention   to   oppose   the  clause  to  the  |  reclaimed  and  brought  into  cultivatiotti 
bitter  end  ;  and  as  lie  and   his  friends   and  so  preventing  a  moiety  of  the  start- 
who   held   the    same   views    had   been    ing  and   despairing  population  of  the 
largely  influenced   by  the   presence   of  country  from  taking  the  earliest  oppor 
the  clause  in  the  Bill,  they  would  hold  jtunity  that  offered  of  leaving  their  native 
theniKelvcs  free  to  take  whatever  course  !  land  and   emigrating  to,  perhaps,  the 
they  might  tJiink  necessary  in  the  event   other  side  of  the  world.     If  this  was 
of  the  clause  being  dropped.  done  the  congestion  which  now  existed 

Mil.  PAENELL  said,  the  hon.  Gen-  ,  in  many  parts  of  the  country  would  be 
tleman  who  had  just  sat  down  and  the  |  got  rid  of.  He  asked  the  Committee 
hon.  Member  for  tlio  Tower  Hamlets  :  why  they  wasted  their  own  time,  and 
had  based  their  arguments  upon  state-  i  that  of  the  country,  in  discuBsing  a 
ments  made  in  evidence  by  Professor  proposal  which  would  stand  no  chance 
Baldwin  ;  but  they  had  only  relied  on  |  of  acceptance  by  the  Bepresentativee  of 
isolated  passages.  i  English  working  men  and  ought  ao^ 
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because  of  its  inherent  injostioei  to  be 
forced  upon  the  Irish  people? 

Mb.  STOBEY  said,  he    became    a 
Member  of  the  House  with  no  engage- 
ments to  his  constituents  in  reference  to 
the  Land  Bill;  but,  as  representing  a 
large   working-class    constituency,    he 
wiiuied  that  the  scope  of  the  measure 
might  be  so  enlarged  as  that  it  should 
afford  a  complete  remedy  for  the  preva- 
lent distress  in  Ireland.    Therefore,  he 
had  possibly  been  more  often  than  any 
other  Member  on  that  side  of  the  House 
in  opposition  to  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment ;  but  he  should  be  the  last  to  op- 
pose them  in  any  proposal  to  enlarge 
the  scope  of  the  Bill.    He  wished  to  ask 
whom  it  was  proposed  to  assist  in  emi- 
grating?    Did  the  Oovemment  mean 
this  clause  to  be  used  in  assisting  the 
better  class  of  Irish  tenants*in  emigrat- 
ing— tenants,  he  meant,  who  were  farm- 
ing holdings  ranging  between  50  and 
300  acres?    If  that  were  so,  he  could 
only  say  that  there  was  no  necessity  for 
any  such  assistance,  inasmuch  as  the 
farmers  of   such  holdings  had  means 
enough  and  wit  enough  to  take  the  step 
for  themselves  if  they  thought  it  to  their 
interest.     It  was  the  poorest  and  most 
miserable  class  of   tenants  —  those  in 
Mayo,  Oalway,  and  other  districts  in  the 
West  of  Ireland — whom  it  was  intended 
to  deal  with ;  and,  that  being  so,  he  was 
not  surprised  to  find  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  Tower  Hamlets  (Mr.  Ritchie) 
supporting  the  proposal.    What  was  the 
position  of  these  tenants  under  the  Bill  ? 
It  was  said  that  the  Bill  would  confer 
upon  them  the  right  to  sell  their  ten- 
ancies ;   but  he  would  ask  what  man 
would  be  found  to  buy  a  tenancy  in  the 
present  circumstances  in  the  poorer  dis- 
tricts in  the  West  of  Ireland  ?    If  they 
could  not  sell,  what  else  could  they  do  ? 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  had  been 
the  mouth-piece  of  the  Government  in 
the  unpopular  cause  of  coercion ;  and  it 
was  therefore,  perhaps,  fitting  that  he 
should  again  be  the  mouth- piece  of  his 
Colleagues  when  they  were  offering  a 
bribe  to  the  tenants.     He  proposed  that 
they  should  be  released  of  a  year's  rent, 
but  only  on  condition  that  they  paid  one 
year's  rent  down — a  thing  most  of  them 
oould  not  do. 

Thb  chairman  ruled  that  the 
remarks  of  the  hon.  Member  were  wide 
of  the  subject  immediately  before  the 
Ooiamittee. 


Mb.  storey  said,  all  he  wished  to 
do  was  to  prove  that  the  Emigration 
Clause  of  the  Government  was  a  bad 
one,  as  it  stood,  in  that  it  would  drive 
out  of  Ireland  a  large  class  of  men  whom 
it  was  the  interest  of  the  coimtry  to 
retain,  and  who,  not  being  able  to  sell 
or  to  compound  for  their  rent,  were  to 
be  expatriated  under  that  Emgration 
Clause.  The  hon.  Member  for  the  Tower 
Hamlets  was  astonished  that  Members 
from  Ireland  should  not  be  willing  to 
assist  emigpration  from  their  country ;  but 
he  (Mr.  Storey)  held  it  to  be  patriotic  to 
endeavour  to  keep  the  men  in  the  country. 
Who  would  be  the  men  to  leave  our 
shores  ?  Who  were  those  that  went 
from  his  own  county  of  Durham  ? 
Were  they  the  weak  and  the  useless, 
and  those  they  would  wish  to  get  rid 
of  ?  No,  they  were  the  bone  and  marrow 
of  the  country ;  and  were  hon.  Members 
to  be  twitted  with  being  void  of  patriot-' 
ism  if  they  sought  to  keep  these  men  in 
the  country  ?  He  held  it  to  be  the  true 
policy  to  endeavour  to  retain  them,  and 
therefore  it  was  he  joined  with  Irish 
Members  in  objecting  to  the  Government 
proposal  contained  in  the  clause.  He 
thought  it  very  possible  that  later  on  in 
the  discussion  he  might  have  some  fur- 
ther remarks  to  make  on  the  proposal 
of  the  Government ;  but,  at  any  rate,  as 
one  English  Member — and  he  was  quite 
prepared  to  believe  there  were  more, 
that  there  were  a  great  number  who 
would  do  wisely  to  open  their  mouths 
instead  of  sitting  still— but  be  that  as 
it  might,  though  he  stood  alone,  he 
should  declare  his  deliberate  conviction 
that  the  Government  woidd  do  wisely  to 
drop  this  Emigpration  Clause.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Cork  City  (Mr.  Pamell)  truly 
said  the  condition  of  things  in  Ireland 
would  be  greatly  altered  by  the  Bill; 
and  under  these  new  conditions  they 
should  seek  to  keep  the  Irish  people  at 
home,  with  the  means  of  livelihood  in 
their  own  country.  As  an  Englishman 
he  did  not  want  to  see  them  passing  over 
to  America,  with  bitterness  and  anger  in 
their  hearts.  Let  the  Irish  working  man 
be  fixed  on  the  Irish  soil,  and  if  there 
must  be  emigration,  let  it  not  be  that  of 
the  industrious  classes,  but  of  those  smug 
self-satisfied  Gentlemen  whose  only  re- 
medy for  the  evils  of  the  country  seemed 
to  be  to  sweep  from  the  shores  of  Ireland 
the  cream  of  the  Irish  work-people. 

Mb.  W.  E.  F0R8TER  welcomed  the 
addition  that  the  hon.  Member  for  Sun- 
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derland  had  cloarlv  shown  to  the  de- 
batiin;^  powor  of  the  H01180,  though  he 
(MHiM  not  fully  ap^roo  with  his  muarks. 
II».»  (]5i[r.  W.  E.  Forster)  must  ondpavour 
to  ahitlo   hy   tho    Chairnian's    decision 
and  not  debate  tho  clause ;  hut  he  must 
remove  some  misconceptions  that  existed 
as  to  tlie  policy  of  tho  Government  as 
contained  in   tho  clause.     It  did  con- 
siderably  and  benoGcially  enlarge   the 
scope  of  the  I^ill.     One  advantage  there 
had  been  in  this  discussion  in  that  it 
had  called  from  Irish  Members  below 
the  Gangway  expressions  of  confidence 
in  the  general  results  of  this  measure. 
These  expressions  of    hope   and  confi- 
dence it  had   given  him  great  pleasure 
to  hear,  and  they  were  rather  stronger 
than  he  had  heard  at  earlier  stages  of 
these   discussifms.     The   hon.    Member 
for  Cork  City  began  by  describing  the 
condition  of  the  poor  cottier  tenants  in 
America,  and  he  ended  by  saying  let 
all    that  could   take   advantage  of  the 
Bill  and  remain  in  Ireland,  and  let  them 
have  no   emigration.     Now,  in   a  few 
words  he  might  be  allowed  to  say  why 
the  clause  was  brought  in.      The  Go- 
vernment had    the   condition   of  Irish 
tenants,  and  especially  of  Irish  cottier 
tenants,  before  them ;  it  had  been  occupy- 
ing all   their   attention,   and  they  had 
succeeded  in  getting  the  House  to  give 
the  whole  of  the  Session  to  the  considera- 
tion of  the  subject.  P*  No,  no ! '']  Well, 
at   any  rate,    tho    last    two    or    three 
months.      Tho  Government  believed  it 
was  necessary  to  make  great  changes 
in  tho  relations  of  landlord  and  tenant ; 
but  it  was  true,  and  it  had  been  stated  i 
over  and  over  again  even  by  the  hon.  ! 
Member  for  Cork    City  and  those  op-  ' 
posed  to  this  clause,  that  a  mere  change  I 
in  the  relations  between   landlord  and  j 
tenant  would  not  moot  the  condition  of 
the  cottier  tenants.     Well,   that   being 
generally  acknowledged, theGovernment 
brought  other  plans  before  the  House. 
There  was  the  proposal  for  reclamation, 
as  to  which  he  would  say  he  did  not  be-  { 
lieve  with  some  that  it  would  be  waste  ! 
paper,    but,    on   the   contrary,   that    it  j 
would  be  j)ut  in  force  with  great  elfect ; 
and  there  was  also  offered  that  alterna- 
tive which  Professor  Baldwin  had  sug-  : 
gested — the   alternative  of  emigration. 
The     Government    entirely    disavowed 
every  kind   of  intention   to   force    the  \ 
people  to  emigrate ;  and  he  could  not 
conceive   that  anybody   who  read   the 
clause  could  suppose  they  did.  He  really  , 
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did  not  know  the  use  of  language  l| 
tlie  framers  of  the  Act  in  ezpreMB| 
their  views  and  intentions  if,  with  fhi 
words  before  them,  hon.  Members  oonH 
believe  it  was  the   intention  to  forfl 
tenants  te  emigrate  or  to  do  anythUi 
more  than  enable  Ooyemment  asH- 
ance  to  be  given  to  those  who  wiihad 
to  emigrate.     He  would  not  enter  ifiii  { 
the  particular  provision  by  which  it  vii  ' 
hoped  that  object  would  be  attained 
but  would  address  himself  to  the  nh 
marks  which  had  been  made,  and  to  re- 
moving some  of  the  misconceptioni  thai  ! 
had  arisen,   and  he  was  prepared  io  ; 
make  two  or  three  verbal  Amendment^  \ 
which  would  show  that  some  of  the  ie* 
marks  were  unfounded.  The  word  "pn^  / 
moting "  had  been  objected  to  as  foe  j 
strong  a  word,  and  he  would  propoeete  \ 
substitute  the  word '*  assist."    ItWM«  • 
little  different;    and,  at   any  rate,  S  ' 
was  not  open  to  the  charge  that  hal  > 
been  made  against  the  use  of  "pro- 
moting," as  in  some  way  urging  and 
compelling,    and   "  assist  "    could  noi 
have  that  meaning.     One  of  the  great 
objects    was    to    regulate    emigratioa. 
There  was  less   emigration  this  year 
than  last,  and  he  was  very  glad  that 
that  should  be  so,   for  he  accented  it 
as  a  proof  that  there  was  less  diatreii 
to  cause  emigration ;   but,  as  he  had 
said,  a  great  object  was  to  have  emi- 
gration better  regulated.    It  was  a  greet 
merit  among  the  younger  members  of  a 
family  that  they  were  willing  to  take  on 
themselves  the   burden   of   suppordng 
their  parents  where  tliey  were  aUe  to 
do  so,  and  they  would  more  often  end- 
grate  if  they  could  take  members  of 
their  family  with  them.     Therefore,  the 
Government  wished  to  assist,  as  f ar  •> 
possible,  the  emigration  of  families.  To 
give  such  facilities  he  proposed  to  sah- 
uiit   an  Amendment  to  the  24th  Ufi^ 
after  the  word  '^  commission,"  to  add-^ 

**  And  such  regnlations  aa  may  be  proviifld 
relative  to  the  mode  of  the  apphcation  of  tb* 
loan,  and  of  repayments  for  Bhipment,  traS^ 
port,  and  reception  of  emigrants. 

Giving  this  public  notice  of  what  tb^ 
Government  intended,  he  hoped  now  th^ 
Committee  might  go  to  a  division  o^ 
the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  fo^ 
Cavan.  He  was  sorry  to  anticipate  by 
thus  stating  the  Government  intentions  j 
but  he  thought  he  might  appeal  with 
confidence  to  all  impartial  persons  when 
he  said  this  clause  was  proposed  by 
the  Government  as  one  of  many  xtmi* 
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dies — a  rety  important  one,  tliorugh  not 
the  most  important — for  the  great  mise- 
ries that  exist  in  the  crowded  districts 
in  Ireland. 

Mb.  CALLAN  asked,  was  it  intended 
that  the  clause  should  be  confined  to 
Canada  and  British  Possessions  only? 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER  said,  he  in- 
tended  to  state  that  he  would  move  to 
omit  the  words  **  Dominion  of  Canada, 
or  of  any  province" thereof,"  and  make 
it  applicable  to  anj  British  Colony  or 
Dependency.  It  was  a  mistake  to  sup- 
pose that  emigration  would  be  limited 
to  a  British  Colony ;  but  it  would  be 
hardly  possible  to  enter  into  agree- 
ments with  foreign  Governments  in  re- 
gard to  it ;  but  the  other  words  "  or  on 
behalf  of  any  public  company  "  would 
leave  it  open,  supposing  the  arrange- 
ments were  of  a  proper  character,  to 
conduct  emigration  to  the  United  States 
or  elsewhere. 

Mb.  T.  D.  SULLIVAN  said,  whether 
Canada  was  left  in  the  clause  or  not, 
the  effect  would  be  that  the  emigration 
under  the  clause  would  be  to  that  coun- 
try and  nowhere  else,  and  for  this  rea- 
son— other  British  Colonies  were  too  far 
away,  and  the  cost  of  removal  would  be 
too  great ;  so  it  was  to  Canada  that  the 
people  would  inevitably  be  emig^ted. 
Now,  he  was  very  grateful,  and  so,  he  was 
sure,  were  the  Irish  people,  to  the  Do- 
minion of  Canada  for  the  generous  kind- 
ness exhibited  during  the  recent  Famine; 
but  they  must  remember  that  when  the 
Irish  people  chose  to  emigrate  of  their 
own  motion  and  by  their  own  resources, 
it  was  not  to  Canada  they  went ;  but, 
under  the  operation  of  this  clause,  to 
Canada  they  would  be  sent,  whether 
the  word  *'  Canada"  was  in  or  out  of 
the  clause. 

Mb.  HEALT  felt  sure  it  would  not  be 
unreasonable  to  report  Progress  at  a 
quarter  past  1,  considering  that  the 
Committee  would  resume  again  at  12 
o'clock,  and  that  they  had  been  engafi;ed 
since  2  in  the  afternoon.  He  begged  to 
move  that  the  Chairman  do  report  Pro- 
gress. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  the  Chairman  do  report  Pro- 
greas,  and  ask  leave  to  sit  again." — {Mr, 
Mtaly.) 

Mb.  W.  E.  FOESTER  said,  he  really 
thought  that  the  question  raised  on  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for 


Cavan  had  been  sufRciently  discussed  to 
allow  of  a  decision  being  taken.  That 
being  decided,  he  would  not  ask  the 
Committee  to  proceed  further. 

Mb.  HEALY,  on  that  utiderstanding, 
begged  leave  to  withdraw  his  Motion. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdraum. 
Amendment  {Mr.  Biggar)  negatived. 

Committee  report  Progress;  to  sit 
again  T\>-nMrrow. 

PUBLIC  WOBKS  LOANS   [aDVAITOBS,   BBICIS- 
SIONS,    AND  AHBNDMENT  OF  ACTSj. 

Resolutions  [July  11]  nporUd,  vadasfresd  U: 
— BiU  oriUred  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Gsak- 
CELLOB  of  the  ExcHEQUBu,  Mr.  DoDsox,  and 
Lord  Frbdbrick  Cavendish. 

Billpre$eHM,  and  read  the  fitvt  time.  [Bill  21 1 .] 

PUBLIC  W0EK8   (IRELAND)    [REMISSION  OP 

loans]. 

Resolution  [July  11]  reported^  and  tigretd  to  : 
— Bill  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Chax- 
CELLOR  of  the  Exchequer  and  Lord  Frederick 
Cavendish. 

B\Mpr9$entedy  and  read  thefirst  time.  [BilI2l2.] 

MOTION. 


POOR  RELIEF  AND  AUDIT   OF  AC- 
COUNTS (SCOTLAND)  BILL.— [Bill  182.] 
( The  Lord  Advocate,  Mr.  Solicitor  General 
for  Scotland.) 

NOMINATION  OF  SELEOT  COMMITTEE. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"  That  the  Select  Committee  on  the  Poor  Re- 
lief and  Audit  of  Accounts  (Scotland)  Bill,  do 
consist  of  Nineteen  Members."  —  {The  Lord 
Advocate.) 

Colonel  ALEXANDER  said,  he  was 
surprised  at  the  course  Her  Majesty's 
Government  had  taken  with  respect  to 
this  Bill.  A  short  time  ago  a  meeting 
of  Scotch  Members  was  held  upstairs, 
at  which  he  was  not  able  to  be  present 
on  account  of  a  debate  in  the  House ; 
but  he  had  taken  occasion  to  inform  him- 
self of  what  took  place,  and  he  under- 
stood that  an  agreement  was  arrived  at 
that  one  of  the  Scotch  Bills  before  Par- 
liament should  be  proceeded  with  this 
Session — the  Educational  Endowments 
Bill.  He  was  surprised,  therefore,  to 
find  that  the  Bill  now  under  notice  had 
been  read  a  second  time  at  a  late  hour 
a  few  nights  before,  and  waa  now  to  b« 
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sent  to  a  Select  Comniittee.  He  would 
also  beg  to  remind  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  that  on  the  28th  of 
June  the  Prime  Minister  reminded  the 
House  that  the  28th  of  June  this  Session 
was  equal  to  the  28t]i  of  July  of  an 
ordinary  Session,  and  that,  therefore,  the 
House  had  arrived  at  what  was  prac- 
tically the  12th  of  August,  and  not  July; 
and  he  believed  it  was  quite  unprece- 
dented that  a  Bill  of  this  importance 
should,  on  such  a  date,  be  sent  to  a  Se- 
lect Committee,  nor  did  he  understand 
why  it  should  bo  sent  to  a  Select  Com- 
mittee at  all.  Wliy  not  discuss  it  in 
Committee  of  the  Whole  House,  like 
other  Bills?  There  was  nothing  mys- 
terious about  the  Bill,  and  treating  it  in 
this  manner  would  encourage  the  idea 
that  there  was  that  about  Scotch  Bills 
that  could  not  be  understood,  and  Eng- 
lish Members  never  would  understand 
them  so  long  as  they  were  sent  to  Com- 
mittees upstairs.  Why,  he  wished  to 
know,  had  the  Bill  been  proceeded  with? 
And  to  give  the  Government  the  op- 
portunity of  informing  the  House,  he 
begged  to  move  the  adjournment  of  the 
debate. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." — 
(  Colonel  Alexander.) 

Siu  WILLIAM  HARCOURT  said, 
really,  the  vehement  speech  of  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman  was  entirely  in 
consequence  of  his  not  having  been  at 
the  meeting  referred  to  ;  if  ho  had  been, 
he  would  have  known  that  exactly  the 
opposite  of  what  he  had  stated  took 
place. 

Colonel  ALEXANDER  :  I  was  at  a 
debate  in  the  House. 

.  Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT  said,  he 
was  there,  and  in  a  position  to  state  what 
did  take  place,  for  he  happened  to  occupy 
the  Chair.  The  course  which  the  Lord 
Advocate  had  taken  was  that  recom- 
mended unanimously,  he  believed,  by 
the  Members  present  at  the  meeting. 
There  was  no  such  understanding  as 
that  stated  by  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member,  that  only  one  Bill  should  be 
proceeded  with;  but,  on  the  contrary, 
there  was  a  strong  opinion  that  two  Bills 
should  be  proceeded  with,  and  the  ques- 
tion of  this  Bill  was  fully  brought  under 
consideration,  and  the  suggestion  of 
many  Members  who  were  present  was 
unanimously    adopted,    that    the    Bill 

Cokmel  Alexander 


should  be  sent  to  a  Committee  npstiiiii 
And  yet  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentlamai 
came  now  and  denounced  the  Ooveni- 
ment  for  taking  a  course  which  was  re- 
commended by  a  majority  certainly,  ud| 
he  believed,  unanimously,  of  the  Sootok 
Members   then   present.      There  won 
complaints  that  Scotch  Business  was  not 
attended  to ;  but  the  very  moment  an  it- 
tempt  was  made  to  forward  a  Scotch  BUI 
a  single  stage,  a  Scotch  Member  rose  and 
denounced  the  Government  for  the  at- 
tempt, and  did  his  best  to  obstruct  ths 
progress  of  the  Bill — and  this  was  being 
done  now.     This  was  an  administratiTa 
Bill  of  much  utility ;  no  one  ever  pre- 
tended that  the  Government  desired  to 
press  it,  they  desired  that  the  Bill  shoold 
be  thoroughly  examined.     The  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  said  that  Scotch  Boai- 
ness  would  never  be  understood,  became 
it  was  sent  to  a  Select  Committee ;  bat 
surely  English  Bills  were  always  sent  to 
a  Select  Committee  when  those  Bills  con- 
tained matters  of  detail  requiring  careful 
and  minute  consideration.     It  was  no 
great  encouragement  to  forward  Scotch 
Business  if,  when  the  Government  were 
making  an  effort  of  this  kind  on  the 
unanimous  understanding  with  Scotch 
Members,  up  starts  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  and  did  his  best  to  thwart  and 
defeat  the  course  taken  on  advice  from 
Scotch  Members. 

Mr.  ORR-E wing  said,  he  must  saj 
his  impression  of  what  occurred  was  not 
tho  same  as  that  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman.     He  was  sure  that  Scotch  Mem- 
bers were  delighted  to  have  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  in  the  Chair,  and  thef 
almost  felt  it  did  away  with  the  deriie 
to   have  a    Scotch   Minister  of  8tate< 
Probably  there  was  only  one  Member 
who  was  not  quite  satisfied  with  the 
position  there,  and  that  was  the  Lord 
Advocate  himself,  for  hitherto  he,  hold- 
ing a  high  and  honourable  positioAi 
ruled  supreme  ;  but  he  must  have  felt  a 
little  overshadowed  by  the  Home  Secre- 
tary.    But,  at  the  meeting,  the  conclu- 
sion was  this — it  was  a  sort  of  dictatorial 
conclusion,  no  vote  was  taken,  and  few 
Members  spoke— but    the    right  hon. 
Gentleman,   with    that  prescience   for 
which  he  was  so  conspicuous,  seemed  to 
conceive  the  opinions  of  every  person 
present — he    summed  up   in  this  way, 
at  all  events,  the  measure  that  ought  to 
be  proceeded  with  was  the  Educational 
Endowments  Bill.    He  said,  in  his  me- 
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tapborical  language,  that  was  the  horse 
that  was  to  win  ;  be  did  not  know  whe- 
ther a  second  horse  might  be  placed  at 
all ;  but  he  understood  that  if  there  was 
to  be  a  second  measure  it  was  the  Teinds 
BilL  Such  was  his  impression  of  what 
took  place,  and  all  he  could  say  was 
that  the  Bill  for  which  the  Committee 
was  now  proposed  was  ignored  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  as  an  impossible 
thing;  and  as  to  a  Committee  being 
proposed  or  sugg^ted  by  himself  or  the 
jjora  Advocate  it  never  was  at  that 
meeting. 

Sib  WILLIAM  HAECOURT,  rising 
to  explain,  said,  it  was  generally  under- 
stood by  the  Scotch  Members  that  the 
Bill  could  not  be  got  through  this  Ses- 
sion ;  but  it  was  pressed  upon  him  that, 
if  sent  to  a  Select  Committee,  the  sub- 
ject might  be  investigated  with  the  view 
of  taking  it  up  next  Session. 

Mb.  ORR-E  wing  said,  he  would  not 
bring  his  opinion  against  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  recollection.   No  doubt,  his 
intellect  was  much  the  keener ;  but,  at 
all  events,  the  impression  on  the  minds 
of  the  bulk  of  the  Members  present  was 
that  it  was  an  impossible  thing,  and  it 
never  suggested  itself  to  his  mind.  But 
it  was  an  extraordinary  thing,  for,  if 
there  was  any  measure  that  had  general 
support  from  Scotch  Members  after  the 
Educational  Endowments  Bill,  it  was  the 
Teinds  Bill.    It  was  introduced  by  the 
Government,  and  read  a  second  time, 
only  one  Scotch  Member  opposing  it; 
there  was  no  block  in  the  way,  but  only 
Amendments,  and  why  it  had  not  been 
proceeded  with  he  would  like  the  Lord 
Advocate  to  explain.    Every  party  in 
Scotland  supported  it ;  it  had  been  peti- 
tioned for  by  many  boroughs  in  Scotland, 
the  only  opposition  being  ecclesiastical, 
and  the  only  Scotch  Momber  offering 
oppoeition  being  the  hon.  Member  for 
Kilmarnock  (Mr.  Dick-Peddie) ;  and  yet 
it  was  said  it  was  impossible  to  carry 
the  Bill  through.     If  there  was  a  Com- 
mittee of  Scotch  Members,  and  a  Secre- 
tary of  State  honoured  them  by  presiding, 
he  ought  to  take  a  deliberate  vote  and  not 

father  opinions  from  hearsay,  and  then 
ring  up  such  measures  as  were  really 
supported  by  Scotch  Members,  and  not 
such  as  would  be  advantageous  to  a 
particular  Party. 

Mr.  HEALY  asked  the  Lord  Advo- 
cate—for he  had  received  several  letters 
from  Scotland,  and  he  really  did  not 


know  anything  about  it-«was  it  a  fact 
that  the  Government  did  not  intend  to 
proceed  beyond  the  Committee  this 
year? 

Colonel  ALEXANDER  said,  he 
would  ask  leave  to  withdraw  his  Motion, 
and  he  would  take  the  opportunity  to 
disavow  any  intention  of  obstructing 
Scotch  Business.  He  agreed  wth  the 
hon.  Member  (Mr.  Grr-Ewing)  that  the 
feeling  in  Scotland  was  very  much 
against  the  Government  for  having 
withdrawn  the  Teinds  Bill.  A  large 
meeting,  held  in  Edinburgh  last  winter, 
gave  expression  to  a  desire  for  legisla- 
tion  

Mb.  speaker  :  The  hon.  Member 
is  not  entitled  to  make  a  second  speech 
in  asking  leave  to  withdraw  his  Motion. 

Colonel  ALEXANDER  said,  he 
would  only  express  his  great  disappoint- 
ment that  the  Bill  had  been  withdrawn. 
He  begged  leave  to  withdraw  his  Mo- 
tion. 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J. 
M*Lab£n)  said,  it  was  quite  true  that 
the  Government  did  not  expect  to  pass 
the  measure  during  the  present  Session. 
So  far  back  as  1871,  a  Committee  of 
the  House  was  appointed,  who  re- 
ceived a  large  quantity  of  evidence  on 
the  subject,  and  almost  unanimously  re- 
commended the  changes  in  the  Poor  Law 
of  Scotland  which  were  embodied  in  the 
Bill.  Bills  founded  on  the  Report  of 
the  Committee  had  been  introduced  in 
successive  years  during  the  interval  of 
10  years,  which  had  since  elapsed,  but 
no  progress  had  been  made,  because 
it  was  impossible  for  the  House,  within 
a  limited  time,  to  discuss  the  various 
details  of  such  a  measure  in  Commit- 
tee of  the  Whole  House.  Accordingly, 
at  a  meeting  of  Scotch  Members  which 
took  place  at  an  early  period  of  the 
Session  with  reference  to  this  and  other 
forms  of  local  government,  a  strong  de- 
sire was  expressed  that  the  measure 
should  be  re-introduced  with  the  view  of 
its  being  considered  by  a  Committee  up- 
stairs ;  and  he  must  express  his  surprise 
that  the  hon..  Member  for  Dumbarton 
(Mr.  Orr-Ewing)  had  taken  up  the  posi- 
tion he  had  in  throwing  doiibt  on  the 
propriety  of  the  course  adopted,  for  he 
well  remembered  that  at  this  meeting  it 
was  his  suggestion  that  before  and  be- 
yond all  other  reforms  connected  with 
Scotch  local  government  the  Bill  for  the 
amendment  of  the  Poor  Law  ought  to 
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be  introduced.  Ho  would  only  eav,  in 
respect  to  the  meeting  referred  to  by  the 
Home  Secretary,  that  his  recollection  of 
■what  took  place  was  substantially  in 
accord  with  that  of  his  right  hon.  Friend. 
It  must  be  quite  plain  that  it  would  be 
impossible  to  expect  that  during  the  Ses- 
sion the  Bill  would  be  considered  in  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  House;  but,  looking 
at  the  fate  of  former  Bills  on  the  same 
subject,  he  ventured  to  indulge  the  hope 
that  by  referring  it  to  a  Committee  up- 
stairs it  would  be  so  improved  and  per- 
fected as  to  admit  of  its  introduction  in  a 
subsequent  Session  and  its  passage  with- 
out serious  opposition.  As  to  the  Teinds 
Bill,  that  was  no  longer  before  the 
House,  it  having  been  withdrawn  last 
week.  That  it  was  withdrawn  was  due 
to  circumstances  for  which  he  was  not 
responsible.  It  was  his  earnest  desire, 
if  possible,  to  proceed  with  it ;  but  at 
the  meeting  to  which  reference  had  been 
made,  an  hon.  Member  intimated  that 
he  was  prepared  to  use  all  the  Forms  of 
the  House  at  every  stage  when  the  Bill 
was  before  the  House  to  2^1*0^6^^  ^^s 
passing.  Now,  he  would  appeal  to  hon. 
Members  whether,  under  the  circum- 
stances, and  knowing  as  he  did  that  there 
was  other  opposition,  without  which 
that  which  he  had  mentioned  would 
not  have  been  sufficient  —  that  there 
was  a  considerable  body  of  opposition — 
would  it  have  been  right  to  keep  the 
Bill  on  the  Paper,  when  it  was  abso- 
lutely certain,  looking  at  the  many  more 
important  engagements  of  the  Govern- 
ment, that  the  Bill  could  not  be  sent  up 
to  the  other  House  in  time  to  pass  this 
Session  ? 

Mh.  ORR-EWING  said,  he  was  not 
opposed  to  the  improvement  of  Poor 
Law  management  in  Scotland,  and  he 
did  think  it  was  more  likely  to  be  legis- 
lated upon  this  year  than  the  Educa- 
tional Endowments  Bill.  But  that  was 
not  the  decision  of  tho  Committee  of 
Scotch  Members  they  had  heard  of,  and 
he  understood  that  the  Home  Secretary 
was  to  be  guided  by  that.  He  was  not 
opposed  to  the  Committee,  late  as  it  was ; 
but  he  understood  it  was  the  intention 
not  only  to  pass  the  Bill  through  Com- 
mittee, but,  if  possible,  to  make  it  law 
this  year  ;  hence  his  opposition. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 
The  Lord  Advocate 


Committee  nominated,  of  Mr.  Ahdeimx,  Kb 
Andrew  Graitt,  Mr.  J.  HAMiLTOir,  lb 
!^I*LA0A3r,  Mr.  Hexdebsox,  Mr.  Boltov,  Ml 
Matuesox,  Mr.  Meldox,  Mr.  HoBin,  lb, 
Orr  Ewino,  Mr.  Cochrax- Patrick.  Xl 
DALRTMrLF,  Mr.  James  Campbell,  Adnaa 
Sir  Jniix  Hat,  Mr.  Loder,  Colonel  AliXA^ 
dek,  Mr.  Healy,  Lord  Elcho,  and  The  Lob 
Ad\ocatb  : — Five  to  be  the  qnomm. 

Houio  adjourned  at  a  qwte 
before  Two  o'docL 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONB, 
Wednesday,  13M  Jnly,  1881. 


MINUTES.]— PuBLicBiLLS—OwiMi'/fM-Lni 

Law  (Ireland)  [135]— R.P. 
Committee  —  Report  —  Reformatory  Jnititsliafli 

(Ireland)  {re-comm.)*  [190]. 
Withdraicn — Public  Uousea  (Clonng  on  8«a- 

days)  *  [64]  ;  Roads  Provinonal  Order  (Edia- 

burgh)  •  [185]. 


ORDER  OF  THE  DAY. 


LAND  LAW  (IRELAND)  BILL.-[Biuia5.] 

{Mr,  Gladstone,  Mr,  Fortter,  Mr.  Brifhi,  Mr. 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland,    Mr.  StUtitir 
General  for  Ireland.) 

OOMMITTEE.      [TWENTY- SIXTH  NIOHT.] 

IProgrees  I2ih  July.'] 
Bill  considered  in  Committee, 
(lu  the  Committee.) 
Paut  V. 
Acquisition  of  Land  by  Tekant8|B^ 

CL.VM ATION  OF  LaND,  AND  £mIGRATI05' 

Ueclamation  of  Land  and  Emigration. 

Clause  26  (Emigration). 

Mr.  BIGOAR  said,  the  Committee 
were  in  rather  a  peculiar  position  at  the 
present  moment  with  regard  to  the 
Amendments  which  stood  on  the  Paper 
In  the  first  place,  the  printed  sheeti 
containing  the  Amendments  had  not  ye 
reached  the  Vote  Office,  and  he  knen 
how  inconvenient  it  was  for  Members  0 
the  Committee  to  discuss  Amendment 
when  they  had  not  a  copy  of  them  befor 
them.  In  addition,  the  Committee  wer 
in  this  awkward  position,  that  timers  wa 
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no  Hmivter  of  the  Gfrown  pretent  to  listen 
to  tbe  Arguments  which  they  wished  to 
adduce ;  and,  under  those  circumBtanceSi 
he  would  move  that  the  Chairman  re- 
port Progress,  and  aefc  leave  to  sit 
again. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed^ 
"  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress, 
and  ask  leave  to  sit  again."  —  {Mr, 
BiggMT,) 

Mb.  HEALY  said,  it  was  an  extra- 
ordinary thing  that  the  Government 
should  bring  Members  down  at  that  hour 
of  the  day,  and  that  not  one  of  the 
Members  of  the  Government  should 
turn  up  himself.  They  had  kept  hon. 
Members  there  until  2  o'clock  in  the 
morning,  and  had  insisted  on  their  being 
there  again  at  12  o'clock  in  the  day. 
Yet  when  they  came  down  they  found 
that  they  could  not  get  a  copy  of  the 
Amendments  at  the  Vote  Otfice,  and 
when  they  entered  the  House  they  found 
that  there  was  not  a  single  Member 
of  the  Government  in  his  place.  He 
wae  eertainly  not  surprised  that,  under 
these  circumstances,  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Cavan  (Mr.  Biggar)  had 
moved  to  report  Progress,  and  he  trusted 
his  hon.  Friend  would  divide  the  Com- 
mittee. 

Mb.' LITTON  said,  he  hoped  that  the 
hon.  Member  for  Cavan  (Mr.  Biggar) 
was  not  serious  in  asking  the  Com- 
mittee to  report  Progress.  No  doubt,  it 
was  an  unfortunate  circumstance  that 
the  Amendments  placed  on  the  Paper 
had  not  reached  the  Vote  Office ;  but 
they  appeared  with  the  Amendments 
issued  to  hon.  Members  that  morning  at 
their  private  residences,  along  with  the 
other  Parliamentary  Papers,  and  he 
presumed  that  they  were  easily  obtain- 
able. He  also  regretted  that  Her  Ma- 
jeety's  Government,  or,  al  any  rate, 
some  of  them,  were  not  present ;  but,  at 
the  aame  time,  it  would  be  exceedingly 
inconvenient  for  the  Committee  to  re- 
port Progress,  and  that  the  whole  day 
should  be  lost  at  a  time  when  it  was  of 
the  utmost  importance  that  they  should 
make  progress  with  the  measure  from 
day  to  day. 

Mb.  MACDONALD  rose  to  Order. 
At  the  same  time,  he  was  afraid  he  might 
be  out  of  Order  in  rising ;  but  the  ques- 
tion which  he  wished  to  put  to  the 
Chairman  was  this,  as  there  were  no 
Amendments   obtainable   at  the  Vote 


O0)o^,  how  could  they  disouss  the  Bill  in 
the  absence  of  the  Amendments  ? 

Thb  qUAIHMAN  :  That  is  not  a 
question  of  Order.  The  Amendments 
w^re  delivered  this  morning  with  the 
blue  paper  Votes.  The  only  thing  that 
has  not  yet  arrived  is  a  copy  of  the 
Amendments  on  white  paper.  I  my- 
self received  the  blue  paper  Votes  this 
morning,  together  with  other  hon.  Mem- 
bers, and  the  simple  difficulty  is  that 
the  white  paper  Amendments  have  not 
yet  preached  the  Vote  Office. 

Mb.  LITTON  said  he  could  not  under- 
stand the  great  anxiety  which  hon.Mem- 
bvws  evinced  in  risipg  upon  points  of 
Order,  which,  so  far  from  being  in 
Order,  were  themselves  most^disoraerly. 
^hecomplaint  made  was  that  the  Amend- 
ments were  not  on  the  Paper.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Cavan  (Mr.  Biggar)  must  be 
4WBre  that  it  was  not  necessary  to  have 
^  Amendment  on  the  Paper  in  order 
^hat  he  might  be  able  to  move  it.  An 
hpp.  Member  having  an  Amendment 
on  the  Paper  which  had  not  yet  reached 
the  Vote  Office  was  still  competent  to 
move  it. 

]^B.  LEAMY  thought  the  Motion  to 
report  Progress  was  very  reasonable 
upon  this  ground — if  an  hon.  Member 
moved  an  Amendment  there  was  not  a 
single  person  responsible  for  the  Go- 
vernment to  say  whether  they  would 
4^ept  it  or  not.  The  Irish  Members 
were  treated  very  unfairly.  They  had 
been  kept  there  until  2  o'clock  in  the 
morning,  and  if  they  moved  at  any  time 
to  report  Progress  they  were  accused  of 
impeding  the  progress  of  the  BiU.  He 
was  yery  much  astonished  to  find  that 
right  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  took  so 
little  interest  in  the  BiU  that  they  de- 
clined to  come  down  to  support  it. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  (who  had  just  en- 
tered the  House) :  If  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man thinks  it  consistent  with  his  dignity 
and  with  decency  to  hold  such  language 
about  the  small  amount  of  interest  which 
the  Government  take  in  the  Bill  I  can 
only  express  my  surprise.  It  is  quite 
open  to  the  hon.  Gentleman  to  repeat 
that . language  as  often  as  he  pleases; 
but  I  trust  that  that  will  not  be  the 
feeling  of  his  Irish  feUow  -  country- 
men, and  I  hope  that  no  further  time 
will  be  lost  in  proceeding  with  the 
measure. 

The  CHAIBMAN:  We  are  now  upon 
the  question  of  reporting  Progiaesa. 
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Me.  GLADSTONE:  Whether  the  Go- 
vernment have  no  interest  in  the  Bill  or 
not  they  are  now  preRent,  and  I  hope 
the  Motion  will  bo  withdrawn. 

The  CHAIRMAN:  I  may  mention 
for  the  convenience  of  lion.  Members 
that  the  white  paper  copy  of  the  Votes 
has  now  arrived,  and  may  be  had  in  ihe 
Vote  Office. 

Mr.  HEALY  said,  the  reason  for  re- 
porting Progress  was  not  because  Minis- 
ters were  absent,  but  because  the  Com- 
mittee could  not  get  a  single  Amend- 
ment, and  as  a  protest  against  the  way 
in  which  they  were  treated  in  being 
brought  down  at  that  time  of  the  day 
when  the  Government  were  not  ready 
to  go  on  with  the  Bill.  He  hoped  that 
his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Cavau 
(Mr.  Biggar)  would  take  a  division  upon 
the  question.  If  the  Government  threw 
too  much  work  upon  the  printing  de- 
partment that  was  not  the  fault  of  the 
Irish  Members.  He  certainly  did  not 
see  how  they  were  to  go  on  with  the 
discussion  of  the  Bill  unless  they  knew 
what  the  Amendments  were.  What, 
therefore,  was  the  good  of  bringing 
them  down  at  12  o'clock  in  the  day? 

Mr.  MACDONALD  thought  that  the 
hon.  Member  for  Cavan  (Mr.  Biggar) 
would  be  exceedingly  ill-advised  if  he 
pressed  his  Motion  to  a  division.  He 
hoped  that  the  Motion  to  report  Pro- 
gress would  be  withdrawn,  and  that  the 
Committee  would  be  allowed  to  proceed 
with  the  Bill. 

Mr.  DAWSON  said,  he  really  thought 
there  was  something  due  to  the  heavy 
pressure  which  had  been  put  upon  all 
jDepartments  of  the  House,  and  he 
had  some  sympathy  with  the  officials 
who  were  now  under  so  heavy  a  strain. 
If  hon.  Members  were  kept  there  last 
night  until  2  o'clock  this  morning,  so 
were  also  the  printing  officrials,  and  he 
did  not  think  tiiat  the  IriHli  Members 
should  be  too  hard  upon  the  officials. 
They  might  blow  up  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment as  much  as  they  liked.  They 
were  able  to  hear  it ;  but  they  should 
not  convey  a  Vote  of  Censure  upOn  the 
officials.  In  all  pro])ability,  better  punc- 
tuality would  bo  observed  in  future  on 
all  sides. 

Thr  attorney  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  stated  that  ao 
or  40  Amendments  were  given  Notice 
of  late  lost  night,  which  were  sent  oil' 
at  once  to  the  printers. 


Mr.  M'COAN  said,  he  would  join  n 
the  appeal  to  the  hon.  Member  fiv 
Cavan  (Mr.  Biggar)  to  withdraw  Ui 
Motion.  At  first  there  was  eome  digU 
colour  for  the  Motion  in  the  aoddeot  d 
the  Papers  not  being  there;  bat  ht 
thought  it  was  more  apparent  than  red, 
because,  in  common  with  other  hon. 
Members,  he  received  a  copy  of  tb 
Amendments ;  and  the  accident  of  the 
absence  of  the  leading  Members  of  the 
Government  for  a  few  moments  had  re- 
sulted in  no  practical  inconvenience. 

Mr.  BIGGAR  said,  he  was  dispoeed 
to  take  the  advice  and  act  on  the  reoom* 
mendation  of  his  hon.  Friends,  and  he 
would  not  press  his  Motion  to  a  diTinion. 
But  he  objected  to  the  statement  of  hii 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Member  for 
the  County  of  Wicklow  (Mr.  M^Cotn), 
who  assumed  that  he  had  only  a  alight 
show  of  reason  for  what  he  had  done. 
Now,  last  night  they  were  discneeing 
this    unfortunate    clause    until   nearij 
2  o'clock,  and  there  was  a  squabble  u 
to  its  adjournment  with  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land.    When  they  came  down  to  the 
House  prepared  to  continue  the  diecoe- 
sion  that  morning  two  things  occarred. 
The  first  was  that  they  could  not  get  the 
Amendments,  and  every  hon.  Member 
knew   how  exceedingly  inconvenient  it 
was  to  discuss  Amendments  which  were 
not  on  the  Paper.    It  very  often  gtye 
rise  to  complaint  if  an  hon.  Member  did 
not  happen  to  give  Notice  of  an  Amend- 
ment in  due  time.    And  then  another 
thing  occurred.     They  had  Amendmenti 
on  the  Paper  on  a  question  in  which  the 
Government   were  certainly  interested, 
and  they  wei'e  in  their  places  the  mo- 
ment the  House  was  made.    But,  el* 
though  they  were  there  ready  to  go  (A 
with  the  discussion  of  Amendments  in 
which  the  conduct  and  capacity  of  the 
Government  for  certain  purposes  were 
called  in  question,  there  was  no  Minister 
in  his  place  to  defend  himself.     Now,  it 
seemed  to   him  perfectly  preposterous 
that  they  could  go  on  with  the  discos- 
Riou  of  the  Bill  under  those  circum- 
stances.    Right  hon.  Gentlemen  oppo- 
site had  official  duties  to  discharge,  and 
they  had  charge  of  an  important  Bill ; 
and,  therefore,  they  ought  to  be  in  their 
places  so  as  to  conduct  the  Business. 
They  had  an  illustration  of  how  quickly 
Amendments  moved  by  private  Members 
were  disposed  of  at  the  Sitting  of  the 
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BiottMlut  night.  As  aoon  as  the  House 
Bflt  at  9  o*clock,  an  Amendment,  which 
lad  already  been  discussed  at  consider- 
lUa  length,  and  which  he,  as  well  as 
idiar  Members,  wished  to  discuss  still 
hitter,  was  at  once  put  by  the  Chair- 
nan  and  disposed  of.  In  point  of  fact, 
it  was  constantly  the  practice  to  rush 
ttroagh  important  Amendments  if  hon. 
Hembers  who  were  interested  in  them 
fid  not  happen  to  be  in  their  places  at 
the  moment.  He  would  not  press  the 
HoCion  for  reporting  Progress,  but  would 
■sk  leare  to  withdniw  it. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Mb.  BIGGAB  said,  the  first  Amend- 
ment which  appeared  on  the  Paper  stood 
ia  lus  name,  and  its  object  was  to  omit 
certain  words  which  appeared  in  the 
daase  requiring  the  consent  of  the  Trea- 
waj  to  an  agreement  entered  into  by 
tiw  Land  Commission  with  emigrants 
and  contractors.  He  proposed,  in  lines 
18  and  13,  to  omit  from  the  word  "with  '* 
to  "Treasury"  inclusive.  He  would 
shortly  give  his  reasons  for  moving  this 
Amendment.  They  were  these.  They 
an  knew,  as  a  matter  of  practice  and  of 
meral  observation,  that  it  was  very  un- 
muable  that  responsibility  should  be 
divided.  What  was  proposed  to  be 
dons  in  this  instance  was  this.  The 
Lsad  Commission  was  to  have  authority 
to  do  certain  things  subject  to  the  con- 
trol of  the  Treasury.  Of  course,  they  did 
not  know  at  present  who  the  Land  Com- 
minion  would  be  ;  but,  at  the  same  time, 
the?  would  be  gentlemen  who  lived  in 
Ireland,  and  they  would  have  more  or 
1ms  control  over  the  merits  of  any  par- 
ticular scheme  of  emigration  that  was  to 
be  carried  out,  and  tliey  would  be  in- 
flnenced,  to  a  certain  extent,  by  the 
popular  opinion  of  the  country  in  which 
they  lived.  They  would,  at  least,  read 
the  Irish  m^wspapers,  aud  hear  what  was 
laid  by  the  leaders  of  public  opinion  in 
that  country ;  and  they  would  have  an 
opportunity  of  hearing  the  arguments 
that  could  be  advanced  for  or  against 
any  particular  course  of  action.  But,  on 
the  other  hand,  what  was  the  Treasury  ? 
Ihe  Treasury  was  a  body  living  in  Lon- 
lon,  who  did  not  read  the  Irish  news- 
papers, and  who  knew  nothing  at  all 
>f  what  was  passing  in  that  country,  and 
who  got  all  ttieir  information  about  Irish 
ifiairs  entirely  at  second  hand,  and  must 
le  goided  by  the  whispers  they  received 


more  or  less  from  irresponsible  parties. 
They  were  also  within  easy  reach,  being 
in  London,  of  scheming  speculators 
and  promoters  of  fraudulent  schemes 
of  emigration  and  land  speculation ; 
and  they  were  open,  therefore,  to  be 
interested  adversely  to  the  interests  of 
the  Irish  people.  Then,  again,  the 
Treasury  was  a  body  of  a  very  fluc- 
tuating character.  The  Financial  Se- 
cretary to  the  Treasury  sat  in  that 
House,  and  he  had  very  laborious  duties 
to  discharge ;  but  he  was  put  plainly  in 
that  troublesome  and  laborious  position 
simply  as  a  step  to  something  of  an  easier 
nature,  which,  although  it  might  be  a 
position  of  more  dignity,  was  certainly 
one  of  much  less  labour.  The  result 
was  this — that  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury,  who  must  know  all  the  de- 
tails of  every  matter  that  came  before 
the  Treasury,  was  very  much  in  the 
hands  of  the  permanent  officials  of  his 
Office  ;  and  if  it  were  not  for  the  assist- 
ance that  he  obtained  from  these  offi- 
cials he  would  be  unable  to  give  an 
explanation  of  the  details  of  the  Esti- 
mates when  they  were  brought  before 
the  House.  Seeing  that  that  was  the 
case,  there  was  an  opportunity  open  for 
fraud  and  for  advertising  the  schemes 
of  fraudulent  speculations.  They  knew 
that  at  the  head  of  the  Treasury  was 
the  Prime  Minister  ;  but  thoy  also  knew 
that  he  had  so  many  other  matters 
in  hand  that  it  was  perfectly  impossible 
for  him  to  inquire  into  these  questions. 
They  also  knew,  from  the  statement 
made  to  the  Committee  last  night  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Exeter  (Mr.  North- 
cote),  that  Members  of  Parliament  who 
had  influential  connections  were  hired 
by  these  fraudulent  Companies  as  decoy 
ducks.  [6ViM  of  '*  Order !  "]  He  did 
not  mean  that  the  hon.  Member  for 
Exeter  was  one,  because  he  looked  upon 
the  hon.  Member  as  an  unsuspecting 
Gentleman,  or  the  hon.  Member  would 
not  have  confessed  openly  in  the  House 
that  he  was  the  representative  of  these 
swindlers. 

Mr.  GIBSON  rose  to  Order.  He 
wished  to  call  attention  to  the  fact  that 
the  hon.  Member  fur  Cavan  (Mr.  Biggar) 
was  now  asserting  that  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Exeter  (Mr.  Northcote)  appeared 
I  there  last  night  as  the  representative  of 
swindlers. 

The  chairman  ;  Unfortunately  I 
was  looking  at  the  Paper  at  the  time, 
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and  the  words  used  by  the  hon.  Member  of  opportunity  for  testing  the  &Mi/||j|r 

did  not  attract  my  attention.     But  if  the  of  a  Company.     Afain,"  a  sound  ^Mq^' 

hon.  Member  used  the  words  imputed  to  lation  can-ied  on  by  sound  men  waSit' 

him  they  are  altogetlier  out  of  Order.  be  as  successful  in  that  country  as  haL\ 

Mr.  BIGGAH  said,  lie  had  (guarded  and  for  these  considerations  he  did  i^i 

himself  by  saying  that  the  hon.  Member  think  it  desirable    that    the  TreaMD|'^ 

for  Exeter  (Air.  Northeote)  had  proved  should  have  anything  to  do  with  tlw||i: 

by  his  speech  that  ho  was  an  unsuBpect-  emigration  schemes.    Then,  again,  flif 

iug  Gentleman  wlio  would  not  wilfully  all  knew  that  the  Treasury  was  monm 

do  a  difahonest  thing ;  but  the  hon.  Mem-  less  a  political  body.     They  oonstanl^' 

ber  added  that  lie  represented  those  land  saw  absurd  ideas  propounded,  suoh  II 

swindlers  in  Alinnesota  and  Manitoba,  were  mentioned  in  The  Daily  Ttltgr^ 

Now  ho  (Mr.  Biggar)  was  prepared  to  that    morning ;    and    a    Minister  wh| 

state  deliberately  that  the  Companies  in  wanted  to  be  popular  would  go  in  fori 

question   were    advertising    themselves  scheme,  no  matter  whether  it  wai  n- 

very    excessively,    and    hon.   Members  sound,  no  matter  whether  the  body  pnN 

knew  that  any  scheme  which  came  from  moting  it  was  responsible,  if  the  fleedng 

the  United  States  must  bo  perfectly  un-  influence  of  political  partizanship  waif 

sound,  because  there  was  plenty  of  scope  brought  to  bear  upon  him.     He  wonll 

there  and  plenty  of  able  men  in  the  give  another  illustration  to  show  hov 

United    States    thoroughly    competent  unreliable  the  statements  of  Minidaif 

to  carry  on  public  Cumpauies,  and  any  were.     The  right  hon.  Gentleman  dii ' 

scheme  with  regard  to  the  division  of  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  told  thai 

land  among  persons  who  were  able  to  plainly  last  night  that  the  ereater  put 

cultivate  it,  without  coming  to  England  of  the  present  Session  had  been  ipoA 

for  assistance.     It  was  not  necessary,  in  promotino:  this  Land  Bill.  ThatwooU 

therefore,    that    they  should    come    to  have  been  all  very  well  if  the  right  ho. 

London  at  all  if  they  had  a  sound  and  Gentleman  had  told  it  to  his  consdtnenli 

honest  case  on  which  to  base  their  pro-  in  Bradford,  or  to  somebody  who  knsv 

spectuses.      What  they  did,   however,  nothing  about  the  facts ;  but  to  tell  tin 

was   to  come  here,  where  they  knew  House  of  Commons  that  the  greater  ptit 

there  were  a  great  number  of  people  of   the  Session  had  been  spent  npoa 

who  had  a  good  deal  more  money  than  the  Land  Bill  was  only  another  illuttia- 

brains.  tion  of  how  unreliable  purely  politiGiI 

TuE  CHAIRMAN  :  I  must  point  out  parties  were  upon  purely  political  qnei^ 

to  the  hon.  Member  that  I  certainly  do  tions. 

not  see  the  relevancy  of  his  remarks  to        The  CHAIRMAN:  The  hon.  Membff 

the  Amendment.  must  really  make  his  remarks  releTint 

Ma.   BIGGAll    said,   he    wished    to  to  the  Amendment,  and  his  Amendment 

show  that  the  Treasury  was  likely  to  be  is  simply  to  omit  the  words  "with  tin 

imposed  upon  in  regard  to  schemes  em-  concurrence  of  the  Treasury." 
braced  in  a  further  part  of  the  clau.se ;        Mb.  BIGOAH  said,  he  was  showing 

and    ho   wished   to   show,  further,  that  that  the  Treasury  were  a  political  putji 

whoever  might  be  the  proper  body  to  and  that  they  would  be  influenced  bj 

be  responsible  for  these  loans  and  emi-  the  action  of  practical  politics  and  If 

gration   schemes,  the   Treasury   should  pressure  that  it  was  undesirable  shonid 

have  nothing  whatever  to  do  with  them,  be  brought  to  bear  upon   them.    Hi 

Thoy  went  entirely  bej'ond  the  range  of  would,   liow^ever,    go    no    furtlier,  but 

the  duties  of  the  Treasury,  and  it  would  would  bo  contont  to  move  to  omit  thl 

be  injudicious  fur  them  to   mix   them-  words  in  question, 
selves  up  with  such  schemes  in  any  way.        Amendment    proposed,   in  page  18, 

As  he  had  stated,  an  hon    Member  ,n  ij^g,  jj  ^„^  ^g'   j^^^  ^^^  tfirwoTdi 

that  House  very  recently  informed  them  . .  ^j^,,  ^^^  concurrence  of  the  Treasuiy." 

tliat  he  represented   a  Company  from  _fM,.  Biggar.) 

Minnesota,  and  ho  (Mr.  BigKor)  wislied        X       ..  ^    ..mt.  ^  ^i  i 

to  point  out  that  a  Company  in  Min-        Question  proposed,  "That  the  words 

nesota  must  bo  unsound,  or  it  would  not  Fjoposef  to  be  left  out  stand  part  ofth* 

come  to  London.     If  it  was  a  sound  ^''""'®- 

speculation,  it  would  be  carried  on  in        Me.  W.   E,  FOBSTEB:    I   do  not 

Minnesota  itself,  where  there  was  plenty  think  that  the  Committee  will  expect 

Th*  Chavmum 
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me  to  reply  at  any  length  to  the  remarks 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Cavan  (Mr. 
Biggar).  I  think  he  has  answered  him- 
self. The  hon.  Member  wants  ns  to 
suppose  that  there  may  be  schemes  set 
on  foot  by  speculators  which  may  be 
unsound  and  fraudulent,  and  he  stated 
that  the  hon.  Member  for  Exeter  (Mr. 
Northcote)  had  been  hired  here  to  repre- 
sent a  Company  in  Minnesota.  All  I 
can  say  is  that  I  did  not  understand  the 
hon.  Member  for  Exeter  to  say  anything 
of  the  kind.  If  the  hon.  Member  for 
Caran  (Mr.  Bigg^)  wishes  simply  to 
hare  security  for  the  loans  which  the 
Oommission  are  empowered  to  advance, 
it  would  be  the  business  of  the  Treasury 
to  examine  the  nature  of  the  security 
offered.  To  say  that  the  Oommission 
should  be  able  to  enter  into  agreements 
would  certainly  be  depriving  the  Bill  of 
the  security  which  it  now  gives.  I  do 
not  think  that  any  responsible  (Govern- 
ment would  ever  consent  to  get  rid  of 
the  security  which  the  concurrence  of 
the  Treasury  is  to  involve  in  this  case. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Ohat- 
ham  (Mr.  Oorst)  has  stated  that  the 
money  would  eventually  come  out  of  the 
pockets  of  the  British  taxpayer.  That 
IS  not  the  intention  of  the  Government, 
nor  is  it  the  wording  of  the  clause.  The 
wording  of  the  clause  is  that  it  should 
be  a  loan  upon  g^ood  security,  and  it  is 
most  desiraole  that  the  Treasury  should 
have  an  opportunity  of  expressing  its 
opinion  upon  the  value  of  the  security 
offered. 

Mb.  ABTHUB  ARNOLD  said,  the 
discussion  which  had  taken  place  showed 
how  very  inconsistent  the  hon.  Member 
for  Cavan  (Mr.  Biggar)  was.  The  hon. 
Member  was  opposed  to  the  whole  policy 
of  emigration,  and  yet  he  proposed  now 
to  leave  out  one  of  the  most  important 
safeguards  the  clause  contained  against 
extravagant  exercise  of  the  powers  pro- 
posed to  be  gpiven  to  the  Land  Commis- 
sion. The  proposal  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Cavan  was  to  have  the  Land 
Oommission  standing  alone  as  the  autho- 
rity to  deal  with  the  subject.  Now,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Prime  Minister 
had  expressed  a  strong  objection  ag^nst 
intrusting  the  Land  Commission  with 
the  duty  of  undertaking  the  reclamation 
of  land ;  and  he  (Mr.  Arthur  Arnold) 
certainly  thought  that  it  was  a  matter 
of  doubtful  policy  to  make  the  Land 
Gommiasion  an  emigration  agent.     If 
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the  Amendment  were  agreed  to,  the 
Land  Commission  would  stand  alone 
and  supreme  as  an  emigration  agent  in 
the  matter;  and  he  could  not  recom- 
mend the  Government  to  attach  to  the 
Land  Commission  any  such  function. 
He  thought  it  was  desirable  to  confine 
the  operations  of  the  Land  Commission 
to  judicial  questions,  and,  as  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  hon.  Member  affected  the 
entire  policy  of  loans  to  be  granted 
under  the  clause  for  the  purposes  of 
emigration,  they  ought  not  to  leave  out 
of  sight  the  policy  which  that  proposi- 
tion brought  into  view.  In  the  Library 
of  the  House  of  Commons,  the  other 
day,  he  was  looking  at  the  Census  Ee- 
tums  of  the  population  of  Ireland ;  and, 
in  considering  the  policy  of  authoriidng 
the  Treasury  to  g^ant  loans  for  the  pur- 
pose of  emigration,  they  ought  not  to 
forget  that  one  of  the  consequences  of 
emigration  had  been  to  leave  in  Ireland 
a  proportion  of  deaf  and  dumb  and 
afflicted  persons — much  greater  than 
existed  in  any  other  country  in  Europe. 
He  did  not  propose  to  discuss  questions 
of  political  economy  now;  but  he  be- 
lieved they  would  all  agree  with  him 
that,  whether  the  policy  of  the  clause 
was  sound  or  unsound,  the  worst  export 
a  country  could  make  was  that  of  its 
own  population.  Emigration  should,  at 
all  events,  be  the  last  resort.  Until  they 
had  arrived  at  a  definite  and  certain 
conclusion  that  there  was  no  possibility 
of  dealing  with  the  redundant  population 
of  Ireland  in  certain  districts  in  any  other 
method,  he  would  earnestly  counsel  them 
not  to  look  upon  emigration  as  the 
wisest  and  best  course  that  could  be 
taken,  for,  as  he  had  already  said,  they 
should  always  remember  that  the  worst 
export  which  a  country  could  make  was 
that  of  its  own  population.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Prime  Minister  took 
credit  that  the  Government  did  not  pro- 
pose to  engage  in  the  reclamation  of 
land.  That  was  a  policy  of  which  he 
entirely  approved ;  and  he  asked  them 
now  to  go  one  step  farther,  and  not  to 
undertake  the  work  of  an  emigration 
agent.  If  the  emigration  to  be  con- 
ducted under  this  clause  was  to  be  of 
the  same  character  as  that  which  had 
taken  place  heretofore,  it  meant  that 
the  proportion  of  blind,  deaf  and  dumb, 
and  of  the  miserable  and  afflicted,  would 
rapidly  increase  in  Ireland  as  the  work 
of  emigration  went  on. 


2  0 


ITkcmijf'iixth  Nt^ht^ 


771 


Zand  Law 


(OOMMONS) 


{IrsUmd)  BiB. 


77a 


Mb.  ICAO  lYEB  rose  to  Order.  He 
wished  to  know  whether  he  would,  in 
reply,  be  allowed  to  go  into  the  general 
subject  of  emigration  as  the  hon.  GFentle- 
man  (Mr.  Arthur  Arnold)  was  doing  ? 

Thb  OHAIEMAN  :  I  think  the  hon. 
Member  for  Salford  (Mr.  Arthur  Arnold) 
is  wandering  into  matters  which  have 
no  connection  with  the  Amendment  be- 
fore the  Oommittee.  He  is  now  really 
making  a  speech  against  emigration, 
and  not  discussing  the  clause. 

Mb.  AETHUR  ARNOLD  said,  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Oavan  (Mr.  Biggar)  was  to  leave  out  of 
the  clause  the  financial  control  which 
at  present  existed — namely,  the  most 
safe  and  valuable  control  of  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer;  and  he  had 
been  alluding  to  the  expressions  made 
use  of  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that 
the  Oovemment  did  not  propose  to 
manage  or  direct  either  the  work  of  re- 
clamation or  emigration.  He  approved 
of  the  policy  of  the  Oovemment  in  de- 
clining to  be  active  emig^tion  agents 
or  reclamation  agents  ;  and  what  he 
wished  to  point  out  was  that  the  Amend- 
ment proposed  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cavan  was  a  palpable  contradiction  of 
the  policy  which  the  Irish  Members  had 
hithertopursued  in  regard  to  the  clause. 

Mb.  mealy  said,  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland  had  made  an  important 
statement  when  he  said  that  the  Trea- 
sury woiild  have  to  examine  the  nature 
and  value  of  the  security  offered.  That 
was  quite  true ;  but  were  they  to  under- 
stand that  it  would  be  the  business  of 
the  Land  Commission  to  go  into  the 
highways  and  bye  ways  in  order  to  find 
out  the  people  who  wished  to  emigrate, 
and  then  for  the  Treasury  to  say  that 
the  security  was  good  ?  He  understood 
that  it  would  be  the  business  of  the 
Land  Commission  to  pay  some  attention 
to  the  security,  and  also  to  the  character 
of  the  parties  who  availed  themselves 
of  the  advantages  of  the  scheme.  He 
would  ask  the  Prime  Minister  to  take 
the  Amendment  in  connection  with  an 
Amendment  lower  down,  which  proposed 
to  limit  the  entire  amount  of  money  to 
be  placed  at  the  disposal  of  the  Land 
,  Commission.  If  that  were  done,  and  a 
fixed  sum  only  granted,  what  necessity 
would  there  be  for  the  controlling  power 
of  the  Treasury  ?  If  a  limited  amount 
of  money  were  placed  at  the  disposal  of 
the  liand  Commission,  it  would  be  the 


duty  of  the  Land  Commission  to  see  to 
the  security  and  bona  fides  of  the  persons 
who  undertook  to  carry  out  these  schemes, 
and  there  would  be  no  necessity  at  all  for 
the  retention  of  the  control  of  theTreasoiy. 
But  the  fact  was  that  the  Government 
wish^  to  place  an  uncontrolled  sum  of 
money  into  the  hands  of  the  Land  Com- 
mission, and  that  was  the  very  thing 
that  the  Irish  Members  dreaded.    An 
uncontrolled  sum  of  money  was  to  be 
placed  in  the  hands  of  the  Land  Com- 
mission, and  therefore  it  was  neoessaxy 
that  the  Treasury  should  have  a  control- 
ling power.    If  the  Gk)vemment  fixed 
some  tangible  amount,  the  Oommittee 
would  be  able  to  discuss  the  dause  firom 
something  like  a  reasonable  standpoint. 
The  Prime  Minister  said  the  present 
Gk)vemment  had  no  intention  of  grant- 
ing  a  very  lai^e  sum ;  but  hon.  Mem- 
bers did  not  know  what  would  come 
after  the  present  Oovemment  went  out 
of  Office.    They  had  had  plenty  of  expe- 
rience of  bad  government  in  Ireland, 
and  unless  a  limit  was  fixed  it  was  im- 
possible to  say  that  at  some  time  or  other 
men  might  not  come  in  power  who  might 
choose  to  offer  the  most  extraordinaiy 
inducements  to  the  people  to  quit  the 
country ;  and,  for  anything  they  knew, 
an  entire  Province  might  in  that  way  be 
depleted.     And  then,  having  depleted 
the  population,  the  next  thing  would  be 
to  cut  down  the  representation.     Let  the 
Oovemment,  at  all  events,  tell  them  what 
sum  of  money  they  intended  to  place 
in  the  hands  of  the  Land  Commission. 
This  was  not  a  case  like  that  of  the  par- 
chase  of  farms.    The  Prime  Minister 
said  that  no  control  would  be  put  on  the 
expenditure  of  the  Land  Commission  in 
regard  to  the  advances  for  the  parchaae 
of  farms.    The  Irish  Members  admitted 
that  that  was  a  beneficial  object,  and 
they  were  quite  sure  that  there  was  no 
sinister  political  object  to  be  served  by 
it ;  but  m  this  case  they  had  a  distinct 
dread  of  some  sinister  object,  and  thev 
would  fight  the  matter  tooth  and  nail. 
It  was  no  argument  to  say  that  they  had 
only  the  present  Oovemment  to  deal 
with,  and  that  the  present  Gk>vemment 
would  give  them  their  assuranoe  that 
their  intentions  were  good.     They  all 
knew  something  about  the  good  inten- 
tions of  the  Oovemment,  but  they  must 
not  forget  that  future  Gbvemments  would 
follow ;  that  other  Gbvemments  would 
succeed  tl^e  excellent  Gh>venuQ0nt  of  the 
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tme  IGniflter ;  and  what  did  they  know 
ibont  themP  Let  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
•wnment  do  one  of  two  things.  Let 
ftm  give  a  fixed  sum  of  money ;  and 
if  ttey  declined  to  do  that,  let  them  make 
ks  adieme  operative  for  two  years  only. 
El  was  quite  true  that  certain  portions  of 
be  oountry  had  become  congested ;  but 
ponld  the  GK)yemment  confine  the  ope- 
ntion  of  the  clause  to  those  congested 
mtions  of  the  population  ?  They  ad- 
nitfeed  that  Mayo  and  Galway  were  over- 
BOpulated ;  would  the  Oovemment  con- 
me  the  clause  to  Mayo  and  Galway,  and 
lot  give  power  to  emigprate  the  people  of 
hm  eoon^  of  Dublin  ? 

Mb.  C.  8.  PARKER  rose  to  Order. 
Dm  hon.  Member  for  Wexford  had  been 
Bmumng  two  Amendments  lower  down 
■1  the  Paper,  one  of  which  was  in  his 


CHAIRMAN:  I  thick  that  the 
hon.  Member  is  quite  in  Order  in  dis- 
BMBBg  the  limitation  of  the  sum  to  be 
Ranted  to  the  Commission,  because  it 
Em  a  bearing  upon  the  Amendment  be- 
fare  the  Crommittee.  But  with  regard  to 
a  fimitation  of  the  districts,  I  do  not 
fldok  that  would  be  in  Order. 

Ma.  HE  ALT  said,  he  was  prepared 
to  admit  that  it  was  hard  for  the  hon. 
Member  for  Perth  (Mr.  0.  S.  Parker),  or 
■ny  other  Scotch  Member,  to  see  the 
exact  bearing  of  these  Amendments. 
Bat  it  was  very  hard  upon  an  Irish 
Member,  when  he  had  to  deal  with  Eng- 
fiih  and  Scotch  Members,  that  his  argu- 
ments should  always  be  met  in  this  way. 
If  they  were  discussing  these  matters  in 
■  Parliament  composed  of  themselyes, 
flisj  would  be  allowed  something  like 
Bborty  of  speech ;  but  they  must  remem- 
ber that  they  were  in  a  foreign  Assem- 
bly, listened  to  by  foreigners  who  had 
BO  sympathy  with  them.  If  the  proposal 
were  to  export  the  constituents  of  the 
hm.  Member  for  Perth  to  Zanzibar,  or 
to  Virginia,  or  to  Zululand,  the  hon. 
Gentleman  might  object ;  but  his  inter- 
nption  in  the  present  discussion  was 
qute  irregular.  What  ho  asked  was 
tiiat  the  Government  should  give  them 
some  assurance  that  they  would  limit  the 
total  sum  to  be  granted ;  that  they  would 
limit  the  power  of  the  clause  by  con- 
fining its  operation,  and  not  extend  it  to 
the  whole  of  Ireland. 

Ma.  SHAW  thouffht  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Wexford  (Mr.  Healy)  had 
made  some  good  suggestions,  especially 


the  one  in  which  he  proposed  that  the 
sum  of  money  to  be  granted  should  be 
limited.  He  (Mr.  Shaw)  certainly  thought 
that  nothing   like    an    unlimited  sum 
ought  to  be  placed  in  the  hands  of  the 
Oommissionors,  although  he  had  no  fear 
that  emigration  would  be  carried  out  to 
an  unlimited  extent.     There  was  some- 
thing also  in  the  suggestion  that  the 
operation  of  the  clause  should  be  con- 
fined to  the  distressed  districts.     It  was 
very  evident  that  if  the  Commissioners 
purchased  property  they  would  find  upon 
it  a  number  of  poor  small  tenants.     He 
knew  some  of  those  districts  himself. 
He  had  been  over  them,  and  he  had  seen 
some  of  the  estates  upon  which  it  would 
take  10  years  to  migrate  the  distressed 
people,  unless  they  were  taken  bodily 
and  put  down  in  some  of  the  rich  lands 
of  Meath.     If  the  poor  people  them- 
selves were  asked  whether  they  would 
prefer  to  be  migrated  to  the  poor  moun- 
tain  sides,    or   to  be  sent  with  their 
families  to  America  on  a  well-arranged 
scheme  of   emigration,    he  knew  what 
their  answer  would   be.     He  was  not 
speaking  speculatively,  because  he  had 
made  it  his  business  to  put  the  question 
to  the  people  who  would  be  most  deeply 
affected,  not  in  the  presence  of  the  Com- 
missioners, but  whenever  he  could  meet 
the  people  outside.     They  did  not,  how- 
ever, want  wholesale  emigration  in  Ire- 
land ;  and  he  looked  forward  to  the  time 
when,  owing  to  the  increased  popula- 
tion, and  also  to  new  industries,  labour 
in  Ireland  would  not  be  a  drug  in  the 
market,  but  would  be  able  to  command 
fair  terms.     But,  in  the  meantime,  he 
was  strongly  in  favour  of  some  provi- 
sion  for  a  well-considered    system    of 
emigration,  which  could  not  possibly  do 
any  harm,  and  might  do,  in  many  cases, 
a  great  deal   of  good.      He  certainly 
thought  that  they  ought  not,  for  any 
slight  reason  of  their  own,  either  poli- 
tical or  otherwise,  to  prevent  poor  people 
now  living  in  wretched  hovels  on  the 
mountain  side  from  having  a  fair  oppor- 
tunity of  changing  and  bettering  their 
position  in  another  land.     That  was  all 
that  the  clause  proposed  to  do.     Some 
Amendments  had  already  been   intro- 
duced  by   the   Government,    which  he 
thought  would  improve  the  clause  very 
much;  and  he  should  be  glad  if  there 
were  some  expression  included  in  the 
clause  which  would  make  the  desire  to 
emigprate  originate  with  the  poor  people 
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themseWes,  and  not  make  it  seem  that 
it  was  the  desire  of  Parliament  to  g^t 
rid  of  them  and  send  them  somewhere 
else.  At  present,  he  was  sorry  to  say 
that  that  was  the  impression  which  the 
clause  produced  in  most  minds.  He 
thought  that  a  few  words  might  be  in- 
troduced to  direct  that  applications  from 
persons  wishing  to  emigrate  should,  from 
.time  to  time,  be  considered.  Neither 
landlords  nor  speculators  should  have 

Jower  in  the  matter.  The  Committee 
ad  now  discussed  the  dause  at  very 
great  length,  and  he  was  sure  it  was  not 
so  important  a  clause  as  many  of  his 
hon.  Friends  thought,  or  as  the  repre- 
sentatiyes  of  the  landlords  seemed  to 
think;  but,  at  the  same  time,  it  was 
thought  that  there  would  be  many  cases 
where  it  would  be  exceedingly  useful  to 
the  people  themselves.  His  hon.  Friend 
the  senior  Member  for  Waterford  (Mr. 
Yilliers  Stuart)  said  last  night  that 
persons  in  Ireland  were  so  attached  to 
their  little  bits  of  land  that  no  one  could 
induce  them  to  emigrate.  If  that  was 
the  case,  why  no  one  would  emigrate. 
He  might  say  that  he  had  had  the  best 
opportunity,  while  acting  with  the  Com- 
mission, of  making  inquiries,  and  he  had 
made  it  his  business  to  ascertain  the 
opinions  of  the  people  in  regard  to 
this  very  clause.  He  belieyed  that  if 
ihey  coiUd  see  their  way  to  obtaining  a 
fair  living  at  home,  as  he  thought  they 
would  under  this  BiU,  they  would  not 
like  the  idea  of  going  to  America  at  all. 
But  round  the  coast  of  Ireland  there 
were  many  spots  where  the  land  was  not 
sufficient  to  afford  a  living  for  the  people, 
and  this  clause  would  be  a  benefit  to 
such  persons.  He  did  not  think  that 
the  Gk)vemment  contemplated  any  scheme 
of  extraordinary  magnitude  with  regard 
to  emigration.  The  people  of  Ireland, 
and  the  public  opinion  of  Ireland,  would 
not  allow  of  anything  that  had  not  the 
full  consent  of  the  people  themselves. 
But  he  would  ask  what  his  hon.  Friends 
intended  to  ^ain  by  carrying  the  dis- 
cussion of  this  clause  beyond  a  legiti- 
mate point?  A  critical  time  was  now 
passing,  and  the  Bill  had  to  be  sent  to 
the  House  of  Lords.  The  clause  could 
not  do  harm,  and  it  might  do  good.  It 
was,  practically,  of  some  importance. 
He  hoped  his  hon.  Friends  would  ex- 
cuse the  liberty  he  took.  His  only  ob- 
ject was  to  do  the  best  he  could  for  his 
country.    He  must  honestly  say  that  he 

Mr.  M$alif 


was  in  favour  of  allowing  this  dauae  to 
stand  part  of  the  Bill. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  I  rise  with  the 
view  of  saving  time.  In  consequence  of 
what  has  been  said,  there  is  no  objec- 
tion on  the  part  of*  the  Government  to 
the  insertion  of  a  provision  of  the  kind 
suggested  by  the  hon.  Member  (Mr. 
Shaw)  in  the  clause.  I  do  not  know 
whether  it  is  wanted  or  not;  but  the 
Government  would  have  no  difficulty  in 
inserting  words  to  make  it  clear  that  it 
is  at  the  desire  of  the  people  themselves, 
fimd  not  by  the  intervention  of  middle- 
men, that  the  emigration  should  take 
place.  I  hope,  under  these  circum- 
stances, that  the  Amendment  will  be 
immediately  withdrawn. 

Mb.  O'SHAUGHNESSY  hoped  now, 
after  the  suggestions  made  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Wexford  (Mr.  Healy)  had 
been  approved  of  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  County  of  Cork  (Mr.  Shaw),  and 
adopted  by  the  Government,  the  debate 
would  be  brought  to  a  dose.  There 
was,  however,  one  suggestion  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Wexfom  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Prime  Minister  had 
not  touched  upon.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Wexford  suggested  that  the  provi- 
sions of  this  clause  should  be  confined  to 
the  congested  districts,  and,  if  he  made 
no  mistake,  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork 
approved  of  that  suggestion.  Now,  if 
the  clause  was  to  be  passed  at  all,  the 
district  to  which  it  would  be  confined 
would  be  limited.  There  were  certainly 
one  or  two  districts  upon  which  tenants 
were  located  who  could  not  possibly  de- 
rive a  living.  It  was  a  matter  of  natural 
necessity  that  they  should  get  a  living ; 
and  if  they  were  not  able  to  get  a  living 
in  Ireland,  and  were  obliged  to  have 
recourse  to  emigration,  it  was  only  rea- 
sonable that  they  should  get  such  assist- 
ance as  the  State  could  g^ve  them.  But 
it  was  equally  desirable  that  they  should 
not  unnecessarily  extend  the  power  of 
the  clause,  which  would  be  very  unpopu- 
lar in  Ireland,  beyond  those  distncts 
which  had  been  pointed  out  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Wexford.  The  reason  why 
he  should  like  to  see  it  confined  to  thoae 
districts  was  this 

The  CHAIRMAN:  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  could  not  have  been  in 
the  House  when  I  mentioned  that  it 
would  not  be  in  Order  to  diaouas  the 
limitation  of  the  clause.  That  queation 
is  raised  in  a  later  Amendment. 
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Mb.  O'SHAUQHNESSY  thought  the 
question  had  heen  discussed  most  dis- 
tinctly, hoth  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Wexford  (Mr.  Healy)  and  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  County  of  Cork  (Mr. 
Shaw). 

The' CHAIRMAN:  Not  when  atten- 
tion  was  called  to  it,  and  I  ruled  that  it 
was  out  of  Order  to  discuss  that  point. 

Me.  O'SHAUGHNESSY  said,  that 
must  have  occurred  before  he  reached 
the  House,  and  he  apologized  for  having 
unintentionally  disobeyed  the  ruling  of 
the  Chair.  The  remarks  which  he 
wished  to  make  would  turn  altogether 
on  the  necessity  of  confining  the  clause 
to  the  distressed  districts,  and  with  re- 
gard to  those  distressed  districts 

Thb  chairman  :  Ihave  told  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  that  there  is  an 
Amendment  on  that  point  which  will  come 
later  on,  and  must  not  be  discussed  now. 
There  are  three  pages  and  a-half  of 
Amendments,  and  unless  we  go  through 
them  regularly  it  will  be  impossible  to 
get  through  them  at  all. 

Mb.  0'SHAU0HNES8Ysaid,hehad 
misunderstood  the  observations  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman.  With  regard  to 
the  clause  now  before  the  (Committee,  it 
sought  to  take  away  from  the  Treasury 
all  control  whatever  over  any  scheme  of 
emigration.  If  it  were  put  to  the  vote 
he  should  be  obliged  to  vote  against  it 
for  this  reason — that  the  clause  as  it 
stood  afforded  the  best  security  that 
could  be  provided  against  the  abuse  of 
any  scheme.  The  Treasury  was  the  very 
best  security  that  the  provision  would 
be  carried  out  properly  and  economically, 
and  that  the  money  would  not  be  thrown 
away  on  speculative  schemes  of  emigpra- 
tion,  or  the  country  unnecessarily  de- 
populated. The  best  safeguard  against 
the  landlords  having  the  power  to  turn 
out  the  people  by  wholesale  was  to  give 
the  Treasury  complete  control  over  the 
applications.  Irish  Members  knew 
something  of  the  difficulty  of  obtaining 
.grants  of  public  money  for  public  pur- 
poses from  the  Treasury ;  and  he  would, 
therefore,  suggest  that  the  Amendment 
should  be  withdrawn. 

Mb.  ABTHUE  ARNOLD  said,  before 
the  Amendment  was  withdrawn,  he 
wished  to  remind  the  Committee  that  the 
voluntary  emigration  from  Ireland  last 
jrear  amounted  to  95,617,  showing  an 
increase  of  47,000  over  the  previous 
year. 


Mb.  LALOB  said,  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  County  of  Cork  (Mr.  Shaw)  had 
spoken  of  a  well-arranged  scheme  of 
emigration;  but  where  was  that  well- 
arranged  scheme  of  emigration  to  be 
found  in  the  Bill  ?  He  certainly  failed 
to  see  any  provision  for  a  well-arranged 
scheme,  and  he  had  too  lively  a  recol- 
lection in  times  past  of  the  system  of 
emigration  carried  on  by  Companies  and 
by  landlords  from  Ireland  to  Canada,  not 
to  be  frightened  at  the  idea  of  seeing  a 
wholesale  scheme  of  Government  emigra- 
tion of  the  poor  people  of  the  country, 
which  would  place  them  on  the  shores  of 
Canada  without  a  stiver  in  their  pockets, 
or  the  chance  of  earning  their  own  liv- 
ing. That  was  what  was  done  in  1845, 
1846,  and  1847,  when  the  Irish  emi- 
grants were  huddled  in  sheds  on  the 
shores  of  the  St.  Lawrence,  and  died  of 
fever.  He  saw  nothing  in  the  present 
Bill  to  guard  against  such  a  state  of 
things  occurring  again  ;  and  he  believed 
that  if  they  were  prepared  to  leave  Canada 
out  of  the  question  altogether,  and  frame 
a  good  system  of  emigration  in  a  way  in 
which  it  could  be  properly  carried  out, 
the  Irish  Members  would  be  better  pre- 
pared to  accept  the  clause. 

Mb.  BLAKE  asked  the  hon.  Member 
for  Cavan  (Mr.  Biggar)  to  give  an  ex- 
planation of  another  portion  of  his 
Amendment  which  came  later.  If  that 
explanation  was  satisfactory,  he  should 
feel  strongly  disposed  to  support  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member. 

Tke  CHAIRMAN :  The  Amendment 
now  under  consideration  is  the  first  one 
standing  in  the  name  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Cavan  (Mr.  Biggar). 

Mb.  BLAKE  said,  he  would  not 
trench  upon  the  ruling  of  the  Chair; 
but  he  hoped  the  emigration  would  not 
be  confined  to  the  distressed  districts. 

Thb  CHAIKMAN  :  The  Question  be- 
fore the  Committee  at  the  present  mo- 
ment is  simply  whether  the  words  "with 
the  concurrence  of  the  Treasury  "  shall 
be  left  out  of  the  clause.  The  Question 
that  I  have  to  propose  is  that  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question. 

Mb.  CALLAN  wished  to  ask  for  some 
explanation  of  the  reference  to  the  con- 
currence of  the  Treasury  in  the  re- 
mainder of  the  clause.  Would  the 
Treasury  have  any  power  to  allocate 
the  mode  of  application,  or  would  their 
power  be  connned  simply  to  the  grant- 


779 


Zand  Law 


[COMMONS) 


{Irelani)  BiU. 


780 


ing,  securing,  and  repaying  of  the  sums 
advanced  ?    He  should  vote  against  the 
Amendment  if  the  concurrence  of  the 
Treasury  was  limited  solely  to  the  grant- 
ing,  securing,  and  repayment  of   the 
sums  advanced  by  the  Commission  for 
the  promotion  of  emigration ;    but  he 
should  certainly  vote  in  support  of  the 
Amendment  if  the  Treasury  was  to  have 
any  authority  whatever  over  the  mode 
of  application.    The  Commission  was  to 
be  an  Irish  Commission.    It  would  be 
constituted,  he  assumed,  of  Irishmen, 
and  he  trusted  that  would  be  the  case, 
although  he  knew  that  there  were  Scotch 
and  English  applicants  for  the  offices, 
who  were  willing  to  emigrate  to  Ireland 
in  order  to  fill  such  a  good  pecuniary 
I>osition.  He  should  like  to  be  informed, 
either  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  or  by  the 
Prime  Minister,  whether  it  was  contem- 
plated that  the  Treasury  should  exercise 
any  authority  over  the  mode  of  applica- 
tion, or  as  to  the  power  of  granting 
money  to  certain  bodies.     Anyone  look- 
ing at  the  clause  would  see  that  it  was 
intended  solely  and  simply  for  the  pro- 
motion of  emigration  to  a  British  JDe- 
pendency.     Now,  he  happened  to  be 
reading  that  morning  a  report  of  a  meet- 
ing of  Poor  Law  Guardians  in  his  own 
county,  and  he  found   that  the  Guar- 
dians wished  to  send  away  six  pauper 
children  about  15  or  10  years  of  age  to 
America,  and  it  was  proposed  to  allocate 
the  amount  of  their  maintenance  for  one 
year  in  order  to  assist  them  in  emi^at- 
ing.    The  Local  Government  Board  did 
not  object  to  the  emigration ;  but  they 
did  object  to  the  childbren  being  sent  to 
anywhere  else  except  to  Canada,  not- 
withstanding that  tne  emigration  was 
to  be  done  actually  for  the  relief  of  the 
rates.     The  Local  Government  Board 
objected  to  the  removal  of  the  children 
if  they  were  to  be  sent  to  the  United 
States;    but    they   would    permit    the 
operation  to  be  performed  if  the  chil- 
dren were  to  be  sent  to  Canada.     From 
the    wording    of    the    present    clause, 
it  was  evident  that  the  intention  was 
to  promote  emigration  from  the  incle- 
ment Western  shores  of  Ireland  to  the 
equally  inclement  districts  of  Canada, 
and  the  people  who  desired  to  emigrate 
would  not  be  at  liberty  to  go  to  the 
United  States.   Now,  if  the  Commission 
were  to  have  authority  to  sav  in  what 
mode  the  application  was  to  be  carried 
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out  and  where  the  people  were  to  be 
allowed  to  go,  he  would  vote  that  the 
Treasury  should  have  full  power  to  con- 
trol the  granting,  and  securing,  and  re- 
payment of  the  money ;  but  he  thought 
that  no  power  should  be  gpiven  to  the 
Land  Commission  to  prescribe  the  dis- 
tricts to  which  the  emigration  should  be 
directed.  The  clause  was  altogether  a 
very  crude  clause,  and  he  ehoald  prefer 
to  see  it  dropped  out  of  the  Bill.  The 
Bill  itself  was  said  to  be  a  Bill  to  amend 
the  law  relating  to  the  occupation  and 
ownership  of  land  in  Ireland,  and  for 
other  purposes  relating  thereto,  and  he 
did  not  see  why  the  concurrence  of  the 
Treasury  should  be  called  in. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  The  oonconenoe 
of  the  Treasury  in  this  case  would  be 
exactly  what  it  is  in  military  matters. 
The  Treasury  does  not  make  itself  a 
judg^  in  military  matters ;  but  it  exer- 
cises a  certain  financial  control.  It  is 
proposed  that  the  Treasury  shall  exer- 
cise a  financial  control  here,  exactly 
analogous  to  that  which  it  exertdaes  in 
military  matters. 

Mn.  FINIGAN  said,  he  was  eony 
that  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Limerick  (Mr.  O'Shaughnessj)  had  not 
had  an  opportunity  of  reviewing  the 
whole  subject ;  but  he  trusted  that  the 
hon.  Member  would  be  able  to  do  so 
when  the  clause  came  up  to  be  finalfy 
passed.  He  (Mr.  Finiean)  had  risen 
now  to  ask  the  Prime  Minister  whetiier 
it  was  understood  that  the  amount  of 
the  advances  for  emigration  purposss 
would  be  limited,  that  the  districts  fiom 
which  the  emigration  took  place  would 
be  limited,  and  if  a  fixed  period  of  time 
would  be  specified  for  the  duration  of 
the  Act  ?  if  that  was  so,  he  wonid  ad- 
vise his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Cavan  (Mr.  Biffgar)  to  withdraw  the 
Amendment,  and  allow  the  Oovemment 
to  state  simply  on  what  lines  and  to 
what  extent  this  very  wrong  principle 
was  to  be  carried  out. 

Mb.  BIGGAR  said,  he  was  exceed- 
ingly unwilling  to  withdraw  the  Amend- 
ment, and  for  this  reason.  The  Prime 
Minister  had  given  a  half  consent  to 
limit  the  amount,  but  had  not  told  them 
what  the  limit  would  be.  Now»  the 
avowed  policy  of  the  Gbvemment  was  to 
stimulate  this  emigration  as  far  as  pos- 
sible. They  knew  that  the  present  Go- 
vernment would  not  last  for  ever,  and  if 
the  Tory  Party  oame  into  power,  thqr 
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would  be  disposed,  as  far  as  possible,  to 
give  effect  to  the  policy  whien  tbey  had 
advocated  while  in  Opposition.  He  knew 
very  well  that  Ministers  of  the  Grown 
did  not  always  pursue  a  policy  when  in 
Office  which  they  had  advocated  when 
in  Opposition;  but  he  was  speaking 
now  of  the  independent  Members  of  the 
Oonsenratiye  Party,  who,  at  the  present 
moment,  really  seemed  to  be  very  much 
in  favour  of  depopulating  Ireland  altO'^ 

f  ether,  and  the  present  Oovemment 
ad  assisted  them  all  in  their  power. 
They  had  encouraged  evictions  in  a 
wholesale  manner,  and  now,  by  this 
dause,  they  proposed  to  send  the  Irish 
people  to  a  part  of  the  world  where  they 
oottld  only  exist  for  a  few  years.  Still, 
if  a  naiTOw  limit  were  gpiven  to  the  ex- 
tent to  which  the  Act  would  go,  of 
course  the  opposition  of  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers to  the  clause  would  not  be  so 
strong;  but  as  the  matter  now  stood, 
the  avowed  policy  of  the  Tory  Party  was 
in  favour  of  encouraging  emigration. 
The  Qovemment  had  been  pursuing, 
and,  in  roite  of  its  disavowals,  it  was 
quite  evident  that  the  Government,  as 
xar  possible,  were  in  favour  of  pushing 
forward,  a  policy  of  emigration;  and 
his  object  in  moving  the  Amendment 
was  to  prevent  the  Treasury  from  having 
anything  to  do  with  the  matter.  The 
hon.  Member  for  the  County  of  Cork 
(Mr.  Shaw)  had  spoken  of  the  intentions 
of  the  GK>vemment  and  of  the  clause ; 
but  whatever  those  intentions  might  be, 
he  (Mr.  Biggar)  would  like  to  see  them 
carefully  specified  in  the  Bill.  As  far  as 
he  had  examined  the  clause,  he  failed  to 
find  in  it  any  scheme  of  emigration,  or 
any  limit  as  to  the  extent  to  which  it 
was  intended  to  carry  it  out ;  or,  in  point 
of  fact,  any  information  upon  the  sub- 
ject whatever.  The  general  statement 
of  the  Prime  Minister  that  emigration 
was  not  to  be  carried  out  to  any  con- 
siderable extent  was  very  vague  and  in- 
definite. His  words  might  soon  be  en- 
tirely forgotten ;  indeed,  these  small  con- 
tentions in  Committee  might  not  even 
be  reported  in  Mantard,  so  that  it  was 
impossible  to  bind  the  Qovemment  to  a 
declaration  of  this  nature ;  and  the  de- 
claration itself,  under  these  circum- 
stances, was  so  vague  that  it  was  entirely 
worthless.  He  desired  that  the  Prime 
Minister  would  state  clearly  what  the 
limit  was  that  he  proposed ;  whether  he 
would  limit  the  entire  sum  generallyi  or 


limit  it  per  annum;  and  then  he  (Mr. 
Biggar)  would  be  prepared  to  say  whe- 
ther he  would  presshisAmendmentornot. 

Mb.  DILLWTN  said,  he  tiiou^ht 
there  was  considerable  misapprehension 
on  the  part  of  hon.  Membera  as  to  the 
object  of  the  words  in  the  clause  which 
were  objected  to.  He  understood  that 
they  were  words  of  limitation  to  prevent 
money  being  drawn  from  the  public 
purse,  except  with  the  consent  of  the 
Treasurv,  which  was  the  custodian  of 
the  public  purse.  The  Prime  Minister, 
as  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  was  chief 
custodian,  and  the  right  hon.  Oentle- 
man  had  expressed  his  willingness  to 
limit  the  amount.  Hon.  Members  seemed 
to  think  that  the  words  in  question  gave 
the  Treasury  power  of  interfering  with 
the  whole  matter  of  emigration ;  whereas, 
as  he  understood,  they  simply  gave  the 
power  of  limiting  the  advances. 

Mb.  HEALY  appealed  to  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Cavan  (Mr. 
Biggar)  to  withdraw  the  Amendment, 
and  take  the  discussion  upon  the  next 
Amendment. 

Mb.  LEAMY  said,  the  hon.  Member 
for  Swansea  (Mr.  Dillwjm)  suggested 
that  these  were  words  of  limitation.  No 
doubt  that  was  the  intention  of  the 
words ;  but  why  not  gpive  full  effect  to 
the  limitation.  What  was  feared  now 
was  that  the  Qovemment  might  be  will- 
ing to  sanction  any  scheme  of  emigra- 
tion to  a  British  Colony,  but  that  they 
might  refuse  to  sanction  the  transport 
of  the  Irish  people  to  the  United  States. 

Mb.  BIGGAB  said,  that,  after  the  ap- 
peal of  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Wexford  (Mr.  Healy),  and  as  he  would 
have  an  opportunity  of  hearing  from  the 
Prime  Minister,  on  some  future  Amend- 
ment, what  was  really  meant  by  the 
clause,  he  would  ask  the  leave  of  the 
Committee  to  withdraw  the  Amendment. 
At  the  same  time  he  thought  they  were 
perfectly  in  the  dark  as  to  what  the  in- 
tentions of  the  Government  were,  and 
while  the  Committee  were  in  that  posi- 
tion it  was  impossible  to  withdraw  their 
bond  fide  opposition  to  the  clause.  It 
had  been  suggested  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  &)imty  of  Cork  (Mr.  Shaw) 
that  this  was  a  factious  opposition  to 
the  clause.  Nothing  was  further  from 
his  (Mr.  Biggar's)  mind.  He  opposed 
the  clause;  but  he  thought  if  it  was 
amended  it  might  be  made  much  less 
objectionable.    But,  at  the  same  time, 
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lie  thought  that  those  whose  constituents 
were  directly  interested  in  a  matter  of 
this  sort  were  entitled  to  criticize  the 
language  of  the  clause  as  much  as  they 
thought  it  was  worth. 

Thb  CHAIEMAN  :  Is  it  the  pleasure 
of  the  Committee  that  the  Amendment 
be  withdrawn  ?    [  Cries  q/*  *'  No !  "] 

Amendment  negatived. 

Mb.  HEALY  moved,  in  page  18,  line 
13,  after  "Treasury,"  to  insert,  "and 
on  being  satisfied  that  a  sufficient  num- 
ber of  people  in  any  district  desire  to 
emigrate."  He  thanked  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  the  County  of  Cork 
(Mr.  Shaw)  for  the  support  he  had  given 
to  the  three  suggestions  which  he  had 
made  to  the  Government,  and  he  must 
say  that  he  thought  the  Prime  Minister 
had  met  them  in  a  very  fair  spirit.  He 
understood  that  this  Amendment  would 
rather  allow  the  Committee  a  somewhat 
wider  range ;  but  he  understood  that 
the  Government  were  prepared  to  accede 
to  the  two  most  important  points — 
namely,  that  the  range  of  the  opera- 
tion of  the  clause  should  be  limited  to 
the  congested  districts,  and  that  a  sum 
of  money  should  be  fixed  for  the  ad- 
vances. As  he  understood,  the  Govern- 
ment intended  to  accede  to  those  two 
points.  He  was  not  quite  clear  that 
his  Amendment,  in  a  verbal  sense,  was 
exactly  the  best  that  could  be  proposed. 
It  would  be  better  to  say — **on  being 
satisfied  that  any  number  of  people  in 
a  district  to  be  hereafter  mentioned," 
and  then  leave  out "  Ireland,"  and  insert 
*'  Mayo,  or  Donegal,  or  Galway,"  where 
the  congestion  prevailed.  If  they  were 
to  discuss  the  question  of  emigration 
they  ought  to  discuss  it  frankly.  The 
Amendment,  as  it  was  now  proposed, 
put  upon  the  people  themselves  the 
entire  initiation  of  emigration.  That 
was  a  desirable  thing,  in  his  point  of 
view,  because  it  would  prevent  the 
people  from  emigrating;  out,  at  the 
same  time,  if  it  was  desirable  that  they 
should  emigrate,  it  was  not  reasonable 
that  the  entire  initiative  should  be  cast 
on  them.  For  instance,  an  unfortunate 
man,  living  in  Connaught,  who  did  not 
know  a  word  of  English,  and  who  had 
lived  all  his  life  within  sight  of  the 
smoke  of  his  own  hut,  would  not  be 
supposed  to  know  anythins^  about  the 
details  of  an  Act  of  Faniament  If 
it    was   desirable    Hiat   a  number  of 
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unfortunate  people,  living  on  two  or 
three  acres  of  land,  and  unable  to  get 
a  living,  should  go  somewhere  else,  he 
thought  their  removal  ought  to  be  to 
some  other  part  of  Ireland,  and  not  to 
America  at  all ;  but  he  would  not  diseusB 
that  point  now.  The  clause,  as  it  stood, 
threw  the  initiative  upon  specnlAton 
whose  sole  object  was  to  make  money. 
'That  he  entirely  objected  to ;  bat  he 
thought  that  it  was  for  the  Qovemment, 
and  not  for  a  private  Member,  to  devise 
a  more  satisfactory  scheme.  The  unfor- 
tunate inhabitants  of  the  poorer  dis- 
tricts of  Ireland  should  not  be  left  to 
the  mercy  of  advertising  agents  and 
others,  who  travelled  all  over  tibe  ooun* 
try  hawking  about  advertisementsy  work* 
ing  up  emigration  schemes,  and  making 
the  most  illusive  and  delusive  promises. 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  page  18,  line  13,  after  the  word  *'  Trea* 
Bury,"  insert  <*  and  on  being  satisfied  that  a 
sufficient  number  of  people  in  any  district 
desire  to  emigrate." — {Mr/ffgaly.) 

Question  proposed,  *'  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mb.  W.  E.  FOESTER  :  I  can  really 
scarcely  understond  the  hon  Member. 
I  have  failed  to  gather  whether  he  is  in 
favour  of  his  own  Amendment  or  not. 

Mb.  HEALY  said,  he  had  a  pre- 
ference for  his  Amendment,  as  agaonst 
the  Government  proposal.  He  thought 
it  was  more  desirable,  from  his  point  of 
view,  to  throw  upon  the  people  them- 
selves the  entire  burden  of  their  removal 
than  to  throw  it  upon  a  number  of  speca- 
lators ;  but  he  had  also  said  that  both 
schemes  had  their  objectionable  features. 

Mb.  W.  E.  FOESTER :  Now,  I  con- 
fess that  I  think  the  words  proposed  by 
the  hon.  Member  are  very  good  words, 
and  words  which  the  Uovemment  might 
accept.  We  did  not  propose  to  insert 
them  ourselves,  but  we  had  a  perfect 
intention  of  acting  upon  them.  The 
Commission  must  have  in  their  Tiev  a 
crowded  district,  from  which  the  people 
really  wish  to  emigrate.  I  cannot  con- 
ceive that  any  Commission,  or  any  Com- 
pany, or  any  Government,  would  oom- 
sent  to  do  it  under  any  othw  dream- 
stances,  and  therefore  it  is  desirable  to 
insert  these  words.  The  Land  Commis- 
sion must,  as  I  have  said,  have  a  parti- 
cular district  in  view,  such  a  district  ss 
those  mentioned  by  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  the  Oon&ty  of  Ouk  (Mr. 
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Shaw),  where  the  remedial  measures  of 
the  Land  Bill  would  not  remove  the 
miseries  of  the  people.  I  think  the 
words  would  certainly  meet  the  ob- 
ject which  the  hon.  Gentleman  has  in 
Tiew.  I  think  that  an  absolute  limita- 
tion would  be  absurd.  Suppose,  for 
instance,  that  the  inhabitants  of  a 
crowded  district  in  Mayo  asked  to  be 
removed  to  some  Colony  under  proper 
regulations,  where  they  knew  they  would 
be  well  received,  it  would  be  a  very 
hard  thing,  if  some  people,  in  some  other 
district,  wished  to  avail  themselves  of 
the  same  provisions,  to  declare  that  they 
were  entirely  shut  out.  At  the  same 
time,  certain  districts  would  be  in  the 
minds  of  the  Commission  and  the  Trea- 
sury at  the  time  they  entertained  the 
application  for  an  advance.  I  am  quite 
disposed  to  accept  the  Amendment. 

Me.  FLUNKET  said,  he  had  always 
taken  an  interest  in  this  question.  The 
Committee  would  remember  that  on  the 
second  reading  of  the  Bill  he  had 
strouffly  supported  the  principle  con- 
tained in  this  clause.  As  ne  understood 
the  object  of  the  Amendment,  it  was  to 
limit  the  operation  of  the  clause  as  much 
as  possible  to  congested  districts.  Of 
course,  the  word  **  district "  was  an  am- 
biguous word,  and  in  that  sense  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Wexford  (Mr.  Healy)  might  not  do 
much  hann ;  but  he  (Mr.  Plunket)  did 
think  that  it  was  a  great  pity  to  shackle 
the  operations  of  the  Commission  in  the 

E^wer  intrusted  to  them,  not  for  stimu- 
ting,  but  for  facilitating  emigration, 
where  it  was  clearly  desirable  that  it 
should  take  place.  He  was  not  going 
to  discuss  the  subject  of  emigration,  or 
to  ui^e  it  as  a  rival  plan  to  that  of  the 
Government ;  but  he  believed  that  this 
dause  contained  a  very  necessary  sup- 
plement to  the  other  parts  of  the  Bill, 
if  it  were  to  be  successfully  carried  out. 
Everyone  knew  that  he  was  not  himself 
in  favour  of  the  policy  of  the  other  parts 
of  the  Bill-— certainly  not  of  a  very  great 
deal  of  it ;  but  if  the  Bill  was  to  become 
law  lie  considered  that  it  should  act 
with  as  little  hardship  as  possible.  He 
wished  to  call  the  attention  of  the  Com- 
mittee to  two  points.  The  main  policy 
of  the  Bill  was  to  give  effect  to  the 
"  three  F's"  and  the  creation  of  a  pea- 
sant proprietary.  The  object  of  this 
dause  was  to  enable  the  Land  Commis- 
■ion,  in  caixjing  out  that  policy,  to  avail 


themselves  of  emigration  by  advancing 
the  means  out  of  the  public  funds.  The 
best  argument  he  had  heard  in  favour  of 
the  policy  of  free  sale  was  that  the  result 
womd  be  that  weak  men  would  sell  and 
strong  men  would  buy,  and  that  they 
would  thus  ultimately  get  those  persons 
to  cultivate  the  soil  of  Ireland  who  were 
the  best  able  to  do  so  for  their  own 
advantage  and  that  of  the  community. 
But  what  was  to  become  of  the  weak 
men  who  sold  ?  The  conditions  under 
which  they  lived  were  miserable,  and  the 
conditions  under  which  they  emigrated 
might  be  made  happy  and  prosperous. 
He  adopted  every  word  that  had  been 
said  by  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
the  County  of  Cork  (Mr.  Shaw).  It  was 
a  mistake  to  say  that  the  Tory  Party 
wished  to  see  the  depletion  of  Ireland. 
Nothing  was  further  from  their  wishes. 
He  deeply  regretted  to  see  his  country- 
men going  from  their  native  shores;  but 
when  the  only  conditions  on  which  they 
could  live  at  home  were  miserable,  and 
when  those  under  which  they  could  live 
abroad  were  happy  and  prosperous,  was 
it  not  the  wisest  thing  that,  could  be 
done  to  provide  them  with  feicilities  if 
they  voluntarily  wished  to  go  abroad  ? 
What,  otherwise,  he  would  again  ask, 
was  to  become  of  the  weak  men  who  had 
to  sell  ?  At  present  there  was  little  enter- 
prize  or  industry  in  Ireland.  He  looked 
forward  to  a  better  and  happier  time, 
when  there  would  be  enterprize  and  in- 
dustry in  Ireland,  as  in  England,  Soot- 
land,  and  Wales,  and  when  the  country 
would  be  prosperous  and  contented. 

Mb.  CALLAN  rose  to  Order.  He  did 
not  wish  to  interrupt  the  riffht  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  (Mr.  Plunket) ;  but 
he  wished  to  call  attention  to  the  fact 
that  the  Chairman  was  allowing  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  to 
discuss  the  clause  when  he  had  restricted 
other  hon.  Members  to  the  words  of  the 
Amendment. 

TsE  CHAIBMAN  :  I  do  not  think 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Member  (Mr. 
Plunket)  has  at  all  transgressed.  The 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  was 
proceeding  to  explain  why  there  should 
not  be  a  limitation  of  the  clause  accord- 
ing to  the  Amendment. 

Mb.  PLUNKET  said,  he  had,  when 
interrupted,  been  applying  himself  to 
dear  the  Conservative  Party  from  the 
charge  which  had  been  brought  agpainst 
theim  of  desizing  to  dedmate  the  popi^r 
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ation  of  the  country.  What  he  was 
goiDg  to  say  was  that  if  they  put  any 
limitation  upon  the  operation  of  the 
clause  as  to  a  certain  number  of  the 
population  and  a  certain  district  desir- 
ing to  go,  they  might  prevent  the  Com- 
mission from  dealing  with  cases  that 
were  likely  to  occur  under  the  operation 
of  the  principle  of  free  sale  in  Ireland. 
One  word  with  regard  to  peasant  pro- 
prietors. The  Government  said  there 
must  be  a  certain  number  of  persons  in 
the  bad  districts  who  wanted  to  go. 
But  suppose  the  case  of  an  estate  where 
there  was  a  number  of  people,  and  upon 
which  there  were  only  a  few  who  could 
pay  their  rents.  They  would  be  in  this 
difficulty — that  they  would  not  be  able 
to  purchase  their  holdings,  and  tliey 
would  not  be  in  a  position  to  obtain 
an  advance  from  the  Commission  for 
the  purpose  of  emigrating.  Surely  there 
would  be  nothing  unreasonable  in  such 
a  case  in  assisting,  perhaps,  some  two  or 
three  families  to  emigrate.  For  these 
reasons  he  thought  it  would  be  a  mis- 
take to  place  restrictions  of  this  kind 
upon  the  Commission.  It  certainly  would 
be  a  mistake  to  limit  the  operation  of 
the  clause  as  to  the  power  of  the  Commis* 
sion  to  act  when  they  had  a  consider- 
able number  of  persons  in  a  particular 
district  who  desired  to  emigrate. 

Mr.  BLAKE  regretted  that  he  must 
dissent  from  the  hou.  Member  for  Wex- 
ford (Mr.  Ilealy)  in  regard  to  restrict- 
ing the  power  of  the  Emigration  Clause 
to  distressed  districts.  There  could  be 
no  question  that  the  clause  would  be 
of  more  value  in  certain  districts  in  the 
West  of  Ireland  than  elsewhere ;  but 
there  were  in  nearly  every  county  in  Ire- 
land— amongst  them  in  his  own  county 
— places  where  it  was  desirable  that 
many  persons  should  be  able  to  take 
advantage  of  this  clause.  He  spoke 
in  the  position  of  having  three  of  his 
constituents  sitting  beneath  him,  and 
he  was  naturally  very  2)roud  of  them. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Wexford,  who 
had  very  wrongly  described  himself  as 
a  simple  Member,  was  one,  and  the 
two  hon.  Members  for  the  borough  of 
Wateiibrd  were  also  among  his  con- 
stituents. He  appealed  to  those  hon. 
Gentlemen  if  it  was  the  fact  that  in  the 
county  to  which  they  all  belonged  there 
were  not  some  localities  containing  a 
large  number  of  poor  people  who,  with 
great  advantage  to  themselves,  might 
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be  emigrated.    Some  time  ago  he  hid 
prepared  a  simple  scheme  of  emim- 
tion  himself,  which  he  had  desired  to 
carry  out.     He  was  neither  the  pn- 
prietor  of  large   estates,   such  as  W 
been  described  by  an  hon.  Member,  not 
was  he  the  proprietor  of  land  either  ii 
Canada  or  America.     Therefore,  he  wai 
not  open  to  the  charge  that  it  was  fa 
his  own  purposes  that  he  propounded  t 
scheme.      But  he   had  been  lately  ia 
Minnesota,  and  the  Bishop  of  Miiui^ 
sota.   Dr.  Ireland,   told  him  that  any 
number  of  young  women  of  good  dii- 
racter,   from    15   to  25  years  of  igi^ 
might  be  taken  out  to  that  Colony,  ud 
be  able  to  obtain  £20  or  £30  a-yearii 
wages,  with  board  and  lodging,  and  the 
prooability  of  getting  a  good  deal  mon 
in  a  short  time,  and  nearly  a  certainty  of 
getting  well-married  in  the  end.    FM 
of  his  scheme  was,  that  every  halfpennj 
of  the  money  advanced  should  be  re- 
paid to  him,  and  that  there  should  be  t 
thorough  understanding  on  the  part  of 
the  people  who  emigrated  that  they  only 
had  the  money  as  a  loan.    Dr.  Ireland 
told  him  that  the  women  who  went  out 
would  be  placed  by  him  under  the  care 
of  the  Sisters  of  Charity,  and  that  fhe 
latter  would  endeavour    to    have  the 
money  advanced  for  their  emigration 
paid  back.    He  had  communicated  with 
the  Rev.  Father  Nugent,  the  originator  of 
the  emigration  scheme  from  Connemaia 
to  Minnesota,  and  Father  Nugent  told 
him  he  had  no  doubt  that  wages  of  from 
£30  to  £40  a-year    could  be  got  by 
young  women  such  as  he  had  described, 
if  they  went  to  some  of  the  more  Weijt- 
ern  States.    In  various  counties,  and  in 
his  own,  there  were  a  great  number  of 
isolated  instances  of  people  who  could 
do  no  good  for  themselvea  at  home,  and 
who  would  derive  considerable  advan- 
tage being  sent  away ;  and  he  therefore 
strongly  appealed  to  the  Government, 
and  to  the  hon.  Member  for  Wexford, 
not  to  persevere  in  limiting  the  benefiti 
of  the  scheme  to  particular  districts,  bu^ 
to  allow  the  clause  to  be  extended  U 
such  instances  as  those  which  he  had  de 
scribed.     The  junior  Member  for  Corl 
threw  out  a  hint  yesterday  which  h* 
(Mr.  Blake)  very  much  approved  of- 
namely,  that  in  every  case  where  peopl 
were  sent  out,  it  should  be  through  th 
medium  of  Boards  of  Guardians,  wh 
should,  in  the    first    instance,    satiaf 
themselves  whether  the   penona   pro 
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posing  to  emigrate  were  eligible  for  emi« 
gntion,  and  that  their  condition  was 
neh  as  to  lead  to  the  belief  that  they 
wore  not  likely  to  succeed  at  home. 

If  a.  A.  MOORE  hoped  the  Govern- 
ment would  consider  me  matter  very 
euefnlly  before  they  accepted  the 
Amendment.  No  doubt,  it  would  be 
craal  to  compel  people  to  live  ia  thickly 
populated  districts ;  but  the  Amend- 
ment, lie  feared,  was  not  sufficiently 
gnavded.  If  there  was  to  be  any  limi- 
tation, lie  should  like  to  see  the  Com- 
mittee adopt  that  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Armagh,  which  said  that  they  should 
be  allowed  to  assist  tenants  in  needy 
flixcamstances  to  emig^te  with  their 
fiuniliee  from  the  poorer  and  more 
thickly  populated  districts.  It  was  es- 
iSDtiai  to  have  some  such  limitation  as 
this,  because  it  was  a  crime  to  spend 
public  money  in  assisting  people  to  emi- 
g;iate  from  districts  which  were  too 
iparsely  populated  already.  If  this 
Amendment  were  agreed  to,  the  Com- 
missioners might  emigrate  families  from 
the  county  of  Meath,  through  which  one 
might  travel  mile  after  mile  without  see- 
ing the  smoke  of  a  house.  Moreover, 
▼ken  families  were  emigrated  there 
dmuld  be  adequate  guarantees  that 
poper  facilities  would  be  afforded  for 
transplanting  the  poor  people  from  their 
native  land  to  comfortable  homes  elso- 
vhere,  where  they  would  not  be  subjected 
to  the  difficulties  and  miseries  that  emi- 
srants  now-a-days  had  to  encounter.  He 
hoped  the  clause  would  pass,  but  would 
be  limited  in  its  operation  to  those  dis- 
tricts where  the  people,  at  present,  were 
unable  to  live  in  decency  and  comfort. 

Lord  EANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
did  not  ag^e  with  the  hon.  Member 
opposite  that  the  principle  of  the  Amend- 
ment was  a  bad  one.  The  clause  should 
be  put  into  a  more  definite  shape  so  that 
anyone  who  looked  into  it  could  see 
what  the  emigration  was  to  be,  and  the 
Amendment  would  have  the  effect  of 
doing  this  to  some  extent.  It  was  rather 
too  vague  in  its  wording,  however. 
What,  for  instance,  did  the  words  **  suf- 
ficient number"  mean?  It  would  be 
almost  impossible  for  the  Commissioners 
to  arrive  at  a  decision ;  and,  even  when 
they  did,  they  might  discourage  emigra- 
tion where  it  was  most  desirable,  because, 
in  their  opinion,  there  might  not  be  the 
"sufficient  number"  desiring  to  emi- 
grate that  waa  in  the  mind  of  Parlia- 


ment when  the  clause  was  passed.  On 
the  other  hand,  the  Amendment  might 
operate  unsatisfactorily  by  inducing  the 
Commissioners,  in  order  to  make  up  the 
'*  sufficient  number,"  to  unduly  stimulate 
emigration  where  it  was  not  required. 
He  would  suggest  that  after  the  word 
*'  on  "  these  words  should  be  inserted — 
''Application  being  made  by  poor  per- 
sons or  families  desiring  to  emigrate." 
That  would  leave— what  he  considered 
to  be  a  matter  of  great  importance — the 
emigration  to  be  spontaneous  on  the 
part  of  the  people,  and  not  an  artificial 
and  got  up  thing.  He  would  point 
out  that  the  words  **  poor  persons  or 
families  "  had  been  taken  from  previous 
Acts  of  Parliament.  It  was  necessary 
that  these  poor  persons  should  be  ac- 
quainted with  the  text  of  the  Act ;  but 
there  would  always  be  plenty  of  well- 
educated,  intelligent  people  who  would 
make  the  application  to  the  Commis- 
sioners on  their  behalf,  and  who  would 
give  them  all  necessary  information. 
Under  the  terms  of  his  Amendment  it 
would  be  open  to  individuals,  who  would 
easily  have  thoir  attention  drawn  to  the 
benefits  of  the  Act,  to  apply  to  the  Com- 
missioners to  assist  them  to  emigrate. 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  said  pro- 
posed Amendment, 

To  omit  nil  the  words  after  the  word  "on/* 
aud  iniicrt  "  application  bcin^  made  by  poor 
persons  or  families  desiring  to  emigrate." — 
{Lord  Randolph  Chtir chill.) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
proposed  Amendment." 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  The  Amendment 
of  the  noble  Lord  is  open  to  the  very 
objection  he  himself  has  raised  with  re- 
gard to  the  *'  sufficient  number"  being 
in  the  discretion  of  the  Commissioners. 
He  says  the  Amendment  is  indefinite;  but 
he  makes  the  matter  still  more  indefinite 
by  saying  that  the  Commissioners  are  to 
receive  applications  from  ''  poor  persons 
or  families." 

Lord  EANDOLPH  CHURCHILL : 
These  are  the  words  of  four  Acts  of 
Parliament. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  I  have  no  doubt 
those  words  have  been  used  in  former 
Acts  of  Parliament;  but  they  must  be 
viewed  in  connection  with  their  context. 
However  desirable  they  may  have  been 
in  other  Acts  they  are  out  of  place  here. 
If  you  object  to  the  discretion  of  the 
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CommissioDers  you  must  lay  down  some 
iron  rule.  Tlie  Amendnieut  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Wexford  (Mr.  Ilealy)  em- 
braces two  things — one  is,  that  there 
should  bo  something  in  the  nature  of  a 
voluntary  movement  ascertained  by  the 
Commissioners.  That  is  one  of  the  prin- 
ciples to  which  we  desire  to  give  our 
assent ;  but  I  doubt  whether  it  would  be 
desirable  to  specify  in  the  clauses  that 
this  should  be  ascertained  through  the 
direct  application  from  the  people.  A 
provision  of  that  kind  would  have  a  ten- 
dency to  introduce  confusion  in  the  work- 
ing of  the  clause.  It  is  desirable  to 
leave  it  to  the  discretion  and  sense  of 
duty  of  the  Commissioners  to  find  out 
whether  there  is  anything  in  the  nature 
of  a  spontaneous  movement.  As  to  con- 
fining the  arrangement  to  particular  dis- 
tricts of  Ireland,  I  do  not  conceive  that 
principle  to  be  within  the  scope  of  the 
present  Amendment,  therefore  I  will  not 
go  into  that  matter.  The  question  as  to 
whether  we  should  endeavour  to  give  a 
specific  description  of  the  districts  had 
better  stand  over  until  it  is  distinctly 
raised.  The  second  point  of  this  Amend- 
ment, as  we  understand  it,  and  in  which 
sense  alone  we  have  accepted  it,  is  that 
there  shoidd  be  a  general  assertion  by 
Parliament  that  the  kind  of  emigration 
on  which  this  public  money  is  to  be  ex- 
2)ended  shall  be  a  collective  emigration. 
With  regard  to  sporadic  emigration,  the 
hon.  Member  does  not  propose  that  any- 
thing should  be  done  to  limit  the  action 
of  the  Commissioners.  I  do  not  think 
any  severe  or  stringent  limit  should  be 
imposed.  There  should  be  nothing  to 
bind  the  Commission,  or  to  prevent  their 
having  to  do  with  a  scheme  of  emigra- 
tion where  the  emigrants  come  from 
different  districts ;  but,  as  far  as  this 
sporadic  emigration  from  the  whole  of 
Ireland  is  concerned,  that  has  been,  and 
is  now  going  on  at  a  very  great  rate, 
and  I  do  not  know  that  the  intervention 
of  Parliament  is  necessary  in  the  matter. 
It  is  that  sort  of  collective  emigration 
which  has  reference  to  the  special  posi- 
tion of  special  districts  which  we  have 
had  mainly  in  view.  It  is  to  the  relief 
of  congested  population  by  collective 
emigration  that  the  Commission  is  to 
look  rather  than  the  application  of  a 
general  stimulus  to  general  emigration. 
That  is  the  sense  in  which  we  accept  the 
Amendment,  and  if  wo  can  dispose  of 
it — provided  the  Committee  approves  of 
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that  general  idea — we  shall  oome  to  con- 
sider,  in  a  Bub«equent  Amendment,  irhe- 
ther  it  is  desirable  to  attempt  any  mon 
particular  description  of  the  distiicti 
where  emigration  is  to  take  place,  or 
whether  it  is  not  desirable  to  do  so. 

Mr.  C ALLAN  said,  he  was  sonythef 
had  had  such  an  authoritative  pronounoe- 
ment  as  this  in  favour  of  collective  emi- 
gration, which  he  took  to  be  nothing  leas 
than  transportation  en  moiu  instead  of 
that  spontaneous  emigration  which  the 
Amendment  of  the  noble  Lord  deaxly 
pointed  to.     He  was  in  the  West  of  Ire- 
land last  April,  and  his  attention  wn 
drawn  by  a  Conservative  gentleman— 
Sir   Ralph  Cusack,   Chairman  of  the 
Midland  Great  Western  of  Ireland  Bail- 
way — to  the  fact  that  in  one  day  175 
tickets  to  Liverpool  rid  Dublin  wen 
issued  to  emigrants  en  rou^^  for  America, 
and  these  emigrants  varied  in  age  from 
15  to  30.     There  were  upwards  of  2,000 
people  at  the  railway  stations  to  see  theae 
emigrants  oiST,  and  most  of  these  crowdi 
consisted  either  of  very  young  or  old 
people.     This  was  collective  emigration 
— the  emigration  of  the  bone  andsmev 
of  the  country.     He  had  since  entered 
into  communication  with  the  Chairman 
of  the  Midland  Great  Western  Railway 
about  this  emigration,  and  had  learnt 
from  him  that  whilst  this  great  amount 
of  emigration  was  g^ing  on  rid  Dublin, 
there  was  also  a  considerable  amount 
from  Athlone,  Athenry,  and  Cavan,  the 
Athlone  and  Athenry  emigrants  going 
by  way  of  Queenstown,  and  the  Cavan 
emigrants  going  by  way  of  Derry.    In 
six  weeks  the  emigration  had  amounted 
to  8,524  persons,  almost  every  one  of 
whom  was  young  and  strong.     He  was 
opposed  to  the  clause,  because  its  spirit 
was  transparent,  the  draftsman  who,  no 
doubt,  had  drawn  the  provision  accord- 
ing   to   his  instructions,    having   been 
unable  to  conceal  it.     He  was  opposed 
to  the  clause  and  in  favour  of  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  noble  Lord,  the  object  of 
which  was  to  aid  spontaneous  emigra- 
tion.    According  to  the  clause  the  Com- 
missioners would  have  no  power  what- 
ever to  hear  the  application  of  a  family 
or  an  individual  desiring  to  emigrate; 
but  they  would  be  brought  into  contact 
with  a  person  whose  name  stunk  in  the 
nostrils  of  every  Irishman — namely,  the 
"  undertaker"  of  the  emigration  move- 
ment.   These  ''undertakers"  were  the 
persons  who  had  authority  to  ooiitract» 
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on  behalf  of  Canada  and  other  Ooloniea, 
for  the  supply  of  emigrants.  The  Bill 
said  the  Oommission  might 

"  Enter  into  agreements  with  any  person  or 
body  of  persons  having  authority  to  contract  on 
behalf  of  U&e  Dominion  of  Canada,  or  any  pro- 
Tince  thereof,  or  on  behalf  of  any  British  Colony 
or  Dependency/'  &o. 

He  woiddy  therefore,  urge  the  Oovem- 
ment,  in  order  to  render  these  under- 
takers unnecessary,  to  accept  a  proposal 
enabling  the  Commissioners  to  hear  ap- 
plications from  poor  persons.  He  would 
propose  that  the  noble  Lord  should  omit 
the  words  "persons  or,"  leaving  his 
Amendment  to  stand  thus — "applioa- 
tion  being  made  by  poor  families  desir- 
ing to  emigrate."  [Mr.  Gladstone: 
Hear,  hear !  J  He  was  glad  to  hear  the 
Premier  cheer  that  suggestion.  This 
would  give  to  the  Land  Commission 
power  to  reoeive  and  consider  the  appli- 
cations of  whole  families,  and  in  future 
the  emigration  schemes  might  not  denude 
the  country  of  its  youth  and  strength, 
leaving  behind  the  weak  and  decrepid. 

Thb  chairman  :  Do  I  understand 
the  bon.  Member  to  move  an  Amend- 
ment? 

.  Mb.  CALLAN  :  I  understand  that  the 
noble  Lord  (Lord  Bandolph  Churchill) 
moved  the  Amendment,  and  I  spoke  on 
that  Amendment. 

Mn.  JESSE  COLLINGS  asked  whe- 
ther, if  this  Amendment  were  accepted, 
it  would  prevent  the  hon.  Member  for 
Armagh  moving  the  Amendment  at  the 
bottom  of  the  next  page,  which  would 
meet  the  wishes  of  hon.  Gentlemen  op- 
posite, and  seemed  to  be  in  the  direction 
in  which  the  Government  wished  to  go  ? 

Mb.  MAC  IVEE  pointed  out  that  the 
alternative  proposal  suggested  a  pauper 
emigration,  and  for  that  reason  he 
wished  to  support  the  original  Amend- 
ment. They  must  remember  that  neither 
the  United  States  nor  Canada  would 
have  anything  to  say  to  a  pauper  emigra- 
tion. Every  shipowner  knew  very  well 
that  if  be  took  out  to  America  persons 
incapable  of  earning  their  own  living, 
he  would  have  to  bring  them  back  again. 

Majob  G'BEIENE  wished  to  know 
whether  he  was  to  understand  from  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  that  the  Govern- 
ment intended  to  accept  the  Amendment 
further  on  with  reference  to  specifying 
particular  districts  ? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  That  is  a  matter 
for  oonaideration. 


Mb.  O'SHAnOHNESSY  said,  he 
hoped  the  hon.  Member  for  Wexford 
(Mr.  Healy)  would  stand  by  his  Amend* 
ment,  because  it  would  make  it  certain 
that  the  Government  would  see  that  the 
people  wanted  emigration,  and  would 
avoid  doing  anything  to  stimulate  those 
feelings  of  discontent  which  emigration 
proposed  through  Government  means 
would  undoubtedly  produce  in  Ireland. 
It  was  complained  that  this  would  lead 
to  collective  emigration,  but  it  would 
not  do  anything  of  the  kind.  The  very 
words  of  the  Amendment  precluded  the 
idea  of  the  Commissioners  promoting 
anything  like  collective  emigration. 
Some  of  his  hon.  Friends  objected  to  the 
Amendment ;  but  would  they  bear  this 
in  mind — that  what  was  to  be  feared, 
and  what  the  Conservative  Members 
desired,  was  that  the  landlords  might 
have  the  power,  if  they  desired  to  use  it, 
of  suggesting  and  compelling  emigra- 
tion? This  Amendment  would  put 
the  law  between  the  landlords  and  the 
people  who  desired  emigration,  because 
it  would  require  the  Commissioners  to 
listen  to  the  people  and  not  to  the  land- 
lords, and  to  see  that  it  was  the  people, 
and  not  the  landlords,  who  desired  the 
emigration  to  take  place.  If  anything 
could  reconcile  him  to  the  adoption  of 
the  system  recommended  by  the  clause, 
it  was  the  insertion  of  words  which 
would  assure  them  that  the  clause  would 
work  side  by  side  with  the  will  of  the 
people.  The  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
Woodstock  (Lord  Randolph  Churchill) 
objected  to  the  insertion  of  the  words 
''sufficient  number."  As  he  (Mr. 
O'Shaughnessy)  understood  it,  the  noble 
Lord  felt  this — that  unless  a  pretty 
large  emigration  was  likely  to  take 
place  from  a  certain  district,  it  might  be 
held  that  there  was  not  a  ''  sufficient 
number  "  according  to  the  sense  of  the 
Act.  He  did  not  think  they  need  fear 
this,  because  if  the  people  seeking  to 
emigrate  were  numerous  enough,  even 
if  they  were  only  one  or  two  families, 
they  could  join  in  a  general  scheme  of 
emigration,  and  it  would  not  be  neces- 
sary that  there  should  be  anything  like 
a  large  or  aggregate  emigration  from 
any  particular  place.  It  was  feared 
that  it  might  be  possible  to  emigrate 
people  from  such  places  as  the  county  of 
Meath,  where  there  was  a  paucity  of 
hands ;  but  this  must  be  borne  in  mind — 
that  where  there  was  a  paucity  of  hands 
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the  people,  as  a  general  rule,  would 
not  desire  to  emigrate.  Wherever  the 
people  desired  to  emigrate,  the  Com- 
mittee might  rest  assured  that  they 
would  have  good  cause  for  it.  Hon. 
Members  must  look  at  the  ordinary 
rules  of  human  action  in  these  matters. 
As  for  tlie  suggestion  that  there  should 
be  forms  prepared  which  persons  desir- 
ing to  emigrate  should  sign,  he  con- 
sidered that  such  a  plan  would  only 
facilitate  the  object  of  these  "  under- 
takers" of  emigration  schemes.  The 
''undertakers"  would  go  round  getting 
as  many  names  as  they  could,  in  ordor 
to  submit  them  to  the  Commissioners, 
and  thus  the  very  evil  which  the  noble 
Lord  dreaded  would  be  created.  The 
noble  Jjord  said  that  that  could  be  done 
under  the  plan  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Wexford ;  but  they  must  remember  that 
that  scheme  threw  directly  on  the  Com- 
missioners the  duty  of  seeing  that  a  de- 
sire existed  for  emigration.  If  they  had 
a  formal  application  set  up,  that  formal 
application  would  be  the  standard — it 
would  be  the  letter  and  not  the  spirit  of 
the  application  which  would  guide  the 
Commissioners. 

Mr.  BIGGAE  said,  he  was  convinced 
that  the  Amendment  was  in  the  right 
direction,  and  for  the  reason  that  it  had 
a  tendency  to  curtail  the  vicious  nature 
of  the  clause  by  mitigating  some  of  the 
evils  against  which  the  Irish  Members 
contended.  The  whole  policy  of  the 
Government  was  to  turn  out  and  clear 
away  the  peasant  population,  and  to 
consolidate  the  farms.  Reference  had 
been  made  to  the  county  of  Meatli. 
Well,  in  that  county  the  wholesale 
system  of  emigration  which  it  was  now 
sought  to  establish  had,  to  some  extent, 
been  carried  out  already.  After  the 
Famine  of  1847,  tlie  landlords  thought 
it  would  be  more  profitable  to  feed  cattle 
on  their  lands  than  to  keep  a  population 
of  tenant  farmers.  They  cleared  the 
best  land  in  Meath  of  its  population ; 
and  that  was  the  intention  of  the  framers 
of  this  Bill  in  regard  to  the  whole  of 
Ireland.  But  the  Amendment  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Wexford,  as  he  had 
snid,  would  Iiave  a  tendency  to  limit  the 
vicious  operation  of  the  Bill,  because,  as 
ho  understood  it,  it  would  provide  that 
emigration  should  take  place  imder  the 
measure  only  where  the  parties  had 
made  application  in  sufficient  numbers 
to  make  it  worth  while  to  effect  a  whole- 
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sale  clearanoe.    But  that  did  not  fldh 
fulfil  the  condition  which  they  wooH 
like  to  adopt — namely,  that  the  partiM 
should  be  absolutely  free  agents.    Ihej 
knew  that  in  these  Colonies  nothing  vn 
more  popular  with  the  Gx>vemmrat  of 
the  day  than  for  them  to  borrow  mooef 
in   large  sums  to  spend   on  railwajii 
which  never    paid    their  working  a- 
penses,   to   encourage   emigration,  and 
to  make  a  great  show  for  the  glorifioi- 
tion  of  the  Ministry.     Ministries  in  the 
Colonies  were  very  short  lived  afiainb 
The  Colony  of  New  Zealand  had  ben 
steeped  in  debt  by  an  ambitious  Minii- 
try  through  works  of  this  kind.    Ut 
Colonies  might  be  able  to  ^y^  the  Eng- 
lish Treasury  good  security  ;  but  if  they 
did,  it  would  be  a  great  evil  to  the  Co- 
lony, and  the  Land  Commission  would 
be  taught  to  hold  out  inducements  to 
people  to  emigrate,  which  would,  in  the 
end,  be  found  to  have  been  based  apon 
a  thoroughly  erroneous  idea.    The  emi- 
gration agents  held  out  the  rosiest  pro- 
mises, which  were  rarely,   if  ever,  ful- 
filled.    In  the    last  Parliament  then 
was  a  Gentleman,  who  used  to  ait  not 
very  far  from  the  position  which  he  (Mr. 
Biggar)  was  now  oecupjnng,  who  repre- 
sented the  Dominion  of  Canada,  and 
who  had  a  number  of  sub-agents  under 
him,  who  used  to  use  their  exertions  to 
get  as  many  people  to  go  to  Canada  as 
possible.      The  unfortunate   people  of 
Ireland  would  be  liable  to  be  misled  bj 
the  false  statements  of  such  sub-agentk 
Statements  would  be  made  which  thej 
would  believe ;  and  they  would  be  tre- 
panned into  signing  declarations  that 
they  wished  to  emigrate ;  and  thus  the 
evil  which  it  was  desirable   to  guard 
against  would  be  brought  about.    Ho 
thought  it  desirable  that   every  limit 
should  be  put  to  the  operation  of  thia 
particular  clause. 

CoLoxEL  STANLEY :  As  a  point  of 
Order,  it  seems  to  me  very  inconTenient 
that  hon.  Members  should  accumulate 
Amendments  upon  Amendments  in  thii 
way.  Wo  have  had  from  the  Oovem- 
ment — from  the  mouth  of  the  Prime 
Minister  himself — the  clear  declaration 
that  in  principle  he  is  not  opposed  to 
the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Membei 
for  Wexford  (Mr.  Healy).  Surely,  then, 
the  principle  having  been  conceded,  it 
places  us  in  a  position  hardly  becoming 
to  men  of  business  to  discuss  whether 
certain  words  should  be  inserted   and 
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oertam  words  left  ont.    Snob  a  ooune 
turns  the  House  away  from  its  proper 
function  of   oritioisin  —  in    whicn    the 
House  is  known  to  excel — and  imposes 
upon  it  the  function  of  draftsman,  in 
wnich  it  has  never  been  particularly 
disting^uished.    The  Ghovemment    wish 
to  adopt  words  which,  in  their  opinion, 
embrace  the  whole  of  this    question; 
and  many  hon.  Members  wish  to  adopt 
other  words.    Well,  if  we  were  all  to 
take  our  650  different  readings  of  the 
clause,  and  views  as  to  how  it  would 
best  read,  and  were  to  embody  those 
views  in  Amendments,  we  should  land 
ourselves  in  a  position  which  would  be 
one  of  simple  folly.    I  must  take  excep- 
tion to  wnat  fell  from  the  hon.  and 
learned    Member   for    Limerick    (Mr. 
O'Shaugbnessy)  just  now,  when  he  said 
that  there  was  every  anxiety  on  the  part 
of  the  landlords  of  Ireland,  and  I  think 
he  said  especially  of  the  Oonservative 
landlords,  to  unduly  stimulate  or  force 
on  emigration.  That  I  do  not  believe  for 
one  moment  to  be  the  case ;  and  I  would 
venture,  even  from  my  partial  knowledge 
of  the  matter,  to  give  the  statement  the 
strongest  possible  denial.    What  is  the 
present  position  of  affiairs?    Qreat  ad- 
vantages have  been  g^ven  to  the  tenants 
— ^advantages  they  have  never  enjoyed 
before — for  continuing  in  their  holdings. 
I  do  not  think  it  has  been  said  that  these 
holdings  shall  be  below  a  certain  size, 
and  it  follows  from  that  that  many  of 
them  will  be  consolidated.    [*'  No,  no! "] 
Men  cannot  exist  on  very  small  holdings. 
They  will  have  to  be  consolidated,  and 
if  the  stronger  tenants  are  to  remain,  it 
follows  that  the  Government  are  only 
doing    their  duty  in  endeavouring    to 
help  thoee  who,  from  various  circum- 
stances, may  be  anxious  to  try  their 
fortunes  elsewhere,  to  emigrate;  and, 
I  am  bound  to  say,  that  they  are  en- 
deavouring to  assist  tenants  to  emigrate 
in  a  manner  which  will  be  as  little  harm- 
ful to  them  as  possible,  and  with  every 
consideration  for  their  feelings.     I  un- 
derstand it  is  not  the  desire  of  the  Oo- 
▼emment  to  check  sporadic  emigration, 
and  that  it  is  their  desire  to  assist,  as 
far  as  possible,  the  emigration  of  fami- 
lies and  persons  in  particular  districts, 
so  as  to  avoid  the  severance  of  family 
ties,  which  has  been  so  painful  a  feature 
in  tihe  past,  and  to  mitigate,  as  far  as 
poMible,  the  evils  which  some  persons 
believe   to    arise  from  emigration.    I 


would  therefore  point  out  to  the  Oom« 
mittee  that  it  is  impossible  for  them  to 
find  wordd  which  will  exactly  suit  the 
taste  of  every  hon.  Member,  and  appeal 
to  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Wood- 
stock (Lord  Bandolph  Churchill)  not  to 
indulge  in  mere  verbal  criticism,  but  to 
withdraw  his  Amendment  on  the  under- 
standing that  any  verbal  alteration  that 
may  be  thought  necessary  will  be  made 
on  Beport. 

LoM)  BANDOLPH  CHUEOHILL 
said,  that  during  the  progress  of  the 
Bill  he  had  frequently  looked  along  the 
Front  Opposition  Bench,  and  had  always 
failed  to  see  the  riffht  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  who  had  just  sat  down  in  his 
place.  The  right  hon.  and  gallant  Gen- 
tleman now  sauntered  into  the  House  in 
the  middle  of  debate,  and  suggested  that 
an  Amendment  that  he  (Lord  Bandolph 
Churchill)  had  proposed  was  merely  one 
of  verbal  criticism.  If  the  right  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  had  been  in  the  House 
when  the  Amendment  was  proposed,  had 
heard  what  had  been  said,  and  had  given 
as  much  attention  to  the  details  of  the 
measure  as  many  hon.  Members,  he 
would  have  seen  that  the  proposal  in- 
volved an  entirely  different  mode  of  pro- 
cedure to  that  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Wexford.  He,  however,  begged  leave 
to  withdraw  his  Amendment. 

Amendment  to  the  proposed  Amend- 
ment, by  leave,  withdrawn, 

Mb.  HEALY  said,  he  did  not  Hke  to 
take  any  part  in  the  framing  of  this  bad 
clause— it  was  even  against  his  inclination 
to  propose  Amendments  to  it.  He  merely 
brought  forward  his  proposal  as  an  al- 
ternative. It  would  have  this  advan- 
tage— that  it  would  restrict  the  power  of 
the  Commissioners,  would  prevent  spo- 
radic emigration,  and  be  a  check  to  the 
agents  and  speculators  in  emigration. 

Mb.  VILLIEB8  STUABT  said,  he 
hoped  hon.  Members  opposite  would  not 
hastily  render  ineffective  this  well-meant 
proposal  of  the  Government.  No  one 
could  feel  more  deep  regret  than  he  did 
at  seeing  a  single  Irishman  compelled 
to  leave  his  native  country  by  stress  of 
circumstances,  and  he  should  be  the  last 
man  to  support  any  scheme  of  emigra- 
tion, or  assist  emigration,  if  he  thought 
there  was  any  other  way  out  of  the  diffi- 
culty. But  he  could  not  conceal  from 
himself  that  they  must  face  circum- 
stances as  they  were.    He,  of  course, 

\Twmt^'%Mh  Nighi.l 


799 


Zand  Law 


(OOMMONS) 


(IreUmi)  BtU.  M 


felt  that  in  the  case  of  every  country  its 
population  ought  to  be  its  wealth,  and 
that  where  that  was  not  the  case  it  must 
be  owing  to  misgovernment.  Abundant 
population  meant  cheap  labour,  and  cheap 
labour  ought  to  mean  successful  manu- 
facture. He  felt  that  the  reason  why 
Ireland  had  not  been  successful  in  manu- 
facture was  that,  through  the  jealousy 
of  England,  Irisli  manufactures  had 
been  strangled  and  destroyed.  But  it 
was  of  no  use  to  go  back  to  the  past,  and 
to  cry  over  spilt  milk.  There  was  in  Ire- 
land a  state  of  things  which  condemned  a 
large  number  of  Irishmen  to  starvation, 
and  the  only  immediate  remedy  was  either 
migration  or  emigration.  Why  should 
they  not  try  botli  ?  Migration  must  be 
slow  in  its  operation,  for  uninhabited  dis- 
tricts could  not  be  rapidly  prepared  for 
the  reception  of  a  population,  and  whilst 
the  grass  grew  the  steed  starved.  They 
might  be  sure  that  emigration  would 
go  on  in  any  case,  but  with  this  differ- 
ence— that  if  the  Government  proposal 
were  not  acce2)tod,  it  would  be  the  flower 
of  the  population  that  would  emigrate. 
The  strongest  and  most  able-bodied 
would  emigrate,  leaving  the  feeble  and 
the  sickly  behind.  The  effect  of  the  Go- 
vernment proposal  would  be  to  enable 
their  families  to  accompany  the  able- 
bodied  out  of  the  country  instead  of  re- 
maining behind  a  burden  on  the  rate- 
payers  

The  CIIAIEMAN  :  I  would  remind 
the  hon.  Member  that  it  is  the  Amend- 
ment we  are  on,  not  the  general  subject. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  said,  he  had 
not  yet  spoken  on  the  subject  of  the 
Amendment,  as  he  Iiad  desired  to  hear 
all  the  arguments  which  could  be  used 
for  and  against  the  proposal,  and  to 
have  his  mind  clear  on  the  subject.  The 
proposal  of  the  hon.  !M ember  for  Wex- 
ford lie  believed  to  bo  one  of  the  most 
dangerous  with  which  they  had  yet  had 
to  deal,  because  it  practically — though 
he  was  sure  it  was  not  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber's intention — admitted  the  principle 
of  the  clause.  His  hon.  Friend,  in  try- 
ing to  amend  the  clause,  not  intention- 
ally, but  impliedly  admitted  its  principle, 
or.  at  least,  helped  it  on.  He  (Mr.  T.  P. 
O'Connor)  wished  it  to  be  underst^jod 
that  he  was  opposed  entirely  and  com- 
pletely, not  only  to  the  Amendment  of 
his  hon.  Friend,  but  to  the  proposal 
which  he  sought  to  amend.  He  had 
listened    with  groat  patience  to  some 
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speeohefl  which  had  been  made.   It  vm 
said  that  they  did  not  wish  to  inft 
sporadic  emig^tion,  but  colleotive  emi- 
gration— that  was  to  say,  that  thej  dil 
not  wish  to  take  the  flower  of  the  popolih 
tion,  but  the  old  with  the  young.    Did 
anyone  in  his  senses  think  that  Ganadi 
wanted  the  old  fathers  and  the  gruL 
fathers  of  families  ?    They  said,  aoooid- 
ing  to  the  clause,  and  according  to  fla 
Amendment,  that  what  they  wanted  wii 
that  not  merely  the  young  and  strong ii 
a  family,  but  the  whole  family  shoiild 
emigrate.     The  clause  did  not  prooead 
on  the  principle  of  benevolence;  becuMy 
according  to  it,  they  would  not  be  ox- 
pending,  but  lending  money.    It  mi 
loans  they  were  giving,  not  grants ;  and 
if  they  granted  loans  it  was  with  tiia 
expectation  of  having  the  money  xepaid 
to  them.     The  money  could  only  be  n- 
paid  if  the  speculations  were  profitaUa^ 
and  how  could  it  be  a  profitable  spacol^ 
tion  to  take  to  Canada  old,  decrapd, 
half- starved  farmers  incapable  of  eazn- 
ing  a  living  ?    So  far  as  their  pionoail 
was  meant  to  deal  with  the  old  ana  in- 
firm, it  would  result  in  defeating  thflir 
own  intention,  or  it  would  not  work  at 
all.     He  had  heard  about  there  being  a 
great  amount  of  congestion  in  some  & 
tricts  in  Ireland ;  and  the  hon.  Member 
for  Waterford  (Mr.  Villiers  Stnart)  had 
suggested  two  remedies.  He  had  aaid^ 
''You  have  emigration  and  migration, 
why  cannot  the  two  work  together  f" 
This  was  a  question  which  he  had  an« 
swered  at  least  a  dozen  timee  in  the 
course  of  this  discussion.     EmigratioB 
and  migration  could  not  work  side  by 
side.     One  was  absolutely  destructive  of 
the  other.   If  they  permitted  emigratioDi 
they  might  as  well  say  farewell  to  migra- 
tion.    Who  would  assist  reclamation  for 
purposes  of  migration,  when  they  had  a 
simple  means  of  getting  rid  of  the  people 
by  emigration  ?    He  was  sorry  they  had 
had  the  Amendment  before  the  Com- 
mittee at  all,  and  thought  it  would  have 
been  much  bettor  for  them   to    have 
stopped  at  the  line  of  general  and  com- 
plete hostility  to  the  proposal  of  the  Go- 
vernment. 

Mr.  BELLINGHAM  said,  he  hoped 
the  hon.  Member  for  Wexford  (Mr. 
Healy)  would  not  withdraw  the  Amend- 
ment, which  appeared  to  him  one  that 
was  most  excellent,  and  which  he  should 
have  to  support  if  it  were  taken  to  a 
division,    llis  (.Mr.  Bellingham's)  prin- 


J 
1 


801 


Zand  Law 


(JttltIS,  1881] 


{Ireland)  Bill. 


802 


eipal  object  in  n&iu^  was  to  answer  a 
few  observations  wbioh  had  fallen  from 
the  boD.  and  learned  Member  for  Lime- 
rick (Mr.  O'Sbaufl^bnessy).  The  bon. 
Member  bad  said  that  the  OonservatiTes 
—and  be  supposed  that  be  meant  Irish 
OonserratiTee — were  in  favour  of  emi- 
gration. Well,  all  the  Gonservatiyes  that 
be  (Mr.  BeUingham)  knew  were  against 
emigration,  whilst  fdl  the  Liberals  of  his 
acquaintanoe  were  in  favour  of  it.  A 
well  •  known   Conservative   (Mr.  Fitz- 

S'bbon)  a  Master  in  Chancery  in  1869, 
A  written  a  pamphlet  on  this  question, 
and  in  it  he  declared  that  the  productive 
capabilities  of  the  soil  in  Ireland  might 
be  increased  ten-fold,  that  Ireland  did 
not  8u£Per  from  over  -  population,  and 
that  the  oaase  of  the  badcward  condition 
of  the  country  was  the  absence  of  secu- 
rity of  tenure.  Mr.  Fitzgibbon  said  that 
if  they  once,  convinced  the  cultivators  of 
the  soil  that  the  fruits  of  their  labour 
would  be  their  own,  they  would  not 
desire  to  ffo  to  foreign  countries  for 
blessings  they  could  enjoy  at  home. 
After  uiat,  it  was  ridiculous  to  say  that 
Conservatives  were  in  favour  of  emigra- 
tion. 

Mb.  LEAMY  said,  this  proposal  of  the 
Government  would  be  a  very  fair  and 
reasonable  one,  provided  the  powers  to 
be  given  to  the  Land  Commission  would 
not  be  exercised  for,  say,  12  months 
after  the  Bill  had  been  in  operation, 
and  they  had  bad  an  opportunity  of 
seeing  whether  or  not  the  tenant  could 
obtain  sufficient  security.  The  great 
objection  he  had  to  the  Amendment  was 
that  the  unfortunate  people  at  present 
might  have  that  desire  to  emigrate  which 
came  from  insecurity  of  tenure.  More- 
over, in  the  event  of  arrears  of  rent 
being  due  to  the  landlord,  they  declared 
that  the  Land  Commission  should  have 
power  to  say  what  the  rent  should  be, 
and  the  landlord  should  have  power  to 
say  whether  or  not  he  would  a^ee  to  a 
compromise,  and,  if  he  did  not,  that  the 
Commission  should  be  able  to  say  to  the 
tenant — **  We  can  do  nothing  for  you, 
you  must  go  ;  but,  if  you  like,  we  will 
pay  your  passaee  to  America."  If  the 
Government  believed  in  their  Bill,  they 
would  prevent  the  Land  Commission 
from  having  this  power  for  at  least  12 
months  after  the  Act  came  into  opera- 
tion. 

Mb.  DAWSON  said,  he  agreed  with 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Gkd way 

VOL.  OCTiXTTT.    [third  sxbiks.] 


(Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor)  that  impliedly  in 
the  Amendment  countenance  was  ffiven 
to  the  project  of  emigration  fromlr^and. 
No  doubt,  the  hon.  Member  had  been 
actuated  by  this  idea,  that  if  the  clause 
were  to  remain  it  should  be  as  harmless 
as  possible  to  the  people  of  Ireland.  He 
gave  the  hon.  Member  credit  for  that 
sagacious  view  of  the  matter;  and, 
though  he  agreed  with  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  City  of  Oalway,  if  the 
Amendment  were  pressed  to  a  division 
he  should  vote  for  it.  If  there  was  a 
sufficient  inducement  to  them  to  bring 
their  energies  into  practice,  all  the  emi- 
gration undertakers  and  speculators,  and 
all  those  who  were  ever  ready  to  project 
schemes  for  the  depopulation  of  Ireland, 
would  at  once  be  up  and  eager  for  the 
fray.  However,  the  Commission  would 
be  amenable  to  this  House,  and  it  would 
assuredly  be  visited  with  the  condenma- 
tion  of  Parliament  and  the  country  if  it 
in  the  slightest  degree  assisted  these  un- 
dertakers and  speculators.  At  the  proper 
time — and  he  had  consulted  the  Uhair- 
man  as  to  when  would  be  the  proper 
time — he  should  move  a  new  clause, 
which  would  entirely  obviate  the  neces- 
sity of  this  provision  of  the  Oovemment. 
His  was  a  proposal  for  migration. 

Mb.  BIu-GAE  said,  be  did  not  know 
whether  they  would  have  a  division  on 
the  Amendment ;  but  some  hon.  Mem- 
bers were  decidedly  opposed  to  it.  As 
far  as  he  was  concerned  he  would  recom- 
mend his  hon.  Friends  to  accept  no  favours 
from  the  Government.  The  Qovernment 
had  aapreed,  as  a  favour,  to  accept  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
We2Lford,  and  thus  it  was  held  by  some 
that  they  had  entered  into  a  sort  of 
partnership  with  the  Government  in  the 
clause,  and  would  not  oppose  it  when 
the  proper  time  came.  He  must  confess 
that  he  did  not  fully  agree  with  that 
view  of  the  question.  Though  the  Oto- 
vemment  might  agree  to  an  Amend- 
ment moved  by  one  of  the  Irish  Party 
to  curtail  the  operation  of  the  clause, 
that  Party  would,  nevertheless,  when 
all  the  Amendments  and  alterations  were 
admitted  in  it,  be  able  to  oppose  it  on 
its  merits  if  they  thought  fit.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Louth  (Mr.  Bellingham) 
had  read  a  quotation  from  a  pamphlet 
by  a  Conservative  gentleman,  giving  an 
opinion  with  regard  to  emigration.  He 
was  glad  to  see  that,  at  least,  some  Con- 
servatives were  opposed  to  the  principle 


2  D 


llkcmtjf*9wih  yight.'] 


803 


Zand  Law 


{COMMONS} 


iS^$Umi)  BiU. 


804 


advocated  by  the  Goyemment  and  by 
BO  many  Conservatiye  Members  of  Par- 
liament. Botb  Parties  in  the  House 
should  have  their  eyes  opened  to  the 
fact  that  the  population  of  Ireland  was 
much  too  small  at  present,  and,  instead 
of  offering  facilities  for  lowering  it,  they 
should  give  their  attention  to  increasing 
it.  The  Irish  Members  held  that  it 
would  be  desirable  to  increase  the  small 
holdings  in  size ;  and  that  was  a  very 
different  thing  from  contending  that  the 
occupiers  of  these  small  plots  should  be 
turned  out  and  left  to  the  tender  mercies 
of  the  emigration  speculators  of  Colonial 
Ghovemments.  Furthermore,  he  held 
that  the  occupiers  of  these  small  holding^ 
must  be,  on  the  whole,  the  judges  of 
their  own  interests,  and,  if  it  suited  their 
purpose  to  remain  in  occupation,  he  did 
not  see  why  the  Committee  should  agree 
to  a  proposition  to  force  them  to  emi- 
grate. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Mb.  DAWSON :  Is  it  competent,  now, 
for  me  to  move  the  clause  I  indicated  to 
the  Committee  ? 

Thb  CHAIEMAN  :  All  new  clauses 
must  be  moved  at  the  end  of  the  clauses. 

Me.  DAWSON :  Can  I  not  move  this 
as  an  addition  ? 

The  CHAIEMAN :  It  will  come  in  at 
the  end  of  the  clauses,  and  there  are  a 
great  many  Amendments  before  the  end 
of  the  clauses. 

Me.  call  an  :  Would  it  be  in  Order 
to  move  at  the  end  of  the  words  the 
Committee  have  adopted  the  words  <'  or 
migrate  ?  " 

The  chairman  :  No ;  that  would 
be  outside  the  whole  scope  and  meaning 
of  the  clause. 

Me.  CALLAN  said,  he  wished  to  sub- 
mit, as  a  point  of  Order,  that  though 
they  bad  only  accepted  the  word  **  emi- 
grate," there  had  been  no  limitation 
agreed  upon;  and  that,  therefore,  the 
words  **  or  migrate,"  which  would  only 
enlarge  the  clause,  could  be  accepted. 

Me.  BIGQAB  said,  that  before  the 
Chairman  gave  his  decision  on  the  point 
of  Order,  he  should  like  to  point  out 
what  was  the  object  of  the  Bill. 

The  CHAIEMAN :  That  is  not  the 

fuestion  in  the  point  of  Order  raised, 
t  is  my  duty,  as  Chairman,  to  ascertain 
the  whole  scope  of  a  clause  and  to  find 
out  whether  Amendments  are  in  agree- 
ment with  that  scope  or  not*    For  in^ 


stance,  there  is  an  Amendment  further 
on  to  include  the  word  "England." 
That  is  not  admissible  as^  within  the 
scope  of  the  Bill,  this  clause  being  con- 
fined to  emigration. 

Me.  DAWSON :  I  will  bring  on  my 
Amendment  later  on  in  the  form  of  a 
new  clause. 

Me.  T.  p.  O'CONNOE  :  Should  I  not 
be  in  Order  in  moving  to  add  the  words 
"  such  district  being  one  scheduled  in 
the  Eelief  of  Distress  Act,  1880  f '' 

The  CHAIEMAN:  So  far  as  I  can 
see,  that  Amendment  would  be  in  Order. 

Me.  HEALY  :  Might  I  ask  if  that 
would  shut  out  a  question  lower  down, 
on  the  word  **  Irelwd  ?  " 

The  CHAIEMAN :  I  cannot  say  any- 
thing with  regard  to  Amendments  that 
are  to  follow,  as  I  have  not  considered 
them  in  this  connection. 

Me.  T.  p.  O'CONNOE:  Then  I  zise 
to  propose  these  words 

At  this  point  the  Chaiemait  left  the 
Chair : — Upon  resuming  the  Chair, 

Me.  BIGGAE  asked  the  Chainnsn 
whether,  as  a  question  of  procedure, 
after  his  usual  retirement  for  a  shoit 
time,  it  would  not  be  convenient  for  him 
to  have  the  Division  bell  rung  ? 

The  CHAIEMAN :  The  hon.  Member 
is  not  in  Order  in  his  remarks. 

Me.  BIGGAE  thereupon  moved  that 
Progress  be  reported,  and  explained 
that  he  did  not  wish  to  make  any  impu- 
tation on  the  Chairman ;  but  he  had  been 
from  time  to  time  misunderstood  in  re- 
gard to  the  practice  he  had  pursued  <^ 
moving  that  the  House  be  counted  on 
occasions  similar  to  this,  where  there 
was  scarcely  any  Members  present. 

The  CHAIEMAN :  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man is  referring  to  the  procedure  cf 
the  Committee,  which  is  not  the  Quee- 
tion  before  the  Committee.  He  is  en- 
tirely out  of  Order  in  raising  such  quee- 
tions  on  a  Motion  to  report  Progress. 

Me.  BIG<iAE  said,  he  would  not  pur- 
sue the  matter ;  but  he  moved  to  report 
Progress,  because  the  Front  BeiMhel 
were  empty,  and  there  were  very  feir 
Irish  Members  present. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  the  Chairman  do  report  IVo- 
gress,  and  ask  leave  to  sit  again." — 
(Mr,  Biggar.) 

Me.  O'SULUVAN  observed,  that  he 
regarded  withgreatregret  these  obstadis 
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Being  placed  in  the  way  of  this  Bill. 
Such  a  proceeding  as  this  might  bring 
some  hon.  Members  into  notoriety ;  but 
the  people  who  sent  them  there  had 
some  hope  £rom  this  Bill. 

Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  were 
not  present;  Committee  counted,  and 
40  Members  being  found  present, 

Mb.  O'SULLIVAN,  resuming,  said, 
he  regretted  the  Motion  to  report  Pro- 
gress at  so  early  an  hour.  This  Bill,  if 
passed,  would  be  the  means  of  saving 
thousands  of  people  who  had  been  thrown 
out  on  the  roadside.  He  could  well 
understand  the  landlord  party  oppos- 
ing this  Bill,  but  he  could  not  under- 
stand why  any  Irish  Member  should 
throw  any  obstacle  in  its  way.  He  had 
seen  with  pain  during  the  last  week  or 
fortnight  that  many  obstacles  had  been 
thrown  in  the  way  of  the  Bill  by  those 
who  ought  to  be  the  first  to  help  it  on  ; 
and,  much  as  he  should  regret  to  dis- 
agree with  any  of  his  hon.  Friends,  he 
could  not  stand  quietly  by  any  longer 
and  see  the  Bill  delayed  in  this  way. 
The  Bill  did  not  come  up  to  the  wants 
of  the  Irish  people  in  every  respect,  but 
there  were  some  good  things  in  it.  Ever 
since  he  was  a  boy  the  tenants  had 
feared,  first  the  rack-renter,  and  then 
the  exterminator;  but  this  Bill  would 
put  an  end  for  ever  to  both,  and  he 
trusted  his  hon.  Friend  would  withdraw 
hisMotion,  so  that  the  discussion  might  be 
continued  without  further  interruption. 

Mb.  FINIQAN  said,  he  thought  the 
reasons  which  the  hon.  Member  (Mr. 
O'SuUivan)  had  advanced  in  favour  of 
the  clause  under  consideration  were  rea- 
sons which  ought  rather  to  go  against  it. 
The  object  of  the  Bill  was  to  save  ten- 
ants from  eviction,  and  if  it  prevented 
unjust  rents  and  processes  of  law  this 
clause  was  not  wanted  in  any  way. 

Tms  GELA^ntMAN :  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man is  discussing  the  merits  of  the  Bill, 
but  the  Question  before  the  Committee  is 
the  question  of  reporting  Progress. 

Mb.  BIGGAB  observed,  that  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Limerick  had 
expended  a  good  deal  of  virtuous  indig- 
nation, and  had  gained  great  applause ; 
but  when  the  Chairman  resumed  the 
Chair,  the  House  was  almost  empty, 
and  both  the  Front  Benches  were  un- 
occupied. He  did  not  feel  disposed  to 
talk  to  empty  Benches,  and  he  had 
moved  to  report  Progress  in  order  to 


give  hon.  Members  an  opportunity  of 
returning  to  the  Committee  to  discuss 
this  Amendment.  That  was  his  sole 
reason ;  but  he  would  now  withdraw  his 
Motion. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn, 

Mb.  GIYAN  said,  he  wished  to  move 
an  Amendment,  which  he  thought  of 
considerable  importance,  because  the 
Premier  had  stated  that  the  object  of 
the  clause  was  not  to  promote  the  whole- 
sale  emigration  of  the  Irish  people,  and 
not  to  promote  the  emigration  of  the 
people  who  were  likely  to  be  most  useful 
to  the  country.  But  now  that  the  Go- 
vemmient  had  accepted  the  Amendment 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Wexford  (Mr. 
Healy),  he  would  suggest  that,  after  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member,  these 
words  should  be  inserted — 

**  And  that  suoh  persons  shall  he  accompanied 
by  their  wives  and  children,  and  other  remtives 
whom  the  Boards  of  GaardianB  shall  certify 
to  be  dependent  upon  them." 

It  was  important  that  persons  who  emi* 
grated  should  not  leave  behind  them 
others  who  would  be  chargeable  on  the 
Union,  and  these  might  be  not  only  a 
wife  and  family  of  an  emigrant,  but  his 
father  and  mother,  or  uncle  or  aunt,  or 
other  relatives.  He  did  not  wish  to 
carry  his  proposal  too  far;  but  he  thought 
it  important  that  the  Boards  of  Guar- 
dians should  decide  such  a  question,  and 
he  hoped  the  Prime  Minister  would  ac« 
ceptthe  Amendment,  or  something  like  it. 

The  CHAIBMAN  :  I  must  point  out 
that  it  is  quite  impossible  to  put  this 
Amendment,  because  it  will  not  read  in 
the  clause. 

Mb.  BIGGAE  proposed  an  Amend- 
ment which  would  raise  the  same  ques- 
tion. He  would  not  discuss  the  general 
policy  of  emigration  ;  but  the  Govern- 
ment had  made  no  distinct  statement  as 
to  how  it  was  proposed  to  deal  with  the 
people  who  were  to  be  called  upon  to 
emigrate. 

The  CHAIRMAN:  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber's Amendment  is  equally  unreadable 
with  the  last,  and  it  is  impossible  to  put 
it.  It  is  out  of  Order  in  the  form  in 
which  it  is  now,  and  I  cannot  put  it. 

Ms.  BIGGAB  said,  he  could  not  see 
how  his  Amendment  was  out  of  Order, 
and  wished  to  ask  in  what  sense  it  was 
out  of  Order  ? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber has  no  right  to  ask  the  Chairman  for 
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the  reasons  why  he  rules  him  out  of 
Order.  He  has  no  right  to  interrogate 
the  Chairman,  a  course  which  is  now 
repeated  50  times  a-daj. 

The  chairman  :  If  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman persists  upon  this  point,  I  shall 
consider  it  an  interference  with  the 
Chair. 

Mb.  BIGOAE  said,  he  did  not  wish 
to  question  the  Chairman's  ruling ;  but 
would  he  be  justified  in  proposing  to  in- 
sert **  regarding  the  best  means  of  pro- 
moting emigration,"  omitting  the  rest  of 
his  Amendment  ? 

The  CHAIRMAN:  I  think  that 
would  be  in  Order. 

Mb.  big  gar  begged  to  apologize  for 
any  seeming  incivility  or  improper  con- 
duct  

LoBD  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
said,  he  was  sorry  to  interrupt  the  hon. 
Member;  but  his  Amendment  would 
not  make  English  at  all.  The  Com- 
mission could  not  enter  into  agreements 
regarding  the  best  means  of  promoting 
emigration.  They  could  enter  into  an 
agreement  as  to  a  particular  plan,  but 
not  regarding  the  best  means. 

The  chairman  :  The  Amendment 
to  **  enter  into  agreements  regarding  the 
best  means  of  promoting  emigration  "  is 
nonsense  with  regard  to  this  clause. 

Mb.  BIGGAR  said,  the  clause  gave 
authority  to  the  Commissioners  to  enter 
into  arrangements  with  certain  parties 
with  regard  to  emigration,  and  bethought 
it  would  be  perfectly  competent  for  them 
to  say  on  wnat  terms  the  proposed  ar- 
rangements should  be  made ;  to  ask  the 
parties  where  they  were  going  to  take 
the  emigrants,  on  what  kind  of  vessel, 
and  other  questions.  He  submitted  that 
he  was  perfectly  in  Order  in  his  Amend- 
ment. 

The  chairman  :  I  have  explained 
to  the  hon.  Member  that  the  Amend- 
ment is  not  sense,  and  I  cannot  put  it. 

LoBD  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
said,  he  hoped  he  might  not  get  before  the 
Committee  the  Amendment  he  brought 
out  last  night,  but  in  which  he  was  in- 
terrupted, and  that  the  Amendment 
would  not  draw  upon  him  another  lec- 
ture from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Lancashire.  He  proposed 
to  leave  out  the  words — 

*»  Any  person  or  body  of  persons  having 
authority  to  contract  on  behalf  of  the  dominion 
of  Canada,  or  of  any  province  thereof,  or  on 
behalf  of  any  British  colony  or  dependency, 

Mr.  Qlad9ton$ 


or  any  state  or  other  district  in  such  ^nmin^flai 
province,  colony,  or  dependencv  on  behilf  of 
any  public  company  or  other  pu\)lic  bodr  nib 
whoso  constitubon  and  security  the  land  mb* 
mission  may  be  satisfied." 

Of  course,  the  clause  as  it  now  stool, 
after  taking  the  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Wexford  (Mr.  Healy),  ap- 
peared to  have  a  greater  probability  of 
some  action  arising  out  of  it  than  before; 
but  the  effect  of  these  words  which  lit 
proposed  to  leave  out  was  to  place  ths 
Liand  Commission  in  the  position  of  t 
great  emigration  agent.     He  could  con- 
ceive nothing  more  unfortunate,  both  u 
regarded  the  Commission  and  as  regardid 
the  Irish  Government,  than  to  putdntiet 
of  this  kind  on  the  Commission,  beoamt 
its  first  duty  was  to  be  a  judicial  lxx|j 
to  decide  questions  of  law  and  fact  b^ 
tween  the  parties.  Now,  it  was  proposed 
to  make  it  an  executive  and  adminittit- 
tive  body.    But  what  was  wanted  prin- 
cipally with  that  Land  Commission  wu 
that  it  should  be  a  body  enjoying  the 
confidence  of  the  Irish  people,  and  he 
could  not  conceive  anything  more  likeW 
to    destroy    any   confidence    the  Iriih 
people  might  be  disposed  to  repose  in 
the  Commission  than  to  make  the  Land 
Commission  a  great  emigration  agent 
contracting  with  parties  over  all  psiti 
of  the  world  for  the  emigration  of  the 
Irish  people.  Now,  he  proposed  to  bring 
in  here  a  Dody  which  had  hitherto  been 
uniformly  selected  by  Parliament  for  the 
promotion  of  emigration  from  Ireland, 
and  that  was  Boeirds  of  Guardians ;  and 
he  had  pointed  out  last  night  that  fonr 
times  had  this  subject  come  before  F^ 
liamont.   In  1838,  1843,  1847,  and  1849, 
Parliament  refused  to  go  beyond  giving 
powers  to  the  Boards  of  Guardians  to 
assist  emig^tion.     It  refused  to  take  i 
step  which  the  Government  invited  the 
House  to  take  now — to  bring  the  Gbvern- 
ment  in  direct  contact  with  emigration. 
If  there  was  one  thing  wanted  in  emi- 
gration more  than  another  it  was  that 
it  should  be  the  result  of  local  effcnl 
guided  by  local  knowledge.     That  he 
h)oked  upon  as  essential ;  and  he  wanted 
to  know  how  the  Commission,  with  an] 
persons  such  as  were  described  in  ihi 
clause,  could  possess  that  local  know 
ledge  so  essential  to  successful  emigra 
tion  ?   But  if  Parliament  brought  in  tilv 
Boards  of  Guardians,  they  would  havi 
bodies  in  whom  the  Irish  people,  as  i 
rule,  had  confidence,  because  they  wev 
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to  a  great  extent  elected  bodies.  And 
it  would  command  the  co-operation  of 
the  Catholic  clergy.  The  powers  of  the 
Boards  of  Onardians  were  already  Tery 
great.  They  could  charge  the  rates  with 
money  for  the  emigration  of  paupers 
who  had  been  three  months  in  the  work- 
house ;  they  could  charge  the  rates  for 
the  emigpration  of  poor  persons  who  had 
not  been  in  the  workhouse ;  they  could 
charge  the  rates  for  the  purpose  of  emi- 
grating holders  under  £5,on  the  condition 
that  the  landlord  proTided  two-thirds 
and  surrendered  aU  claims  for  rent. 
But  by  the  last  Act  their  powers  were 
extremely  wide.  By  the  Act  of  1849 
ihey  could,  with  the  consent  of  the  Poor 
Law  Commissioners^  apply  any  money 
they  had  in  hand  from  the  rates  of  any 
electoral  division ;  or  they  could  borrow 
from  the  Exchequer  Bill  Loan  Oommis- 
sioners,  or  fr^m  private  persons,  money 
to  be  spent  in  emigrating  persons  who 
were  simply  limited  to  the  description 
of  poor  personsi  absolutely  distinct  from 
paupers.  And  they  could  absolutely,  in 
this  Act  of  1849,  emigrate  these  per- 
sons, not  only  to  British  Colonies,  but 
to  any  part  of  the  v^orld.  Parliament 
might  enter  a  limitation  as  to  where  the 
Guardians  might  assist  people  to  be  emi- 
grated. He  wished  to  point  out  what 
he  considered  of  such  importance — that 
there  should  be  local  authority.  There 
had  been  enormous  emigration  from 
L^land  since  the  Famine,  and  that  had 
planted  in  America  and  into  British 
Colonies  immense  numbers  of  persons 
from  Ireland  ;  and  when  a  person  emi- 
grated, the  chances  were  he  wished  to 
emigrate  to  a  neighbourhood  or  locality 
where  he  had  relatives,  and  the  rela- 
tives in  America,  Canada,  or  British 
Colonies  would  constantly  send  home 
the  money  to  bring  out  to  them  those 
whom  they  had  left  behind.  He  would 
also  point  out  that  the  reason  why  these 
Acts  had  not  operated  so  fuUy  as  they 
might  was  that  there  was  too  great  a 
limit  on  the  power  of  raising  money.  In 
the  first  place,  it  was  necessary  the  rates 
should  be  charged  on  the  electoral  divi- 
sion, which  was  too  small  an  area  for 
any  purposes  of  emigration ;  and,  in  the 
next  place,  the  Guardians  had  to  pay 
back  the  instalments  under  seven  years. 
He  thought  that  was  a  very  short 
period,  and  he  was  not  surprised  that 
boards  of  Gkiardians  had  not  been  too 
ready  to  oontraot  loans  to  be  repaid  in 


so  short  a  time.     But,  whUe  leaving 
these  Acts  as  they  were,  he  wanted  to 
ask  the  Government  why  they  aban- 
doned a  line  which  Parliament  had  four 
times  refused  to  abandon — namely,  to 
leave  this  emig^tion  in  the  hands  of 
local  bodies;  why  they  were  now,  for 
the  first  time,  proposing  that  the  Com- 
mission should    personally  dire<^   and 
stimulate  emigration?    Surely,  the  Go- 
vernment were  not  so  popular  at  the 
present  moment  that  they  could  afford 
to  run  the  risk  of  so  unpopular  a  step? 
Surely,  they  did  not  command  that  un- 
limited and  unbounded   confidence  in 
Ireland  which  they  enjoyed  in  England? 
And  he  oould   not  conceive  anything 
likely  to  be  more  disastrous  to  the  Gb- 
vernment  in  Ireland  than  that  it  should 
be  connected,  except  indirectly,  to  ad- 
vance money,  with  the  emigration  of 
Irish  people.    Then,  if  this  Bill  were 
passed,  both  landlords  and  tenants  would 
stand  on  their  rights.    If  tenants  who 
were  in  arrears  went  into  Court  to  get 
statutory  terms,  the    landlords  would 
force  them  to  pay,  and  then  there  would 
be  a  great  demand  for  emigration,  and 
Boards  of  Guardians  were  the  proper 
people  to  deal  with  such  cases.     The 
Land  Commission  ought  not  to  be  con- 
nected with  any  extensive  deportation 
of  the  Irish  people.     The  Prime  Minis- 
ter had  said  he  would  not  favour  any 
scheme  which  contemplated  the  conduct 
of  emigration  by  the  Commission ;  but 
the  Chief  Secretary  had  an  Amendment 
for  securing  the  satisfactory  tranship- 
ment.    How  could  there  be  greater  de- 
tail of  management  than  this  ?    It  was 
taking  entire  responsibility,  and,  if  the 
Commission  were  to  fulfil  all  such  duties 
as  that,  nothing  could  be  more  disas- 
trous.    The  Prime  Minister  had  said 
distinctly  that  the  object  of  the  Bill  was 
to  stimulate  collective  emigration;  but 
he  objected  altogether  to  that,  because, 
if  those  words  were  taken  with  the  words 
"  a  sufficient  number,"  which  bad  just 
j  been  passed,  they  would  mean  nothings 
but   clearing  a  whole   district.      That 
was  the  emigration  the  Prime  Minister 
wished ;  but  it  was  not  the  emigration 
he  wished  to  see.     He  should  prefer 
what  he  should  call  selected  emigration 
by  the   Boards    of   Guardians.      That 
would  not  in  the  least  involve  a  pauper 
emigration,  but  the  emigration  of  per- 
sons who  held  holdings  of  £4  or  £5 
value  or  under.    The  Chairman  of  the 
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Board  of  Guardians  of  one  of  the  poorest 
districts  in  Ireland  told  him  last  year 
that  such  people  had  been  utterly  un- 
able to  exist  in  bad  seasons,  and  they 
had  no  means  of  emigrating.  Those 
were  the  persons  who  ought  to  be  as- 
sisted— the  squatters  and  very  small 
holders,  and  not  the  farmers.  He  did 
not  suppose  the  Prime  Minister  would 
accept  his  Amendment;  but  it  had  given 
him  the  opportunity  of  placing  on  record 
his  distrust  of  the  proposal  of  the  Go- 
vernment, his  alarm  at  the  consequences 
which  it  might  cause  to  the  Government 
in  Ireland,  and  his  protest  against  collec- 
tive emigration,  which  meant  the  whole- 
sale clearance  of  districts  in  Ireland* 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  18,  line  13,  to  leave  out  after  the 
word  «*with,"  to  the  word  "for,"  inline  19, 
in  order  to  insert  the  words  "  boards  of  guar- 
dians, or  with  any  persons  for  the  time  being 
authorised  to  act  as  g^uardians  of  any  union," — 
{Lord  Randolph  Churchill^) 

— instead  thereof. 

Qaestion  proposed,  ''  That  the  words 
'  any  person  or  body  of  persons  having 
authority '  stand  part  of  the  Clause." 

Sir  HEEVEY  BRUCE  said,  he  re- 
garded the  clause  as  a  most  useful  pro- 
vision for  Ireland  at  the  present  time ; 
but  if  Ireland  were  now  a  virgin  soil 
ready  to  be  ploughed  up,  and  capable  of 
yielding  unlimited  produce,  he  had  no 
doubt  that  migration  would  be  much 
more  acceptable  to  the  people  than  emi- 
gration. Seing,  however,  satisfied  that 
the  power  of  reclamation  was  much  ex- 
aggerated, and  that  there  was  not  sufBl- 
cient  land  in  Ireland  which  could  be 
used  beneficially,  he  felt  that  reclama- 
tion and  migration  would  not  be  of  much 
use  to  the  people.  There  were  several 
impediments  in  the  way.  First  of  all, 
the  nature  and  amount  of  the  land; 
next,  the  difficulty  of  getting  the  land 
there  was  to  be  reclaimed — for  this  Bill 
would  make  it  more  difficult  to  get  land 
every  day,  and  the  Commissioners,  or 
whoever  might  intend  to  reclaim,  would 
have  to  buy  twice  over — namely,  from 
the  landlord  and  from  the  tenant. 
The  proposal  of  the  noble  Lord  he 
looked  upon  with  considerable  alarm, 
for  he  believed  it  would  do  a  great  deal 
of  harm.  There  were  many  Boards  of 
Guardians  who  entered  into  long  dis- 
cussions on  vexed  political  questions  ; 
and  he  feared  the  noble  Lord's  proposal 

Lwd  Randolph  Churchill 


would  turn  the  Boards  of  Ghiardians  into 
debating  bodies  on  political  questions, 
and  so  the  poor  people  would  be  left  oat 
in  the  cold.  He  did  not  regard  the  pre- 
ference given  to  Canada  as  of  much  im- 
portance ;  but  he  would  make  a  sugges- 
tion as  to  other  Colonies.  It  was  u^ed 
by  some  that  the  GK>vemment  ought  to 
pve  money  for  emigration  to  our  Co- 
lonies, or  any  other  parts  of  the  world ; 
but,  in  his  view,  that  would  be  a  great 
mistake  in  political  economy.  It  was  one 
thing  to  send  people  to  our  own  Colonies, 
but  quite  another  to  send  them  to  enrich 
other  parts  of  the  world.  If  it  were 
thought  necessary  to  send  emigrants  to 
the  United  States,  the  (Government  might 
send  them  there  individually ;  but  if  ve 
were  to  have  a  system  of  emigration  of 
families  which  would  be  useful,  it  ou^t 
only  to  extend  to  our  own  Colonies.  He 
was  utterly  adverse  to  the  emigration  of 
the  labouring  classes,  and  he  thought 
the  emigration  of  those  people  nov 
going  on  was  very  disastrous  to  Ireland. 
The  bone  and  the  sinew,  the  young  men 
and  the  young  women,  were  leaving  Ire- 
land, while  the  old  and  the  crippled  re- 
mained behind ;  and  he  hoped  we  Bill 
would  not  give  facilities  to  the  labour- 
ing people  to  emigrate.  The  people  to 
emirate  were  the  very  small  farmers. 
Their  emigration  would  be  beneficial  to 
the  country ;  they  would  take  with  them 
a  happy  recollection  of  the  Mother 
Country,  if  they  were  sent  in  families  at 
the  expense*  of  the  State,  and  by  them 
there  would  be  implanted  in  the  Colonies 
a  love  of  the  Mother  Country  among 
those  who  preceded  them.  He  and  others 
on  that  side  of  the  House,  although  the 
Bill  was  against  their  interests*  desired 
the  Bill  to  pass  and  become  law ;  and  he 
did  hope  that  the  Government  would  per> 
severe  with  this  clause  and  not  give  fad- 
lities  to  the  bone  and  sinew  of  Ireland 
to  leave  their  country,  but  would  give 
large  and  generous  facilities  to  the  small 
farmers  to  go  from  where  they  were  in 
misery  and  distress  to  places  where  they 
could  live  more  happily. 

Mr.  W.  B.  FORSTEE:  The  object 
of  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Wood* 
stock  (Lord  Bandolph  Churchill)  is  to 
confine  this  clause  to  assistance  by  Boards 
of  Guardians;  but,  from  experience,  I 
believe  that  foreign  countrieedo  not  look 
with  as  favourable  an  ^e  on  emignints 
coming  by  the  help  of  Guardians  as  on 
those  ooming  by  help  from  other  aoiiroM* 
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Thai  kind  of  emig^tion  will  not  meet 
onr  object,  which  is  to  relieve  the  great 
pressure  upon  land,  and  on  employment 
in  some  parts  of  the  most  crowded  dis- 
tricts. But  does  any  hon.  Member  sup- 
pose that  by  merely  helping  a  Board  of 
Ghnardians — for  instance,  in  the  most 
oyer-populated  districts  in  Mayo — we 
should  be  likely  to  relieve  that  pressure? 
I  will  not  allude  to  Boards  of  Guardians 
bringing  politics  into  discussion,  for  that 
is  not  the  ground  of  my  objection.  My 
objection  is  that  Boards  of  Guardians 
are  locally  interested  in  this  question. 
If  it  is  desirable  to  have  cheap  labour, 
a  man  who  has  a  small  holding  and 
cannot  live  on  it,  is  necessarily  a  cheap 
labourer,  and  that  is  a  matter  which 
must  occupy  the  attention  of  the 
Ghiardians,  either  on  one  side  or  the 
other.  With  our  popular  system  of 
electing  Ghiardians,  it  is  possible  the 
people  who  wanted  help  would  elect 
the  Guardians ;  but  it  is  also  very  pos- 
sible that  the  employers  of  labour, 
the  farmers  or  landlords,  may  be  the 
most  active  persons  in  the  Boards  of 
Guardians,  and  I  do  not  think  they 
are  the  people  to  decide  this  ques- 
tion. I  think  it  is  perfectly  right  that 
we  should  require  that  the  Commission, 
beinff  an  impartial  and  outside  body, 
shoiud  be  oonvinced  that  there  is  a  desire 
for  emigration ;  but  it  is  another  thing 
to  ffo  further ^|[and  put  the  matter  to 
public  vote,  not  only  as  to  whether  the 
people  wish  to  emigrate,  but  also  as  to 
whether  they  are  willing  to  incur  debts 
for  emigration.  That  seems  to  me  to 
put  it  out  of  the  question  that  we  shotdd 
make  Boards  of  Guardians  the  sole 
means  of  communication.  The  noble 
Lord  said  some  remarks  of  the  Prime 
Minister  were  inconsistent  with  the 
Amendment  I  have  brought  forward. 
He  said  the  Prime  Minister  stated  that 
wo  did  not  propose  that  the  Commission 
should  be  the  body  to  conduct  emigra- 
tion. Conducting  emigration  and  con- 
trolling emigration  are  perfectly  dif- 
ferent things,  and  we  do  not  propose 
that  the  Commission  itself  shall  conduct 
emigration;  but  it  is  perfectly  right, 
and  we  are  willing  to  put  in  words  to 
secure,  that  the  Commission  and  Trea- 
Buiy  should  take  care  to  control  emigra- 
tion, and  one  of  the  means  of  doing  this 
is  that  there  should  be  some  arrange- 
ments by  which  emigrants  can  be  taken 
oat  in  proper  diipsi  that  due  regard 


should  be  paid  to  their  health  during  the 
voyage,  and  that  they  should  not  be 
merely  landed  on  the  seaboard,  but  cared 
for  until  such  time  as  they  can  eet  to 
their  destination.  I  do  not  thixik  the 
Gk>vemmentwould  be  justified  in  lending 
money  unless  they  get  an  assurance  that 
these  things  would  be  done,  and  could 
see  their  way  to  their  being  done.  I 
think,  therefore,  that  the  charge  of  in- 
consistency between  the  statement  of 
the  Prime  Minister  and  my  Amend- 
ment is  fully  disposed  of.  Despite 
what  the  noble  Lord  says,  we  have  no 
intention  whatever  of  ''clearing"  any 
districts ;  but  for  the  time  being  we  wish 
to  relieve  the  pressure  upon  land,  and 
upon  employment  in  certain  districts, 
and  to  provide  that  those  who  remain  or 
wha  are  not  ''cleared"  shall  be  in  a 
happy  position.  This  coming  to  Parlia- 
ment for  any  sort  of  assistance  for  emi- 
gration is  merely  done  under  the  pres- 
sure of  the  present  circumstances.  We 
look  forward  as  little  as  any  man  in  this 
House  to  emigration  as  a  final  cure  for 
the  state  of  affairs  in  Ireland.  I  believe 
Ireland  is  under-peopled ;  but  I  believe 
equally  that  the  Bill  under  discussion — 
and  I  am  pleased  to  find  it  so  much 
more  approved  of  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Pamell)  and 
his  Friends  than  it  was  when  it  was  in- 
troduced— will  bring  about  a  new  era  in 
Ireland,  and  that  we  shall  find  that  Ire- 
land will  support  a  much  larger  popula- 
tion. Of  course,  remedial  measures  do 
not  change  the  face  of  a  country  in  a 
day,  and  we  have  to  deal  with  great 
calamities  and  miseries  at  the  present 
moment.  It  would  almost  seem  as  if 
hon.  Members  below  the  opposite  Gang- 
way, who  are  supposed  to  be  opposed  to 
the  Bill,  really  believe  it  will  do  more 
immediate  good  than  we  ourselves  think 
it  will  do.  There  are  many  small  farmers 
in  some  of  the  districts  of  Ireland,  whose 
heads  no  change  whatever  in  their  re- 
lations with  their  landlords  would  put 
above  water.  I  do  not  believe  there 
will  not  be  a  change  that  will  benefit  the 

Josition  of  the  small  farmers  generally, 
think  this  Bill  will  considerably  im- 
prove their  position;  but  it  must  be 
remembered  that  there  are  some  tenants 
who  could  not  live  upon  their  holdings, 
even  if  they  held  their  farms  rent  free. 
Now,  we  have  these  people  to  deal  with, 
and  the  noble  Lord  says — "  Deal  with 
them  through  the  Board  of  Guardians 
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in  the  district."  We  do  not  feel  that 
that  is  a  satisfactory  suggestion ;  we  do 
not  think  that  we  could  get  a  Board  of 
Guardians  to  pick  out  those  people  who 
wish  to  emigrate,  and  who  are  most 
fitted  for  emigration.  We  look  forward 
to  some  of  these  people  being  benefited 
by  employment,  and  by  the  occupation 
of  land  elsewhere,  and  we  have  pro- 
vided for  this  in  our  measure.  This 
clause  is  opposed  as  if  emigration  was  a 
new  thing  in  Ireland.  Tou  may  go  all 
through  me  country,  and  you  will  hardly 
find  a  single  village  in  which  some  of 
the  people  have  not  friends  or  relations 
abroad.  When  I  visited,  a  short  time 
ago,  the  districts  which  were  most  visited 
by  the  Famine  in  1 848, 1  found  there  was 
scarcely  a  man  who  had  not  got  a  friend 
in  the  United  States;  in  one  or  two 
cases,  the  emigrants  had  gone  to  one  or 
other  of  our  own  Colonies.  Emigration 
is  beset  with  great  physical  dangers,  and 
still  more  wiui  moral  dangers.  We  do 
not  pretend  to  be  able  to  destroy  them ; 
but  we  think  there  would  be  an  advan- 
tage if  there  could  be  some  arrangement 
with  any  foreign  or  Oolonial  Gk)vemment, 
or  any  Oompany — and  it  would  have  to 
be  a  very  respectable  and  influential 
Company  before  the  Treasury  or  the 
Government  would  venture  to  support  it 
—by  which  these  dangers  would  be 
guarded  against  as  much  as  possible. 
Hon.  Gentlemen  have  great  suspicion  of 
the  Treasury,  no  matter  what  Govern- 
ment is  in  power ;  but  this  would  be  a 
matter  for  public  opinion,  and  public 
opinion  would  very  strongly  ^condemn 
any  assistance  the  Government  might 
give  to  a  speculative  Company  or  a  Com- 
pany which  wished  to  trade  on  the 
misery  of  these  poor  people.  Arrange- 
ments may  be  made  by  which,  instead 
of  picking  out  the  young  men  or  the 
young  women,  you  may  send  out  a 
family,  and  every  reg^ation  can  be 
made  for  their  comfort.  I  am  sure 
I  look  forward,  if  there  is  any  organ- 
ized system  of  emigration,  to  some  of 
the  bodies  of  emigrants  being  accom- 
panied even  by  Catholic  priests.  [Mr. 
Hbaly  :  Yes  ;  Father  Sheehy.]  Why 
is  it  that  there  is  this  opposition  to 
our  proposal  V  What  is  there  in  what 
we  are  proposing  to  do  that  can  do  any- 
body any  harm  ?  You  say  that  this  is 
a  scheme  by  which  we  want  to  depopu- 
late Ireland.  If  we  wish  to  do  this,  we 
have  acted  very  clumsilyi  and  we  have 

Mr.  W.  E.  FmUr 


taken  a  very  circuitous  course  to  soMnn- 
plish  the  object.    Is  there  any  oiber 
part  of  this  Bill  which  has  that  object  in 
view  ?    If  this  Bill  is  to  be  any  credit 
to  the  persons  who  have  introduced  it,  it 
must  result  in  making  the  Irish  people 
more  happy  and  contented,  aad  ii  ii* 
ducing  more  to  remain  in  the  ooimtry. 
Really,  it  is  too  unreasonable  to  oonttu 
that  at  the  end  of  our  measvre  tbe  Go- 
vernment have  introduced  this  dsoie 
with  the  object  of  depopulating  Ireland, 
and  of  undoing  all  the  good  aooom- 
plished  in  the  early  part  of  the  Bill   I 
doubt  very  much  whether  the  people  of 
Ireland  wish  this  clause  to  be  strmt  oat 
of  the  Bill ;   in  fact,  I  challenge  ay 
hon.  Member  to  say  that  the  penoai 
really  interested  in  this  matter  would 
prefer  the  plan  for   emigratian  to  be 
struck  out.     I  believe  many  of  the  IiJih 
people  will  take  advantage  of  the  daoie 
in  order  to  join  their  friends  in  o^er 
countries.    I  do  not  say  they  desire  to 
leave  their  country;  but  they  would  do 
so  because  there  was  a  chance  and  hope 
of  getting  better  off  elsewhere. 

Mb.  J.  N.  EICHAEDBON   said,  if 
the  Gk)vemment    did   not    acoept  tlui 
Amendment,  he  hoped  they  would  anent 
to,   or  themselves  put  in,  acme  ^iii 
words  which  would  satisfy  the  OommittM 
that  the  emigration  fund  would  get  ioto 
the  hands  of  the  proper  people.     Hii 
fear  was  precisely  that  of  the  hon.  BaioMt 
opposite  (Sir  Hervey  Bruce) — ^namelXf 
that  the  bone  and  sinew  mi^ht  be  taksa 
from  some  districts  where  it  was  resllf 
needed,  and  where  every  man  who  want 
away  would  be  a  loss  to  theoommunily; 
and  that  those  who  had  b^ter  go  woiw 
remain.  What  were  the  atatistica  of  end* 
gration  ?    From  Connaught  ^ere  enti- 
grated  last  year  20,519,  and  fromUleM 
28,000.    The  only  part  of  XJlatar,  sofa 
as    he  was  aware,  where    emigratiot 
funds  were  needed  was  I>oae|^;  5^ 
there  were  only  8,423  emigrants  fimm 
that  county.     From  Antrim,  about  the 
richest  and  best  county  in  Ireland    tm 
tainly  in  the  North  of  Ireland,  for  a  por* 
tion  of  the  large  town  of  Belfaatfoimed 
partof  the  county — there  were  5,738eiBi* 
grants,  or  nearly  double  the  number  of 
emigrants  from  tiie  poor  county  of  Doae- 
g^l.  Unless  some  words  were  pat  in  tbt 
clause,  limiting  the  diatrioi  to  which  or 
limiting  the  class  of  people  to  whoB 
these  mnda  were  to  be  ^iTen,  it  mif^ 
be  found  that  from  Antam  endotttf 
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proeperonB  parts  of  Ireland,  applications 
would  be  made  for  assistance  which, 
ooght  not  to  be  granted.  He  certainly 
hoped  the  Government  would  introduce 
some  words  which  would  relieye  the 
minds  of  the  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  Hervej 
Bruce)  and  himself  on  this  matter. 

Mb.  G0E8T  said,  he  would  confine 
himself  strictly  to  the  Amendment  of 
the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Wood- 
stock (Lord  Randolph  Churchill),  and 
would  not  be  betrayed  into  the  irre- 
gularity of  making  a  general  speech 
in  reply  to  the  genercd  observations 
of  the  Ohief  Secretary  for  Ireland. 
The  question  immediately  before  the 
Ck>mmittee  was,  whether,  assuming  that 
there  was  to  be  an  emigration  scheme, 
it  would  be  better  to  intrust  the  man- 
agement, or  the  outlay  of  money,  to 
the  local  authorities  in  Ireland,  or  to 
the  Government  of  Ireland  itself?  It 
seemed  to  him  everything  was  in  favour 
of  the  proposal  made  by  the  noble  Lord. 
In  the  first  place,  it  was  a  proposal  in 
aooordance  with  precedent.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary 
talked  about  having  had  experience  of 
emigration  schemes  and  about  emigra- 
tion having  been  successfully  carried  on 
in  times  past.  True;  but  they  were 
carried  on  under  the  management  of 
local  authorities.  He  did  not  think 
the  Government  could  point  to  a  single 
instance  where  the  State  or  Treasury 
itself  had  controlled  or  managed  a  great 
scheme  of  national  emigration.  A 
local  authority  was  the  proper  body 
to  intrust  with  the  management  of 
emigration,  because  a  local  authority 
alone  could  successfully  carry  it  out. 
Emigration  was  a  distinct  loss  to  the 
nation  at  large;  it  was  an  advantage 
only  to  the  locality  from  which  the  emi- 
grants went.  The  hon.  Baronet  (Sir 
Hervey  Bruce)  seemed  favourable  to 
some  scheme  of  emigration  which  would 
send  all  the  tenant  farmers  out  of  the 
country,  and  keep  all  the  labourers  in  it. 
He  (Mr.  Gorst)  did  not  know  whether 
the  Government  were  prepared  to  carry 
ont  that  object ;  but,  if  they  were,  he 
did  not  believe  they  would  succeed.  The 
people  who  could  be  sent  out  of  a 
country,  with  advantage  to  themselves, 
were  extremely  few,  and  if  Parlia- 
ment left  emigration  in  the  hands  of  a 
mat  State  b^y  in  Dublin,  it  would 
be  found  that  this  body  would  become 
estremely  unpopular.     The  Executive 


Government  could  not  judge  who  were 
the  proper  people  to  send  and  who 
ought  to  be  left  behind ;  and  he  was 
certain  that  if  the  Irish  Government 
endeavoured  to  carry  out  an  emigration 
scheme  by  means  of  a  central  authority, 
their     unpopularity,    which    was    now 

rat,  would  be  enormously  increased, 
seemed  to  him  that  if  they  were  to 
be  guided  by  precedence,  by  the  ex- 
perience of  the  past;  if  they  were  to 
Eroceed  in  the  way  which  had  hitherto 
een  successful,  it  would  be  far  better 
to  give  any  assistance  that  was  to  be 
given  in  the  manner  indicated  by  the 
noble  Lord. 

Mb.  a.  MOOHE  said,  he  thought  the 
Prime  Minister  must  be  deeply  moved 
by  the  solicitude  expressed  by  the  Fourth 
Party  for  the  reputation  of  his  Govern- 
ment. In  his  opinion,  a  more  disastrous 
E reposition  could  not  well  be  placed 
efore  the  Committee.  If  emigration 
was  intrusted  to  Boards  of  Guardians, 
those  authorities  would,  of  course,  use 
the  power  to  suit  local  requirements-^ 
that  was  to  say,  they  would  be  inclined 
to  emigrate  the  people  who  were  now  a 
burden  on  the  rates.  That  was  not  the 
way  in  which  this  question  ought  to  be 
looked  at.  What  was  wanted  was  a 
lightening  of  the  congested  districts,  and 
it  was  just  possible  that  the  Boards  of 
Guardians  there  might  not  be  the  best 
judges  of  their  own  wants  and  neces- 
sities. He  did  not  see,  moreover,  how 
a  Board  of  Guardians  could  provide  for 
the  proper  shipment,  transport,  and  resi- 
dence of  emigrants.  The  infiuence  of  a 
Board  of  Guardians  was  purely  local; 
and  how  could  it  be  expected  that  they 
would  be  able  to  exercise  any  influence 
with  a  great  shipping  company  or  with 
the  authorities  of  Wew  York  ?  The  Go- 
vernment would  be  capable  of  making 
the  necessary  and  proper  arrangements. 

Mb.  MITLHOLLAND  said,  it  was  his 
wish  that  this  clause  should  not  be  in- 
operative. It  was  a  necessary  supple- 
ment to  the  other  clauses  of  the  Bill,  and 
upon  its  operation  much  of  the  success 
of  the  Bill  must  depend.  The  only  satis- 
faction the  landlords  would  experience 
for  the  sacrifices  they  were  called  upon 
to  make  would  be  the  success  of  the  Bill 
in  pacifying  Ireland,  and  in  restoring 
prosperity  to  that  country.  There  was 
no  doubt  it  was  advisable  to  relieve,  by 
means  of  emigration,  the  congested  dis- 
tricts of  Ireland;  but  of  aU  bodies  to 
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entrust  the  management  of  emigration 
the  Boards  of  Guardians  were,  perhaps, 
the  least  suitable.  The  first  persons 
tliey  would  send  out  would  be  the 
paupers,  so  that  the  rates  might  be 
relieved.  In  the  next  place,  unfortu- 
nately, the  members  of  Boards  of  Guar- 
dians in  some  districts  where  emigration 
was  most  needed,  were  certainly  not  un- 
connected with  political  agitation;  and 
the  Committee  had  heard  indirectly  from 
hon.  Gentlemen  themselves  that  the  chief 
objection  to  this  clause  had  been  based 
upon  political  reasons.  Anything  that 
would  restore  prosperity  to  the  West  of 
Ireland  would  make  the  people  less  will- 
ing to  listen  to  those  agitators  who  had, 
perhaps,  been  rather  too  much  listened 
to  hitherto.  It  was  just  possible  that 
Boards  of  Guardians  would  not  wish  to 
facilitate  the  operation  of  this  clause, 
but  rather  to  throw  obstacles  in  its  way. 
He  was  decidedly  opposed  to  the  pro- 
posal of  the  noble  Lord.  In  conclusion, 
he  might  say  that  he  thought  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Coleraine  (Sir 
Hervey  Bruce)  had  been  entirely  mis- 
understood. The  hon.  Baronet  never 
suggested  that  all  the  tenants  should 
emigrate,  but  that  those  whose  position 
ut  present  was  uncomfortable  should 
have  facilities  afforded  them  of  doing  so 
if  they  chose. 

Mr.  MAEUM  said,  he  thought  it  was 
very  desirable  that  the  Land  Commission 
or  the  Treasury  should  not  have  absolute 
power  in  the  matter  of  emigration,  but 
that  a  local  authority — and  the  Boards 
of  Guardians  would  be  the  most  suitable 
body — should  be  able  to  exercise  some 
influence  over  them.  With  regard  to 
the  political  views  of  Boards  of  Guar- 
dians, surely  the  introduction  of  this  Bill 
was  a  sufficient  justification  for  the  poli- 
tical action  taken  by  Boards  of  Guar- 
dians and  other  bodies  in  Ireland.  He 
would  urge  the  Government  to  invest  in 
the  local  Guardians  a  controlling  power 
in  this  matter  which  was  at  present 
exciting  a  great  deal  of  attention  in 
Ireland.  He  had  alwavs  advocated  the 
principle  of  the  Bill ;  but  he  felt  that 
this  clause  was  unnecessary,  and  was 
calculated  to  produce  more  harm  than 
good — more  ill-feeling  and  dissatisfac- 
tion than  actual  benefit. 

Mb.  fay  said,  he  would  be  much 
more  satisfied  if  the  Commissioners  were 
the  oontroUing  power.  He  thought  they 
would  be  much  more  likely  to  act  in 
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a  generous  spirit  than  any  Boaid  on- 
structed  of  foreign  materials,  and,  it 
many  cases,  havingno  element  of  popnkr 
representation  at  all.  He  knew  that  it 
many  districts  in  the  North  of  Ireland  dit 
ex  officio  Guardians  were  not  very  faT08^ 
able  to  the  Catholic  clergy.  Then  that 
was  another  view  to  be  taken  of  Aa 
question ;  for,  as  the  hon.  Member  for 
Downpatrick  had  pointed  out,  the  tiiik 
of  pauperism  would  attach  to  these  ei- 

Eatriated  peasants  who  were  shipped  oC 
y  the  Boards  of  Guardians,  and  tluft 
would  be  one  of  the  moat  detexrent  eo^ 
cumstances  to  prevent  the  people  from 
applying  for  emigration  purposes  to  tki 
local  Boards.  In  1 848,  they  died  by  the 
roadside  rather  than  enter  the  poor- 
house  ;  and  he  believed  that  in  1881  thflj 
would  starve  in  thousands  before  thcj 
would  apply  in  pauper  form  to  be  Mst 
to  America,  Canada,  or  elsewhere.  Ifas 
name  of  pauper  attached  to  the  voy 
friends  of  those  who  had  been  in  any 
way  relieved ;  and  if  the  details  of  tM 
emigration  were  left  in  the  hands  of  th* 
local  Boards,  it  was  known  very  well  that 
they  would  take  advantage  of  every  op- 
portunity to  ship  off  the  old  and  tfii 
maimed  at  the  expense  of  the  State  for 
the  relief  of  the  ratepayers. 

Sir  JOSEPH  M<KENNA  said,  he  did 
not  think  the  Guardians  should  bethesole 
depositories  of  the  power  of  emigrating 
the  people ;  but  he  would  by  no  meam 
exclude  them,  and  he  hoped  the  present 
Amendment  would  be  withdrawn  in 
favour  of  an  alternative  Amendment  of 
his  own,  which  he  intended  to  more  at 
the  proper  time. 

Mr.  BIGGAE  said,  he  understood 
that  the  proposition  of  the  Government 
was  not  to  send  out  parties  who  wen 
willing  and  able  to  emifl^ate  attheii 
own  expense,  and  thoroughly  competen) 
in  all  respects  to  take  care  of  themselTei 
If  those  were  the  people  who  were  ti 
be  emigrated,  the  Land  Commiflsioi 
would  be  a  very  suitable  tribunal  to  dei 
with  them,  because  such  parties  migb 
appear  before  the  Courts  of  theLan 
Commission  by  themselves  or  by  couum 
to  state  their  case  and  enter  into  contrad 
or  arrangements  with  the  Conimisaio 
with  regard  to  the  amount  of  assistanc 
they  should  get  to  facilitate  their  goin 
abroad.  But  he  thought  the  real  objei 
of  the  clause  was  to  facilitate  the  emi 
gration  of  those  whose  status  in  th 
country  was  thoroughly  hopeless,  and,  i 
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that  case,  the  Poor  Law  Guardians  were 
the  proper  parties  to  come  in  contact  with 
that  class  of  people.     The  intention  was 
not  that  any  large  area  of  the  country 
should  supply  emigrants,  but  that  the 
emigrants  should  be  taken  from  certain 
defined  districts  ;  and  the  best  parties  to 
deal  with  them  were  the  Poor   Law 
Guardians,  who  knew  the  feelings  and 
wants  of  their  own  particular  districts, 
and  probably  each  Guardian  would  know 
personally  every  inhabitant  in  his  own 
district,  and  would  be  able  to  speak  of 
each  applicant  from  his  own  personal 
experience,  and  would  be  better  able  to 
give  a  correct  opinion  than  a  party  who 
got  his  information  only  at  second-hand. 
The  Poor  Law  Guardian  would,  in  point 
of  fact,  know  whether  the  party  propos- 
ing to  emigrate  was  able  to  emigrate  at 
his  own  expense,  or  whether   he  was 
likely  to  become  a  burden  on  the  rates, 
and  whether  such  a  person  could  earn 
his  own  living  by  removing  to  a  different 
part  of  Lreland,  or  perhaps  to  England 
or  Scotland.     Besides,   the  Poor  Law 
Guardians  had  relieving  officers  under 
them,  whose  special  duty  it  was  to  be 
acquainted  with  all  the  parties.      Many 
of  the  parties  who  would  be  willing  to 
go  would  be  strong  young  men  whom  it 
was  not  desirable   to  have  leave   the 
country.     The  object  of  the  clause  was 
to  remove  those  who  could  not  help 
themselves  in  this  country  to  another 
where  they  could  lead  an  easier  life  and 
not  be  a  burden  on  the  ratepayers  of  the 
old  country,  or  perhaps  to  the  ratepayers 
of  the  new  community  among  whom  they 
were  taken.     But  the  Land  Commission, 
which  would  be  a  judicial  body  consist- 
ing of  gentlemen  with  very  large  salaries, 
could  have  no  local  knowledge  whatever, 
and  would  be  thoroughly  incapable  of 
knowing   the  facts,   especially  as  they 
would  have  no  machinery  to  enable  them 
to  make  inquiries.    Under  these  circum- 
stances, he  should  support  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  noble  Lord,  which  would 
probably  have  a  tendency  to  make  the 
Bill  less  objectionable  than  it  was  at  pre- 
sent.    He  knew  very  well — indeed,  it 
was  notorious  in  Ireland — that  ex-offieto 
Guardians  acted  in  direct  contradiction 
to  the  interests  of  the  local  Guardians ; 
but,  at  the  same  time,  even  the  ex-officio 
Guardians  would  at  least  know  the  facts 
of  the  case  and  be  enabled,  if  disposed,  to 
give  an  impartial  judgment  on  these 
questions. 


Mb.  MAO  lYEB  said,  he  supported 
most  cordially  the  general  intention  of 
the  Amendment  of  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  Woodstock ;  but  he  could 
not  vote  for  it  as  it  stood,  lest  it  should 
prevent  the  moving  of  other  valuable 
Amendments  on  the  Paper  which  it 
would  supersede. 

Sir  PATEICK  O'BRIEN  said,  he 
was  opposed  to  the  Amendment,  because 
it  would  enable  the  ex  officio  Guardians, 
who  were  the  landlords  in  every  district, 
to  deport  their  own  tenantry. 

Mb.  O'DONNELL  thought  the  hon. 
Baronet  was  suffering  from  some  mis- 
apprehension. There  was  no  danger  that 
the  landlords  would  use  the  machinery 
of  the  clause  to  clear  the  land  for  them- 
selves. It  was  in  a  different  way  that 
the  proposal  of  the  Gt)vemment  would 
assist  the  evicting  class  of  landlords.  If 
the  facilities  proposed  by  the  Govern- 
ment for  emigration  did  not  exist,  then 
the  evicting  landlords  would  be  ham- 
pered by  the  knowledge  that  the  Go- 
vernment would  be  obliged  to  deal  with 
the  mass  of  evicted  tenants,  and  would 
not  have  any  means  of  shipping  them 
off  to  foreign  ports,  and,  consequently, 
the  evicting  landlords  would  be  a&aid 
to  refuse  reasonable  compromises,  be- 
cause they  would  know  that  if  they 
unduly  increased  the  embarrassment  of 
the  Government  by  increasing  the  num- 
ber of  evicted  tenants,  the  Government, 
which  disUked  nothing  so  miich  as  em- 
barrassment, would  have  to  take  some 
steps  to  limit  the  operations  of  the  evict- 
ing landlords.  But  when  those  land- 
lords knew  that  the  Government  had  an 
easy  and  expeditious  way  of  getting  rid 
of  embarrassment  by  simple  transporta- 
tion to  foreign  shores,  they  would  at 
once  hold  out  for  the  exaction  of  the  ut- 
most farthing  of  arrears,  and  the  utmost 
letter  of  their  bond,  and  Her  Majesty's 
Government  would  be  able  to  meet  the 
remonstrances  of  the  Irish  Representa- 
tives by  saying — ''If  there  are  a  large 
number  of  evictions,  we,  at  all  events, 
are  graciously  providing  for  the  evicted 
tenants  in  Manitoba,  Van  Dieman's 
Land,  and  other  salubrious  localities  in 
which  the  discontented  Irish  tenantry 
will  not  be  subject  to  the  evils  of  Eng- 
lish legislation."  The  Amendment  sup- 
plied a  most  useful  and,  indeed,  an  in- 
fallible test  as  to  the  real  design  of  the 
Government.  The  noble  Lord  who  moved 
it  saidy  very  reasonably,  that  if  the  Go- 
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vemment  proposal  was  really  intended 
to  solace,  and  to  carry  off,  and  to  better 
the  state  of  numbers  of  poor  farmers  in 
Ireland  who  could  not  have  their  con- 
dition bettered  in  any  other  way,  the 
proper  persons  to  carry  out  the  benevo- 
lent intentions  of  the  Goverment  were 
the  Boards  of  Guardians,  local  repre- 
sentative bodies,  possessing  local  infor- 
mation, knowing  which  were  the  poorest 
and  the  hopelessly  bad  cases  of  those 
who  could  not  be  got  to  live  in  comfort 
and  prosperity  at  home,  and  knowing 
the  families  whoso  only  chance  consisted 
in  deportation  from  their  native  land. 
But  the  Chief  Secretary  had  at  once 
risen  to  let  the  Irish  M(>mbers  know, 
what  they  had  suspected  previously, 
that  it  was  not  the  hopelessly  bad  cases 
for  which  there  was  no  other  outlook 
than  emigration  which  were  really  meant 
to  be  operated  upon  by  this  beneficent 
measure  of  the  Government.  It  was  the 
voters  of  Ireland  whom  Her  Majesty's 
Government  really  wished  to  clear  out, 
the  men  who  returned  Nationalist  Mem- 
bers, instead  of  Whigs,  to  sit  at  the  back 
of  the  Ministry. 

TuE  CHAIRMAN:  The  lion.  Gentle- 
man is  travelling  beyond  the  limits  of 
the  Amendment. 

Mr.  O'DONNELL  :  I  am  referring  to 
what  was  said  by  the  Chief  Secretary. 
Their  cardinal  point  is  that  they  will 
deport  the  Irish  voters. 

The  chairman  :  I  have  already 
explained  that  it  is  not  in  Order  to  dis- 
cuss that  point. 

Mr.  O'DONNELL  :  May  I  ask  who- 
ther  it  was  in  Order  for  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  do  so?  [CV-fV*  of  "Name, 
name!"] 

The  Chairman  :  if  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber defies  the  authority  of  the  Chair,  he 
knows  what  consequences  will  follow. 

Mr.  O'DONNELL  said,  he  was  about 
to  ask  the  Chairman  a  question  on  a 
point  of  Order.  He  was  sorry,  however, 
he  was  not  allowed  to  state  it.  In  pro- 
ceeding with  his  argument,  he  would 
observe  the  Boards  of  Guardians  were 
specially  calculated  to  exercise  a  useful 
restraining  influence  on  the  operations 
of  the  Government.  Though  there  were 
eX'Officio  Guardians,  the  majority  of  the 
Boards  were  elected,  and  elected  by  the 
very  classes  who  would  be  benefited  or 
injured  by  the  operation  of  this  emigra- 
tion proposal.  They  possessed  the  local 
information,  the  time,  and  the  capacity 
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to  deal  with  the  question ;  thej  liii 
financial  responsibilities,  and  thej  irm% 
in  short,  precisely  the  best  persoiu  it  j 
the  present  state  of  the  law  to  cany  oife  j 
an  emigration  proposal  for  the  real  beit^ 
fit  of  the  people.  As  to  the  proposal  to  pd 
the  working  of  the  Emigration  ClanMll 
the  hands  of  the  Land  Commission,  itvii 
only  necessary  to  point  out  that  tbft 
Land  Commission  was  a  central  body. 
On  what  or  whose  information  was  it  It 
act  ?  Were  they  not  to  act  upon  lofld 
advice  at  all  ?  Were  secret  circnlaxi  to 
be  sent  down  asking  for  informatioa  to 
be  supplied  secretly  to  the  OovenuMilk 
with  regard  to  the  disposition  of  As 
people  to  emigrate  or  not  ?  Was  it  thi 
magistracy  or  was  it  the  constabnluT 
which  was  to  set  in  motion  the  Lut 
Commission  and  the  Government  scheao 
of  emigration  entirely  in  the  dark  f  Hm 
Chief  Secretary  had  said  that  if  the  endr 
grants  landed  on  foreign  shores  nndflt 
the  auspices  of  the  Board  of  Guardiaaib 
they  would  be  regarded  as  paupers.  Bid 
what  sort  of  an  argument  was  that  to 
address  to  the  Committee  ?  Was  it  nol 
notorious  that  Her  Majesty's  GoTsn- 
ment  were  proposing  to  ship  off  Iiiik 
pau2)ers  ''  anywhere,  anywhere  out  of" 
its  jurisdiction  ?  Did  not  eveiybo^ 
know,  whether  in  Canada,  the  UnitM 
States,  or  elsewhere,  that  it  was  tht 
people  of  the  Irish  nation  who  had  besa 
reduced  to  extreme  want  and  distrefl 
who  were  to  be  shipped  away  under  Ail 
emigration  scheme  r  What  was  the  god 
of  pretending  to  conceal,  or  of  hoping  to 
conceal,  that  every  man  who  went  ooft 
under  these  circumstances  would  go  ont 
branded  with  the  British  brand  of  pu- 
perism  ?  The  Chief  Secretary,  in  saying 
that  he  hoped  to  save  these  emignsti 
from  the  brand  of  pauperism  by  deport- 
ing them  from  this  country  under  ths 
auspices  of  some  other  body  than  ths 
Board  of  Guardians,  simply  showed  thit 
he  had  a  higher  opinion  of  the  obedienm 
of  his  majority  than  he  had  of  the  reir 
sonableness  or  of  the  common  sense  d 
the  House.  The  men  who  would  go  ool 
from  Ireland  in  this  manner  would  lanJ 
on  a  foreign  shore  with  the  brand  o 
pauperism.  If  that  was  their  object,  i 
the  Government  wished  to  begin  by  i 
branding  the  men,  they  would  do  bettc 
by  giving  up  this  emigration  proposi 
entirely,  ana  allowing  the  men  to  sto 
at  home.  To  a  certain  extent,  he  wonl 
accept  the  repreeentationa  of  the  Goren 
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ment  that  there  was  a  yery  great  differ- 
ence between  beginning  life  as  a  pauper 
in  a  foreign  land  and  finding  a  new  start 
among  one's  own  countrymen  at  home. 
If  the  Oovemment  declined  absolutely  to 
accept  every  reasonable  guidance  of  the 
local  representatives  of  the  class  spe- 
cially affected,  they  would  only  convey 
the  idea  to  that  class  that  they  were  too 
ready  to  receive — that  they  were  anxious 
unrestrained  to  have  the  carrying  out 
this  emigration  scheme.     He  had  not 
heard  from  the  Oovemment  one  word  of 
the  slightest  intention  that  they  would 
accept  any  restraint  or  guidance.     Now, 
considering  that  the  operation  of  their 
proposal  was  certainly  likely  to  go  on  for 
a  considerable  spcu^e  of  time,  it  was  too 
much  to  ask  the  Committee  to  give  into 
the  hands  of  the  Government  a  blind 
autiiority,  uncontrolled,  to  do  what  they 
like  after  their  own  fashion.    The  Oo- 
vemment, in  the  person  of  the  Chief 
Secretary,  said — **  We  want  earte  blanche 
to  deport  as  many  Irish  families  as  we 
think  ought  to  be  deported."     Such  a 
power  should  not  be  granted  to  the  best- 
meaning  Minister;  he  would  refuse  it 
to  an  Irish  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
as  he  would  to  an  English  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland.    The  best-meaning  of 
central  authorities  must  be  radically  in- 
capable of  making  a  judicious  choice  of 
looal  subjects  for  emigration  without  the 
assistance   of  the  local  authority.    In 
their  own  interest,  the  Oovemment  ought 
to  desire  to  have  their  authority  shared ; 
and  they  should  accept,  if  not  the  pre- 
cise words  of  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  Ran- 
dolph Churchill),  some  Amendment  in- 
stituting some  local  check  on  the  admi- 
nistration of  this  emigration  scheme,  and 
the  exercise  of  central  discretion.     He 
was  very  much  inclined  to  amend  the 
Amendment  by  providing  that  Boards  of 
Guardians  should  hold  special  meetings, 
and  constitute  themselves  after  a  special 
manner,  in  order  to  take  into  considera- 
tion proposals  for  emigration.  He  should, 
in  fact,  provide  that  at  these  special 
meetings   of  the  Boards  of  Guardians 
no  member  of   the  Board  should  sit, 
act,  or  vote,  except  those  elected.     He 
thought  if  the  noble  Lord  would  consent 
to  that  amending  of  his  Amendment  b^ 
eliminating  from  the  Board  all  ex  officio 
Guardians  who  were  more  or  less  belong- 
ing to  the  landlord  class,  or  in  many 
cases  interested  in  the  expatriation  of 
the  people,  then  there  would  be  a  number 


of  local  bodies  approaching  as  nearly  as 
possible  to  the  character  of  fairly  elected 
representatives  of  the  popular  wishes. 
The  Government  lamented  the  unfor- 
tunate circumstances  that  had  prevented 
them  introducing  a  system  of  county 
government  in  Ireland.  Now,  here  was 
an  opportunity  of  providing  an  orga- 
nization in  the  interval  which  would 
carry  out  some  of  the  purposes  of  local 

fovemment  in  a  most  important  matter, 
f  the  Government  would  consent  to  this, 
he  was  sure  that  they  would  find  co-ope- 
ration from  five-sixths  of  the  Irish  Be- 
presentatives.  In  this  way  the  inten- 
tions of  the  Government  and  the  wants 
of  the  people  would  coincide,  and  har- 
mony would  take  the  place  of  discord 
between  the  central  authority  and  the 
people.  It  would  work  thus.  The  Land 
Commission  would  be  authorized  to  ap- 
ply a  sum  of  money  to  the  emigration 
of  necessitious  persons  in  certain  coun- 
ties ;  they  would  consult  a  special  meet- 
ing ad  hoe  of  a  Board  of  Guardians, 
from  which  the  ex  officio  element  had 
been  eliminated,  as  to  local  wishes  and 
the  number  of  hondfide  poor  people  who 
were  willing  to  emigrate ;  then  at  once 
the  Government  would  be  able  to  clear 
the  Irish  soil  of  encumbrances  that 
would  cease  to  be  encumbrances  else- 
where, and  the  fears  of  the  Irish  people 
of  wholesale  deportation  would  be  re* 
moved,  because,  while,  on  the  one  hand, 
the  Government  offered  all  due  facilities 
for  the  removal  of  the  necessitous  poor, 
on  the  other  hand,  the  local  Guardians 
would  act  as  a  check  whenever  it  seemed 
that  a  scheme  for  the  relief  of  the  poor 
was  degenerating  into  a  scheme  for  the 
deportation  of  the  population.  He  would 
not  move  the  Amendment  just  at  pre- 
sent, as  he  would  hope  to  hear  that  the 
sugffestion  was  favourably  considered — 
in  the  first  place,  by  the  noble  Lord,  to 
whom  it  was  only  due  that  he  should 
have  the  opportunity  of  dealing  with  it ; 
and,  above  all,  by  the  Government,  who 
had  the  means  of  giving  effect  to  tl^e 
suggestion.  He  must  emphatically  ob- 
ject to  the  view  of  the  Chief  Secretary 
that  the  central  authority  should  have 
this  power,  unchecked  by  any  safeguard 
whatever;  and  he  generally  supported 
the  proposition  of  the  noble  Lord  that 
Boards  of  Guardians,  as  representing 
the  wants  and  wishes  of  localities,  should 
have  the  necessary  consultative  voice  in 
the  arrangements.    But  he  reserved  to 
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himself  the  liberty  of  proposing  an 
Amendment  on  the  Amenament,  to  pro- 
vide that  Boards  of  Ghiardians,  for  the 
purpose  of  canying  out  this  emigration 
proposal,  should  consist  exclusively  of 
elected  members,  and  that  landlords  and 
land  agents  should  not  take  part  in  the 
proceedings  when  such  proposals  were 
under  consideration. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  would  at 
once  answer  the  appeal  which  had  been 
made  to  him.  He  could  not  agree  with 
the  proposal  ofthe  noble  Lord  the  Mem- 
ber for  Woodstock  (Lord  Bandolph 
Churchill) ;  but  he  admitted  there  was 
one  strong  point  in  the  recommendation 
which  was  sustained  by  the  precedents 
in  which  Parliament  had  vested  autho- 
rity in  Boards  of  Guardians.  But  that 
principle  had  been  deliberately  departed 
from  in  the  proposal  in  the  BOl.  Then, 
when  he  looked  at  this  Amendment  from 
another  point  of  view,  he  found  that 
the  hon  Member  for  Dungarvan  (Mr. 
O'Donnell),  in  his  anxiety  to  forward  the 
progress  of  the  Bill,  proposed  that  the 
Government  should  forego  the  desirable 
means  of  management  they  had  made ; 
secondly,  that  they  should  introduce  the 
Board  of  Guardians  ;  and,  thirdly,  as 
Boards  of  Guardians  had  an  unsatis- 
factory constitution,  that  they  should 
reform  the  constitution  of  Boards  of 
Guardians.  Incidents,  these,  to  forward 
the  progress  ofthe  Land  Bill !  He  (Mr. 
Gladstone)  had  listened  to  the  discussion 
which  the  noble  Lord  was  quite  entitled 
to  raise,  and  which  had  been  carried 
on  for  a  considerable  length  of  time, 
and  which  had  received  but  a  very 
moderate  amount  of  support  from  Irish 
Members,  and  he  could  not  help  hoping 
that  the  Committee  was  now  in  a  con- 
dition to  dispose  ofthe  Amendment.  He 
quite  admitted  the  fairness  and  legiti- 
macy of  the  discussion,  and  the  weight 
due  to  the  consideration  that  Parliament 
had  made  use  of  this  instrumentality 
before ;  but  it  was  quite  clear,  for  various 
reasons  he  would  not  now  go  over,  that 
the  Government  could  not  consent  to  the 
substitution  of  Boards  of  Guardians  for 
the  agency  they  contemplated.  He  was 
afraid  that  if  there  was  only  one  objec- 
tion to  the  proposal — and  it  was  far  from 
being  the  only  one — it  was  this,  that  it 
would  attach  more  or  less  the  suspicion 
or  idea  of  pauperism  to  the  people  emi- 
grated— that  it  was  sending  paupers 
away.  This  would  fatally  embarrass  the 
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action  of  the  authorities  under  the 
clause,  and  create  an  impression  on  the 
other  side  of  the  Atlantic  which  would 
be  fatal  to  the  prospects  of  those  persons 
whom  the  noble  Lord,  with  perrect  sin- 
cerity, sought  to  benefit. 

Mb.  BIGGAB  said,  he  did  not  think 
that  the  Government  of  the  country  to 
which  the  emigrants  were  sent  had  a 
right  to  insist  that  they  should  get  only 
healthy  and  strong  persons  without  any 
mixture  of  others.  The  idea  was  pre- 
posterous that  none  but  parties  Uio- 
roughly  able  to  work  should  be  sent 
away  at  the  expense  of  the  State,  leaving 
the  old  and  innrm  behind.  He  thought 
in  cases  of  this  sort  the  interests  of  the  loca- 
lity from  which  the  people  went  should 
be  consulted  ;  but  the  proposal  seemed 
to  be  that  these  Companies  should  be 
allowed  to  draw  away  the  strong  and 
youne  who  would  support  their  aged 
and  infirm  relatives,  and  that  was  a 
proposition  that  seemed  to  come  with 
an  exceedingly  bad  grace  firom  a  British 
Minister  having  the  interest  and  welfare 
of  the  community  in  view.  The  re- 
marks of  the  hon.  Member  for  Kng's 
County,  that  the  Boards  of  Gaardians 
contained  a  mixture  of  ex  oficto  mem- 
bers, of  course  had  weight  with  them, 
and  he  did  not  mean  to  say  they  were  a 
perfectly  representative  body ;  but  they 
were  less  objectionable,  from  hia  point 
of  view,  than  the  body  the  Government 
proposed  to  administer  the  provisions  of 
this  Bill.  Although,  as  the  hon.  Baronet 
said,  only  half  of  the  Guardians  were 
elected,  it  was  known  at  the  same  time 
that  the  selected  Guardians,  as  a  role, 
attended  to  their  duties  with  greater 
regularity,  and  what  they  might  lose  in 
social  position  they  gained  in  the  infla- 
ence  that  always  attached  to  those  who 
were  zealous  in  the  discharge  of  their 
duties.  Those  of  the  Committee  who 
were  not  Irishmen  should  know  the 
manner  in  which  the  election  of  Guar- 
dians was  conducted.  It  was  not  by 
means  of  the  ballot,  but  by  means  of 
voting  papers;  so  the  landlords  really 
did  exercise  considerable  influence  on 
the  result.  Besides,  the  voting  power 
of  the  ratepayers  was  not  one  vote  for 
each  ratepayer,  but  according  to  the 
amount  of  the  valuation ;  so,  in  point 
of  fact,  the  Boards  of  Guardians  were 
not  at  all  a  democratic  body,  as  a  rule, 
and  they  would  not  be  at  aU  likely  to 
act  in  a  manner  very  much  in  opposition 
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Id  vliat  might  be  snppoBed  ibe  general 
Uma  of  landlordB,  being  largely  repre- 
MDtetiTee  of  the  higher  rank  of  rate- 
yajen.  If  the  Commission  could  not 
attend  to  the  work  of  reclamation,  he 
did  not  see  how  they  could  attend  to  the 
opsration  of  this  clause,  and  which  would 
nqoire  a  knowledge  of  details  not  likely 
lo  be  possessed  by  the  Land  Gommis- 


Qaestion  put,  "  That  the  words  *  or 
Mnons,  or  body  of  persons  haying  au- 
ttority,'  stand  part  of  the  Clause." 

Question  put, 

The  Committee  divided  : — ^Ayes  266  ; 
Hoes  19:  Majority  247.-.(Div.  List, 
Ho.  303.) 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  pig«  18,  line  14,  to  leave  out  the  words 
"fln  M^ilf  of  the  Dominion  of  Canada  or  any 
minoe  thereof,  or." — (Xr.   William  Edward 

Question  proposed,  **  That  the  words 
voposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 

Mr.  BIGOAB  said,  this  Amendment 
us  only  in  appearance  a  concession  to 
Iiish  public  opinion.  Even  if  the  Amend- 
Dsnt  was  carried,  the  other  parts  of  the 
danse  would  make  it  quite  as  mischiev- 
oas  as  though  it  was  passed  in  its 
original  form.  What  he  would  wish  to 
MS  was  the  insertion  of  words  which 
would  specially  except  the  Dominion  of 
Ouada  from  the  provisions  of  the  Bill, 
md  by  that  means  give  a  guarantee  to 
fte  unfortunate  people  who  were,  practi- 
cdly,  to  be  sent  to  penal  servitude  that 
fliey  should  not  be  sent  to  a  climate 
that  was  perfectly  unsuitable  for  them. 
In  his  view,  the  Land  Commission  and 
the  Treasury  ought  not  to  be  allowed 
to  enter  into  contracts  with  the  Govern- 
ment of  any  country  in  reference  to  this 
matter  whose  climate  was  not  compatible 
vith  the  health  of  people  who  had  been 
reared  inlreland. 

The  CHAIE^IAN  said,  the  hon. 
Member  was  discussing  an  Amendment 
which  was  not  on  the  Paper,  and  was 
therefore  out  of  Order. 

Me.  HEALY  said,  he  had  on  the 
Paper  an  Amendment  for  the  insertion, 
after  the  word  ''  the,"  of  the  words 
"United  States  of  America"  in  this 
particular  part  of  the  clause,  and  he 
therefore  wished  to  know  what  would 
be  the  position  of  his  Amendment  if  that 


of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief 
Secretary  was  now  passed  ? 

The  CHAIRMAN  said,  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman would  have  an  opportunity  later 
of  moving  his  Amendment. 

Mr.  DAWSON  said,  considerable 
difficulty  would  be  removed  if  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  would  state  that  the 
effect  of  the  clause  would  not  be  to  pre- 
vent the  sending  of  emigrants  to  the 
United  States. 

Mr.W.  E.  FORSTER  said,  he  thought 
the  inquiry  of  the  hon.  Member  would 
be  met  by  the  later  words  in  the  clause, 
which  were  to  this  effect — 

"Or  on  behalf  of  any  puhlic  company  or 
other  public  body  with  whose  constitution  and 
survey  the  Land  Commission  may  be  satisfied." 

Mr.  WARTON  said,  he  regretted  that 
the  Government  had  allowed  themselves 
to  be  influenced  by  the  unworthy  pres- 
sure which  had  been  brought  to  bear  in 
order  to  induce  them  to  except  the  Do- 
minion of  Canada  from  the  operation  of 
the  Bill. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR,  rising 
to  Order,  asked  the  Chairman  whether 
the  hon.  Member  was  in  Order  in  saying 
that  pressure,  no  matter  from  whatever 
quarter  of  the  House  it  came,  was  un- 
worthy ? 

The  chairman  said,  he  did  not 
regard  the  expression  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Bridport  as  un- 
parliamentary. 

Mr.  WARTON,  resuming,  said,  that 
Canada  was  one  of  the  most  loyal  among 
England's  Colonies,  and  he  should  there- 
fore have  thought  Irish  Members  would 
have  felt  grateful  for  the  generous  assist- 
ance which  the  Canadians  had  given  to 
Irish  fisheries  and  towards  the  relief  of 
distress  in  Ireland.  He  could  not  help 
repeating  the  expression  of  his  regret 
that  a  graceful  and  merited  compliment 
to  Canada  was  about  to  bo  struck  out  of 
the  Bill. 

Mr.  T.  D.  SULLIVAN  said,  he  was 
grateful  to  Canada  for  her  very  prac- 
tical sympathy  with  Irish  suffering ;  but, 
at  the  same  time,  he  must  be  allowed  to 
say  that  he  had  no  desire  to  see  or  to 
hear  of  the  bones  of  his  unfortunate 
fellow  -  countrymen  being  committed  to 
the  snows  of  that  Colony.  The  clause, 
as  it  stood,  was  practically  one  for  de- 
porting the  Irish  people  to  Canada,  and 
to  nowhere  else. 

Mr.  O'DONNELL  said,  he  regarded 
the  Amendment  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
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ileman  as  purely  illusory,  and  for  this 
reason 

And  it  being  a  quarter  of  an  hour 
before  Six  of  tiie  clock,  the  Chairman 
reported  Progress  ;  Committee  to  sit 
again  To-morrow. 

LABOURERS'  COTTAGES  (IRELAND). 

Mb.W.  E.  FORSTERsaid,  he  wished 
to  take  that  opportunity  of  stating  that 
he  had  placed  on  the  Table  the  clauses 
which  he  intended  to  propose  with  re* 
gard  to  labourers'  cottages. 

House  adjourned  at  five  minuteB 
before  Six  o'clock. 


HOUSE     OF     LORDS, 
Thursday,  Uth  July,  1881. 


MINUTES.]  — Select  ComiiTTEB— Claim§  of 
Peerage,  &c.,  nomitutted. 

Public  Billh — Firnt  Readhig — Central  Criminal 
Court  (Prisons)*  (162);  Pedlars  (Certifi- 
cates)* (163) ;  lirctropolitan  Open  Spaces  Act 
(1877)  Amendment*  (164). 

Second  Reading — Commons  Regulation  (Shen- 
field)  Provisional  Order*  (132);  Alsager 
Chapel  (Marriages)  *  (153). 

Committee  —  Report  —  Petroleum  (Hawking)  * 
(139). 

Report — Water  Provisional  Orders*  (102). 

Third  Reading — Tramways  Orders  Confirmation 
(No.  8)*  (136);  Summary  Procedure  (Scot- 
land) Amendment  *  (90) ;  Local  Government 
Provisional  Orders  (Acton,  &c.)  *  (121),  and 
paaeed. 

The  House  met  at  Five  o'clock  ; — 

CENTRAL   CRIMINAL   COURT   (pRISONs)   BILL 

[n.L.]  (No.  162.)  A  Bill  to  remove  cer- 
tain doubts  as  to  the  application  of  section 
twenty-four  of  the  Prison  Act,  1877,  and 
enactments  amending  the  same,  to  the  Cen- 
tral Criminal  Court  District :  And 

PEDLARS      (certificates)       RILL       [h.L.] 

(No.  163.)  A  Bill  to  amend  the  Pedlars 
Act,  1871,  as  regards  the  district  within 
which  a  certificate  authorises  a  person  to  act 
as  pedlar : 

AVore  presented  hy  The   Earl  of  Dalhoi'kie  ; 

read  1*. 

CLAIMS  OP  PEERAGE,    &C. 

Select  Committee  on :  The  Lords  following 
were  named  of  the  Committee  : 

Mr.  O'DonneU 


M.  AbeiTOom. 
E.  Airlie. 
E.  Kansfleld. 
£.  Belmore. 
E.  Redesdale. 
V.  Sherbrooke. 


L.  BaUonr  of  Bvlij. 
li.  Stewart  of  GtdiiL 
L.  Inchiqnin. 
L.  Watson. 
L.  Brabonzne. 


The  Committee  to  meet  on  Mondeijf  nsit  ift 
Four  o'clock ;  and  to  appoint  their  own  cbnb 
man. 

And  haying  gone  through  the  Basbeii 
on  the  Paper,  without  debate — 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  past  Ym 

o'clock,  till  To-morrow,  a  qnite 

before  Firt  o  dodib 

\ 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Thursday,  14M  July,  1881. 


MINUTES.]— Public  Bill— CbmmiMM— Ual 
Law  (Ireland)  [135] — r.f. 

QUESTIONS. 


LANDLORD  AND  TENANT  (IRELAND) 
ACrr,  1870— THE  BESSBOROUOH  COX- 
MISSION— THE  REPORT  AND  XTL 
DENCE. 

Sir  WILLIAM  FALLISEB  adod 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  lieatw- 
ant  of  Ireland,  If  he  can  say  why  the 
dates  of  all  the  ''Statements  in  re^ 
to  or  in  explanation  of  EFidence  "  pab- 
lished  along  with  the  Report  or  tlM 
Bessborougn  CommiBsion,  and  amount- 
ing to  385  separate  statements,  haiv 
been  withheld ;  and,  whether  the  Oom- 
mittee  signed  their  Report  without  haT- 
ing  seen  or  studied'  this  rebutting  eri- 
dence  ? 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER,  in  reply,  said, 
his  only  means  of  obtaining  informa- 
tion to  answer  the  Question  had  been 
to  apply  to  the  Secretary  to  the  Commis- 
sion, and  probably  the  House  would 
wish  him  to  read  that  gentleman's  reply. 
It  was  as  follows : — 

'*  The  principal  Report  of  the  CommiiiiaiMn 
bears  date  January  4,  1881.  After  that  date  no 
material  alteration  was  made  in  it  and  the  data 
was  not  altered.  It  was,  however,  again  con- 
sidered Bupplomentarilv,  and  separmte  Bepoiti 
of  the  dissenting  Commissioners  wer«  added  to 
it  on  January  10.  By  that  Ume,  all  the  onl 
and  the  great  bulk  of  the  written  atatements  in 
reply  to,  or  in  explanation  of,  evidence  affecting 
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IndiTiduali  had  b«en  received  and  considered. 
The  majority  had  been  received  and  considered 
bj  January  4th.  The  time  for  receiving  saoh 
statements  was,  however,  extended  for  some 
weeks  in  order  that  full  opportunity  might  be 
given  as  promised  for  replies.  Many  statements 
were  accordingly  received  subsequently,  and 
were  printed  by  direction  of  the  Ck>mmis8ion6r8, 
some  of  them  as  late  as  March." 

It  is  inyidious  to  speak  of  the  dates  of 
those  statements  as  haying  been  with- 
held. The  statements  were  mostly  em- 
bodied in,  or  inclosed  in,  letters  to  the 
Commissioners.  The  dates  of  those 
letters,  together  with  any  other  matter 
not  forming  part  of  the  actual  statement, 
were,  in  the  ordinary  course,  deleted, 
and  the  actual  statements  were  copied 
and  sent  to  the  press. 

Mb.  TOTTENHAM :  Does  the  ripht 
hon.  Gentleman  mean  that  rebutting 
evidence  was  received  up  to  March  ? 

Mb.  W.  E.  FOESTEB  :  I  cannot  say. 
I  have  read  the  answer  as  I  received  it. 


LAW  AND  JUSTICE  (IRELAND)  —  DIS- 
POSAL OF  PETTY  SESSIONS'  FINES 
FOR  DRUNKENNESS  AT  TULLA- 
MORE. 

Mb.  MOLLOY  asked  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, Whether  the  fines  imposed  and 
levied  at  Petty  Sessions,  in  cases  of 
drunkenness  occurring  within  the  muni- 
cipal boundary  of  Tullamore,  are  now 
paid  into  the  Fines  and  Penalties  Ofiice ; 
whether  such  payments  should  not,  un- 
der the  provisions  of  **  The  Towns  Im- 
provement (Ireland)  Act,  1854,"  and  the 
30th  section  of  the  Licensing  Act  of 
1874,  be  paid  to  the  Town  Commis- 
sioners of  Tullamore ;  and,  whether,  if 
that  be  so,  he  will  cause  the  necessary 
instructions  to  be  given  for  that  pur- 
pose? 

Mb.  W.  E.  FOESTEE,  in  reply,  said, 
that  under  the  Acts  referred  to  in  the 
Question  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber, one-half  only  of  the  fines  in  ques- 
tion were  payable  to  the  Town  Commis- 
sioners, iand  he  believed  they  were  so 
paid  at  present. 

POST  OFFICE  (IRELAND)— THE  POST 
OFFICE,  DONEYCARNEY,  CO.  MEATH. 

Mb.  a.  M.  SULLIVAN  asked  the 
Postmaster  General,  If  it  is  true  he 
has  refused  to  allow  a  post  office  for 
Doneycamey  and  Momington,  county 

yOL.  COLXin.    [thibd  sbbibs.] 


Meath,  because  the  postmaster  asked  so 
high  a  salary  as  £l  a  quarter,  or  £4  a 
year ;  and  if  he  can  state  the  salary  Her 
Majesty's  Government  were  willing  to 
pay? 

Mb.  FAWOETT,  in  reply,  said,  that 
some  time  since  he  received  a  Beport  that 
it  would  be  desirable  on  public  grounds 
to  open  a  Money  Order  Office  and  Post 
Office  Savings  Bank  at  Momington ; 
and,  considering  the  great  advantage  it 
would  be  to  the  people  of  the  district,  he 
gave  his  consent.  When  the  matter 
became  known  to  the  postmaster,  having 
other  business  to  attend  to,  he  at  once 
absolutely  refused  to  conduct  the  busi- 
ness of  the  Post  Office  Savings  Bank 
and  the  Money  Order  Office.  The  post- 
master was  pressed  to  do  so,  but  still 
refused.  It  was  not  a  question  of 
salary.  Under  these  circumstances, 
thinking  it  very  undesirable  that  the 
inhabitants  of  the  district  generally 
should  be  deprived  of  the  advantage 
of  having  a  Post  Office  Savings  Bank 
and  Money  Order  Office,  and  seeing  no 
other  alternative,  he  accepted  the  post- 
master's resignation,  and  he  hoped  that 
before  long  he  would  be  able  to  put  a 
suitable  person  in  his  place.  At  any 
rate,  he  would  do  his  best  to  prevent 
the  inhabitants  of  the  district  losing  the 
advantage  of  a  Money  Order  Office  and 
Savings  Bank. 

Mb.  a.  M.  SULLIVAN :  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  apparently  mis- 
conceived my  Question.  He  has  not 
answered  the  Question  on  the  Paper ;  but 
he  has  answered  one  which  I  did  not 
put.  I  asked  if  the  Government  refused 
to  pay  the  postmaster  so  high  a  salary 
as  £4  a-year,  and  I  will  add  this — did 
they  not  offer  him  £3  instead  of  £4  ? 

Mb.  FAWCETT  :  It  will  be  in  the 
recollection  of  the  House  that  I  ex- 
plained, on  Monday  last,  that  the  pay 
of  these  small  sub  -  postmasters  was 
partly  dependent  on  salary,  and  partly 
on  the  amount  of  the  Savings  Bank  and 
Money  Order  business  transacted.  It  is 
estimated  that  when  the  Savings  Bank 
and  Money  Order  Office  is  opened,  the 
emoluments  of  the  postmaster  at  this 
place  will  be  more  than  doubled.  This 
was  pointed  out  to  the  postmaster,  and 
he  still  refused  to  carry  on  the  office  if 
he  had  to  conduct  a  Savings  Bank  and 
Money  Order  business ;  and,  so  far  as  I 
can  discover,  the  question  of  salary  had 
nothing  whatever  to  do  with  it.      He 
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absolutely  refused  to  be  worried  with 
the  new  business. 

Mb.  a.  M.  SULLIVAN:  I  must  ask 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  whether  it  is 
or  is  not  the  fact  that  the  postmaster 
was  offered  £3  when  he  asked  £4  ? 

Mb.  FAWCETT:  No.  What  I  un- 
derstand is  this — it  was  not,  as  I  haye 
twice  before  said,  a  question  as  to  salary, 
but  of  the  postmaster  absolutely  refus- 
ing to  do  this  additional  work.  I  under- 
stand that  he  has  offered  to  caiTy  on  the 
Post  OfBce  without  a  Savings  Bank  or 
Money  Order  Office,  if  we  will  pay  him 
£4.  [Mr.  A.  M.  Sullivan:  Hear, 
hear !]  Yes ;  but  I  am  so  anxious  that 
the  public  should  have  the  advantages 
of  a  Savings  Bank  and  Money  Order 
Office  in  this  place,  that  if  he  had  offered 
to  do  the  other  work  for  nothing,  or  to 
pay  the  Department  for  doing  it,  I  would 
not  let  him  do  it  if  the  public  were  in 
consequence  deprived  of  these  additional 
advantages. 

STATE  OF  IRELAND— REFUSAL  TO 
SERVE  LIQUOR. 

Mb.  TOTTENHAM  asked  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War,  Whether  ho  has 
ascertained  that  the  statement  of  Mr. 
Brown,  of  Newbridge,  that  his  reason 
for  refusing  to  serve  John  Oostello  with 
liquor  on  the  6th  June  was  **  because  he 
was  drunk  "  was  untrue,  and  whether 
Costello  was  not  perfectly  sober ;  whe- 
ther he  has  ascertained  that  the  publi- 
can took  away  the  liquor  and  threw  it 
on  the  ground,  on  hearing  that  it  was 
for  Costello,  who  had  just  returned  from 
driving  police  and  prisoners ;  and,  whe- 
ther tne  Government  approve  of  and 
intend  to  support  the  action  of  General 
Frazer  in  putting  this  public  house  out 
of  bounds? 

Mb.  OHILDEBS:  Li  reply  to  the 
hon.  Member,  I  have  to  state  that  I  have 
no  intention  to  interfere  with  the  decision 
of  Sir  Thomas  Steele  in  this  matter.  I 
have  read  the  statements  on  record,  and 
I  am  satisfied  that  Costello  was  sober, 
and  that  Mr.  Brown  refused  to  supply 
him  with  beer  because  he  had  been  em- 
ployed by  the  police. 

METALLIFEROUS  MINES— INSPEC- 
TORS* REPORTS,  1880. 

Mb.  MACDONALD  asked  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Department, 
If  his  attention  has  been  called  to  a 
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paragraph  in  the  Beport  of  the  Inspec- 
tors  of  the  Metalliferous  Mines  of  Corn- 
wall and  Dorsetshire,  at  page  543  of  the 
Inspectors  of  Mines  Reports  for  1880, 
which  runs  as  follows : — 

"  On  looking  down  the  list  of  fines,  one  cannot 
help  being  strack  by  the  fact  that  most  of  them 
are  absuraly  small.  The  fact  is,  a  Teiy  lam 
number  of  the  magistrates  are  inteiHoeted  urectly 
or  indirectly  in  mining.  Many  of  them  are 
owners  of  mining  property,  and  haTe  beea 
troubled  by  repeated  notices  to  fence  dangerous 
abandoned  shafts,  and  have  been  thereby  put 
to  considerable  expense;  some,  indeed,  haTe 
been  prosecuted  for  neglecting  to  attend  to 
these  notices ;  others  are  shareholders  in  mines 
in  the  district,  and,  as  such,  are  not  disposed  to 
look  favourably  upon  Government  restrictioiis, 
which  thev  think  may  interfere  with  their  pro- 
fits. If  the  offences  had  been  punished  with 
greater  severity,  mine  agents  would  have  at- 
tended to  the  provisions  of  the  Act  with  much 
more  diligence.  I  am  convinced  that  this  mis- 
taken leniency  on  the  part  of  the  magistrates 
leads  to  a  delay  in  carrying  out  all  the  provi- 
sions of  the  Act,  and  thereby  tends  to  keep  up 
the  death-rate  from  acddento ;  '* 

and,  whether  he  will  bring  in  a  Bill  this 
Session  to  prohibit  magistrates  who  may 
have  a  direct  or  indirect  connection  with 
metal  mines  from  sitting  on  the  bench, 
or  in  any  way  by  their  presence  taking 
part  in  such  mining  cases  ? 

Sib  WILLIAM  HARCOUET,  in  re- 
ply, said,  the  allegation  by  the  Inspec- 
tors that  the  magistrates,  having  an  in- 
terest in  mines,  inflicted  inadequate  fines, 
so  as  to  lead  to  the  non- enforcement  of 
the  law,  was  a  very  serious  one.  In  the 
case  of  the  coal  mines,  that  was  obyiated 
by  an  enactment  that  persons  interested 
at  all  in  mines  should  not  act  as  magis- 
trates in  the  case.  In  the  case  of  the 
metalliferous  mines  there  was  no  similar 
enactment,  and  that,  he  was  informed, 
was  done  deliberately,  because  it  was 
considered  that  in  Cornwall  and  other 
like  places,  where  metalliferous  mines 
abound,  it  would  have  been  almost  im- 
possible to  have  found  any  magistrates 
who  were  not  interested,  because  it  was 
so  common  there  to  have  small  shares 
in  various  mines.  But,  of  course,  when 
that  was  allowed,  it  was  assumed  that 
the  magistrates  having  such  an  interest 
would  not  allow  that  interest  to  interfere 
with  the  administration  of  the  law ;  and, 
if  it  was  true  that  that  was  the  case,  no 
doubt,  some  remedy  would  be  found  for 
it.  He  should  hope  that  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber's Question,  having  called  attention 
to  this  very  serious  matter,  might  tend 
to  cure  it ;  if  not^  of  course,  some  seriom 
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remedy  could  be  applied  to  it.  In  answer 
to  the  latter  part  of  the  Question,  he  was 
afraid  the  present  state  of  Public  Busi- 
ness did  not  afford  yery  favourable  hope 
of  introducing  a  Bill  on  this  or  any  other 
sabject  this  Session. 

Mb.  MACDONALD  suggested  that  a 
Circular  of  warning  might  be  sent  to  the 
magistrates  of  Cornwall  from  the  Home 
Office,  aa  had  been  done  in  other  in- 
stances with  good  effect. 

STATE  OF  IRELAND— THE  DOWN  CON- 
SERVATIVE FLUTE  BAND. 

LoBD  ABTHUB  HILL  asked  Mr. 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland,  Whether 
his  attention  has  been  called  to  the  pro- 
ceedings at  Petty  Sessions  in  Down- 
patrick  on  30th  June  last,  when  cer- 
tain members  of  the  Down  Conservative 
Mute  Band  were  prosecuted  by  the 
police,  and  the  oases  sent  forward  to  the 
assizes  ;  whether  the  offence  alleged 
was,  that  they  had  played,  as  they  had 
been  in  the  habit  of  doing,  in  the  public 
streets;  whether  it  was  given  in  evi- 
dence that  the  tunes  played  were  not 
party  tunes,  but  were  ''Annie  Laurie," 
"The  Girl  I  Left  Behind  Me,"  "God 
Bless  the  Prince  of  Wales,"  and  "  God 
Save  the  Queen ; "  whether  it  is  illegal 
to  play  such  tunes  in  the  public  streets ; 
whether  it  was  not  further  given  in  evi- 
dence that  their  conduct  was  orderly  and 
peaceable,  that  they  were  attacked  by 
stone  throwing  and  did  not  retaliate; 
whether,  under  such  circumstances,  it 
was  not  the  duty  of  the  police  to  protect 
ihem  when  attacked,  and  whether  their 
assailants  should  have  been  prosecuted ; 
and,  whether  he  will  direct  the  prose- 
cution against  the  members  of  the  band 
to  be  abandoned  ? 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  :  Sir,  my  atten- 
tion  has  been  called  to  the  prosecution 
referred  to  by  the  noble  Lord.  I  am 
informed  that  the  musicians  mentioned 
are  members  of  the  "  Downpatrick 
Orange  Flute  Band,"  and  are  charged 
with  the  offence  known  as  **  unlawful 
assembly."  They  appear  to  have  played 
the  tunes  mentioned  in  the  Question, 
which  in  itself  would  be  perfectly  inno- 
cent ;  but  the  charge  is  that  they  played 
through  a  part  of  the  town  where  their 
music,  if  not  so  meant,  was,  at  all  events, 
more  than  likely  to  be  regarded  as  a 
defiance  and  thus  to  cause  a  breach  of 
the  peace  such    as  actually  occurred. 


Downpatrick,  as  the  noble  Lord  is 
doubtless  aware,  contains  an  Orange 
or  Protestant  quarter  and  a  Catholic 
quarter  ;  and  I  am  informed  that  when- 
ever the  band  of  one  quarter  plays, 
in  however  orderly  a  manner,  through 
the  streets  of  the  other,  it  is  accepted 
as  a  challenge,  and  disorder  generally 
ensues.  This,  as  might  have  been  ex- 
pected, occurred  on  the  present  occa- 
sion. Fourteen  of  the  Orangemen,  be- 
lieved by  the  magistrates  to  have  thus 
provoked  a  breach  of  the  peace,  and  also 
two  of  their  assailants,  have  been  sent 
for  trial  at  the  Assizes,  and  I  must  say 
that  at  present  I  see  no  reason  for  direct- 
ing an  adandonment  of  the  prosection. 

Mb.  PARNELL  asked  whether  there 
was  any  disorder  on  the  occasion  ? 

The  attorney  GE^^ERAL  foe 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law),  in  reply,  said, 
that  there  was. 

THE  NATIONAL  GALLERY— AD^nSSION 
OF  ARTISTS  ON  WEDNESDAYS— DE- 
POSITING  STICKS  AND  UMBRELLAS. 

Mb.  COOPE  asked  the  First  Com- 
missioner of  Works,  Whether  he  will 
take  steps  to  secure  to  artists  further 
facilities,  by  granting  them  permission 
to  copy  the  paintings  in  the  National 
Gallery  -on  Wednesday,  the  public  being 
admitted  as  at  present  on  that  day,  and 
without  the  payment  of  a  fee ;  whether 
he  would  require  the  enforcement  of  the 
existing  rule  requiring  visitors  to  de- 
posit their  sticks  and  umbrellas  on  enter- 
ing,  a  system  which  has  been  related  by 
the  authorities  of  the  South  Kensington 
Museum  and  of  the  Koyal  Academy ; 
and,  whether  he  will  deem  it  necessary 
to  enforce  this  inconvenient  regulation 
in  the  South  Kensington  Museum  ? 

Mr.  SHAW  LEFEVRE  :  Sir,  I  must 
remind  the  hon.  Member  that  the  details 
of  management  of  the  National  Gallery 
are  confided  to  the  Trustees  and  Direc- 
tors of  the  Gallery,  and  I  have  no  power 
to  interfere  with  their  management  in 
such  matters.  I  have,  however,  com- 
municated with  the  Trustees  on  the 
subject,  and  have  been  informed  that 
they  are  unanimously  of  opinion  that 
they  cannot  accede  to  the  suggestions  of 
the  hon.  Member.  With  respect  to  the 
first,  they  say  that  to  admit  copyers  to 
the  Gallery  on  Wednesday  would  mate- 
rially interfere  with  the  right  and  enjoy- 
ment of  the  public ;  and  with  respect  to 
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the  oth«r,  thej  say  tliat  their  own  naBt 
experience  Hkb  b^en  that  there  troula  be 
danger  to  the  pictures  if  people  wera 
allowed  to  bring  their  eticke  and  um- 
brellas into  the  Gallery.  Two  of  their 
{ictures  were  seriouly  damaged  when  at 
[arlborough  House  in  this  reepeet. 

ARMY  ORGAKIZATIOS— THE  SITW 
WARRANT— PUnCHASE  CAPTAINS. 
Mr.  H.  TOLLEMACHE  aeked  the 
Secretary  of  t^tate  for  War,  Whether  he 
will  eonsider  the  adviaability  of  granting 
to  PurchaBO  Captains  in  the  Arinj  a 
step  of  Brevet  Bank  on  the  occasion  of 
the  issue  of  the  Now  Warrant,  so  as  to 
avoid  tlieir  supersession  in  Army  Bank 
by  a  grout  number  of  Non-Purchase 
Captains  now  their  juniors? 

Mr.  CHILDERS:  Sir.  if  I  understand 
thu  objeituf  tlip  liDU,  Member's  Question 
it  is  that,  tlieru  having  been  admittedly 
under  the  regimontal  system  grent  in- 
equality in  promotion.  PKpecialty  from 
lieutenant  to  captain,  he  wishes  nis  to 
redress  this  inequality,  so  far  as  Army 
rank  is  concerned,  in  favour  of  Puruliaae 
captains.  This  proposal  has  been  care- 
fully considered,  and  I  regret  that  it  is 
quite  out  of  my  power  to  adopt  it.  It 
would  create  a  Tery  dangerous  prece- 
dent, and  would  perpetuate  on  a  large 
scale  the  oTil  of  brevet  promotion  other 
than  for  distinguished  service. 

ARMY  OHOAXIZATIOX— THE  JIILITIA 
AND  TirE  LINE, 

Mr.  JUSTIN  M'CAKTHY  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War,  Whether  it 
is  the  fact  that  when  Militia  Regiments 
form  hattnlions  with  Line  Corps,  the 
latter  have  two  lieutenant-colonels,  one 
commanding,  four  majors,  and  a  pro- 
portionate number  of  captaius  and  sub- 
altern officers,  whereas  tlie  Militia  bat- 
talions have  only  one  lieutenant-colonel 
and  one  major;  and,  whether  he  will 
allow  to  the  Mihtia  Corps  the  same  ad- 
vantages with  regard  to  promotion  that 
the  Line  Corps  havo  by  increasing  the 
number  of  Militia  ofRcers  ? 

Mr.  CIIILDEBS:  May  I  suggest, 
Sir,  to  the  hon.  Member  that,  before  he 
puta  a  Question  on  the  Paper,  already 
very  crowded,  he  should  inquire  whe- 
ther it  has  been  already  answered  ?  As 
a  matter  of  fact,  tliis  Question  has  been 
twice  answered,  on  the  3rd  and  13ih  of 

Mr.  S/iaw  L»fttT» 


Mr.  OEOBGE  PALMER  asked  tl» 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  theOob- 
nies.  Whether  Her  Majesty's  Goni» 
ment  have  yet  fixed  any  time  for  thi 
liberation  of  Langalibalele,  the  Mitil 
Zulu  Chief,  in  accordance  with  theiafi- 
mation  which  the  Earl  of  KimbHn 
made  in  a  deputation  from  the  Abori- 
gines' Protection  Society  in  Mav  1880? 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE,  m  reply, 
said,  that  Lord  EJmberley  asked  him  to 
answor  the  Question.  Since  the  occur- 
rence of  the  deputation,  the  Basuto  Wu 
had  taken  place,  and  it  would  he  impoi- 
siblo,  in  the  present  condilion  of  tha 
country,  torelease Langalibalele.  Bejond 
that,  a  very  strong  opinion  against  hii 
liberation  had  been  expressed  by  ths 
Legislative  Council  of  Natal ;  and,  undtt 
those  circumstances,  Lord  Kimberley m 
unable  to  indicate  a  time  when  he  iboaU 
be  released.  It  would,  however,  ttks  j 
place  as  soon  as  it  oonld  be  done  vitb  i 
safety.  * 

DOMTNIOy  OF  CANADA— ALLEOKD         ' 
COSIMERCIAL  TREATY  TSTTH  FRAME. 

Sib  H.  DEUMMOND  WOLFF  aiked 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  FordiB 
ASairs,  Whether  he  can  lay  upon  ui 
Table  the  text  of  the  communicBliiin 
made  to  the  Canadian  Govern  ment  by  lh> 
French  Consul  at  Quebec  inviting  Ca- 
nada to  join  in  a  Commercial  Treaty, 
and  also  Copies  of  the  Correspondenn 
that  has  taken  place  on  the  subject  vitli 
the  French  Government  ? 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE:  Sir. 
Her  Majesty's  Government  have  beeti 
informed  that  the  communication  is 
question  was  not  made  by  the  Freocli 
Consul  General,  but  by  his  predecessor, 
in  a  private  letter  written  after  he  had 
ceased  to  have  any  of&cial  character,  and 
without  any  authority  from  the  French 
Government. 

PROTECTION  OF  PERSON  AND  PRO- 
PERTY (IREIAND)  ACT.  1881— THE 
ROYAL  ARTILLERY- SEIZURES  FOB 
BENT. 

Sfa.  O'SULLIVAN  asked  the  Secre- 
lary  of  State  for  War,  Whether  it  is 
true  that  a  number  of  men  belonging  to 
the  Royal  Artillery  (stationed  at  Lime- 
rick] acted  in  the  capacity  of  b^lifb  or 
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droyers  on  the  3drd  ultimo,  by  driving 
the  oattle  of  Mr.  Patrick  Browne  (seized 
for  rent)  from  the  BaUway  station  at 
Limerick  to  the  pound  in  that  city ;  and, 
if  80,  if  he  approves  of  the  Artillezymen 
being  called  on  to  discharge  such  a  duty  ? 
Mb.  GHILDEBS  :  Yes,  Sir.  I  called 
for  a  Beport  on  the  subject  of  the  hon. 
Member  8  Question,  and  I  am  satisfied 
that  Major  Ooodeve,  who  commanded 
the  military  on  the  occasion,  exercised  a 
wise  discretion  in  acting  as  he  did. 

NAVY—H.M.8.  "POLYPHEMUS." 

Ma.  BBOADHXJEST  asked  the  Secre- 
tary to  the  Admiralty,  Whether  it  is 
true  that  in  a  recent  trial  of  the  "  Poly- 
phemus" it  was  found  impossible  to 
maintain  the  required  air  pressure  in 
the  stokehole ;  and,  if  so,  whether  it  is 
true  that  the  cause  was  traced  to  the 
leakage  of  the  bulkheads,  which  are 
supposed  to  be  capable  of  resisting  water 
pressure ;  and,  if  true,  who  is  responsible 
for  such  defective  workmanship  ? 

Mb.  TBEVELYAN  :  Sir,  on  the  pre- 
L'minary  trial  of  the  air-fans  in  the  stoke- 
hole of  the  Polyphemw  by  the  contractors 
for  the  engines,  it  was  found  impossible 
to  maintain  the  required  air-pressure  at 
the  commencement  of  the  trial.  It  is 
not  the  case  that  the  cause  was  traced 
to  the  leakage  of  the  water-tight  bulk- 
heads, which  are  capable  of  resisting 
any  water-pressure  to  which  they  will 
be  subjected ;  but  there  were  a  few  bolt 
holes  in  the  bunker  bulkheads  in  con- 
nection with  a  considerable  amount  of 
work  not  yet  completed.  These  small 
holes,  which  previous  to,  the  trial  were 
considered  by  the  contractors  as  unob- 
jectionable, had  been  left  open;  but  when 
they  were  plugged  up  the  required  pres- 
sure was  obtained  and  maintained  during 
the  rest  of  the  trial. 

NAVY-.H.M.8.    "MUTINE"    AND 
"ESPIEGLB." 

Mb.  BBOADHTJBST  asked  the  Secre- 
tary to  the  Admiralty,  Whether  he  will 
lay  upon  the  Table  of  the  House  Copies 
of  the  Reports  of  the  trial  of  the  centri- 
fugal pumps  in  Her  Majesty's  Ships 
"Mutino"  and  "Eepi^gle,"  with  the 
Letter  on  the  subject  from  the  chief 
engineer  of  the  first-named  ship;  and, 
whether  he  will  sive  theOopy  of  a  Tele- 
gram from  the  Admiral  Superintendent 
of  Devoxiport  Dockyaxd  to  the  Dockyard 


Officers  and  Captains  of  Steam  Beserves 
in  that  port,  with  reference  to  the  defect 
discovered  in  the  shell  room  of  the 
''Mutine"  when  commencing  to  store 
gun  cotton  and  live  shell  on  S6th  May 
last? 

Mb.  TBEVELYAN:  Sir,  whUe  the 
Mutiny  was  being  fitted  the  chief  en- 
gineer reported  that  on  letting  water 
into  the  ship  for  the  purpose  of  testing 
the  performance  of  thecentrif  ugalpumps, 
it  was  found  that  some  water  was  leaking 
from  one  compartment  to  another.  The 
fact  was  that  the  compartments  had  not 
been  completed,  and  the  superintendent 
gave  orders  that  the  pumps  were  not 
again  to  be  tested  untu  the  bulkheads 
were  in  a  finished  state.  I  may  say, 
further,  that  in  composite  vessels  like 
the  MiUins — that  is  to  say,  vessels  with 
an  iron  skeleton  frame  with  the  wood 
bolted  on  to  it,  the  wood  must  and  will 
shrink  to  a  slight  extent  until  the  Inside 
has  been  well  wetted,  and  the  bulkheads 
cannot  be  perfectly  water-tight,  though 
sufficientl3'  so  for  the  safety  of  the  ship. 
The  telegram  alluded  to  in  the  second 
part  of  the  Question  was  simply  an  order 
from  the  Admiral  Superintendent  in  his 
office  at  Devonport  to  the  officers  in 
Keyham  Yard  to  examine  and  make  good 
a  defect  reported  in  the  shell-room  hght 
box  of  the  Mutine.  The  defect  was  re- 
ported to  the  Admiralty,  and  as,  under 
the  system  pursued  at  the  Dockyard,  all 
work,  good  and  bad,  can  be  traced,  the 
foreman  of  shipwrights  and  two  leading 
men  were  punished  for  passing  imper- 
fect work.  I  may  say  that,  in  the  case 
of  both  shipwrights  and  fitters,  the 
authorities  have  occasionally  to  animad- 
vert upon  imperfect  work,  but  very 
seldom,  considering  the  great  amount 
that  is  done  in  establishments  where,  as 
in  our  Home  Yards,  16,000  artificers  and 
labourers  are  employed,  and  upwards  of 
£1,000,000  a-year  is  paid  in  wages. 

NAVy-THE    FRENCH    AND   ENGLISH 
FLEETS  IN  THE  MEDITERRANEAN. 

Sib  JOHN  HAY  asked  the  Secretary 
to  the  Admiralty,  If  it  is  correctly 
stated  that  the  French  fleet  operating 
on  the  coast  of  Northern  Africa  consists 
of  ten  ironclads,  seven  of  the  first  rank 
and  three  of  the  second  rauk ;  and,  if 
he  will  state  what  number  of  ironclads 
are  now  in  the  Mediterranean  under  the 
orders  of  Sir  B.  Seymour  f 
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Mr.  TREVELYAN  :  Sir,  there  have 
been  three  Frencli  iron-clads  on  the  coast 
of  Northern  Africa,  which,  from  the 
latest  advices,  wo  have  reason  to  believe 
have  now  been  supplemented  by  the 
Toulon  squadron  of  six  other  vessels. 
This  would  make  nine  in  all,  of  which 
six  rank  as  first-class  ships.  But  there 
are  first-class  iron-clads  and  first-class 
iron-clads,  and  the  six  armoured  ships 
under  the  command  of  Sir  Beauchamp 
Seymour  form  a  fleet  which,  for  fighting 
efficiency,  is  quite  worthy  oven  for  Eng- 
land to  show  in  the  Mediterranean.  I 
wish  this  Question  had  not  been  asked  ; 
but  since  it  has  been  asked,  I  must  re- 
mind the  right  lion,  and  gallant  Member 
that  the  whole  commissioned  iron-clad 
fleet  of  the  French,  with  the  exception 
of  one  vessel,  is  in  the  Mediterranean 
at  this  moment,  while  we  have  in  Euro- 
pean waters  the  four  iron-clads  of  the 
Channel  Squadron  and  the  nine  Coast- 
guard ships,  of  which  eight  are  at  pre- 
sent in  the  Baltic. 

ASHANTEE-PAVMENT   OF  THE  WAR 
INDEMNITY  BY  THE  KING. 

Mr.  HEALY  asked  the  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  Foreign  AfTaire,  Since 
this  Country  is  at  peace  with  the  King 
of  Asliantee,  why  a  large  fine  of  gold 
dust  was  recently  exacted  from  this  po- 
tentate; what  this  fine  represents;  whe- 
ther it  is  war  indemnity ;  whether  it  is 
the  price  of  this  Country  keeping  the 
peace  towards  him ;  on  what  principle 
tlio  amount  of  indemnity  was  fixed ; 
and,  whether  the  Home  Government 
was  consulted  before  the  gold  dust  was 
demanded  from  Ashautee  ? 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE :  Sir, 
the  gold  dust  received  from  the  King  of 
Asliantee  was  not  exacted  as  a  fine  or  a 
war  indemnity,  but  was  oflfered  by  him 
as  a  token  of  submission,  and  accepted 
as  a  partial  set-off  against  the  expenses 
incurred  by  the  Colony  in  making  pre- 
parations to  resist  the  invasion  of  the 
protected  States,  which  he  threatened, 
if  a  political  refugee  were  not  given  up 
to  him.  The  Home  Government  were 
not  consulted  in  the  matter. 

Mr.  HEALY  asked  whether  it  was 
not  a  fact  that  the  King  denied  the 
sending  of  a  tlireatening  letter  ? 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE,  in  re- 
ply, said,  that  he  had  that  morning  read 
through  the  Papers,  and  the  answer  he 
had  given  was  in  accordance  with  the 
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view  he  derived  from  reading  them. 
Although  it  was  true  that  the  King  hid 
stated  that  it  was  not  his  intention  to 
attack  the  Colony,  yet,  at  the  bum 
time,  he  had  placed  a  large  force  upoi 
the  Frontier,  and  it  was  generally  D^ 
lieved  he  was  going  to  make  an  attack 
on  tribes  under  our  protection. 

Mr.  T.  D.  SULLIVAN  asked  oi 
what  pretence  the  Gold  Axe  of  the  King 
was  taken  from  him  and  brought  to 
England  ? 

Sib  CHARLES  W.  DH^KE  said,  hi 
answered  that  Question  before. 


TUE  ROYAL  UNIVERSITY  OF  IRELAW)    ' 
—SCHEME  OF  THE  SENATE. 

Mr.  DAWSON  asked  the  CUef  Se- 
cretary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  In- 
land, If  his  attention  has  been  dnwn 
to  tho  fact  that,  in  the  scheme  for  the 
Royal  University  of  Ireland,  no  profi- 
sion  is  made  for  the  granting  of  a  spe- 
cial diploma  in  the  branch  of  the  meai- 
cal  profession  dealing  with  diseases  of 
the  eye ;  and,  whether  such  an  omissiflB 
shall  be  filled  up  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  FOESTER,  in  reply,  slid, 
that  the  scheme  had  been  laid  on  the 
Table.  On  looking  into  it,  he  found  it 
contained  special  recommendations  to 
students  to  attend  lectures  on  disetses 
of  the  eye  and  ear,  and  other  specisl 
subjects  in  medicine  and  surgery.  As 
to  granting  a  diploma,  it  lay  with  the 
Senate,  and  not  with  the  QovemmeDt^ 
to  grant  diplomas  for  such  subjects. 

Mr.  DAWSON  said,  that  he  asked 
the  Question  at  the  instance  of  leading 
oculists  and  aurists  in  Dublin,  vho 
were  surprised  that  no  such  diplomss 
were  offered.  If  no  diplomas  were  giveAi 
the  culture  of  those  branches  of  medice^ 
and  surgical  science  would  not  be  ^ 
cured. 

rROTECTlON  OF  PERSON  AND  K*-^ 
PERTY  (IRELAND)  ACT,  1881-T^ 
CITY  OF  WATERFORU. 

Mr.  E.  power  asked  the  Chief  S-^ 
cretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Lr^ 
land.  If  his  attention  has  been  called  ^ 
a  speech  made  at  a  meeting  of  the  Tow^ 
Council  of  Waterford  by  the  Mayor  C^ 
that  city,  in  which  the  Chief  Magistrate 
said — 

**  That  by  the  action  of  the  Gorenimeiit  v0> 
prescribing  the  city  businoas  relationi  and  th^ 
rutcpayf^n  were  ii^nrioualy  affected,  and  th^ 
general  trade  damaged ; " 
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and,  if  he  would  state  if  any  person  bad 
been  arrested  in  Waterford  since  it  bas 
been  declared  a  prescribed  district  ? 

Mb.  W.  E.  FOESTER,  in  reply,  said, 
be  bad  seen  tbe  report  in  The  Waterford 
Daily  Mail  of  the  speech  made  by  tbe 
Mayor  of  Waterford ;  and  be  did  not 
appear  to  have  stated,  witb  regard  to 
tbe  prescribing  of  tbe  city  and  county 
of  Waterford,  that  it  bad  injuriously 
affected  tbe  business  relations  of  tbe 
ratepayers.  What  be  stated  was  that, 
in  his  opinion,  tbe  action  of  tbe  G-ovem- 
ment  might  have  that  effect.  No  person 
bad  been  arrested  in  tbe  City  of  Water- 
ford since  it  was  prescribed. 

Ma.  LEAMY  asked  whether,  since  no 
person  had  been  arrested,  tbe  right  bon. 
uentleman  still  considered  it  necessary 
that  Waterford  City  should  be  pre- 
scribed? 

Mb.  W.  E.  FOESTER  said,  be  did. 
He  thougbt  it  likely  that  prescribing 
tbe  city  bad  made  arrests  unnecessary. 

Mb.  LEAMY  asked  if  tbe  right  bon. 
Gentleman  bad  inquired  into  the  cir- 
cumstances of  tbe  arrest  of  Mr.  J.  T. 
Power,  who  bad  been  arrested  under 
the  Coercion  Act  ? 

Mb.  W.  E.  FOBSTEE  said,  be  bad 
examined  into  tbe  alleged  pounds  of 
arrest,  and  satisfied  himself  on  tbe 
point. 


LUNATIC   ASYLUMS   (IRELAND)— AN- 
NUAL REPORT  OF  THE  INSPECTORS. 

Mr.  W.  J.  COEBET  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  tbe  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland,  Whether  be  is  aware  of  the 
fact  that  tbe  annual  Eeport  of  tbe  In- 
spectors of  Lunatic  Asylums  is  only 
issued  as  a  "short  delivery  Paper ;'' 
and,  whether,  looking  to  the  great  im- 
portance of  the  subject,  be  will  take 
steps  to  have  it  issued  in  future  as  a 
*'  full  delivery  Paper  ?  " 

Mb.  W.  E.  FOESTEE,  in  reply,  said, 
be  dared  say  tbe  bon.  Member  was 
aware  that  tbe  authorities  of  tbe  House 
exercised  discretion  as  to  whether  Ee- 
ports  sbould  be  sent  round  to  every  bon. 
Member,  or  whether  they  sbould  be 
merely  printed  for  bon.  Members  who 
applied  for  them,  tbe  latter  course  being 
taken  in  connection  with  Eeports  not  of 
general  interest.  Tbe  annual  Eeport  of 
tbe  Inspectors  of  Lunatic  Asylums  seemed 
to  bare  been  treated  in  the  latter  way ; 
but  the  hon.  Member,  or  any  other  hon. 


Member,  could  get  copies  of  it  on  appli- 
cation being  made. 

PRANCE— THE  NEW  GENERAL  TARIFF 
—THE  JOINT  COMMISSION. 

Me.  BE0ADHUE8T  asked  tbe  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
Whether  equal  facilities  were  given  to 
the  workmen  and  tbe  employers  to  place 
their  views  on  tbe  Tariff  question  before 
tbe  Joint  Commission  which  recently  sat 
at  the  Foreign  Office  to  inquire  into  that 
subject  ? 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE :  Sir,  tbe 
Joint  Anglo-French  Commission,  in  con- 
sequence of  objection  raised  by  tbe 
French  Commissioners,  did  not  receive 
directly  representations  from  deputations 
of  trades  in  tbe  United  Kingdom.  These 
representations  were,  therefore,  received 
by  tbe  Eoyal  Commissioners,  and  by 
them  placed  before  tbe  French  Commis- 
sioners. All  those  who  desired  to  sub- 
mit their  views  with  regard  to  tbe  pro- 
posed conventional  Tariff  were  beard, 
tbe  same  facilities  being  given  to  all, 
whether  workmen  or  masters ;  and,  in 
fact,  some  of  the  most  valuable  speeches 
were  made  by  those  who  represented  the 
workmen.  I  need  not  point  it  out,  bow- 
ever,  for  my  bon.  Friend  is  fully  aware 
of  the  fact,  that  tbe  matter  in  question 
is  one  in  which  tbe  interests  of  the  em- 
ployers and  employed  is  not  divergent, 
but  identical. 

ARMY— THE  ARMY  HOSPITAL  CORPS. 

Mb.  AETHUE  MOGEE  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War,  If  it  is  true 
that  the  titles  of  tbe  officers  of  the  Army 
Hospital  Corps  have  been  changed  from 
those  of  Lieutenant  and  Captain  of  Order- 
lies to  that  of  Hospital  Quartermaster ; 
whether  bo  is  aware  that  this  new  de- 
signation is  distasteful  to  tbe  officers  of 
tbe  Army  Hospital  Corps;  and,  whe- 
ther representations  have  been  made  to 
the  Director  General  of  the  Army  Medi- 
cal Department  to  the  effect  that  this 
change  of  designation  would  lower  the 
social  and  military  status  of  the  officers 
concerned,  and  woiild  render  it  more 
difficult  for  them  to  enforce  obedience 
from  their  subordinates  ? 

Mr.  CHILDEES:  Yes,  Sir;  under 
the  Warrant  of  tbe  14th  of  August,  lb77, 
the  discipline  of  the  Army  Hospital 
Corps  was  transferred  from  tbe  captains 
and  lieutenants  of  orderlies  to  the  medi- 
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cal  officers,  leaving  to  the  former  the 
purely  quartermaster  duties  of  equip- 
ment and  supply  only.  Under  the  new 
Warrant  of  this  year,  the  emolaments 
and  prospects  of  these  officers  have  been 
considerably  improved  by  putting  them 
on  the  same  footing  as  Line  quarter- 
masters, and  the  opportunity  has  been 
taken  to  discontinue  their  inappropriate 
titles,  and  give  them  that  which  is  the 
proper  description  of  their  appointments. 
They  will  also  receive  honorary  military 
rank,  which  is  really  better,  so  far  as 
their  social  and  military  status  is  con- 
cerned, than  the  relative  rank  they  for- 
merly had.  Their  present  titles  will  not 
unfavourably  affect  any  authority  they 
have  in  the  hospitals.    - 

PROTECTION  OF  PERSON  AND  PRO- 
PERTY (IRELAND)  ACT,  1881— PER- 
SONS CONFINED  UNDER  THE  ACT 
IN  LIMERICK  GAOL. 

Mb.  HEALY  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
If  he  is  aware  that  the  suspects  in  Lime- 
rick Gaol,  numbering  some  fifty,  are 
divided  into  two  batches,  and  that  the 
gentlemen  in  one  batch  are  not  allowed 
intercourse  or  correspondence  with  those 
in  the  other ;  whether  it  has  his  ap- 
proval; whether  Coercion  prisoners  m 
Limerick  are  mixed  with  ordinary  pri- 
soners ;  whether,  if  it  be  alleged  that 
the  exercise  ground  is  not  large  enough 
for  all  the  Coercion  prisoners  in  Lime- 
rick, he  will  give  orders  to  better  regu- 
late the  number  of  suspects  sent  thither; 
whether  it  is  true  that  the  governor  of 
Limerick  G-aol  stopped  a  letter  sent  by 
Mr.  O'Mahony,  P.L.G.,  one  of  the  gen- 
tlemen confined  there,  addressed  to  Mr. 
Hodnett,  another  prisoner,  because  the 
latter  was  styled  ''Chairman  of  the 
Ballydehob  Board  of  Guardians,  and 
President  of  the  Land  League ; "  whe< 
ther  he  approves  of  this  stoppage ;  whe- 
ther a  Heport  was  made  by  the  governor 
thereupon,  as  provided  by  Bule  14  of 
the  liord  Lieutenant's  Begulations ; 
whether  Coercion  prisoners  are  disen- 
titled the  use  of  all  titles  of  courtesy ; 
and,  if  so,  whether  the  letters  **  M.P." 
are  objected  to  by  the  prison  authorities 
in  the  case  of  an  imprisoned  Member  of 
Parliament ;  and,  whether  he  will  give 
instructions  to  the  prison  authorities  to 
avoid  needless  irritation  to  prisoners 
by  the  suppression  of  letters  on  trivial 
grounds  P 

Mr.  ChOdm-e 


Mn.  W.  E.  FOESTER,  in  reply,  said, 
that  there  were  two  different  wings  in 
Limerick  prison,  each  of  them  contain- 
ing 30  cells,  and  with  suitable  exercise 
yard  and  association  room.  In  one  wing 
29  Coercion  prisoners  were  detained, 
and  in  the  other  21.  The  Governor  of 
the  gaol  should  be  allowed  his  dlBcretion 
as  to  the  intercourse  or  communicatioa 
allowed  between  the  prisoners;  and  he 
exercised  what  appeared  to  him  (Mi. 
W.  E.  Forster)  a  wise  discretion  when 
he  declined  to  allow  aU  the  Coercion  pri- 
soners to  associate  in  one  yard,  as  it 
would  lead  to  overcrowding  and  bad 
sanitary  results.  The  prisoners  in  lime- 
rick gaol,  confined  under  the  Protection 
Act,  were  not  mixed  with  the  ordinary 
prisoners,  and  the  yards  in  which  they 
were  exercised  were  believed  to  be  large 
enough  for  a  larger  number  of  prisoners 
than  were  at  present  confined  in  the 
gaol.  As  to  the  question  regarding 
letters,  it  was  true  that  the  Governor 
had  stopped  a  letter  addressed  to  Mr. 
O'Mahony,  one  of  the  prisoners,  by  Mr. 
Hodnett,  another  prisoner;  but  the 
reason  why  this  letter  was  stopped  was 
not  because  it  was  addressed  to  Mr. 
O'Mahony  as  Chairman  of  the  Ballyde- 
hob Board  of  Gueirdians  and  President 
of  the  Land  League.  In  the  event  of 
a  letter  being  stopped  under  circum- 
stances that  were  thought  to  constitate 
a  grievance,  the  practice  was,  under  Hole 
14,  that  the  prisoner  concerned  should 
make  a  representation  to  the  Gk>veni- 
ment;  but,  in  this  instance,  no  repre- 
sentation of  this  kind  had  been  made, 
and,  therefore,  he  (Mr.  W.  £.  Forster) 
had  not  seen  the  letter.  Prisoners  con- 
fined under  the  Coercion  Act  ooght  not 
to  be,  and  were  not,  disentitled  to  be 
addressed  by  the  ordinary  titles  of  cour- 
tesy. The  title  of  "  M.P.,"  "  T.C.,'' 
''P.L.G.,"  or  any  other  which  might 
apply  to  them,  as  in  the  case  of  Mr. 
Dillon,  was  not  objected  to. 

Mb.  BLEALY  asked,  whether  the  Go- 
vernor of  the  gaol  was  entitled  to  refuse 
prisoners  in  one  division  of  the  prison 
to  see  prisoners  in  the  other  division; 
and,  whether  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  had  not  himself  stated,  when 
the  Protection  Bill  was  under  discussion, 
that  all  the  prisoners  in  one  gaol  should 
have  intercourse  with  one  another  ? 

Mb.  W.  E.  FOESTEB  said,  he  did 
not  reooUect  having  made  anv  such  pro- 
mise as  that  indicated ;  but  m  thought 
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the  hon.  Member  must  see  that  if  there 
were  two  recreation  grounds  and  two 
association  halls,  and  if  one  wing  was 
too  small  for  all  prisoners,  it  could  not 
be  a  good  arrangement  to  have  the  pri- 
soners altogether. 

Mb.  HEALY:  Suppose  there  is  a 
father  and  a  son,  or  two  brothers,  in  the 
same  gaol,  have  they  option,  if  they 
choose,  to  be  confined  in  the  same 
prison,  or  part  of  the  prison  ? 

Me.  speaker  :  The  hon.  Member 
IB  putting  a  hypothetical  Question,  and 
I  am  bound  to  say  that  if  the  House  is 
to  allow  hypothetical  Questions  to ,  be 
put,  there  would  be  no  end  to  them. 

Ma.  HEALY  then  eave  Notice  that 
on  to-morrow  he  would  ask,  whether 
there  was  any  objection  to  allowing  any 
prisoner  so  desiring  it  to  be  transferred 
from  one  wing  of  Limerick  Gaol  to 
another  ? 

Me.  W.  E.  FOBSTEE  said,  he  had 
no  objection  to  state  at  once  that  they 
could  not  give  prisoners  any  such  choice. 
He  believed  there  was  no  case  of  a 
father  and  son  imprisoned.  There  was 
one  case  of  brothers;  but  he  did  not 
believe  they  were  separated. 

Me.  HEALY  subsequently  asked  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  whether  he  ad- 
hered to  the  statement  made  earlier  in 
the  eveniog,  that  he  knew  of  no  case  in 
which  a  father  and  son  had  both  been 
arrested  under  the  Coercion  Act;  and, 
whether  it  was  not  the  fact  that  such  a 
case  had  occurred  at  Mitchelstown — 
Messrs.  Man  nix,  father  and  son,  being 
both  arrested  ? 

Mb.  W.  E.  FOESTER:  I  am  glad 
the  hon.  Member  has  asked  the  Ques- 
tion. Since  I  answered  his  previous 
Question  I  have  recollected  that  there 
was  such  a  case. 

Mb.  HEALY:  Are  the  father  and 
son  kept  separate  ? 

Mb.  W.  E.  FOESTER:  The  hon. 
Member  had  better  give  Notice  of  the 
Question.  I  am  not  sure  whether  they 
are  both  in  the  same  prison  or  not. 

POOR  ALLOTMENTS  MANAGEMENT 
ACT,   1873— ALLOTMENT  COMMITTEES. 

Mb.  HOLLOND  asked  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department,  What 
is  the  amount  of  security  required  by  the 
Indosttre  Conunissioners  before  they  en- 
tertain any  application  for  the  appoint- 
ment of  an  AUotment  Oommittee  under 
(Metipii    9   of   "The  Poor  Allotments 


Management  Act,  1873 ; "  and,  whether 
any  such  Committee  has  been  appointed 
by  the  Inclosure  Commissioners  in  ac- 
cordance with  the  above  Act  ? 

Sib  WILLLAM  HARCOURT,  in  re- 
ply, said,  there  was  no  fixed  amount  of 
security  required.  The  amount  was  es- 
timated only  as  to  the  probable  sum 
required  to  cover  expenses.  There  had 
been  only  three  applications  made  to  the 
Commissioners  under  the  Act.  In  two 
of  these  cases  they  had  no  jurisdiction  ; 
and  in  the  third — the  parish  of  Water- 
beach — they  stated  that  they  would  hold 
an  inquiry  on  receiving  £30  as  security 
for  costs ;  but  the  applicant  did  not  pro- 
ceed with  the  matter. 

POST  OFFICE— TEANSFERRED 
TELEGRAPH  CLERKS. 

Me.  DILLWYN  asked  the  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury,  Whether  the  telegraph 
clerks  who  were  transferred  from  the  late 
Companies  to  the  Government  service 
in  1870  are  eligible  for  transfer  to  the 
Customs  and  Inland  Revenue  Depart- 
ments ? 

LoED  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH: 
Sir,  when  a  member  of  the  permanent 
Civil  Service  is  nominated  to  a  situation 
in  it  out  of  the  ordinary  course  of  his 
promotion,  he  requires  a  fresh  certificate 
from  the  Civil  Service  Commissioners, 
who  may  dispense  with  examination, 
wholly  or  partially,  and  may  grant  their 
certificate  of  qualification  upon  evidence 
satisfactory  to  them  that  he  possesses 
the  requisite  knowledge  and  ability,  and 
is  duly  qualified  in  respect  of  age,  health, 
and  character.  The  statute  under  which 
telegraphists  were  transferred  to  the 
Government  made  them  members  of  the 
permanent  Civil  Service.  If,  therefore, 
any  such  telegraphist  is  nominated  for 
transfer  to  a  situation  not  in  the  ordi- 
nary course  of  his  promotion — for  in- 
stance, to  one  in  the  Inland  Revenue  or 
Customs — he  is  eligible  on  the  same 
terms  as  other  Civil  servants. 

SPAIN— COMMERCIAL  TREATY. 

Me.  JACKSON  asked  the  Under  Se- 
cretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  If 
it  is  true,  as  stated  in  the  **  Standard  " 
of  Wednesday,  July  13,  that  communi- 
cations have  been  going  on  for  some 
time  between  the  Governments  of  Eng- 
land and  Spain,  which  will  probably  re- 
sult in  the  conclusion  of  a  satisfactory 
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Treaty  of  Comnierco  between  the  two 
Countries ;  and,  if  so,  if  he  will  ^ve 
the  House  some  information  as  to  the 
provisions  of  such  Treaty. 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE :  Sir, 
communications  have  for  some  time  past 
been  taking  place  between  the  two  Go- 
vernments with  the  view  to  the  conclu- 
sion of  a  Commercial  Treaty  between 
England  and  Spain.  Formal  negotia- 
tions, however,  have  not  yet  been  com- 
menced, as  an  understanding  has  not  yet 
been  arrived  at  with  respect  to  the  bases 
of  the  negotiations. 

ARMY  ORGANIZATION— QUAliTER- 
MASTERS. 

Mr.  COCIIRAN-PATRICK  (for  Co- 
lonel Alexander)  asked  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War,  When  Quartermasters 
who  have  completed  ten  years'  service 
as  such  will  be  gazetted  to  the  rank  of 
Captain  ? 

Mr.  CHILDERS,  in  reply,  said,  that 
the  officers  in  question  would  be  gazetted 
to  the  rank  of  Captain  as  soon  as  the 
Reports  upon  them  were  received  and 
considered. 

SEEDS  ACT,  1880-PO.STP()NEMENT  OF 
SPECITAL  RATE. 

Mr.  O'CONNOR  POWER  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  If  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  the  resolutions  passed  by  the 
boards  of  guardians  in  Mayo  in  refer- 
ence to  the  inability  of  poor  farmers  in- 
debted for  seed  to  pay  the  seed  rate ; 
and/  if  he  will  state  what  are  the  in- 
tentions of  the  Government  on  the  sub- 
ject? 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER,  in  reply,  said, 
that  he  had  received  several  resolutions 
from  Boards  of  Guardians  in  Mayo  and 
other  parts  of  Ireland  with  reference  to 
the  inability  of  poor  farmers  to  pay  the 
instalments  of  the  seed  loan.  Inde- 
pendent of  these  resolutions,  the  Local 
Government  Board  were  carefully  look- 
ing into  the  matter,  and  he  should  to-day 
give  Notice  of  a  short  Bill  enabling  the 
Board  in  certain  cases  to  allow  a  post- 
ponement to  be  made. 

FRANCE— COMMERCIAL  TREATY— THE 
"  TARIFF  A  DISCUTER." 

Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH  (for  Viscount 
Sandox)  asked  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury,  Whether  ho  can  hold  out  any 
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hope  of  being  able  to  make  public  Uia 
"  Tarif  a  discuter,"  i.e.  the  secret  tomi 
for  the  new  Commercial  Treaty  oiend 
by  France  to  England,  before  the  doM 
of  the  Session,  and  before  Her  MaJMty'i 
Government  finally  commits  the  Conntiy 
to  the  acceptance  or  rejection  of  the 
Treaty ;    whether,    during    the  monfli 
which  is  to  elapse  before  the  Angb- 
French  Commission  re-assembles  for  iti 
final  decision,  Her  Majesty's  Ckiveiii* 
ment   will    communicate    confidentianj 
to  the  leading  officers  of  each  of  thi 
principal     Trades    Unions    (regitisred 
under  Act  of  Parliament]  concerned  witfc 
the  trades  affected  by  the  French  Tarii( 
and  so  far  as  it  relates  to  their  own  tndei^ 
the  terms    above    mentioned,   i.e.  tiie 
''Tarif  a  discuter,"  in  the  same  man- 
ner  as  these  terms  have  been   cohl- 
deutially  communicated  by  the  Foreign 
Office  to  Chambers  of  Commerce  and  to 
ManufaoturerSi  in  order  that  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  may  have  the  td- 
vantage  of  becoming  acquainted  with 
the  views  and  practical  experience,  not 
only  of  the  master  manufacturers,  bnt 
also    of  the  important  and  namerooi 
bodies  of  handicraftsmen,  whose  wagei 
and    means  of  living  will  be  laigdj 
affected  by  the  decision  as  to  a  (%di- 
mercial  Treaty  with  France ;  and,  whe- 
ther he  can  inform  the  House  for  what 
period  of  years  it  is  proposed  to  con- 
clude the  Treaty  with  France,  and  if  he 
will  provide  that  either  party  should  be 
able  to  free  itself  from  the  Treaty  with 
twelve  months'  notice  ? 
Mb.  BROADHUEST  asked  the  Prim* 

Minister,  whether,  in  the  event  of  this 
request  being  granted,  there  would  he 
any  objection  to  the  terms  of  the  Tari" 
being    communicated    to  trade  uni(fl* 
which  were  not  registered,  as  well  as  ^ 
regibtered  unions  ? 

Mu.  GLADSTONE:  In  reference  ^ 
the  Question  last  put,  though  I  am  P- 
able  to  give  a  positive  reply,  I  do  t> 
know  if  they  can  be  got  at,  or  why  a^ 
distinction  should  be  drawn  between  tJ^ 
two  different   bodies  interested  in  tl^ 
matter.     I  may  say,  however,  in  rep^ 
to  the  general  question,  that  much  cat^ 
not  at  present  be  promised  in  a  definite 
way.     One  difficulty  about  communicate 
ing  the  Tarif  d.  discuter,  as  it  is  called 
is  that  it  is  a  document  confidentially 
communicated  to  us,  and  to  the  publica^ 
tion  of  which  the  consent  of  another 
party  is  neoeasazy.    But  there  is  «  moi^ 
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■nions  difficulty  still — though  I  cannot 
■^whether  that  consent  would  or  would 
aot  be  obtainable — the  difficulty  that 
Ais  document  is  only  the  basis  of  nego- 
tiaiions,    and    has    already  undere^one 
aiaterial  Tariation ;  and,  consequently,  I 
■m  afraid  it  might  be  taken  to  be  more 
important  than  it  is,  and  that  it  might 
load  to  more  misrepresentations  than  in- 
Ibnnation.     It  has  never  been  communi- 
cated to  the  Chambers  of  Commerce;  but 
what  haa  been  done  has  been  this — that 
the  deputations  that  have  come  up  to 
the  Commission  have  received  copies  of 
it  from  the  Commissioners,  or  such  in- 
ibrmation  regarding  it  as  would  enable 
ftem  to  talce  counsel  upon  the  material 
pointa  to  be  discussed.    The  Commis- 
■kmera  have  felt  it  necessary  to  exercise 
iheir  beat  discretion  in  this  matter ;  but 
■U  interested  in  the  matter  may  rely 
vpon   it    that    the   Commissioners    are 
anxious   not  to  take  any  step  without 
being   sure  of  the  ground  under  their 
fset.     With  respect  to  the  last  part  of 
the  question,  the  negotiations  are  not 
■afficiently  advanced  to  make  it  possible 
to  say  anything  as  to  the  precise  period 
for  which  the  Treaty  may  oe  concluded ; 
bat  as  to  the  question  whether  it  will  be 
provided  that  either  party  shall  be  at 
liberty  to   withdraw   from  it  after  12 
months'  notice,  I  may  say  that  any  pro- 
Tiuons  of  that  kind  would  entirely  de- 
atroy  the  advantage  of  having  a  Treaty, 
though,  of  course,  there  might  be  a  pro- 
Yinon  of  that  kind  for  the  lapse  of  the 
Treaty  at  the  end  of  the  specified  num- 
ber of  years  constituting  the  period  of 
its  duration. 

CHURCH  PATRONAGE  BILL. 

Mb.  E.  stanhope  said,  lie  desired 
to  ask  the  Prime  Minister,  Whether  he 
can  hold  out  the  hope  that,  when  the 
Iiiah  Land  Bill  had  been  disposed  of, 
opportunity  can  be  found  for  a  fur- 
ther discussion  of  the  Church  Patronage 
Bill? 

Ma.  ILLING  WORTH  said,  ho  would 
ask  the  Prime  Minister,  before  answer- 
ing the  Question,  to  say,  Whether  one 
of  the  conditions  on  which  he  undertook 
to  endeavour  to  find  an  opportunity  for 
the  further  discussion  of  the  Bill  was 
not  that  there  should  be  no  considerable 
opposition  to  its  further  progress  ? 

Ma.  GLADSTONE:  Sir,  I  was  not 
aware  that  there  was  any  considerable 
opposition  to  the  Bill  in  the  limited  form 


to  which  it  has  been  reduced,  and  in 
which  it  appeared  to  meet  with  the  very 
nearly  unanimous  assent  of  the  House. 
In  cases  where  we  have  got  the  very 
nearly  unanimous  assent  of  tho  House, 
there  is  a  strong  hope  of  making  pro- 
gress with  a  measure,  and  I  thought 
that  that  was  the  case  in  this  instance. 
Opposition,  however,  sometimes  spi-ings 
up  in  different  quarters,  and  manifesta- 
tions are  given  different  from  what  was 
anticipated.  I  am  therefore  afraid  that 
if  there  be  considerable  opposition  to 
the  measure — and  this  is  a  point  on 
which  I  am  unable  to  throw  any  light 
— my  hon.  Friend  can  have  no  rational 
hope  of  passing  it  this  Session.  If  the 
opposition  be  not  considerable,  if  there 
be  merely  a  desire  for  discussion  and 
explanation,  after  which  the  decision  of 
the  House  would  be  accepted,  then  I 
would  advise  my  lion.  Friend  not  abso- 
lutely to  give  up  the  hope  of  finding 
some  opening  for  this  modest  and  ex- 
ceedingly contracted  Bill. 

LANDLORD  AND  TENANT  (IRELAND) 
ACT,  1870— THE  BESSBOUOUGII  COM- 
MISSION—THE REPORT  AND  EVI- 
DENCE. 

Sir  WILLIAM  PALLISER,  refer- 
ring  to  the  answer  to  his  Question, 
which  he  said  had  been  read  to  the 
House  by  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land, desired  to  ask  him.  Whether  the 
Eeport  of  tlie  Commission  was  changed 
subsequent  to  the  date  on  which  it  was 
signed;  if  so,  whether  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  give  the  date  of  the 
alteration  ;  and  whether  he  would  give 
the  Return  of  the  dates  of  the  state- 
ments,, which  constituted  the  rebutting 
evidence  ?  This  was  a  matter  in  which 
the  dates  were  of  great  importance.  If 
the  Commission  had  signed  the  Report, 
not  only  ought  the  dates  to  have  been 
given,  but  there  ought  to  have  been  a 
Memorandum  calling  attention  to  the 
fact. 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER  :  I  would  sug- 
gest to  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
that  as  we  have  the  advantage  of  the 
presence  in  the  House  of  a  Gentleman 
who  was  a  Member  of  the  Commission, 
it  would  be  better  that  the  Question 
should  be  addressed  to  that  hon.  Member. 
Sib  WILLIAM  PALLISER  said,  he 
did  not  wish  to  cast  any  blame  upon  the 
Government ;  but  he  desired  to  obtain 
the  information. 
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Treaty  of  Commerce  between  the  two 
Countries ;  and,  if  so,  if  he  will  ^ve 
the  House  some  information  as  to  the 
provisions  of  such  Treaty. 

Sm  CHARLES  W.  DILKE :  Sir, 
communications  have  for  some  time  past 
been  taking  place  between  the  two  Go- 
vernments with  the  view  to  the  conclu- 
sion of  a  Commercial  Treaty  between 
England  and  Spain.  Formal  negotia- 
tions, however,  have  not  yet  been  com- 
menced, as  an  understanding  has  not  yet 
been  arrived  at  with  respect  to  the  bases 
of  the  negotiations. 

ARMY  ORGANIZATION— QUARTEU- 
MASTERS. 

Mb.  COCHRAN- PATRICK  (for  Co- 
lonel Alexander)  asked  tlie  Secretary 
of  State  for  War,  When  Quartermasters 
who  have  completed  ten  years'  service 
as  such  will  be  gazetted  to  the  rank  of 
Captain  ? 

Mr.  CHILDERS,  in  reply,  said,  that 
the  officers  in  question  would  be  gazetted 
to  the  rank  of  Captain  as  soon  as  the 
Reports  upon  them  were  received  and 
considered. 

SEEDS  ACT,  1880~POSTPOXEMENT  OF 
SPECIAL  RATE. 

Mk.  O'CONNOR  POWER  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  If  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  the  resolutions  passed  by  the 
boards  of  guardians  in  Mayo  in  refer- 
ence to  the  inability  of  poor  farmers  in- 
debted for  seed  to  pay  the  seed  rate ; 
and/  if  he  will  state  what  are  the  in- 
tentions of  the  Government  on  the  sub- 
ject? 

Mk.  W.  E.  FORSTER,  in  reply,  said, 
that  he  had  received  several  resolutions 
from  Boards  of  Guardians  in  Mayo  and 
other  parts  of  Ireland  wuth  reference  to 
the  inability  of  poor  farmers  to  pay  the 
instalments  of  the  seed  loan.  Inde- 
pendent of  these  resolutions,  the  Local 
Goveniment  Board  were  carefullj'^  look- 
ing into  the  matter,  and  he  should  to-day 
give  Notice  of  a  short  Bill  enabling  the 
Board  in  certain  cases  to  allow  a  post- 
ponement to  be  made. 

FRANCE— COMMERCIAL  TREATY— THE 
"  TARIFF  A  DISCUTER." 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  (for  Viscount 
Sakdon)  asked  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury,  Whether  ho  can  hold  out  any 

Mr,  Jackson 


hope  of  being  able  to  make  public  iha 
'*  Tarif  a  discuter,"  i.e.  the  secret  tennt 
for  the  new  Commercial  Treaty  offend 
by  France  to  England,  before  the  Am 
of  the  Session,  and  before  Her  Majettj*! 
Government  finally  commits  the  Cotwtrj 
to  the  acceptance  or  rejection  of  tb 
Treaty ;    whether,    daring    the  montt 
whicli  is  to  elapse  before  the  Angb* 
French  Commission  re-assembles  for  iti 
final  decision.  Her  Majesty's  Gbvem* 
ment   will    communicate    confidential]) 
to  the  leading  officers  of  each  of  thi 
principal     Trades    Unions    (registered 
under  Act  of  Parliament)  concerned  wid 
the  trades  affected  by  the  French  TazilK 
and  so  far  as  it  relates  to  their  own  tradei^ 
tlie  terms    above    mentioned,   i.e.  thi 
"Tarif  a  discuter,"  in  the  same  mu- 
ner  as  these  terms  have  been   caaSr 
dentially  communicated  by  the  ForeigB 
Office  to  Chambers  of  Commerce  and  to 
Manufacturers,  in  order  that  Her  Ib- 
jesty's   Government  may  have  the  ad- 
vantage of  becoming   acquainted  witk 
the  views  and  practical  experience,  noft 
only  of  the  master  manufacturers,  baft 
also    of  the  important  and  nameroa 
bodies  of  handicraftsmen,  whose  wagei 
and    means  of  living  will  be  largfllj 
affected  by  the  decision  as  to  a  Cbm- 
mei-cial  Treaty  with  France ;  and,  whe- 
ther he  can  inform  the  House  for  whit 
period  of  years  it  is  proposed  to  cob- 
elude  the  Treaty  with  France,  and  if  he 
will  provide  that  either  party  ehoold  be 
able  to  free  itself  from  the  Treaty  with 
twelve  months'  notice  ? 

Mr.  BKOADHUEST  asked  the  Prim* 
Minister,  whether,  in  the  event  of  thii 
request  being  granted,  there  would  be 
any  objection  to  the  terms  of  the  Tariff 
beinir  communicated  to  trade  unioM 
which  were  not  registered,  as  well  aaio 
registered  unions  ? 

Mil.  GLADSTONE :  In  reference  to 
the  Question  last  put,  though  I  am  not 
able  to  give  a  positive  reply,  I  do  not 
know  if  they  can  be  got  at,  or  why  wy 
distinction  should  be  drawn  between  tho 
two  different  bodies  interested  in  thji 
matter.     I  may  say,  however,  in  reply 
to  the  general  question,  that  much  can- 
not at  present  be  promised  in  a  definite 
way.     One  difficulty  about  communi^' 
ing  the  Tarif  d  ducuter,  as  it  is  callrfi 
is  that  it  is  a  document  confideDtiallj 
communicated  to  us,  and  to  the  pabliet' 
tion  of  which  the  consent  of  aDoth«> 
party  is  necessary.    But  there  is  a  mo^ 


B53 


Zandhrd  and  Tenant        (July  U,  1881]         (Ireland)  Act,  1870.        854 


Berioas  difficulty  Btill — though  I  cannot 
Bay  whether  that  consent  would  or  would 
not  be  obtainable — the  difficulty  that 
this  document  is  only  the  basis  of  nego- 
tiations, and  has  already  undere^one 
material  variation ;  and,  consequently,  I 
am  afraid  it  might  be  taken  to  be  more 
important  than  it  is,  and  that  it  might 
lead  to  more  misrepresentations  than  in- 
formation. It  has  never  been  communi- 
cated to  the  Chambers  of  Commerce;  but 
what  has  been  done  has  been  this — that 
the  deputations  that  have  come  up  to 
the  Commission  have  received  copies  of 
it  from  the  Commissioners,  or  such  in- 
formation regarding  it  as  would  enable 
them  to  take  counsel  upon  the  material 
points  to  be  discussed.  The  Commis- 
sioners have  felt  it  necessary  to  exercise 
their  beet  discretion  in  this  matter ;  but 
all  interested  in  the  matter  may  rely 
upon  it  that  the  Commissioners  are 
anxious  not  to  take  any  step  without 
being  sure  of  the  ground  under  their 
feet.  With  respect  to  the  last  part  of 
the  question,  the  negotiations  are  not 
sufficiently  advanced  to  make  it  possible 
to  say  anything  as  to  the  precise  period 
for  whioh  the  Treaty  may  be  concluded ; 
but  as  to  the  question  whether  it  will  be 

Erovided  that  either  party  shall  be  at 
berty  to  withdraw  from  it  after  12 
months'  notice,  I  may  say  that  any  pro- 
visions of  that  kind  would  entirely  de- 
stroy the  advantage  of  having  a  Treaty, 
though,  of  course,  there  might  be  a  pro- 
vision of  that  kind  for  the  lapse  of  the 
Treaty  at  the  end  of  the  specified  num- 
ber of  years  constituting  the  period  of 
its  duration, 

CHURCH  PATRONAGE  BILL. 

Mb.  E.  stanhope  said,  he  desired 
to  ask  the  Prime  Minister,  Whether  he 
can  hold  out  the  hope  that,  when  the 
Irish  Land  Bill  had  been  disposed  of, 
opportunity  can  be  found  for  a  fur- 
ther discussion  of  the  Church  Patronage 
BiU? 

Mr.  ILIING worth  said,  he  would 
ask  the  Prime  Minister,  before  answer- 
ing the  Question,  to  say.  Whether  one 
of  the  conditions  on  which  he  undertook 
to  endeavour  to  find  an  opportunity  for 
the  further  discussion  of  the  Bill  was 
not  that  there  should  be  no  considerable 
opposition  to  its  further  progress  ? 

Ma.  GLADSTONE:  Sir,  I  was  not 
aware  that  there  was  any  considerable 
opposition  to  the  Bill  in  the  limited  form 


to  which  it  has  been  reduced,  and  in 
which  it  appeared  to  meet  with  the  very 
nearly  unanimous  assent  of  the  House. 
In  cases  where  we  have  got  the  very 
nearly  unanimous  assent  of  the  House, 
there  is  a  strong  hope  of  making  pro- 
gress with  a  measure,  and  I  thought 
that  that  was  the  case  in  this  instance. 
Opposition,  however,  sometimes  springs 
up  in  different  quarters,  and  manifesta- 
tions are  given  different  from  what  was 
anticipated.  I  am  therefore  afraid  that 
if  there  be  considerable  opposition  to 
the  measure — and  this  is  a  point  on 
which  I  am  unable  to  throw  any  light 
— my  hon.  Friend  can  have  no  rational 
hope  of  passing  it  this  Session.  If  the 
opposition  be  not  considerable,  if  there 
be  merely  a  desire  for  discussion  and 
explanation,  after  which  the  decision  of 
the  House  would  be  accepted,  then  I 
would  advise  my  hon.  Friend  not  abso- 
lutely to  give  up  the  hope  of  finding 
some  opening  for  this  modest  and  ex- 
ceedingly contracted  Bill. 

LANDLORD  AND  TENANT  (IRELAND) 
ACT,  1870— THE  BESSBOROUGH  COM- 
MISSION—THE REPORT  AND  EVI- 
DENCE. 

Sir  WILLIAM  PALLISER,  refer- 
ring to  the  answer  to  his  Question, 
which  he  said  had  been  read  to  the 
House  by  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land, desired  to  ask  him.  Whether  the 
Beport  of  the  Commission  was  changed 
subsequent  to  the  date  on  which  it  was 
signed;  if  so,  whether  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  give  the  date  of  the 
alteration  ;  and  whether  he  would  give 
the  Return  of  the  dates  of  the  state- 
ments,, which  constituted  the  rebutting 
evidence  ?  This  was  a  matter  in  which 
the  dates  were  of  great  importance.  If 
the  Commission  had  signed  the  Beport, 
not  only  ought  the  dates  to  have  been 
given,  but  there  ought  to  have  been  a 
Memorandum  calling  attention  to  the 
fact. 

Mb.  W.  E.  FOBSTEB  :  I  would  sug- 
gest to  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
that  as  we  have  the  advantage  of  the 
presence  in  the  House  of  a  Gentleman 
who  was  a  Member  of  the  Commission, 
it  would  be  better  that  the  Question 
should  be  addressed  to  that  hon.  Member. 

Sib  WILLIAM  PALLISEB  said,  he 
did  not  wish  to  cast  any  blame  upon  the 
Government ;  but  he  desired  to  obtain 
I  the  information. 
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AFFAIRS  OF  TUNIS-LAND  SALES. 

The  Eakl  of  BECTIVE  asked  the 
Under  Socrotary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  If  he  is  aware  that  Count  de 
Camondo  entered  into  negotiations  for 
the  purchase  of  an  estate  in  Tunis  from 
Ben  Ayad,  a  British  subject,  and  that 
he  was  induced  to  do  so  by  its  being 
contemplated  to  sell  to  Baron  Gustavus 
Bothschild  another  estate  of  Ben  Ayad's 
in  the  vicinity ;  if  he  is  aware  that 
Baron  Hothschild  retired  from  the  nego- 
tiations for  political  reasons ;  but  that, 
on  the  conditions  of  sale  having  been 
settled  with  Count  de  Camondo,  M. 
Boustan  stated  that  no  real  property  in 
Tunis  could  be  sold  without  his  consent; 
and,  if  Her  Majesty's  Government  will 
draw  the  attention  of  the  French  Go- 
vernment to  this  gross  violation  by  M. 
Boustan  of  the  British  Conventions  of 
1863  and  1875,  which  the  French  Go- 
vernment have  promised  to  respect? 
The  noble  Earl  said  that  on  the  Idth  of 
June  ho  asked  a  similar  Question  to 
this,  and  received  a  very  unsatisfactory 
answer,  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs 
insinuating  that  he  (the  Earl  of  Bec- 
tive)  had  not  sufficiently  investigated 
the  facts.  lie  had  been,  therefore,  com- 
pelled to  repeat  the  Question,  because 
he  had  received  information  which  con- 
firmed him  in  the  opinion  that  the  facts 
were  based  on  sufficiently  trustworthy 
grounds.     \_Cr%es  of  **  Order  I  "] 

LoiiD  RANDOLPH  CHUBCHILL 
(to  the  noble  Earl) :  Move  the  adjourn- 
ment of  the  House. 

Mr.  SPEAKER :  The  noble  Earl  is 
entering  on  a  debate  on  a  matter  of  con- 
troversy, and  is  not  confining  himself 
to  the  explanation  of  the  Question. 

TuE  Earl  of  BECTIVE:  I  do  not 
wish  to  move  the  adjournment  of  the 
House;  but  w^ill  satisfy  myself  by 
simply  putting  the  Question. 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE,  in  reply, 
said,  he  was  very  sorry  if  he  had  said 
anything  to  hurt  the  feelings  of  the 
noble  Earl ;  but  on  the  former  occasion, 
perhaps,  he  did  insinuate  that  the  noble 
Earl  had  been  imposed  upon  in  putting 
the  Question,  and  he  feared  that  was 
still  the  case.  The  most  careful  in- 
quiry had  failed  to  satisfy  him  (Sir 
Charles  W.Dilke)  of  the  truth  of  the  facts 
of  the  case.  M.  Boustan  had  stated 
that  there  was   no   foundation  what- 
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ever  for  the  story,  as  far  as  he  waiooft* 
cemed ;  and  M.  Gustar  de  "R^^^^M 
informed  him  that  there  was  no  grounl 
for  the  use  of  his  name.  He  nsll| 
thouffht  the  noble  Earl  had  been  inh 
l>08ea  upon. 

The  K\rl  of  BECTIVE  said,  tha 
hon.  Baronet  had  not  answered  his  in- 
quiries in  the  least.  Had  he  commiuii- 
cated  with  Count  de  Camondo  ? 

Sir  CHABLES  W.  DILKE.  in  nglj, 
said,  he  communicated,  with  refereDoe 
to  the  Question,  with  Mr.  Beade,  al 
Tunis,  and  he  said  that  he  was  informsd 
by  M.  Boustan  that  there  was  no  foun- 
dation for  the  story  as  far  as  he  wis 
concerned  ;  and,  in  addition  to  that,  hs 
had  received  a  private  letter  from  M.  de 
Bothschild,  who  also  disavowed  any 
knowledge  of  the  matter.  He  knev 
nothing  about  Count  Camondo,  or  when 
he  was  to  be  found.  He  had  invited 
the  noble  Earl  to  give  him  any  facts  he 
might  possess,  in  order  that  further  in- 
quiries might  be  made;  but  that  he 
had  failed  to  do. 


ISERVIA— TUE  COMMERCIAL  PAPEE& 

Sin  H.  DBUMMOND  WOLFF  said, 
he  wished  to  ask  the  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  Foreign  AJSain  a 
Question  of  which  he  had  given  private 
Notice.  It  was.  Why  the  Servian  Com- 
mercial Fai)ers  delivered  to  Memben 
that  day  were  commented  upon  y66t6^ 
day  in  a  morning  paper,  and  appeared 
in  full  in  Tha  Times  of  that  morning? 
A  complaint  of  the  kind  had  been  made 
more  than  once,  and  an  assurance  given 
that  such  a  thing  should  not  recur.  He 
would  further  ask,  Whether  the  hon. 
Baronet  intended  to  give  a  translation 
of  the  Paper,  which  was  in  French,  or 
whether  he  would  follow  the  example  of 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade* 
and  refuse  to  give  it  ? 

Sir  CHABLES  W.  DILKE,  in  reply, 
said,  with  regeird  to  the  first  part  of  the 
Question,  his  hon.  Friend  was  perfecdj 
justified  in  raising  the  matter.    There 
was  no  doubt  whatever  that  an  irregu- 
larity had  occurred;   but  the  Foreign 
Office  was  in  no  sense  responsible  for 
the  irregularity.     The  Papers  were  sent 
to  the  Foreign  Office  on  Tuesday  night 
by  the  printers,  and  communicated  to 
the  newspapers  in  the  usual  way.    A 
promise,  which  was  almost  invariably 
observed  on  these  occasionfl,  was  given 
that  there  would  be  a  distribution  in 


857        Mr.  NorthcoU  and 


{July  14,  1881) 


Mr,  Biggar, 


668 


full  on  Wednesday  morning;  but  that 
did  not  take  place.  When  he  (Sir 
Charles  W.  Dilke)  found  that  the  dis- 
tribution had  not  taken  place,  he  di- 
rected that  some  of  the  Foreign  Office 
copies  should  be  sent  to  the  Library, 
and  an  ample  supply  was  at  the 
Vote  Office  at  2  o'clock  yesterday. 
What  had  occurred  had  been  in  viola- 
tion of  a  distinct  understanding  pre- 
viously arrived  at.  It  had  been  the 
subject  of  full  inquiry,  and  the  blame 
was  entirely  with  the  printers.  With 
respect  to  the  second  portion  of  the 
Question,  his  hoo .  Friend  himself  pressed 
for  an  immediate  publication  of  these 
Papers ;  and  if  a  translation  had  taken 
place  there  would  have  been  a  delay  of 
several  days,  and,  consequently,  he  (Sir 
Charles  W.  Dilke)  thought  it  best  to 
lay  them  at  once  on  the  Table  with- 
out translation.  If,  however,  there  was 
any  document  among  the  Papers  which 
bis  hon.  Friend  thought  was  of  general 
interest  to  the  House,  and  worth  the  ex- 
pense of  translation,  there  would  be  no 
objection  to  do  so. 

Sib  H.  DRUMMOND  WOLFF:  I 
think  it  is  worth  while  to  have  a  trans- 
lation. 

PTERS    AND    HARBOURS    (IRELAND)— 
OUTLAY  ON  PIERS. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  asked  the 
Financial  Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  If 
he  will  furnish  a  Return  showing  the 
dates  on  which  the  Piers  Committee 
entered  into  contracts  for  each  of  the 
works  mentioned  in  Return  No.  244,  or 
handed  them  over  to  the  Board  of  Works 
for  execution  ;  the  dates  on  which  each 
work  was  commenced ;  and  the  amounts 
actually  paid  on  account  of  each  work 
undertaken  by  the  Board  of  Works  up 
to  the  date  of  the  Return  mentioned  ? 

LoED  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH: 
Sir,  the  information  asked  for  can  be 
supplied.  If  the  hon.  Member  will  com- 
municate with  me,  I  wilharrange  with 
him  the  form  of  a  Return  in  which  it 
can  best  be  given.  ^ 

MR,  NORTHCOTE  AND  MR.  BIGGAR. 

Mr.  NORTHCOTE :  I  am  sorry,  Sir, 
to  interpose  between  the  House  and  the 
further  consideration  of  the  Land  Law 
(Ireland)  Bill  in  Committee ;  but  I  hope 
the  House  will  allow  me  to  say  a  word 
on  a  matter  personal  to  myself.    I  am 


never  disposed  to  attach  too  much  im« 

Sortance  to  words  which  fall  from  an  hon. 
[ember  in  the  heat  of  debate ;  but  I  find 
yesterday,  in  my  absence,  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Oavan  (Mr.  Biggar),  as  reported 
in  Th9  Standard^  said  that  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Exeter  (Mr.  Northcote)  was  the 
representative  of  a  Company  connected 
with  Minnesota,  and,  therefore,  repre- 
sented a  number  of  swindlers.  fMr, 
BiGOAB :  I  never  said  that.]  If  the  hon. 
Member  disclaims  the  use  of  the  words, 
I  have  nothing  more  to  say  ;  but,  accord- 
ing to  the  report  in  The  Standard,  it 
would  appear  that  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Dublin  University  (Mr.  Gibson)  rose  to 
Order,  and  asked  whether  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber was  entitled  to  say  that  any  Member 
of  the  House  was  the  representative  of 
swindlers  ?  The  Chairman  replied  that 
hehad  not  heard  those  words;  but  that,  if 
they  were  employed,  they  were  certainly 
out  of  Order ;  and  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cavan  thereupon  withdrew  the  charge  to 
a  certain  extent  as  regards  myself,  saying 
that  I  was  an  unsuspecting  Gentleman, 
who  would  not  wilfully  do  an  unworthy 
thing  ;  but  that  anyone  knew  that  a 
scheme  which  came  from  the  United 
States  would  not  be  perfectly  sound.  1 
do  not  know  why  the  hon.  Member  should 
manifest  such  a  feeling  against  schemes 
cominff  from  the  United  States,  unless, 

EossibTy,  the  subscriptions  to  the  Land 
league  may  have  recently  decreased. 
If  the  hon.  Member  had  simply  con- 
fined himself  to  calling  me  a  swindler, 
knowing  the  hon.  Gentleman's  predilec- 
tion for  strong  language,  I  should  have 
then  left  the  matter  entirely  unnoticed. 
But,  Sir,  I  feel  with  respect  to  the  gen- 
tlemen with  whom  I  am  connected  in 
this  matter  that  their  character  deserves 
some  defence  at  my  hands,  because 
they  are  gentlemen  as  honourable  and 
honest  as  the  hon.  Member  for  Cavan 
himself.  The  hon.  Member  would  not 
have  ventured  to  say  what  he  has  said 
if  he  were  not  protected  by  his  Parlia- 
mentary privilege.  I  will  merely  men- 
tion the  names  of  one  or  two  of  the 
gentlemen  of  whom  the  hon.  Member  has 
said  that  they  were  dishonest  0^  neeemtate. 
One  of  them  is  the  son  of  a  gentleman 
well  known  to  many  hon.  Members  of 
this  House,  Sir  John  Rose.  ex-Finance 
Minister  of  Canada,  a  gentleman  of  high 
honour  and  integrity.  Another  is  Mr. 
Pascoe  Grenfell,  who  is  a  personal  eon- 
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neotion  of  a  member  of  the  firm  of 
Glyn,  Mills,  Currie,  and  Co. — a  toler- 
ably well-known  house,  and  who  has 
long  been  the  head  of  a  large  and  im- 
portant house  in  the  City.  The  Presi- 
dent of  the  Company  has  been  for  many 
years  President  of  the  Bank  of  Mont- 
real, and  is  a  near  connection  of  mine 
by  marriage,  and  a  gentleman  of  the 
highest  and  most  stainless  honour.  Of 
the  other  Members  of  the  Company  I 
will  merely  say  that  they  are  gentlemen 
against  whose  character  not  one  word  was 
breathed  in  the  Dominion  when  the  Cana- 
dian Pacific  Bailway  contract  was  under 
discussion.  I  am,  therefore,  entitled  to 
call  upon  the  hon.  Member  to  withdraw 
or  to  substantiate  the  charges  which  he 
has  made.  I  should  like  to  say  one 
single  word  as  to  why  I  have  alluded  to 
my  personal  connection  with  the  Com- 
pany. As  a  young  Member  of  the  House, 
and  as  the  Bepresentative  of  an  English 
constituency,  I  would  otherwise  not  have 
intruded  on  the  discussion  of  the  Irish 
Land  Bill ;  and  I  think  it  only  respectful 
to  the  Committee  to  state  why,  having 
some  knowledge  of  the  country  the  hon. 
Member  for  Kirkcaldy  had  referred  to, 
I  ventured  to  address  it.  I  do  not  wish 
to  say  anything  personally  offensive  to 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cavan,  or  to  do 
anything  more  than  clear  the  character 
of  my  associates.  I  venture,  with  some 
confidence,  to  leave  my  own  character 
in  the  hands  of  the  House. 

Mb.  BIGGAE  :  I  really,  Mr.  Speaker, 
do  not  know  exactly  what  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman wishes  me  to  do.  If  I  have  said 
anything  un-Parliamentary  with  respect 
to  him,  I  shall  be  very  glad  to  apologize; 
but,  so  far  from  making  any  personal 
attack,  I  distinctly  said  I  did  not  mean 
to  do  so.  The  report  of  my  remarks 
which  has  been  referred  to  as  appearing 
in  The  Standard  was  only  a  summary  of 
what  I  really  did  say,  or  was  supposed 
to  say.  It  certainly  did  not  convey  a 
correct  idea  of  what  I  intended  to  say,  or 
of  what  I  believe  I  did  say.  I  was  care- 
ful in  my  opening  remarks  to  say,  with 
regard  to  these  American  Companies, 
that  the  fact  that  the  hon.  Gentleman 
had  acknowled&;ed  in  his  speech  that  he 
was  personally  interested  in  them  proved 
his  thorough  honesty  and  guilelessness, 
and  that  he  did  not  intend  to  mislead 
the  Committee.  I  was  particularly  care- 
ful not  to  make  any  charge  against  the 
hon.  Gentleman.     I  neither  did  so,  nor 

Mr*  Northeote 


did  I  intend  to  do  so.  But  the  hon. 
Gentleman  now  asks  me  to  do  a  thing 
of  an  entirely  different  nature,  and  to 
disavow  an  expression  of  opinion  which 
I  have  used  with  regard  to  parties  whom 
the  hon.  Gentleman  knows,  and  of  whom 
I  confess  I  know  nothing.  I  think, 
Mr.  Speaker,  I  was  justified  in  saying 
what  I  did.  It  is  notorious  that  the 
great  bulk  of  the  promoters  of  public 
Companies  in  this  City  are  simply  ad- 
venturers. ['*  Oh,  oh !  "]  That  is  my 
opinion,  and  I  think  I  was  thoroughly 
justified  in  saying  that  the  fact  that 
a  Company  was  promoted  in  London 
for  the  purpose  of  land -jobbing  in 
Canada  proved  that  its  original  pro- 
moters, whoever  they  were  —  and  I 
have  not  yet  been  told  who  thej 
were — were  persons  of  a  dishonest  cha- 
racter. I  simply  intended  to  convey  the 
idea,  and  I  think  I  was  justified  in 
doing  so,  that  the  hon.  Member  for 
Exeter  is  the  dupe  of  designing  per- 
sons, who  used  his  name  and  high  cha- 
racter for  the  purpose  of  promoting  their 
dishonest  ends. 

Afterwards — 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  I  eannot  help 
referring,  Sir,  to  that  which  occurred  a 
moment  ago,  and  I  think  I  may  be 
justified  in  saying  a  word  or  two  in 
regard  to  the  explanation,  if  it  is  to  be 
so  termed,  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Cavan 
(Mr.  Biggar).  I  own  I  was  for  a  mo- 
ment perplexed  by  it,  and  said  to  myself 
What  does  this  mean  ?  What  is  it  in- 
tended to  imply  ?  What  is  the  idea  of 
the  hon.  Member  of  the  privileges  of 
Parliament?  And  does  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber, who  offers  an  explanation  of  that 
kind,  think  that  it  can  either  g^ve  any 
satisfaction  to  those  who  are  the  subjects 
of  it,  or  that  it  can  by  any  possibility 
be  regarded  as  anything  but  a  serioas 
aggravation  of  the  original  offence  ?  As 
I  understand  ^  the  hon.  Member,  he 
placed  before  lis  prominently  two  propo- 
sitions or  points.  One  is  that,  in  his 
opinion,  the  promoters  of  public  Com- 
panies in  this  City  are  generally  dis- 
honest. That  is  a  proposition  with  regard 
to  which  I  need  not  say  that  it  may  be 
reasonable  or  unreasonable,  it  maybe 
charitable  or  uncharitable,  but  from  its 
great  breadth  and  scope,  it  is  hardly 
capable  of  being  understood  as  offensive 
to  any  particular  individual  personally. 
Sweeping  charges  are  sometimes  made 
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against  this  HoQse;  but  if  they  are  made  the  interest  of  my  friends,  and  I  am 
against  the  entire  House,  we  do  not  feel  completely  satisfied  with  their  vindica- 
warranted  in  treating  them  as  personal  tion.  I  hope  the  matter  will  not  pro- 
imputations  on  ourselves  individually,  ceed  further. 
But,  unfortunately,  if  I  understood  the 
matter  rightly,  the  hon.  Member  did  not 
stop  at  mat  point.  He  went  further, 
and  said  of  one  of  the  Companies — that 
with  which  the  hon.  Member  for  Exeter 
(Mr.  Northcote)  is  connected — that  of 
itself  it  nearly  amounted  to  a  demon- 
stration that  those  who  promoted  it  were 
dishonest  persons,  and  it  appears  that 
in  a  former  discussion  he  had  applied 
to  them  an  epithet  stronger  still.  Un- 
doubtedly, that  declaration  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cavan,  in  my  judgment — 
and  I  wish  to  look  at  it  dispassionately 
—does  fix  upon  the  character  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Exeter  and  of  those  honour- 
able gentlemen  a  stigma  of  the  most  se- 
rious kind.  What  are  the  facts  as  they 
appear  upon  the  statement  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Oavan  himself  ?  The  prin- 
cipal fact  is  that  the  hon.  Member  has 
stated  that  about  those  gentlemen  he 
knows  nothing.  Now,  Sir,  as  a  Mem- 
ber of  Parliament,  I  ask  is  it  for  the 
honour  of  the  House — and  as  a  matter 
deeply  concerning  the  honour  of  the 
House,  I  do  not  ask  it  to  arrive  at  a 
precipitate  decision,  but  I  wish  to  make 
some  impression  on  the  mind  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Oavan  himself— I  say,  is  it 
for  the  character  or  honour  of  the  House 
that  it  should  be  permitted  to  an  hon. 
Member  within  its  walls  to  stigmatize 
as  dishonest  persons  gentlemen  outside 
these  walls  of  whom  the  person  so  stig- 
matizing them  is  obliged  at  the  same 
time  to  confess  that  personally  he  has 
no  knowledge  whatever  of  them  ?  My 
opinion,  which  I  think  must  be  that  of 
a  majority  of  those  who  hear  me,  is  that 
an  Assembly  which  allows  such  things 
to  be  deliberately  stated  and  persistently 
adhered  to  is  not  sufficiently  careful  of 
its  own  character  and  reputation,  and 
exposes  itself  to  the  possible  reproach 
that  it  allows  its  privileges — privileges 
granted  to  it  and  possessed  by  it  solely 
for  purposes  of  public  utility — to  be 
made  the  vehicles  of  gross  injustice, 
which  might,  perhaps,  be  deserving  a 
much  more  severe  name,  as  far  as  the 
character  of  the  House  is  concerned. 

Mr.  NOETHCOTE  :  After  the  gene- 
rous language  of  the  Prime  Minister,  I 
feel  that  my  object  is  entirely  achieved. 
}  simply  brought  the  matter  forward  in 


LAND  LAW  (IRELAND)  BILL— THE 
EMIGRATION  CLAUSE. 

Mr.  SHAW  asked  the  Prime  Minister, 
Whether  he  intended  to  persevere  with 
the  Emigration  Clause  of  the  Land  Law 
(Ireland)  Bill,  or  whether  it  would  be 
postponed  ? 

Mr.  K.  POWEE  said,  he  might,  per- 
haps, ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  If 
his  attention  had  been  called  to  a  meet- 
ing lately  held  in  the  city  of  Kilkenny, 
at  which  a  resolution  was  unanimously 
adopted  strongly  condemning  the  Emi- 
gration Clause  in  the  Land  Law  (Ire- 
land) Bill  ;  and,  would  he  consent  to 
postpone  the  clause  until  the  sense  of 
Ireland  could  be  taken  with  regard 
to  it? 

Mr.  HEALY  asked  whether  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  in  the  event  of  his 
proceeding  with  the  clause,  would  men- 
tion the  exact  sum  he  intended  to  place 
at  the  disposal  of  the  Commissioners  for 
the  purposes  of  emigration  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  I  do  not  think, 
Sir,  that  there  would  be  any  advantage 
in  my  stating  at  this  moment  the  exact 
sum  which  we  may  think  ourselves  justi- 
fied in  proposing  for  the  purpose  referred 
to.  If,  however,  we  are  pressed,  we  shall 
be  prepared  to  do  so ;  but  I  think  the 
matter  had  better  be  allowed  to  stand 
over  till  the  proper  time.  With  respect 
to  the  meeting  at  Kilkenny,  my  atten- 
tion has  not  been  called  to  it,  nor,  with 
all  possible  respect  to  that  ancient  city  and 
its  beautiful  site,  could  1  regard  a  meet- 
ing there  as  a  conclusive  demonstration  of 
the  sentiments  of  the  Irish  people.  With 
regard  to  the  Question  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  County  of  Cork  (Mr.  Shaw), 
no  doubt  it  has  reference  to,  and  is 
entirely  justified  by,  the  element  of  un- 
certainty which  I  myself  introduced  into 
the  debate  in  respect  of  the  clause.  I 
said,  in  the  course  of  a  previous  debate, 
that  we  should  look  with  great  interest 
and  anxiety  for  a  pretty  free  manifesta- 
tion of  the  sentiments  of  the  Bepresen- 
tatives  of  Ireland  on  the  subject.  I  con- 
sider that  we  have  now  obtained  that 
information  in  an  adequate  degpree ;  and 
inasmuch  as  it  was  the  only  point  tr^ 
which  I  adverted  as  remaining  in  ot-'^^t^ 
to  bring  full  conviction  to  our  n^inds, 
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my  reply  is  that,  undoubtedly,  I  have  de- 
rived, and  my  Colloap^es  have  derived, 
from  the  protracted  discussion  upon  this 
clause  a  strongconviction  that  the  opinion 
of  the  largo  majority  of  the  Irish  Re- 
presentatives is  favourable  to  the  clause. 
We  will,  therefore,  while  paying  all  due 
respect  to  any  Amendments  which  may 
be  suggested  in  the  language  of  the 
clause,  both  adhere  to  it,  and  endeavour 
to  procure  its  acceptance  by  the  Com- 
mittee at  the  earliest  possible  moment. 
Mr.  PARNELL  said,  that,  in  refer- 
ence to  the  statement  just  made  by  the 
Prime  Minister  upon  the  Emigration 
Clause,  that  by  the  discussions  on  the 
clause  he  had  ascertained  that  a  large 
majority  of  Irish  Members  were  in  favour 
of  the  clause,  he  would  wish  to  ask  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  whether  he  was 
aware  the  Chairman  of  Committees,  in 
the  exercise  of  his  discretion,  had  per- 
sistently, up  to  the  present  moment,  ruled 
out  of  Order  any  general  discussion  on 
the  clause  ?  He  (Mr.  Parnell)  had  him- 
self been  anxious  to  express  his  opinion 
as  to  the  merits  of  the  clause  as  a  whole, 
but  had  been  prevented.  What  he  now 
wished  to  ask  the  Prime  Minister  was, 
whether,  if  a  division  should  be  taken  as 
to  the  merits  of  the  clause  as  a  whole, 
and  if  in  the  division  a  majority  of 
the  Irish  Members  present  should  vote 
against  the  clause,  he  would  be  prepared 
to  reconsider  before  the  Report  the  ex- 
pediency of  persisting  in  the  proposal  ? 
Inasmuch  as  no  general  discussion  on 
the  clause  had  yet  taken  place,  he 
thought  the  judgment  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  formed  as  to  the 
direction  of  Irish  opinion  was,  to  say  the 
least,  premature. 

Mr.  GORST  :  Before  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  answers  this  Question,  I 
should  like  to  ask  whether  he  has  been 
informed  by  his  Colleagues  of  what  took 
place  while  he  was  absent  from  the 
House  yesterday  —  namely,  that  the 
Chairman  of  Committees  distinctly  ruled 
speeches  made  in  support  of  the  clause 
to  be  in  Order,  and  any  speeches  made 
in  opposition  to  the  clause  to  be  out  of 
Order  ? 

Mr.  speaker  :  I  must  point  out  to 
the  House  the  great  irregularity  of  this 
discussion.     It  is  being  attempted  to  re- 
view the  course  taken  in  Committee  of 
his  House  on  the  Land  Law  (Ireland) 
^^      The  House  is  now  supposed  to  be 
hoUd-pfl  in  nskintr  Questions,  and  to  de- 1 
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bate  the  proceedinga  of  the  CommittH 
would  be  alto)?ether  out  of  Order. 

Mr.  parnell  :  I  would  ask,  Sir, 
as  a  point  of  Order,  whether  the  conm 
taken  by  the  Prime  Minister,  in  statint 
that  the  opinion  of  the  majority  of  IrU 
Members  was  in  favour  of  the  danae^ 
was  not  a  distinct  imitation  of  the  it* 
tempt  you  have  just  deprecated,  to  re- 
view the  course  of  the  proceedingi  a  < 
Committee  on  this  clause  r 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  :  It  is  perhaps  dm 
from  me  to  the  House  that  I  shooldmafci 
an  apology  in  this  matter.     I  was  cw- 
tainly  of  opinion  that,  considering  As 
nature  of  the  case,  and  considering  that 
a  declaration  of  my  own  had  tended  to 
throw   some  uncertainty  over    debatal 
which  are  prolonged  and  protracted,! 
single  word  from  me,  not  arguing  any- 
thing, but  simply  stating  that  the  Go- 
vernment had  now  arrived  at  a  convictiai 
which  they  had  not  arrived  at  before,  it 
might  be  for  the  convenience  of  the 
House.     That  was  the  whole  aim  and 
substance  of  wliat  I  stated.    To  entar 
into  the  reasons  of  that  conviction  and 
the  means  by  which  we  had  arrived  it 
that  state  of  mind  would  be  entirelr  be- 
yond an  indulgence  the  House  mignt  be 
disposed  to  grant  me,  even  if  you,  fir, 
would  tolerate  it  from  the  Chair.  Then- 
fore,  I  must  ask  the  hon.  Member  to 
wait  until  we  get  into  Committee  for  anj     I 
further  explanations.  J 

Mr.  PARNELL  again  asked  the  ri^.fl 
hon.  Gentleman  whether,  if  the  dirioot;  ^ 
on  the  Emigration  Clause  should  shovt 
majority  of  Irish  Members  against  it,  hi   i 
would  reconsider  the  question  of  retsi: 
ing  the  clause  before  the  Report  ? 

Mr.   GLADSTONE :    Sir,  this  ii 
Question    which    the    hon.   Gentlemi 
would  be  perfectly  justified  in  putting 
if  such  a  case  ever  arose  ;  but  I  mustflij 
that  it  is  quite  impossible  for  me  to  give 
the  hon.  Member  an  answer  now  as  to 
what  wo  would  do  in   a   contingenoj 
which  we  have  ceased  to  anticipate. 

Mr.  CALLAN  asked  whether  it  trtf 
competent  to  discuss  the  merits  of  > 
clause  before  the  Amendments  woie 
moved  ? 

Mr.  SPEAKER :  The  hon.  Member 
is  putting  to  me  a  Question  which  shonli 
more  properly  be  put  to  the  Chairman. 

In  reply  to  Sir  Joseph  M'ICenna, 

Mk.  GLADSTONE  said,  it  was  never 
intended  to  interfere  With  the  firee  choice 


S65 


Zand  Law 


(July  14,  1881} 


ilrOand)  Bill 


86G 


i 


of  the  emigrant  to  proceed  to  any  part 
of  the  world  he  might  wish. 

PARLIAMENT— RULES  AND  ORDERS— 
THE  PARLIAMENTARY  OATH  — MR. 
BRADLAUOH. 

VisooTTNT  FOLKESTONE:  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  wish  to  ask,  Whether  it  is 
troe,  as  stated  in  the  daily  papers,  that 
Mr.  Bradlaugh  has  written  to  you,  say- 
ing that  he  is  to  present  himself  at  the 
Bar  of  the  House  for  the  purpose  of 
taking  the  Oath  on  the  Srd  of  August 
next,  regardless  of  any  physical  force 
that  may  he  used  against  him  ? 

Mb.  speaker  :  I  have  received  a 
notification  from  Mr.  Bradlaugh  to  the 
effect  that  he  intends  to  present  himself  at 
theTahle  of  the  House ;  but  I  cannot  say 
from  recollection  whether  it  contains  the 
precise  particulars  stated  by  the  noble 
lx)rd.  I  may  say  that  a  similar  notice 
has  been  served  upon  the  Clerk  of  the 
House  and  the  Serjeant  at  Arms ;  but  I 
do  not  consider  it  necessary  either  to  lay 
the  notice  before  the  House  or  to  take 
any  action  upon  it. 

ORDER    OF  TEE  BAY. 


LAND  LAW  (IRELAND)  BIXL.— [Bill  185.] 
{Mr,  Oiad$toM,  Mr.  FortUr^  Mr.  Bright,  Mr. 

Aitom^if  Otntrdi  fcT  Ireland,    Mr.  Solicitor 

Oeneralfor  Ireland.) 

OOlOaTTSB.       [TWJUfTY-SKVJSNTH  IHGHT.] 

[Progr$M  IZth  July.'] 
Bill  conttdsred  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 
Pabt  V. 
AcQxnsiTioN  OF  Land  by  Tenaitts,  Ee- 

CLAICATION  OF  LaNB,  AND  EMIGRATION. 

Reclamation  of  Zand  and  Emigration. 
Clause  26  (Emigration). 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  18,  lines  14  and  15,  to  leave  out  the 
words  '*  on  behalf  of  the  Dominion  of  Canada  or 
any  Province  thereof  or." — {Mr.  William  Edward 
Fortter.) 

Question  again  proposed,  **  That  the 
words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part 
of  the  Clause." 

Sib  JOSEPH  M'KENNA:  Before  the 
Question  is  put,  I  beg  to  say  that  I 
have  handed  in  an  Amendment  which 
will  take  precedence  of  it. 

VOL.  COLXHI.    [thibd  series.] 


The  chairman  :  The  Question  I 
have  put  is  in  possession  of  the  Com- 
mittee. Therefore  the  hon.  Member 
cannot  do  what  he  proposes. 

Mr.  BIGGAB  said,  he  should  like  to 
put  a  question  as  to  a  statement  which 
appeared  in  Tlis  Echo  of  last  night,  to  the 
effect  that  Her  Majesty's  Government 
had  been  in  negotiation  with  the  Go- 
vernment of  Canada  on  the  subject  of 
emigration  to  that  country.  He  wished 
to  know  whether  that  statement  was 
true  ?  He  thought  the  question  fairly 
arose  on  the  Amendment  before  the 
Committee. 

Sib  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  said,  he 
was  glad  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land had  seen  his  way  to  propose  this 
Amendment,  because  it  took  the  sting  out 
of  the  objection  to  the  clause.  He  should 
like  to  ask  whether  the  right  hon.  Gen-' 
tleman  could  not  see  his  way  to  going  a 
little  further,  and  not  only  strike  out 
the  words  *'  Dominion  of  Canada,"  but 
also  the  word  "British?"  The  object  of 
the  clause  was  to  assist  emigration ; 
therefore,  it  was  extremely  undesirable 
that  they  should  maintain  the  words 
"  British  Colonies  "  in  it,  as  implying 
that  these  places  had  advantages  over 
every  other  country  in  the  world. 

The  chairman  :  I  must  point  out 
that  the  hon.  Member  is  discussing  that 
which  forms  a  distinct  Amendment  a 
little  lower  down. 

Mb.  BIGGAB:  I  asked  a  question 
just  now,  but  have  received  no  reply. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE:  It  is  not  the 
fact  that  any  understanding  has  taken 
place  between  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment and  the  Government  of  the  Domi- 
nion of  Canada  which  would  in  any  de- 
gree approach  the  character  of  such 
negotiation.  An  intimation  was  conveyed 
to  Her  Majesty's  Government,  and,  I 
think,  by  a  Gentleman  connected  with 
the  Dominion  of  Canada,  of  the  desire  of 
the  Canadian  Government  that  emigra- 
tion should  be  promoted  to  that  country ; 
but  the  intimation  was  in  general  terms, 
and  it  in  no  way  had  reference  to  the 
terms  of  this  Amendment.  My  answer 
to  the  hon.  Member's  question  must  be 
distinctly  in  the  negative. 

Sib  JOSEPH  M'KENNA  said,  that 
at  that  stage  he  might  say  a  few  words 
which,  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  answer  them,  would  save  all  fur- 
ther trouble.  He  and  other  hon.  Mem- 
bers had  no  objection  to  the  clause  stand- 
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ing  as  a  clause  to  assist  emigratioii,  be- 
cause  he  thought  that  such  a  provision 
might  in  certain  cases  be  eminently  use- 
ful ;  but  ho  would  direct  the  attention  of 
tho  Prime  Minister  to  the  fact  that  tho 
main  object  of  the  ckuse  was  to  remedy 
tho  congested  stnio  of  the  Irish  popula- 
tion. Could  ho  not,  therefore,  consent 
to  enable  asfistanco  to  lie  given,  on  the 
production  of  proper  ficcnrity,  to  per- 
sons to  go  to  any  part  of  the. world  tliey 
might  clioose  to  emigrate  to?  If  the 
Oovornmcnt  gave  a  satiNfactory  answer, 
ur  if  tho  right  hon.  Qentlemnu  enter- 
tained the  same  view  as  lie  (Sir  Joseph 
M'Konna)  did,  it  might  save  the  right 
hon.  Oontleman  a  great  di  ul  of  trouble. 

The  OIIAIRMAN  r  I  must  point  out 
to  the  hon.  Member  tiiat  oil  these  points 
can  be  raised  on  a  subxcriuent  Amend- 
ment. 

Sir  J08EPH  M'KENNA  said,  he  ad- 
mitted that  was  ro  :  but  the  question 
rnme  in  as  the  consequence  of  this 
Amendment.  He  thought  it  desirable 
that  they  should  know  what  they  were 
discussing,  and  to  what  this  clause  would 

Mr.  GLADSTONE;  I  think,  later 
on,  wo  shall  be  able  to  show  that  thi 
wording  of  the  claui>e  does  not  confine 
us  in  any  manner  whatever  as  to  the 
Company  or  body  with  which  we  may 
enter  into  arrangements  for  the  purpose 
of  emigration,  or  as  to  the  quartei  ' 
which  emigration  may  go. 

Mr.  BIGGAB  said,  the  hon.  Member 
for  Toughal  (Sir  Joseph  M'Kenna) 
neemcd  to  speak  on  behalf  of  some 
other  Members.  TTe  (Mr.  Biggar)  did 
not  know  who  the  hon.  Member  repre- 
sented in  that  matter :  but  certainly  a 
substantial  portion  of  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers were  opposed  to  any  Government 
scheme  of  emigrntion  whatever. 

Question  put,  and  nrgadred ;  words 
ilruet  out  accordingly. 

Sir  JOSEPH  M'KENNA  said,  he 
had  put  in  an  Amendment,  which  came 
in  after  these  words,  and  left  the  clausi.' 
in  a  general  state,  so  that  assistance 
might  be  given  to  anybody,  on  security 
to  be  approved  of  by  the  Government, 
to  enable  persons  to  emigrate  to  any 
part  of  tho  world. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  16,  lin« 

Id,  to  striko  out  all  the  words  from  thu 

word  "  on,"  to  the  word  "  satisfied,"  ibi 

line  IF), inclusive. — {Sir  Jouph  JU'XMna.) 

fiir  Joiii^ih  M'JCtnna 


I 

rtotfa 


Question  propoaed,  "Tfaattha 
jiroposed  to  be  left  oat  stand  part ' 
Clause." 

SiK  JOSEPH  M'KENNA  sud 
if  the  Prime  Minister  could  fi 
any  other  words  which  would 
out  his  abject,  and  would  bring  th 
on  Report,  he  should  be  very  glad  it 
n'ithdraw  his  proposal. 

Mk.  GL.ADSTONE:  Without 
ing  minutely  into  the  terms  of  thecluu^ 
I  should  say  that  the  n-ords  containsd  it 
it  would  enable  any  foreign  Ooremmiri 
to  appoint  a  public  body  to  anaDgefa 
emigration  from  Ireland  to  its  tani- 
tories.  If  any  foreign  State  chow  ll 
enter  into  this  matter,  the  first  stop  it 
would  take  would  be  to  appoint 
body  or  organ  for  carrying  on  the  ^ 
tiations.  Of  course,  no  step  of  this  kul 
would  be  taken  by  any  Department  of  • 
foreign  State. 

Mb.  T.    P.    O'CONNOR   said. 
Amendment   was   altogether  falliooK 
As  the  clause  would  stand,  if  they  ksft 
within  the  Hues  accepted  by  the  Piiai 
Minister,    they  would  have  one  put)- 
cular  class  of  Governments  mentiontd, 
and  another  particular  class  of  Ootvi- 
menta  practically  excluded,  that  cido- 
sion  being  as  well  defined  and  iotelli- 
^ble  as  the  inclusion  of  the  other  dm  j 
of  Companies  or  bodies.     They  wsnH   : 
exclude  the  United  States  espreHlylr  i 
the  terme  in  which  they  included  thsOo-  '. 
vernmentaof  our  own  Dependencisi.  Th 
right  hon.  Gentleman  said  that  forap 
Governments  could  put  forward  pnUit 
bodies;  but  what  was  tho  meanugof 
that  statement?     If  it  were  wrong fiw 
a  Oovcrnmont  to  take  upon  its«lf  '^ 
duty  of  an  emigration  agent,  and  if  it 
were  necessary  for  a  Govemmsnt,  »• 
stead  of  doing  this  work  itself,  topoifo™ 
the   duty  through    a   public  Compuj. 
why  not  leave  the  Canadian  OoTenmuo' 
to  work  through  the  medium  of  a  Com- 
pany   OS   well   as  the   United  Stitt*' 
There  was  no  use  in  beating  about  A< 
bush  in  this  way.     Let  the  Prime  Mini- 
ter,  or  any  other  Minister  of  the  CtoTH, 
get  up,  and  say  whether  it  was  inteiu* 
to  give  a  preference  to  the  British  D<^ 
minions  over   every  other  part  of  UM 
world.     Let  them  say  this,  for  the  Com- 
mittee had  a  right  to  demand  frankneu 
and   candour  from  Her   Majesty's  Oo- 
vemment  on  this  matter.     He  neednol 
toll  the  greatest  financier  in  the  conntr] 
that  the  guarantee  of  a  State  waa  k  TV] 


869 


Zand  Law  J 


{JXTLY  14,  1881  J 


(Ireland)  Bill. 


870 


different  thing  to  the  guarantee  of  a 
Company.  Toe  guarantee  of  a  solvent 
State  would  carry  with  it  in  the  money 
market  an  amount  of  security  and  con- 
fidence that  no  public  Company  could 
carry,  no  matter  how  high  its  position 
or  how  solvent  it  might  be.  Accordingly, 
if  they  had  on  one  side  the  guarantee  of 
a  Government,  and  on  the  other  side  the 
guarantee  of  private  Companies,  it  was 
obvious  they  were  giving  an  immense 
advantage  to  the  country  which  acted 
through  its  Government.  Let  the  Go- 
vernment say  plainly  what  they  intended 
to  do,  and  do  not  let  them  try  by  a  side 
wind,  and  by  omissions,  to  do  a  thing  of 
this  kind. 

Mk.  W.  E.  F0R8TER :  What  hon. 
Gentlemen  desire  is  this,  that  we  should 
insert  the  words  "  on  behalf  of  a  foreign 
State." 

SiB  JOSEPH  M'KENNA:  That  is 
not  the  Amendment  before  us.  It  is  to 
strike  out  certain  words. 

Ma.  W.  E.  FOESTER :  It  would  be 
just  the  same— to  insert  words  in  the 
clause  giving  power  to  contract  with  a 
forei^  State.  The  clause  is  so  worded 
that  if  there  be  any  responsible  public 
body  for  making  arrangements  for  emi- 
gration, the  Commissioners  have  power 
to  negotiate  with  it.  That  would  fulfil 
the  object  hon.  Members  have  in  view. 
It  is  a  notorious  fact  that  almost  every 
one  of  our  Colonies,  especially  Colonies 
inhabited  by  our  own  race,  are  more  or 
less  anxious  to  have  their  numbers  re- 
cruited from  •  the  United  Kingdom. 
Therefore,  we  take  it  for  granted  that, 
with  them,  some  arrangement  might  be 
made.  We  have  no  authority  for  say- 
ing, and  it  would  be  presumptuous  to 
Buppose,  that  similar  arrangements 
could  be  made  with  foreign  States. 

Mb.  PARNELL  said,  he  thought  it 
would  be  very  desirable  if  power  were 
given  to  the  Commissioners  to  allow 
emigration  to  countries  to  which  Irish- 
men would  like  to  go,  if  they  were  to 
emig^te  at  all ;  and  he  therefore  thought 
it  would  be  desirable  that  they  should 
give  power  to  the  Commission  to  make 
arrangements  with  foreign  States.  The 
land  open  for  settlement  in  America  was 
held  in  three  ways.  It  was  held  by 
States  Governments ;  it  was  held  by  the 
Federal  Government ;  and  it  was  held 
by  speculative  Companies  —  in  many 
casesKailway  Companies.  These  Railway 
Companies  had  obtained  large  grants  of 


land  in  alternate  sections  along  their 
lines  of  railway,  and  they  offered  these 
sections  for  settlement  to  the  emigrants 
who  might  demand  them.  But  the  land 
that  had  been  obtained  by  Railway  Com- 
panies was  not  open  to  settlement  on 
the  same  terms  or  conditions,  or  in  the 
same  way  as  the  land  which  was  in  the 
possession  of  either  the  United  States 
Government,  or,  in  some  cases,  in  the 
possession  of  the  States  Governments. 
The  land  which  belonged  to'Rail  way  Com- 
panies, and  with  regard  to  which  Com- 
panies, of  course,  could  deed  with  the  Com- 
mission under  the  proposal  of  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant,  was 
land  for  which  they  had  very  often  given 
some  value,  either  in  the  shape  of  money, 
or  in  the  shape  of  making  a  railway 
through  it  as  the  condition  of  the  grant. 
All  these  Companies  exacted  a  price, 
more  or  less,  for  permission  to  locate  on 
this  land  ;  but  it  was  not  so  with  regard 
to  the  land  in  the  possession  of  the 
United  States  Government.  It  was  open 
to  a  person  to  locate  upon  it  and  culti- 
vate it  to  the  extent  of  160  acres,  free  of 
all  rent  or  charge.  There  was  a  great 
deal  of  this  description  of  land  still  in 
the  hands  of  the  Federal  Government  of 
the  United  States,  and  still  open  for 
location.  There  was  land  of  this  kind 
along  all  the  lines  of  railway,  of  which 
the  Federal  Government  had  retained 
every  alternate  section.  These  alternate 
sections  were  open  for  location,  free  of 
aU  rent,  to  the  extent  of  160  acres,  by 
everybody  who  came  over  and  would 
consent  to  live  upon  it,  build  upon  it, 
and  improve  it.  But  as  to  the  alternate 
sections  belonging  to  the  Railway  Com- 
panies, these  were  either  let  for  specu- 
lation, or,  in  other  cases,  had  passed  out 
of  the  hands  of  the  Railway  Companies 
and  had  got  into  the  hands  of  other 
Companies,  who  held  land  for  specula- 
tive purposes.  The  Railway  Companies 
charge  so  many  dollars  per  acre  to  the 
emigrant  or  other  settler  who  settled 
down  upon  the  land.  Now,  he  felt  con- 
vinced, with  regard  to  the  land  in  the 
hands  of  the  States  authorities,  that 
there  were  many  State  Governments 
that  would  be  extremely  glad  to  make 
arrangements  with  the  Land  Commission 
for  the  purpose  of  taking  out  emigrants 
from  Ireland.  As  an  example,  he  might 
mention  the  State  of  Virginia.  He  knew 
for  a  fact  that  that  State  was  exceedingly 
anxious  to  bring  emigrants  out ;  and  it 
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would  be  most  desirable  to  allow  them 
to  do  so  under  the  terms  of  this  clause, 
because  the  State  of  Virginia  had  a  cli- 
mate peculiarly  suitable  to  Irish  people. 
The  winter  climate — which  Irish  people 
feared  most  in  America — was  in  Virginia 
very  similar  to  that  which  prevailed  in 
their  own  country.  Well,  this  State 
Government,  he  was  sure,  and  he  did 
not  doubt  that  other  State  Governments 
would  be  anxious  to  make  some  arrange- 
ment with  the  Land  Commission  for  the 
purpose  of  sotting  on  foot  an  emigration 
of  the  character  he  had  indicated,  and 
in  many  cases  they  would  be  able  to 
give  grants  of  land  to  the  settlers.  He 
would  therefore  ask  the  Prime  Minister 
to  allow  this  clause  to  be  amended  in 
such  a  way  as  to  make  such  transations 
possible,  otherwise  they  would  shut  out 
the  riglit  of  anybody  in  the  United 
States  to  avail  themselves  of  this  clause, 
except  the  speculative  Companies,  which 
would  bo  sure  to  charge  a  settler  so 
many  dollars  per  acre  for  the  land  occu- 
pied. 

The  chairman  :  I  think  it  would 
be  for  the  convenience  of  the  Committee 
to  point  out  what  this  Amendment  is. 
The  Amendment  has  been  handed  in  in 
manuscript,  and,  if  it  is  accepted,  the 
clause  will  read  thus — 

**  The  Land  Commission  may  from  timo  to 
time,  with  the  concurrence  of  the  Treasury, 
enter  into  agreements  with  any  person,  or  bod^* 
of  persons,  ha\'inpf  authoiity  to  contract  for  an 
advance  by  the  Commission  ))y  way  of  loan,  out 
of  moneys  in  their  hands,  of  such  sums  as  the 
Commission  may  think  it  desirable  to  expend  in 
promoting  emig^tion  from  Ireland.** 

The  clause,  in  this  way,  does  not  say 
anything  about  Foreign  States. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  :  It  seems  to  me 
that  the  words  **  any  person,  or  body  of 
persons,  having  authority  to  contract " 
for  an  advance  from  the  Commission  are 
very  vague.  What  is  **  authority  to  con- 
tract?" Everyone,  without  this  stipu- 
lation in  an  Act  of  Parliament,  has 
authority  to  contract  for  himself  if  he 
chooses.  But,  as  the  Amendment  has 
been  moved,  it  enables  me  to  say  what 
are  the  intentions  of  the  Government, 
and  how  we  propose  the  clause  to  work. 
The  Committee  has  had  a  declaration 
already  from  my  right  hon.  Friend,  and 
now  it  has  another  from  myself,  that  it 
would  be  entirely  unusual,  and  it  miglit, 
perhaps,  lay  the  British  Leginlaturo 
oj^en  to  rebuff  or  severe  criticism,  were 

Mr,  Famell 


we  to  name,  without  invitation,  foiei|i 
States  in  a  clause  of  this  kind— w«e 
we  to  offer  them  an  advance  of  monn. 
That  is  our  proposition  on  the  one  doe. 
The  Government,  however,  do  not  atiD 
desire  to  prevent  transactions  of  tin 
kind  described  by  the  hon.  Member  fir 
the  City  of  Cork,  if  there  should  be  t 
disposition  to  enter  into  them  on  tlie 
part  of  foreign  States.  Nay,  more.  I 
will  go  one  step  further  and  say  then 
is  no  intention  on  the  part  of  Her  Hi- 
jesty*8  Gt)vemment  to  give  preferenei 
to  one  State  or  Colony  over  anothv 
State  or  Colony.  There  is  no  intention, 
cither  expressed  or  implied,  in  the  clann 
that  people  shall  be  allowed  to  go  to 
one  Colony  on  more  favourable  teimi, 
and  to  another  on  less  favourable  tenni. 
We  are  not  here  to  promote  the  welfin 
of  any  Colony  at  the  expense  of  the 
emigrants.  We  want  to  do  what  ii 
the  best  for  the  emigp'ants ;  and,  there- 
fore, the  whole  question  resolves  itaelf 
into  one  of  verbal  expression.  Let  me 
suppose  a  case.  Suppose  a  State  sodi 
as  those  referred  to  b}'  the  hon.  Mem* 
ber  for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr.  PameD) 
were  to  desire  to  enter  into  some  n- 
rangement  of  this  kind  with  the  Land 
Commission,  the  first  thing  the  State 
would  do  would  be  to  constitute  some 
Corporation  adequately  guaranteed  and 
authorized,  and  the  Corporation  so  con- 
stituted would  either  directly,  or,  if  it 
were  permitted  by  the  Constitution  of 
the  United  States,  through  the  Govflin- 
ment  of  the  United  States,  enter  into 
communication  with  us.  *  It  may  be  a 
public  Company,  or  it  may  not ;  but,  at 
any  rate,  it  would  be  a  public  body, 
and  as  such  would  be  covered  by  ibo 
words  of  the  clause.  The  Commission 
will  have  power  to  negotiate  with  them 
to  make  any  arrangement  that  may  ap- 
pear satisfactory. 

Sir  JOSEPH  M'KENNA  said,  he 
had  no  desire  to  go  further  with  to 
Amendment,  after  that  statement  froA 
the  Prime  Minister ;  but  great  objecti(W 
was  taken  to  naming  specifically  one  State 
without  naming  others.     His  propow 
was  merely  to  strike  out  certain  wordSi 
and  he  had  not  as  yet  proposed  to  sup- 
ply any  words  of  his  own.    He  had  pre- 
pared some  words  that  would  make  the 
clause  read  according  to  his  view ;  but 
ho   did  not  bring  them  forward  notr. 
He  merely  wished  to  point  out  the  words 
to  which  he  took  exception.     He  would 
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fitiU  urge  upon  the  Government  to  assure  ' 
the  Committee  that  they  would  not  indi- 
cate in  the  clause  itself  any  particular 
State  or  any  particular  Colony,  so  that 
they  would  not  appear  to  give  prece- 
dence or  priority  under  this  Act  to  any 
one  destination  for  emigration  over  an- 
other. 

Mr.  SHAW  said,  he  thought  the 
words  of  the  clause  would  imply  any 
public  Company  or  body  within  the  Bri- 
tish Dominions,  and  he  would  suggest 
that  the  words  **  within  or  not  within  " 
a  British  Colony  should  be  inserted. 
He  would  point  out  to  his  hon.  Friends 
opposite  that  their  object  all  along  had 
been  to  limit  this  emigration  scheme ; 
but  now  they  were  seeking  to  introduce 
Amendments  which,  he  was  afraid,  would 
give  a  great  stimulus  to  emigration. 
They  were  really  advancing  emigration ; 
and  he  viewed  with  great  alarm  the 
extension  of  facilities  for  going  to 
America.  They  could  not  spare  the 
people  from  his  part  of  Ireland,  and 
Irish  Members  ought  not  to  be  anxious 
to  get  rid  of  their  countrymen . 

Sib  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  said,  it 
seemed  to  him  that  the  declaration  of 
the  GK>vemment  was  most  satisfactory, 
and  that  the  question  had  now  resolved 
itself  into  one  of  mere  phraseology.  He 
certainly  should  recommend  that  no  ap- 
parent preference  should  be  given  to 
Canada  or  any  other  place.  There  was 
a  mountainous  region  running  through 
the  Westom  States  of  America,  where 
there  was  both  temperate  summer  and 
wintor,  and  it  would  be  desirable  that 
people  should  be  allowed  to  emigrate 
there  if  they  thought  fit.  He  should  be 
very  sorry  to  see  any  words  retained 
which  would  seem  to  give  any  kind  of 

§  reference  to  a  British  Colony  or  Depen- 
ency. 

Sib  JOSEPH  M'KENNA  said,  he 
should  like  to  correct  an  impression  in 
the  mind  of  the  Prime  Minister.  He 
did  not  formally  withdraw  his  Amend- 
ment; but  he  said  he  would  have  no 
objection  to  withdraw  it.  He  would  not 
encumber  the  discussion  with  the  Amend- 
ment if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  agreed 
to  accept  its  principle.  Well,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  done  so;  but  he 
still  wished  to  impress  upon  him  that 
in  Ireland  they  were  very  much  in  the 
habit  of  being  guided  by  the  tone  as 
well  as  by  the  words  of  a  measure. 
If  reference  to  the  British  Colonies  was 


retained  in  the  Bill,  and  no  other  States 
were  mentioned,  it  would  be  looked 
upon  as  giving  a  priority,  which  he  knew 
was  not  the  Prime  Minister's  intention. 
He  would  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
to  make  the  words  general,  including 
emigration  to  a  British  Colony  or  to  any 
other  part  of  the  world.  If  that  were 
done  ne  would  withdraw  the  Amend- 
ment, which  he  merely  maintained  be- 
cause it  was  as  good  a  proposal  as  any 
other  on  which  to  discuss  this  matter. 

Mb.  T.  C.  THOMPSON  said,  the  best 
plan  would  be  to  have  no  limitation 
whatever.  They  were  on  the  point  of 
establishing  a  Commission  which  was  to 
be  chosen  from  some  of  the  best  men  in 
the  United  Kingdom,  and  this  Commis- 
sion would  be  responsible  not  only  to 
the  Government,  but  to  the  country. 
Well,  if  they  appointed  such  a  Commis- 
sion, why  should  they  not  intrust  them 
with  discretion  and  every  power  neces- 
sary for  making  the  arrangements  for 
emigration?  He  did  not  support  this 
clause  now ;  in  fact,  he  rather  thought 
that  it  would  be  desirable  to  put 
words  in  line  13,  after  the  word  **Trea- 
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sury 

The  chairman  :  That  part  of  the 
clause  is  passed. 

Mb.  T.C.THOMPSON  said,  he  merely 
wished  to  point  out  that  which  was  neces- 
sary to  make  his  argument  clear.  They 
should  say  in  the  clause  that — 

**  The  Land  Commissioxi  may  from  time  to 
time,  with  the  concurrence  of  the  Treasury, 
advance  such  sums  as  they  think  desirable  to 
expend  in  promoting  emigration  from  Ireland.*' 

If  any  States  or  countries  whatever  were 
named  in  the  Bill,  it  was  possible  that 
other  countries  and  States  would  imar 
gine  that  they  were  excluded.  It  was 
possible  that  in  a  few  years'  time  it 
might  be  undesirable  for  emigration  to 
take  place  to  the  country  that  had  been 
named.  There  might  be  some  alteration 
in  the  laws  of  nature,  or  some  alteration 
in  the  position  of  the  country,  which 
would  render  it  undesirable  to  send 
emigrants  to  it.  Let  them  trust  the 
people  they  were  going  to  appoint — let 
them  leave  the  matter  entirely  in  their 
hands. 

Mr.  B.  POWEE  said,  he  agreed  with 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork 
(Mr.  Pamell)  that  their  point  should  be 
to  enable  the  people  as  far  as  possible  to 
go  to  the  United  States  of  America. 
The  reason  was  that,  in  the  first  place, 
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tliey  believed  tlio  people  could  got  on 
better  there  thnn  in  Canada.  Then,  a 
great  number  of  the  friends  and  families 
of  intending  emigrants  had  already  pre- 
ceded them  to  the  United  Statefl,  and  it 
would  be  a  great  advantage  for  them  to 
go  to  a  country  where  there  wore  friends 
and  relatives  to  meet  and  help  them. 
Talking  about  emigration  to  Canada  and 
the  United  States,  he  had  just  received 
a  Keturn,  issued  in  June,  with  regard  to 
the  number  of  emigrants  which  had  left 
Liverpool.  The  total  number  of  emi- 
grants leaving  in  the  month  to  which 
the  Keturn  referred  was  26,638.  Of 
that  number  2'2,565  were  going  to  the 
United  States,  4  were  going  to  Australia, 
193  were  going  to  South  America,  7 
wore  going  to  the  East  Indies,  10  to  the 
West  Indies,  25  to  China,  and  31  to 
Africa,  so  that  they  had  not  a  single 
emigrant  going  to  Canada.  That,  he 
thought,  was  the  very  strongest  reason 
why  they  should  not  retain  any  special 
reference  to  Canada  in  the  clause. 

Mr.  CARTWEIGHT  said,  hon.  Mem- 
bers opposite  objected  that  the  clause  as 
it  stood  would  give  a  preference  to  one 
country  over  another ;  but  tlie  whole 
argument  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Water- 
ford  (Mr.  K.  Power)  was  in  favour  of 
a  special  preference  being  given  to  a 
particular  country.  The  hon.  Member 
had  distinctly  stated  that  the  object  his 
Friends  had  in  view  was  to  strike  out 
words  from  the  clause  which,  in  their 
opinion,  might  possibly  operate  against 
people  emigrating  to  the  United  States, 
which  was  the  single  place  to  which  they 
wished  thorn  to  go. 

Mr.  WAETON  proposed  the  insertion 
of  words  to  embrace  **  any  foreign  na- 
tion or  British  Colony,  or  any  State,  or 
district  of  such  nation  or  Colony." 

Mr.  W.  E.  FOKSTER:  I  do  not 
think  we  have  a  right  to  take  it  for 
granted  that  any  foreign  Power  wishes 
to  borrow  money  from  us.  On  the  other 
hand,  we  do  not  wish  to  appear  to  give 
preference  either  to  Canada  or  the 
United  States,  or  any  country  or  district 
whatever.  If  there  be  a  desire — and  I 
tliiuk  there  can  be  no  doubt  that  there 
is — to  arrive  at  a  point  at  which  we  can 
have  a  fair  discussion,  I  would  throw 
out  the  suggestion  tliatwe  should  shorten 
matters  a  great  deal  if  both  sides  of  the 
Committee  were  to  consider  what  our 
view  was  in  bringing  the  clause  for- 
ward. AVe  do  not  wish  to  point  specially 
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to  any  Colony  or  to  any  State ;  and  o« 
view,  perhaps,  might  be  better  caniid 
out  by  striking  out,  not  so  many  wordiH 
the  hon.  Member  for  Youghal  BuggMl% 
because  that  would  leave  us  in  a  positiflB 
of  neglecting  to  say  who  tbe  Companui 
or  bodies  are  to  act  in  behalf  of,  but  sock 
words  as  would  make  the  clause  ran  ii 
this  way — 

"  Having  authority  to  contract  on  bdialf  rf 
any  country  or  public  body  in  whose  conftilif* 
tion  the  Lund  Commission  shall  have  oaa> 
fidenco." 

SiE  JOSEPH  M'KENNA  said,  hi 
would  accept  the  right  hon.  Oentleman'i 
suggestion  unconditionally,  and  ahonU 
be  willing  to  withdraw  his  Amendment 

Mr.  LEAMY  said,  his  hon.  Friend 
(Mr.  B.  Power)   had   been  ^li8ande^ 
stood.     He  had  not  desired  to  exhibit 
any  special  preference  for  America;  hoi 
all  he  wished  was  that  words  should  hi 
taken  out  which  seemed  to  give  an  ad- 
vantage to  one  country  over  anothw. 
His    Hon.  Friend    had  merely  qnoted 
facts  to  show  that  if  the  Irish  peopb 
had  their  choice  they  would  go  to  &• 
United  States  instead  of  Canada.   8o 
far  as  he  (Mr.  Leamy)  was  concerned,  he 
would  much  rather  see  the  Land  Com- 
mission deal  with  the  agent  of  a  Btat^ 
whether  British  or  foreign,  than  with 
the  agent  of  a  private  Company.  Itwu 
said — ' '  Why  shouldy  ou  mention  aforei^ 
State  when  you  do  not  know  whether  it 
would  be  agreeable  to  such  State  to  be 
mentioned  in  the  Act?"     But  in  11  j" 
12   Vict,  power  was  given  to  adfanoo 
money  to  send  out  emigrants  to  Canada 
**  or  any  foreign  State."   Why  had  Par- 
liament put  in  the  words  ''  any  foreign 
State  "  there  in  that  Act  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER  said,  the 
words  had  only  been  inserted  to  enable 
people  to  go  to  any  foreign  State  if  thV 
desired  it. 

Mr.  leamy  said  that  was  true;  but 
an  emigrant  would  not  go  to  a  foreip 
State  if  that  State  would  not  take  him- 
He  wished  to  see  the  words ''  anyfor«igu 
State  "  in  the  clause,  because  Iriahnveft 
would  have  a  great  deal  of  confidence  ia 
an  agent  appointed  by  the  United  Stateii 
and  they  did  not  know  whether  their 
countrymen  would  be  safe  in  the  handi 
of  an  agent  of  a  public  Company.   Pub" 
lie  Companies  would  not  take  out  emi- 
grants without  making  a  profit  by  the 
transaction.     They  would  try  to  make 
as  muoh  as  they  could  out  of  these  poor 
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people,  and  would  not  consider  anyone's 
interest  but  their  own. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  If  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber will  allow  us  to  strike  out  these 
words,  he  can  then  bring  forward  any 
proposal  he  thinks  desirable. 

Mb.  PAHNELL  said,  the  proposal  of 
the  Ooyernment  removed,  to  a  consider- 
able extent,  the  objection  of  himself  and 
his  Friends.  As  long  as  they  left  those 
words  in,  it  would  be  taken  as  a  sort  of 
direction  to  the  Land  Commission  to 
send  the  tide  of  emigration  as  much  as 
possible  to  the  British  Colonies.  He  was 
not  at  all  sure  that  the  expression  a 
"  public  body  "  would  comprise  a  State 
Government.  Of  course,  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister had  better  information  and  better 
knowledge  as  to  the  constitution  of  the 
United  States  than  he  had ;  but  he  did 
not  think  it  was  the  practice  in  America 
for  a  State  Oovemment,  or  a  State  Legis- 
lature, to  form  itself  into  a  public  Com- 
pany. He  had  never  heard  of  any  such  a 
thing  being  done.  PublicCompanieswere 
usually  formed  for  the  purpose  of  profit, 
and  they  applied,  as  was  the  case  in  this 
country,  for  Acts  authorizing  their  for- 
mation. But  he  should  not  think  that 
an  American  State  would  be  at  all  likely 
to  have  a  public  Company  under  its  con- 
trol for  the  purpose  of  promoting  emi- 
gration. If  the  Government  would  allow 
the  clause  to  run  in  this  way  it  would 
meet  any  remaining  objection  he  had  on 
this  point — **  to  any  Government,  public 
body,  or  public  Company." 

Thb  solicitor  GENERAL  (Sir 
Faebbb  Hbbsohell)  said,  if  these  words 
were  struck  out  there  could  be  no  doubt 
that  the  words  "public  body"  would 
include  a  State  Government.  A  ''pub- 
lic body  "  was  put  in  the  clause  in 
contrast  to  *'  public  Company,"  and  pos- 
sibly it  would  obviate  still  further  any 
objection  there  might  be  if  the  words 
"public  body"  were  put  before  the 
words  **  public  Company."  There  could 
be  no  doubt  then  that  a  "  public  body  " 
wae  something  quite  different  to  **  public 
Company." 

Mb.  a.  M.  SULLIVAN  said,  he  saw 
very  great  reasons  why  there  should  be 
an  etiquette  observea  in  dealing  with 
foreign  Governments  in  this  matter.  It 
was  one  thing  to  lend  money  to  a  Board 
of  Ghiardians  to  enable  them  to  assist  a 
person  to  go  to  any  country  in  the  world ; 
out  it  was  quite  a  different  thing  in  an 
Aet  of  Payliamftpt  to  offer  to  lend  monef 


to  foreign  Governments.  Some  of  them 
might  say—"  We  don't  want  to  borrow 
money  from  Great  Britain ;  "  and  he 
would,  therefore,  suggest,  as  the  matter 
had  become  merely  one  of  a  phrase,  that 
they  should  use  the  words  "  public  au- 
thority." 

Mb.  W.   E.  FORSTBR  :   What  we 
want  is  that,  without  appearing  to  set' 
forth  that  we  suppose  foreign  Govern- 
ments are  going  to  borrow  money  from 
us,  we  should  give  power  to  the  Land 
Commission  to  arrange  for  emigration  to 
take  place  to  places  where  it  may  be 
best  for  the  emigrants  to  go  to.     No 
doubt,  as  has  been  pointed  out  by  an 
hon.  Member  opposite,  it  would  be  as 
well,  as  they  have  so  many  relations  in 
the  United  States,  that  many  of  these 
Irish  emigrants  should  be  allowed  to  go 
there.    Suppose  we  put  in  these  words 
— "  having  authority  to  contract  on  be- 
half of  any  public  body  or  public  Com- 
pany."    ["No,  no!  "]    If  hon.  Mem- 
bers object  to  it,  they  can  take  a  divi- 
sion on  the  point  at  the  proper  time. 
We  are  advised,  by  those  who  are  well 
informed  on  the  matter,  that  that  would 
cover  a  State  of  America ;  but  if  there 
were  found  to  be  any  reasonable  doubt 
about  this,  we  pledge  ourselves,    at  a 
future  stag^,  to  amend  the  clause. 

Mb.  baring  said,  that  when  he 
lived  in  New  York  there  was  a  body  of 
Commissioners  of  Emigration  organized 
by  the  State.  There  was  the  same  in 
the  State  of  Massachusetts,  and  he  be- 
lieved that  both  these  organizations 
would  be  included  in  the  words  "  public 
body."  The  States  need  not  be  named 
at  all. 

Mb.  W.  M.  TORHENS  pointed  out 
that  they  had  committed  an  error  of  this 
kind  as  to  the  word  "  Government"  in 
an  Act  they  had  passed — the  Extradition 
Treaty — ^for  securing  peace  and  concord 
amongst  nations,  and  the  unfortunate 
result  had  been  to  cause  difficulty  be- 
tween our  Government  and  the  Gt>vem- 
ment  of  the  United  States.  When  the 
Act  was  framed  they  did  not  think  for  a 
moment  that  they  would  be  interfering 
with  the  amour  propre  of  the  United 
States;  but,  seemingly,  the  United  States 
had  taken  a  very  different  view  of  the 
words  they  had  used  to  that  taken  by 
themselves.  He  mentioned  this  only  to 
confirm  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  below 
him  in  his  suggestion  for  leaving  out 
these  w/ords.    iHe  quite  concurred  with 
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what  the  last  speaker  had  said — that 
they  woukl  find  in  every  country  where 
they  were  at  all  likely  to  transfer  a 
portion  of  their  population  a  body  far 
below,  in  point  of  power,  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  State — Commissioners  of 
Emigration,  for  instance — that  would 
be  quite  adequate  for  their  purpose. 

Mr.  DAWSON  thought  they  were 
now  coming  to  a  very  narrow  issue  on 
the  matter.  Ho  would  point  out  to  the 
Prime  Minister  that  this  Emigration 
Clause  ought  to  be  free  from  all  com- 
mercial aspects.  A  commercial  tinge 
had  been  given  to  it  which  it  never 
ought  to  have  had,  as  it  was  essentially 
a  social  matter.  If  they  left  out  the 
word  **  Company"  altogether  it  would 
deprive  the  clause  of  this  commercial 
aspect. 

Mh.  W.  E.  FOESTER  :  Might  I  sug- 
gest to  the  hon.  Member  (Mr.  Dawson), 
who,  I  believe,  wishes  to  facilitate  the 
progress  of  this  measure,  tliat  wo  should 
take  these  questions  separately?  We 
wish  now  to  omit  from  the  clause  any- 
thing which  points  specially  to  any 
Colony  or  State.  That  will  be  moved 
if  the  hon.  Member  for  Youghal  (Sir 
Joseph  M'Konna)  will  withdraw  his 
Amendment. 

Sir  JOSEPH  M'KENNA:  I  have 
withdrawn  it. 

The  chairman  :  The  Amendment 
is  not  withdrawn  yet. 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER  :  On  its  with- 
drawal I  sliall  propose  to  omit  the 
words  after  **  any  "  in  line  15  to  *'  any  " 
in  line  17,  and  to  insert  **on  behalf  of 
any  public  body  or."  Then  the  ques- 
tion whether  we  should  insert  **  public 
Company "  or  not  can  be  discussed. 
Undoubtedly,  we  are  all  agreed  that  if 
we  amend  the  clause  in  this  form, 
"  public  body  "  ought  to  come  first, 

Mr.  AVARTON  thouglit  the  Amend- 
ment would  read  rather  awkwardly,  be- 
cause the  word  **  body  "  they  had  already 
passed  in  line  14. 

Mr.  HEALY  said,  the  objection  of 
the  Irish  Members  had  been  to  the  pre- 
ferential word  **  }3ritish ; "  and  he  thought 
the  difficulty  might  be  met  by  making 
the  clause  read  thus — 

**Thc  Land  Commission  may  from  time  to 
time,  with  tho  concurrence  of  the  Treasiirj", 
enter  into  any  agrocuicnls  with  any  person  or 
body  of  persons  Iiuving  authority  to  contract  on 
behalf  of  any  Colony  or  Dependency,  or  any 
Ktato  or  other  district,  or  on  behalf  of  any 
public  Company  or  other  public  body,  &c." 

Vr.  W.  M.  Tarreni 
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If  this  were  done,  it  could  not  be  nl 
that  they  were  offending  the  mmt 
propre  of  any  State,  because  then  tiny 
would  not  have  given  a  preference  ii 
any  British  Possession. 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER:  We  nml 
take  care  that  we  do  not  get  into  a  men 
verbal  discussion.  What  we  have  w 
gested  we  really  believe  carries  oat  m 
view  of  both  sides  of  the  CommittH^ 
and  I  do  not  think  we  can  do  more  tha  - 
say  that  if,  on  examination,  there  ip 
pears  to  be  any  leeal  objection  to  on 
proposal,  we  will  take  care  to  amend  it 
We  do  not  like  to  leave  in  the  worf 
"  State,"  because  we  think  that  if  ift 
means  anything,  it  means  a  (}oTen- 
ment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn, 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER  :  Now,  I  mm 
to  omit  the  words  of  which  I  hiTS 
spoken. 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  page  18,  to  omit  all  the  words  from  "  iny" 
in  line  15  to  *'  any  "  inclusive  in  lino  17, for  tk    -^ 
purpose  of  inseiting  "public  body  or."— (Jfr. 
fr.  E.  Forster.) 

Question,  ''  That  the  words  propoied 
to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the  Olaose," 
put,  and  negatived. 

Question  proposed, ''  That  thoae  vordi 
be  there  inserted." 

Sir  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  proposd 
to  amend  the  Amendment  byonuttiDg 
the  word  **or." 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  said  pro- 
posed Amendment,  to  leave  out  the 
word  **  or." — {Sir  George  Campbell) 

Amendment  agreed  to ;  word  itrudi  ni 
accordingly. 

Amendment,  as  amended,  agreed  ie ; 
words  inserted  accordingly. 

Mr.  WARTON  said,  he  was  dispwed 
to  question  seriously  the  statement  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Solicitor  Gknei*^ 
(Sir  Farrer  Herschell)  that  "pnUw 
body"  included  a  solvent  State.  He 
should  like  to  hear  a  precedent  quoted' 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER :  I  wiU  now 
move  to  insert  the  word  **  or,"  in  oid* 
to  raise  the  whole  question  as  to  the 
words  which  are  to  follow.  I  trust  tbe 
Committee  will  not  strike  out  the  woidB 
**  public  Company,"  because  I  think  that 
if  there  is  to  oe  a  particular  plan,  Oom- 
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panies  ought  to  be  a  party  to  it.  Any 
hon.  Member  wbo  considers  that  the 
Government  or  the  Land  Commission 
vonld  lend  itself  to  merely  speculative 
Companies  of  land  jobbers,  or  persons 
who  would  tempt  emigprants  to  go  out 
to  places  where  they  would  encounter 
great  difficulties  and  be  very  badly 
treated,  ought  to  vote  against  the  clause 
altogether.  If  I  thought  that  people 
of  this  kind  would  be  treated  with,  I 
should  not  have  proposed  the  clause ;  or 
if  someone  else  had  proposed  it  I  should 
have  voted  against  it.  I  think  that, 
firstly,  the  Commission ;  secondly,  the 
Government;  thirdly,  public  opinion; 
and,  fourthly,  the  censure  of  this  House, 
would  be  a  sufficient  safeguard  against 
any  such  speculative  jobbing  in  this 
matter  as  some  hon.  Members  seem  to 
apprehend. 

Amendment  proposed,  at  the  end  of 
the  foregoing  Amendment,  to  insert  the 
word  "  or."— (i/r.  William  Mward  For- 

iter.) 

Question  proposed,  ''  That  the  word 
'  or '  be  there  inserted." 

Lord  BANDOLPH  CHUECHILL 
said,  that  if  the  Government  pressed 
that  Amendment,  he  was  sure  it  would 
occupy  a  considerable  amount  of  the 
time  of  the  Committee,  and  he  doubted 
whether  the  question  was  one  which  it 
was  worth  spending  a  large  amount  of 
time  on.  There  was  this  objection  to  it, 
that  Emigration  Companies  might  not 
hold  the  very  highest  character.  He 
had  never  heard  that  they  possessed  the 
best  possible  character,  he  had  never 
heard  any  good  of  them,  and  certainly 
they  did  not  possess  that  great  reputa- 
tion which  would  justify  the  Committee 
in  expressing  approval  of  existing  Emi- 
gration Companies  in  this  clause.  But 
there  was  one  other  objection  to  it.  de 
thouffht  that  by  sticking  in  these  words 
**  public  Companies  "  they  invited  the 
formation  of  Companies.  After  the  de- 
bate that  had  taken  place,  if  they  in- 
sisted apon  inserting  these  words,  it 
would  mean  that  they  would  look  upon 
the  formation  of  Companies  for  the  pur- 
pose of  emigration  as  a  necessary  and 
important  step.  That  would  not  be  a 
very  fortunate  result,  and  they  should 
guard  against  miscoustruction. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  I  am  sorry  that 
the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Wood- 
■took  should  have  intimated  that  a  great 


deal  of  time  will  be  taken  up  by  this 
Amendment.  If  this  really  is  an  As- 
sembly for  the  transaction  of  Business, 
after  all  the  hours  we  have  spent  on 
this  clause  it  will  be  a  most  extraordi- 
nary thing  if  we  cannot  decide  in  the 
course  of  a  quarter  of  an  hour  whether 
or  not  we  will  insert  these  words  "  as  to 
public  Companies."  Such  prophecies  as 
that  of  the  noble  Lord  have  a  consider- 
able tendency  to  fulfil  themselves.  Under 
the  clause  no  speculative  Company,  and 
no  Company  which  is  regardless  of  what 
is  due  to  the  emigrants  themselves,  can 
possibly  be  contracted  with  without 
bringing  the  Commission  and  the  Trea- 
sury under  the  censure  of  the  House. 
Long  before  the  House  had  the  advan- 
tage of  the  presence  of  the  noble  Lord 
at  its  Councils,  there  were  cases  where 
Companies  played  not  only  a  most  con- 
spicuous, but  a  most  honourable  and 
important  part  in  the  conduct  of  coloniza- 
tion, and  made  their  mark  in  history. 
[Lord  Randolph  Chtjechill:  The  South 
Sea  Company,  for  instance.]  Oh,  that 
was  before  the  noble  Lord's  time ;  and  I 
do  not  want  to  go  beyond  that — it  was 
before  my  time  also.  .  But  let  the  noble 
Lord,  whose  historical  views  are  so  com- 
prehensive, condescend  to  take  notice  of 
what  happened  betWBen  the  time  of  the 
South  Sea  Company  and  the  present 
day.  If  he  thinks  that  New  Zealand  is 
a  Colony  which  does  credit  to  the  Crown 
— and  certainly  it  stands  in  the  first  rank 
of  our  Dependencies  for  its  character — 
it  was  distinctly  to  a  Company,  and  no- 
thing but  a  Company,  that  we  owe  its 
formation  into  a  Colony.  The  New 
Zealand  Company  was  undoubtedly  a 
commercial  body ;  but  it  also  contem- 
plated moral  and  social  ends,  and  it 
occupied  that  Colony  by  its  own  agency 
before  it  was  taken  up  by  the  Govern- 
ment. 

Colonel  COLTHURST  said,  sup- 
posing, as  he  hoped  would  be  the  case, 
the  majority  of  the  emigrants  went  to 
the  United  States,  there  was  a  society  in 
New  York  which  would  interest  itself 
in  them,  but  which  would  be  excluded 
by  the  exclusion  of  **  Companies."  He 
referred  to  the  Catholic  Colonization 
Society.  [Mr.  W.  E.  Forstek:  That 
would  come  in  as  a  *' public  body."] 
The  association  was  a  public  Company, 
and  was  formed  for  the  purpose  of  as- 
sisting emigrants  that  came  out  to  Ame- 
rica, especially  Lish  emigrants.    This 
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Company,  whoso  operations  had  tho  sanc- 
tion and  support  of  tho  Roman  Catholic 
Bishops,  had  bouglit  a  hirge  quantity  of 
tho  best  of  tho  land  in  the  Western 
States,  and  ho  looked  to  the  agency  of 
this  and  kindred  societies  for  working  a 
great  deal  of  pfood. 

Mr.  PARNELL  said,  he  did  not  wish 
absolutely  to  prevent  the  Commission 
from  negotiating  with  a  public  Company; 
ho  merely  objected  to  their  indicating  in 
the  Bill  that  Companies  were  the  par- 
ticular bodies  to  negotiate  with.  He 
wished  to  ask  tho  lion,  and  learned 
Solicitor  General  for  England  (SirFarrer 
Herschell)  whether  the  term  "  public 
body  "  did  not  include  •*  public  Com- 
pany?" It  appeared  to  him  that  a 
**  public  Company  "  might  be  a  **  public 
body,"  although  every  **  public  body " 
was  not  a  ''public  Company."  It  re- 
minded him  of  the  old  saying  that  every 
cow  was  an  animal,  but  that  every  animal 
was  not  a  cow. 

Mr.  E.  stanhope  urged  that  the 
Committee  should  bo  allowed  to  get  on 
with  tho  Bill,  as  they  were  evidently 
now  really  fighting  with  a  shadow.  The 
hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr. 
Parnell)  had  no  objection  to  public  Com- 
panies interesting  themselves  in  emigra- 
tion ;  but  he  did  not  think  it  should  be 
put  in  the  clause,  as  **  Companies  "  were 
included  in  ''public  bodies."  He  (Mr. 
Stanhope)  did  not  agree  with  tlie  hon. 
Member ;  he  thought  it  was  desirable 
that  Companies  should  be  plainly  in- 
cluded, because  it  was  probable  that 
some  of  the  best  eCFects  of  the  clause 
would  be  worked  out  in  that  wav. 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  (Sir 
Farrer  Herschell)  thought  it  was 
quite  open  to  argument  that  the  term 
"public  body"  did  include  a  "public 
Company;"  but  he  could  not  say  that 
the  question  must  necessarily  always  be 
decided  one  way.  It  was  one  of  those 
things  upon  which  a  groat  deal  might 
be  said  on  either  side,  and  it  would  not 
be  safe  to  leave  out  the  double  phrase, 
if  it  was  intended  that  the  clause  should 
apply  to  a  "  public  Company." 

Mr.  CALLAN  said,  a  great  deal  of 
difficulty  could  be  obviated  if,  before 
tho  word  "Company,"  they  inserted  the 
words  "  non-dividend  paying."  He  had 
two  Companies  in  his  mind  at  the  pro- 
sent  moment.  There  was  that  Society 
to  which  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
opposite  (Colonel  Colthurst)  had  referred, 
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which  had  not  been  established,  as  muj 
Companies  were,   for  the    purpose  i 
securing  dividends.     It  was  a  U)mpa^ 
formed  by  some  benevolent  capitaluH 
in  America  who  wished  to  colonize  g» 
tain  States  on  certain  conditions.    Ihl 
other  Company  of  which  he  was  think- 
ing was  one  got  up  in   Dublin  bj  • 
Eatriotic    gentleman,    who    had   mill 
imself  very  prominent   in  connectki 
with  the  condition  of  Meath,  from  whkh 
county  the  population  had  almost  beat 
exterminated;    but  the  object  of  thil 
Company  had  been   to  secure  a  laigl  . 
dividend.     He  did  not  think  fadlitM 
should  be  given  to  a  "public  bodj" 
which  came  forward  merely  for  the  nb 
of  making  money  out  of  an  emigraticA  j 
transaction.     A  great  deal  of  their  ob-  j 
jection  would  be  taken  away  if  the  Go-  ! 
vernment  would  intimate  that  they  wonld 
agree  to  an  Amendment,  stating  thit 
one  of  the  conditions  upon  which  a  Com* 
pany  should  be  treated  with  should  be 
that  they  should  allow  each  family  a 
free  grant  of  land. 

Sir  PATRICK  O'BRIEN  said,  the 
question  they  had  really  to  consider  wu 
the  responsibility  that  would  attach  to 
the  Commission.  If  they  thought  that 
the  Land  Commission  would  deal  only 
with  Companies  of  a  high  character  they 
might  safely  intrust  these  powers  to  it; 
but  if  they  had  no  confidence  ia  dM 
Commission,  they  should  not  leave  it  to 
them  to  deal  with  the  whole  matter.  If 
Parliament  had  confidence  in  their  Com- 
mission they  should  give  them  pover  to 
deal  either  with  States  or  public  Comr 
panies,  whether  dividend-paying  or  not 
Tho  sole  matter  for  consideration  was 
tho  confidence  that  could  bo  reposed  in 
tho  Commission. 

Mr.  E.  power  said,  it  was  a  teiy 
strange  thing  to  be   asked  to  reposa 
confidence  in  a  body  that  did  not  exist, 
and  the  composition  of  which  they  knew 
nothing  about.     If  the   hon.  Baronet 
(Sir  Patrick  O'Brien)  was  to  be  oneol 
the  Commissioners,  no  doubt  they  would 
bo  able    to    repose  confidence  in  the 
body  ;  and  if  the  right  hon.  Oentleman 
the  Prime  Minister  could  have  shown 
the  Committee  the  difference  between  a 
**  Company  "  and  a  **  public  body  "he 
would  have  smoothed  matters  very  much. 
It  had  been  said  that  they  ought  to  get 
on  quickly  with  the  measure,  and  ne 
perfectly  agreed  with  them ;  but  it  mnit 
be  remembered  that  this  was  about  tiu 
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most  important  clause  in  the  Bill,  and 
they  must  be  careful  how  they  worded 
it.  They  were  establishing  a  traffic  in 
human  beings  in  Ireland,  and  they  must 
use  every  caution  that  they  did  not  in- 
vite  a  number  of  speculative  Emigration 
Companies  to  be  set  up  in  Ireland.  The 
Prime  Minister  had  said  that  if  the  Com- 
panies failed  in  their  duty  their  conduct 
could  be  brought  before  that  House; 
but  hon.  Members  would  recollect  that 
exactly  the  same  thing  was  said  with 
regard  to  cases  which  might  arise  under 
the  Coercion  Act.  The  Irish  Members 
were  told  that  they  would  have  every 
opportunity  of  bringing  the  cases  of 
persons  arrested  before  the  House ;  but, 
notwithstanding  that  many  persons  had 
been  thrown  into  prison,  the  majority  of 
whom  he  believed  to  be  respectable  men, 
not  a  single  opportunity  had  been  given 
to  Irish  Members  of  speaking  upon 
their  cases.  Therefore,  he  did  not  think 
the  argument  of  the  Prime  Minister 
would  hold.  There  could  be  little  doubt 
that  one  effect  of  the  passing  of  the  Bill 
would  be  that  many  tenants  in  Ireland 
who  had  sons  would  send  them  to  study 
the  law,  and  that  many  others  would 
send  their  sons  into,  the  emigration 
offices  that  would  spring  up  in  various 
parts  of  the  country.  For  his  own  part, 
he  did  not  see  how  the  House  could 
possibly  control  the  action  of  these  Com- 
panies ;  and,  therefore,  he  trusted  that 
the  words  "  public  Company"  would  be 
left  out. 

Mb.  DAWSON  said,  if  it  was  meant 
by  the  Government  that  the  term  "pub- 
lic Company  "  was  included  in  the  more 
general  term  "public  body,"  they  took 
up  a  position  which  would,  so  to  speak, 
stink  in  the  nostrils  of  the  Irish  people. 

Thk  SOLICITOE  GBNEEAL  (Sir 
Fabber  Hebschbll)  said,  when  it  was 
asked  whether  a  public  Company  would 
come  within  the  term  "  public  body,"  it 
was  neceasary  to  have  regard  to  the  tri- 
bunal who  might  have  to  decide  upon 
the  question.  It  was  impossible  to  pre- 
dict with  any  certainty  what  would  be 
decided ;  and,  therefore,  it  would  not  be 
safe  for  him  to  say  that  the  term  **  pub- 
lic body"  included  "public  Company." 

Mb.  O'SHAUGHNESSY  said,  if  the 
term  "  public  body"  stood  alone,  people 
would  be  saying  that  it  did  not  include 
"  States." 

Mb.  LEAMY  observed,  that  there  was 
no  dottbt  that  the  term  "  publio  body  " 


included  States.  He  assured  the  Com- 
mittee that  he  looked  upon  this  clause 
with  the  greatest  concern,  inasmuch  as 
it  was  one  of  the  most  important  in  the 
Bill.  He  and  his  hon.  Friends  had  a 
right  to  take  care  that  their  fellow- 
countrymen  who  emigrated  should  be  in 
the  hands  of  people  in  whom  reliance 
could  be  placed.  They  knew  that  as 
soon  as  the  Bill  passed  into  law  Emigra- 
tion Companies  would  spring  up  like 
mushrooms,  all  ready  to  make  a  profit 
out  of  the  Government  scheme,  and  they 
were  told  that  the  Land  Commission 
would  take  care  that  they  were  good 
Companies,  and  that  the  Treasury  would 
be  responsible  to  Parliament  on  account  of 
them.  Undoubtedly,  the  Treasury  would 
be  responsible;  but  it  would  be  when 
the  mischief  was  done  ;  and  when,  per- 
haps, 100  families  had  been  destroyed 
or  consigned  to  misery.  Then,  and  not 
till  then,  would  Irish  Members  be  able 
to  make  their  charge,  and  when  they  did 
make  it,  the  result  would  be  that  a  large 
majority  would  go  into  the  Lobby 
against  them,  and  so  the  matter  would 
end. 

Mb.  PABNELL  wished  to  point  out, 
with  reference  to  what  the  hon.  and 
learned  Solicitor  General  (Sir  Farrer 
Herschell)  had  said  on  the  question 
whether  the  term  "publio  body"  in- 
cluded "public  Company,"  that  his 
doubt  on  this  matter  must  be  very  small 
indeed,  because  if  he  looked  at  the 
wording  of  the  after  part  of  the  clause 
he  would  see  that  the  draftsman  held 
the  opinion  that  the  words  "  public 
Company  "  implied  "  public  body.^' 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  174; 
Noes  17:  Majority  157.  —  (Div.  List, 
No.  304.) 

Mb.  CALLAN  said,  he  wished  to  pre- 
vent land-jobbers  and  speculators  trad- 
ing on  the  misery  of  the  country.  In 
this  clause,  the  Government,  in  effect, 
said  to  the  publio  Company — "If  you  wish 
to  engage  in  this  trade  of  taking  Irish* 
men  to  America,  give  us  security  and  we 
will  advance  you  money  out  of  which 
you  will  earn  large  profits  for  your- 
selves." This  was  the  first  time  he  had 
ever  heard  of  such  a  proposal.  There 
were,  no  doubt,  benevolent  public  Com- 
panies in  America,  who  carried  people 
to  America  and  settled  them  upon  the 
land,  and  who  ultimately  received  baok 
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the  money  they  advanced,  but  who  paid 
no  dividend  to  the  shareholders.  It  was 
not  against  those  that  his  Amendment 
was  directed,  but  against  those  who 
would  get  possession  of  the  public 
money  in  order  to  make  a  profit  out  of 
emigration,  and  pay  a  dividend  to  their 
shareholders.  If  the  Catholic  Coloni- 
zation Company  of  New  York  were  a 
benevolent  Company,  and  did  not  pay 
dividends,  it  would  be  entitled  to  the 
confidence  of  the  Irish  people,  and  to 
the  name  it  had  assumed ;  but  if  it  were 
a  trading  Company,  then  he  hoped  that 
this  discussion  would  show,  in  all  its 
naked  deformity,  the  purpose  for  which 
that  Company  had  been  formed.  He 
certainly  objected  to  any  advance  of 
public  money  being  made  for  a  scheme 
which  had  been  condemned  by  every 
Irish  authority  —  by  the  Bessborough 
Commission,  and  by  every  qualified  per- 
son who  had  spoken  on  the  subject  of 
Irish  distress  during  the  last  five  years, 
and  would  move  an  Amendment  in  order 
to  prevent  it. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  18,  line  18,  after  "  Company,"  insert 
<*  incorporated  for  co-operative  or  benevolent 
purposes,  and  not  working  for  profit." — (Jfr. 
Callan,) 

Question  proposed,  '^That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  faUed  to 
understand  the  meaning  of  the  hon. 
Member  when  he  spoke  of  Companies 
formed  for  trading  purposes  being  ex- 
hibited in  all  their  ''  naked  deformity." 

Mr.  callan  said,  he  alluded  to 
Companies  which  came  here  under  the 
guise  of  benevolence.  He  had  spoken 
of  the  Catholic  Colonization  Company  of 
New  York  in  that  sense,  if  it  was  a 
trading  Company. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  the  Company 
mentioned  by  the  hon.  Member  was  one 
of  which  he  knew  nothing  whatever; 
but  it  certainly  did  not  come  here  at  all 
in  any  guise.  With  regard  to  the  naked 
deformity  of  these  trading  Companies, 
was  the  hon.  Member  so  ignorant  of  the 
OToat  social  movement  of  the  present 
day  as  not  to  know  that  one  of  its  cha- 
racteristics was  to  invite  persons  to  enter 
into  associations  for  purposes  mainly 
benevolent,  running  risks,  but  not  mak- 
ing a  total  sacrifice  of  their  means,  yet 
content  with  dividends  of  a  very  limited 
amount  ?    It  was  too  much  to  say  that 
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any  Company,  which  for  the  most  bene- 
volent purpose  might  desire  to  conduct 
the  work  of  emigration,  should  not  be 
permitted  to  enjoy  what  Parliament  was 
willing  to  give  to  carry  out  a  good  and 
valuable  end,  unless  it  was  prepared  to 
make  a  sacrifice  of  the  whole  of  the 
capital  invested  in  it.  It  was  only  rea- 
sonable that  they  should  cover  them- 
selves against  loss  to  a  certain  extent 
Therefore  he  hoped  the  Amendment 
would  not  be  persisted  in  ;  but,  if  so,  he 
trusted  that  the  Committee  would  put  a 
negative  upon  it. 

Colonel  COLTHURST  said,  that  if 
every  Company  that  paid  a  dividend  was 
to  be  excluded,  the  Catholic  ColonizatioB 
of  New  York  would  be  among  the  num- 
ber. This  was  an  immense  organization 
of  small  proprietors,  and  its  capital  con- 
sisted of  the  earnings  of  the  working 
classes.  It  paid  a  moderate  dividend  on 
its  capital,  was  worked  on  co-operative 
principles,  and  performed  what  was  ad- 
mitted to  be  good  works,  while  there 
was  not  a  Catholic  Archbishop  or  Bishop 
in  the  United  States  who  w£»  not  on  the 
Directorate. 

Mb.  callan  said,  he  was  willing  to 
withdraw  the  Amendment;  but  he  should 
afterwards  move  to  insert  the  words 
"incorporated  for  benevolent  purposes, 
and  not  paying  a  dividend  exceeding  4 
per  cent.''  He  thought  that  would  he 
sufficient  to  exclude  Companies  of  a 
speculative  character. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 
Amendment  proposed. 

In  page  18,  line  18,  after  the  word  *•  Com- 
pany," to  insert  **  incorporated  for  beneTolcnt 
purposes,  and  not  paying  a  dividend  ezoeeding 
4  per  cent." — (Jfr.  Callan.) 

Question  proposed,  **  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  pointed  out  that 
the  Amendment  would  be  inoperatiYe. 
It  would  be  impossible  to  hold  a  Com- 

Sany  guilty  of  paying  a  future  difi- 
end. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  18,  line 
1 8,  to  leave  out  * '  or  other  public  bodies." 
—{^Mr.  William  Edward  For^ter.) 

Question,  '<  That  the  words  *  or  other 
public  body '  stand  part  of  the  Glaose,'^ 
put,  and  negatived. 

Words  etruek  out  accordingly. 
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Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  18,  line  18,  after  the  word  '*  Com- 
pany," to  insert  "or  person  or  persons  with 
whose." {Mr,  Calian,) 

The  OHAIEMAN  pointed  out  that 
the  Amendment  would  have  a  ludicrous 
effect,  as  the  clause  would  run — **  Per- 
sons with  whose  constitution  and  security 
the  Land  Commission  may  be  satisfied." 

Mb.  OALLAN  said,  if  the  Chairman 
had  read  further  down,  the  connection 
of  the  words  would  have  been  apparent, 
and  he  TMr.  Callan)  would  have  been 
spared  the  Chairman's  witticism.  He 
had  given  notice  to  leave  out  the  word 
**  constitution,"  so  that  the  clause  might 
read — **  Public  company  or  person  or  per- 
sons with  whose  security  the  Land  Com- 
mission may  be  satisfied." 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  I  am  desirous  of 
calling  the  attention  of  the  Committee 
to  a  point  of  Order,  and  I  wish  to  do  so 
in  the  way  of  a  suggestion  to  the  hon. 
Member  (Mr.  Callan;.  The  Chairman, 
in  the  execution  of  his  duty  of  seeing 
that  the  Amendments  of  hon.  Members 
make  sense,  suggested  to  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber that  his  Amendment  was  open  to 
objection  on  that  ground,  and  the  hon. 
Member,  in  the  course  of  his  explana- 
tion— if  I  did  not  hear  rightly  I  shall 
be  glad  to  be  corrected — referring  to 
this,  used  the  words — **I  might  have 
been  spared  your  witticism."  I  submit 
to  the  Committee  that  this  is  not  an  ex- 
pression which  the  hon.  Member  ought 
to  be  permitted  to  make  use  of,  as  ap- 
plied to  the  Chairman. 

The  chairman  said,  he  believed 
at  the  time  the  word  ** criticism"  was 
used  by  the  hon.  Member  (Mr.  Callan). 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman,  however, 
probably  heard  more  correctly.  If  he 
nad  caught  the  word  **  witticism,"  he 
should  have  called  the  hon.  Member  to 
Order. 

Mr.  a.  MOORE  submitted  that  the 
Prime  Minister  was  not  in  Order  in 
drawing  attention  to  these  words  some 
minutes  after  they  were  uttered.  He 
distinctly  heard  the  hon.  Member  say 
"criticism." 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  I  made  an  in- 
tentional delay,  not  wishing  to  interrupt 
the  hon.  Member  while  in  a  condition  of 
uncertainty  as  to  the  reading  of  his 
Amendment.  I  hope  the  hon.  Member 
will  tell  us  what  he  did  say ;  and  if  he 
used  the  word  **  witticism,"  he  will,  no 
doubt,  see  the  propriety  of  apologizing. 


Mb.  CALLAN  said,  he  had  used  the 
word  "  witticism."  It  escaped  him  at 
the  moment,  in  reference  to  tne  observa- 
tion of  the  Chairman  upon  his  Amend- 
ment, which,  but  for  the  Amendment  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary for  Ireland,  would  have  read 
consistently  with  the  rest  of  the  clause. 
He  certainly  regretted  having  used 
the  expression,  and  begged  to  with- 
draw it. 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER  pointed  out 
that  one  effect  of  the  adoption  of  the 
Amendment  would  be,  though  it  was  a 
very  unlikely  thing  to  occur,  that  '*  any 
person  or  persons"  wishing  to  get  rid  of 
the  tenants  of  a  particular  estate  or  dis- 
trict might  enter  into  the  necessary  agree- 
ment with  the  Commissioners  for  the 
purpose.  He  could  not  conceive  that 
the  hon.  Member  had  any  serious  inten- 
tion of  thus  extending  the  scope  of  the 
clause. 

Mb.  LEAMY  was  quite  at  a  loss  to 
understand  why  a  man  wishing  to  emi- 
grate should  have  to  go  to  any  public 
Company  at  all.  Why  should  not  the 
Land  Commission  advance  the  money  to 
the  individual  upon  being  satisfied  with 
the  security?  If  they  were  satisfied, 
why  should  not  the  individual  treat 
with  them  direct  ? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  the  sense  of 
the  clause  was  still  obscured  by  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member.  If  it 
was  the  desire  of  hon.  Members  to  ex- 
tend the  clause  to  persons  desirous  of 
assisting  emigration,  let  a  proposal  be 
made  for  that  purpose  in  a  separate 
clause ;  but  do  not  let  it  be  attempted 
by  incorporating  with  the  clause  sen- 
tences which  could  lead  to  nothing  but 
confusion.  The  Land  Commission  was 
not  authorized  within  the  sense  and 
meaning  of  the  clause  to  advance  money 
in  a  personal  sense  to  any  public  body 
or  public  Company.  It  was  necessary 
that  the  Land  Commission  should  be 
satisfied,  first,  with  the  constitution  of 
the  public  body  or  Company,  and  next 
with  the  security  offered,  and  he  en- 
treated the  Committee  not  to  withdraw 
these  limitations. 

Mb.  callan  said,  that  under  the 
clause  as  he  read  it,  having  regard  to 
the  word  ** constitution,"  the  Land  Com- 
mission would  have  power  to  inquire 
into  the  prospectus  of  the  Company,  and 
give  preference  to  a  Company  engaged 
in  Canadian  emigration   business  over 
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one  whose  business  was  the  carrying  on 
of  emigration  to  the  United  States. 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER  said,  if  the 
Amendment  wore  inserted  the  clause 
would  run  in  a  way  the  effect  of  which, 
ho  believed,  wns  hardly  contemplated 
by  the  lion,  ^[onibor— that  was  to  say, 
as  folio W.S  :  — 

**'rh«*  Land  T'oinmission  may  from  time  to 
time,  with  tlu'  conciirrciicc  of  the  Treasury, 
enter  into  ji^riM-niontH  with  imy  person  or  body 
of  ])(TH(jn.s  hiivinj?  authority  to  contmct  on  be- 
half of  any  pulilie  body  or  piiblie  company  or 
person  or  pers^ms." 

That  meant  that  the  Land  Commission 
might  make  an  agreement  with  a  person 
having  power  to  contract  on  the  part  of 
another  person.  It  was  bringing  in  a 
single  individual. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn, 

Mr.  T.  r.  O'CONNOR  said,  as  the 
clause  stood  at  present  the  constitution 
of  the  Company  and  the  security  were 
the  only  things  required  to  be  guaran- 
teed ;  but  he  desired  that  some  further 
security  should  be  given  for  the  protec- 
tion of  the  emigrants  by  providing  for 
their  employment  and  settlement.  The 
Amendment  he  was  about  to  propose 
might  be  met  with  the  general  objection 
that  it  was  too  much  to  ask  that  the 
Land  Commission  should  regulate  the 
emigration  which  took  place.  But  this 
regulation  of  emigration  he  pointed  out 
would  not  be  inconsistent  with  the 
Amendment  of  the  Government  a  little 
lower  down  on  the  Paper,  which,  to  a 
certain  extent,  proposed  to  regulate 
emigration.  Therefore,  the  only  ques- 
tion between  the  Government  and  him- 
self was  whether  their  form  of  words 
was  preferable  to  his  own.  lie  ventured 
to  think  his  words  were  preferable  to 
those  of  the  Government ;  and,  therefore, 
he  asked  that  the  Commission  should 
satisfy  themselves  that  these  Companies 
wore  able  to  perform  their  duty  before 
they  entered  into  an  agreement  with 
tliem.  of  providing  for  the  emigrants. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  pa;jo  18,  lino  IS,  leave  out  the  word 
"  and,"  and  insert  '*  powi-rs  to  empl(»y,  house, 
and  Hottlo  the  eniij^rauts,  and." — {Mr.  T.  P. 
O'Cuunor.) 

(iuestion  proposed,  **That  the  word 
*  and '  stand  part  of  the  Clause." 

Mk.  W.  E.  FORSTER  pointed  out 
that  these  words  were  unnecessary.     It 

J/r.  Callan 


was  the  intention  of  tihe  Oorsnuneiitti 
include  in  the  agreements  a  proniM 
for  the  satisfactory  shipment,  trampori^ 
and  reception  of  the  emigrants. 

Mk.  T.  p.  O^CONNOR  said,  the  woih 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  were  byis* 
means  sufficient  for  the  purpose  he  hil 
in  view.     Besides  which,  he  desired  to 
raise  the  question  at   the  earliest  ns- 
ment  possible.     The  phrase  "  receptiBi 
of  tlie  emigrants"  might  mean  anytUig 
or  nothing,  and  would  be  of  no  use  to 
the  emigrant  if  the  agent  was  not  ii> 
clined  to  send  him  on  to  the  place  wImi 
his  labour  would  be  of  use.    What  hi 
wanted  was  something  more  than  As 
reception  of  the  emigrant.  Three  thingi 
j  were  required — first,  that  the  Compiaj 
should  be  able  to  afford  proper  eo- 
ployment ;  next,  proper  housing ;  vu^ 
thirdly,   that   they  should  be  able  to 
settle  the  emigrant.     He  assumed  thtt 
j  the  Government  had  some  idea  in  thdr 
minds  of  what  should  be  done  with  tlw 
emigrants  who  were  taken  away  frni 
Ireland  —  that  it  was  not  their  wiik 
merely  to  get  them  out  of  the  coiutiy, 
i  but  that  they  were  anxious  that  somi 
I  care  should  be  taken  of  them  on  ths 
'  other  side  of  the  Atlantic ;  and)  then- 
I  fore,  he  concluded  they  could  have  no 
i  objection  to  the  insertion  of  words  ftr 
I  that  purpose.   The  words  of  his  Amend- 
;  ment  might  be  regarded  as  too  detailed, 
j  or  they  nught  be  objected  to  as  showing 
a  certain  amount  of  jealousy  in  reipeii 
of  the  clause,  which,  to  his  mind,  wsi 
certainly  objectionable.  Well,  he  did  not 
think  he  and  his  Colleagues  could  ba 
too  jealous  with  regard  to  its  provisioni; 
and  he  believed,  so  far  as  their  ^enl 
objection  was  concerned,  it  remained  u 
strong  as  ever,  their  whole  object  now 
being  to  put  into  the  clause  everything 
that  could  possibly  be  introduced  for 
the  purpose  of  guarding  against  an  ex- 
tensive or  injudicious  use  of  it. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  I  think  the  con- 
duct of  the  hon.  Gentleman  stands  much 
more  in  need  of  a  charitable  couHtrac- 
tiou  than  that  of  the  Government.  I 
.  venture  to  say  that  the  proposal  of  the 
Government  that  a  responsible  bodj 
should  make  provision  for  the  transporii 
shipment,  and  reception  of  emigrants  u 
fur  bettor  than  that  of  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  thought  the 
Prime  ^finister  was  right  in  assuming 
that  he  had  not  taken  a  sanguine  viev 


893 


Zand  Law 


{Jt7LYl4,  1881) 


( Jr^fani)  Bm. 


894 


of  the  benevolefiit  intontione  of  the  Go- 
vemment.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  taught  him  some  lessons  as  to 
placing  a  too  ingenuous  confidence  in 
himself  or  his  Colleagues,  which  it  was 
not  necessary  at  that  time  to  repeat. 
He  had  acknowledged  that  the  words  of 
his  Amendment  were,  perhaps,  open  to 
objection,  for  he  was  not,  unlike  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  a  believer  in  his 
own  infallibility,  and  was  therefore  will- 
ing that  it  should  be  properly  amended. 
It  was,  however,  no  question  of  confi- 
dence in  the  Government  —  it  was  a 
question  of  confidence  in  the  working 
of  the  clause,  which,  as  it  stood,  was 
open  to  the  most  disastrous  operation 
by  the  working  of  Companies  and  others 
altogether  beyond  the  control  of  the 
Committee.  He  should  not  therefore  be 
deterred  by  the  somewhat  excitable  elo- 
quence coming  from  the  Treasury  Bench 
fiom  taking  such  precautions  for  the 
security  of  his  fellow-countrymen  as 
-were  within  his  power,  or  from  improv- 
ing the  clause  in  such  a  manner  as  he 
deemed  necessary. 

.  Mb.  W.  E.  FOESTER  pointed  out  to 
the  hon.  Member  (Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor) 
thflft  the  words  proposed  to  be  introduced 
by  him  constituted  no  security  whatever 
that  the  object  he  had  in  view  would  be 
carried  out. 

Mr.  HEALY  said,  the  words  of  the 
Government  proposal  were  very  vague. 
For  instance,  the  reception  of  the  emi- 
g^nt  might  mean  shaking  hands  with 
him  on  his  arrival.  On  the  other  hand, 
the  proposal  of  the  Member  (Mr.  T.  P. 
O'Connor)  was  perfectly  clear — namely, 
that  the  Commission  should  satisfy 
themselves  that  these  Companies  had 
power  to  employ,  house,  and  settle  the 
emigrant.  Now,  if  the  Government 
really  desired  to  see  the  Emigration 
Clauses  carried  into  effect,  why  could 
not  they  arrange  concerning  the  emigra- 
tion with  hon.  Members  in  that  Commit- 
tee, who  were  the  Representatives  of  the 
men  about  to  go  away  ?  He  wished  the 
Gk>vemment  to  understand  that  if  they 
wished  to  make  the  emigration  scheme 
a  success,  it  was  desirable  they  should 
obtain  the  consent  of  the  people  whose 
interests  were  concerned,  and  who  spoke 
in  that  House  through  their  Represen- 
tatives. It  was  absurd  to  suppose  that 
Irish  Members  brought  forward  sug- 
gestions in  that  Committee,  which  were 
inimical  to  the  interests  of  the  emigrants. 


The  general  charge  against  Irish  Mem- 
bers was  that  they  claimed  too  much 
from  the  Government ;  but  they  were 
xfow  told  that  they  claimed  too  little. 

M».  GRECK)RY  expressed  his  opinion 
that  the  safest  and  most  effectual  course 
for  the  protection  of  the  emigrant  would 
be  that  an  agreement  should  be  entered 
into  between  the  Company  and  the  Go- 
vernment of  a  binding  character — the 
Government  advancing  the  money  and 
making  the  necessary  provisions  for  the 
reception  and  carriage  of  the  emigrants. 
At  the  time  of  entering  upon  such  an 
agreement  the  Commission  would  have 
the  opportunity  of  inquiring  into  the 
solvency  of  the  Company,  imposing 
penalties  on  them  for  non-performance 
of  agreement,  and  stipulating  for  every- 
thing necessary  to  be  done.  He  ventured 
to  think  that  the  plan  proposed  by  the 
Government  was  infinitely  preferable  to 
the  loose  mode  of  procedure  proposed  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Gal  way  (Mr.  T.  P. 
O'Connor). 

Mr.  R.  power  said,  he  thought  his 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Gal  way 
(Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor)  had  made  a  mis- 
take inputting  the  word  '* power"  into 
his  Amendment ;  because,  under  that 
Act,  he  agreed  that  the  Commission 
would  have  the  power  to  carry  out  the 
proper  shipment,  transport,  and  reception 
of  emigrants.  Apart  from  that,  he  con- 
sidered the  words  of  his  hon.  Friend  far 
better  than  those  proposed  to  be  intro- 
duced by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland.  The  only 
object  he  and  his  hon.  Friends  had  in 
moving  Amendments  to  that  particular 
part  of  the  clause  was  that  they  desired 
above  all  things  to  see  that  the  poor 
people  who  were  either  driven  or  enticed 
away  from  Ireland  by  the  flattering 
offers  of  the  Government  were  properly 
provided  for.  If  those  people  were  to 
go  away — and,  for  his  own  part,  he  should 
do  all  in  his  power  to  persuade  them  to 
stop  where  they  were — they  wanted  them 
to  be  provided  for,  and  supplied  with 
suitable  employment,  in  whatever  land 
they  might  go  to.  The  Amendment  of 
his  hon.  Friend  said,  *' employ,  house, 
and  settle  the  emigrants  ,* ''  and,  to  his 
(Mr.  R.  Power's)  mind,  these  words 
were  very  much  preferable  to  the  words 
proposed  to  be  introduced  by  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland — namely,  "the 
satisfactory  shipment,  transport,  and 
reception  of  the  emigrants. ' '     The  words 

[^Ikff$nty'9eventh  Ni^ht,  | 


895 


Land  Law 


[COMMONS) 


( Jr#bfMl)  BOI. 


**  shipment  of  emigrants/'  for  instance, 
were  particularly  objectionable  to  him, 
as  being  a  sort  of  cattle-drovers'  phrase, 
very  well  in  its  application,  no  doubt,  to 
pigs  and  slieop,  but  quite  out  of  place  as 
applied  to  human  beings.  The  Govern- 
ment must  bc:ir  in  mind  the  necessity  of 
providing  for  persons  who  would  arrive 
abroad  without  a  farthing  in  their 
pocket.  "What  was  needed  was  proper 
employment,  and  there  was  nothing  in 
the  Bill  to  say  that  the  emigration  agents 
must  give  that.  Unless  some  means 
were  given  to  the  emigrant  to  enable 
him  to  push  up  into  the  country,  where 
lie  would  not  be  exposed  to  the  tempta- 
tions of  great  cities,  hut  where  he  would 
meet  with  the  necessary  employment, 
the  Government  would,  in  his  opinion, 
be  doing  a  serious  injury  to  the  people 
they  were  trying:  to  serve. 

Mr.  C ALLAN  hoped  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Galway  (Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor) 
would  withdraw  his  Amendment,  which 
did  not  in  any  way  provide  satisfactorily 
for  the  treatment  of  the  emigrants  when 
they  reached  America.  If  the  hon. 
Member  looked  down  the  Paper,  he 
would  find  there  were  several  proposals 
which  would  meet  his  views  much  better, 
inasmuch  as  they  went  further  into  the 
question. 

Mr.  LEAMY  said,  there  could  be  no 
possible  objection  on  the  part  of  the  Go- 
Ternment  to  the  Land  Commission  satis- 
fying itself  that  the  Companies  with 
whom  it  might  enter  into  agreements 
with  respect  to  emigration  had  land  on 
which  they  could  settle  the  emigrants 
as  soon  as  they  arrived  in  America.  The 
only  objection  he  could  see  to  his  hon. 
Friend's  Amendment  was  not  that  it 
was  unnecessary,  but  that  it  was  too 
small.  If  Irishmen  were  to  be  shipped 
off  like  cattle  from  their  own  country  to 
be  landed  in  America,  tlie  most  com- 
plete provision  ought  to  be  made  for 
their  protection  on  arrival. 

Mil.  BIGGAIl  said  it  ouglit  to  be  made 
imperative,  and  not  merely  permissive, 
that  CompanicH  who  took  charge  of 
emigrants  should  treat  thorn  in  a  speci- 
fied manner,  according  to  the  contract 
entered  into  with  the  Commission  and 
Tn'asury.  Thoso  loose  observations,  as 
to  the  trcatuuMit  of  omigrants,  were  all 
very  well  as  fjir  as  they  went,  but  they 
were  no  real  guarantee ;  and  he  should 
therefore  very  much  prefer  to  see  some 
specific  words  added  to  the  clause  which 

Mr.  R,  Power 


would  secure  to  Irish  Memben  the  i 
faction  of  knowing  that  their  feDov- 
countrymen  would  not  be  allowed  to  dii 
of  starvation  on  arrival  in  America. 


—  Ayes  83; 
-(Div.  ' 


Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided: 
Noes  14:  Majority  69.— 
No.  305.) 

In  reply  to  Mr.  T.  P.  O'Coxsob, 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER  said,  the  Go- 
vernment  were  quite  as  anxious  to  seam 
the  advantage  of  the  emigrants  as  the 
hon.  Member  could  be  ;  but  if  the  hoB. 
Member  was  not  content  with  the  woil 
of  the  Government  to  that  effect,  he 
might  move  the  Amendment  which  stood 
in  his  name  next  upon  the  Paper. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  intimated  thit 
he  would  not  propose  his  Amendment 

Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  wen 
not  present ;  Committee  counted,  and  40 
Members  being  found  present, 

Mr.  HEALY  rose  for  the  purpose  of 
moving  in  page  18,  line  21,  after  tht 
word  "  £ums«"  to  insert  *'  not  exceeding 
twenty-five  thousand  pounds." 

Mr.  LEAMY  said,  he  had  an  Amend- 
ment on  the  Paper,  to  substitute  the 
words  ''  not  exceeding  in  the  whole  the 
sum  of  ten  thousand  pounds."  Would 
he  be  able  to  move  that  in  the  event 
of  the  hon.  ^Member's  -'Mr.  Heal/s) 
Amendment  being  rejected  ? 

The  CHAIRMAN  said.  thehon.Uem- 
ber  could  still  move  his  Amendment. 

Mr.  HEALY  said,  he  had  a  seriou 
complaint  to  make  against  the  Ooven- 
ment.      They  promised   to   put  in  the 
sum,  in  a  limited  sense,  after  the  word 
'*  sums  ;"  and  it  was  extraordinary  tli&fc 
the  Government,  who  were  quite  readj 
to  make  charges  against  private  Mem- 
bers,  did  not  think  it  worth  while  to 
place  their  own  Amendment  upon  the 
Paper.     As  the  Government  had  not 
placed  on   the  Paper  any  limit  to  the 
sum  they  intended  to  advance  for  the 
purpose  of  emigration  from  Ireland,  and 
as  he  presumed    the  Government  had 
the   intention  of  imposing   a  limit,  he 
would    nmke   this  pro|K)sition   in   thai 
directirm.     If  ho  were  acting  in  accord- 
ance with  his  own  convictions,  ho  shoul( 
have  put  down  the  sum  of  "one  far 
thing,"    which   he   thought    would  bi 
quite  consistent  with  the  feeling  of  th( 
people  of  Ireland  as  to  the  extent  t< 
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trhioh  emigration  should  be  promoted  in 
that  country.  He  had,  however,  pat 
down  £25,000,  because  that.was'one  of 
the  most  moderate  sums  for  which  they 
could  get  any  scheme  of  emigration 
carried  out  in  Ireland.  As  the  dause 
stood,  it  provided  that  the  Commission 
should  advance  by  way  of  loan  such 
sums  as  they  thought  it  desirable  to 
expend  in  promoting  emigration  from 
Ireland.  He  thought  the  Government 
had  treated  the  Committee  very  unfairly 
in  not  having  placed  their  own  Amend- 
ment on  the  Paper,  especially  as  they 
had  already  had  one  day  to  consider  the 
matter.  His  objection  to  the  scheme  as 
it  stood  was  this — ^that  the  Commission 
might  expend  any  sum,  even  up  to  the  ex- 
tent of  the  National  Debt  (£800,000,000), 
subject  to  the  control  of  the  Treasury, 
and  there  was  nothing  whatever  to  pre- 
vent them.  Indeed,  there  was  nothing 
to  prevent  any  future  Commission  that 
might  be  appointed  from  embarking  in 
very  extensive  shemes  of  emigration, 
and  so  depleting  Ireland  of  its  popula- 
tion, that  in  the  end  they  would,  as 
Mr.  Gladstone  hinted,  call  upon  the 
Legislature  for  a  reduction  of  the  num- 
ber of  Irish  Bepresentatives.  He  would 
say  nothing  of  tne  indecency  of  the  pro- 
posal— first,  to  turn  out  the  unfortunate 
inhabitants  of  the  country,  and  then, 
having  got  rid  of  the  inhabitants,  to 
out  down  the  Bepresentation  of  Ireland ; 
but  such,  in  fact,  was  the  proposal  of 
the  Government.  The  Government  ma- 
naged these  things  very  cleverly,  and, 
by-and-bye,  they  might  make  a  proposal 
to  send  out  the  whole  of  the  Frovince 
of  Connaught  to  Nova  Zembla,  or  else- 
where, and  tiben  immediately  following 
there  might  be  a  proposal  to  take  away 
the  entire  Bepresentation  of  the  Pro- 
vince of  Connaught.  He  asked  why  the 
Government  should  expose  themselves 
to  charges  and  suspicions  of  this  cha- 
racter? They  knew  that  the  Irish 
Members  thoroughly  mistrusted  them. 
As  matters  now  stood,  the  Commis- 
sioners might  enter  into  a  speculation  to 
purchase  emigrant  ships.  That  would 
be  quite  possible  under  this  proposal. 
An  ^unlimited  sum .  of  money  would  be 
placed  in  the  hands  of  the  Commission 
and  in  the  hands  of  some  public  Com- 
panies, in  regard  to  which  the  Com- 
mittee was  at  present  quite  in  the  dark. 
The  Irish  Members  wanted  to  know 
what  the  plans  of  the  Government  were, 

YOL*  OCLXin.    [thdo)  sxries.] 


so  that  they  might  be  satisfied  that  their 
object  was  only  to  deal  with  the  con- 
gested parts  of  Ireland,  and  not  to  deal 
with  entire  districts  and  Provinces.  If 
they  put  down  £50,000  as  a  limit  to  the 
advances,  he  would  be  able  to  under- 
stand that  they  had  no  such  object ;  but 
if,  on  the  contrary,  they  put  down 
£5,000,000,  then  he  should  regard  that 
as  a  proposal  to  depopulate  tne  entire 
country. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  18, 
line  21,  after  the  word  "seems,'' to  insert 
"not  exceeding  twenty-five  thousand 
pounds." — {Mr.  JSealy.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

8iB  JOSEPH  M'KENNA  hoped  his 
hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Healy)  was  not  serious 
in  putting  down  such  a  sum  as  £25,000. 
It  would  be  better  for  the  Government 
to  abandon  the  scheme  altogether,  rather 
than  submit  to  such  a  proposal.  It  was 
proper  that  they  should  have  the  clause 
in  a  form  that  would  commend  itself  to 
the  Committee,  and  not  in  a  form  in 
which  it  would  be  hopeless  to  deal  with 
it.  To  put  down  £25,000,  as  a  sum 
sufficient  to  aid  in  the  emigration  of  the 

feople  from  the  congested  portions  of 
reland,  was  just  as  much  good  as  if 
they  had  put  down  half-a-crown.  There 
were  districts  and  parishes  in  Ireland 
which  would  require  alone  a  very  large 
proDortion  of  £25,000,  if  it  was  to  be 
applied  in  relief  in  the  direction  of  emi- 
gration and  to  make  proper  provision 
^r  the  comfort  of  the  emigrants.  He 
hoped  that  his  hon.  Friend,  having 
ventilated  the  subject,  would  not  persist 
in  limiting  the  amount  to  so  ridiciuously 
small  a  sum  as  £25,000.  It  would,  he 
hoped,  be  possible  for  the  Government 
to  name  a  sum  sufficiently  liberal,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  at  the  same  time, 
not  so  affluent  as  to  demand  the  cen- 
sure of  the  Committee.  He  trusted  his 
hon.  Friend  would  withdraw  the  Amend- 
ment. 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOB  insisted  that 
the  Government  had  as  yet  given  no 
answer  to  the  question  as  to  what  sum 
they  intended  to  fix  as  the  limit. 

Mb.  W.  E.  F0B8TEB  quite  agreed 
with  the  hon.  Gentleman  who  had  just 
sat  down  (Sir  Joseph  M'Kenna),  that  it 
was  impossible  to  support  such  a  pro- 
posal as  that,  unless  it  was  intended  to 
nullify  the  whole  scheme.    The  Govem- 
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ment  would  withdraw  the  clause  alto- 
gether rather  than  accept  that  propo- 
sition. 

Mr.  PARNELL  understood  that  the 
Government  were  prepared  to  say  what 
amount  they  would  limit  the  expenditure 
to.  Under  those  circumstances,  he  hoped 
the  Government  were  in  a  position  to 
state  their  views. 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER  understood  his 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Prime  ^linister  to 
say  that  when  the  clause  was  settled  he 
would  he  prepared  to  state  the  limit  of 
the  sum.  But  they  must  first  decide 
what  they  were  going  to  do  with  the 
clause,  and  after  they  had  so  decided, 
the  time  would  arrive  for  stating  what 
the  limit  should  be. 

Mr.  PARNELL  said,  the  impression 
conveyed  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
was  that  they  should  go  through  the 
Amendments  in  the  clause,  and  then  the 
Government  would  be  prepared  to  insert 
the  provision  to  limit  the  expenditure. 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER :  The  Com- 
mittee will  quite  understand  that  this  is 
a  matter  which  is  peculiarly  connected 
with  the  Financial  Business  of  the  Go- 
vernment ;  and  I  do  not  like  to  under- 
take the  responsibility  in  the  absence  of 
my  right  hon.  Friend. 

Mr.  HEALY  asked  why  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  was  not  present  ? 

Mr.  BIGGAR  said,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  who  had  just  sat  down  (Mr. 
W.  E.  Forster)  had  given  them  a  perti- 
nent reason  wliy  he  should  not  commit 
the  Government  to  a  particular  sum, 
but  had  not  given  them  any  reason  why 
the  Prime  Minister  should  not  be  there. 
He  (Mr.  Biggar)  would,  therefore,  move 
to  report  Progress,  in  order  to  give  the 
Government  an  opportunity  of  stating 
their  views  on  this  important  question. 
Some  hon.  Members  of  his  (Mr.  Biggar' s) 
Party  alleged  that  the  Prime  Minister 
had  specifically  promised  to  state  what 
the  sum  was,  during  the  progress  of  the 
clause,  that  they  would  limit  these  ad- 
vances to.  That  was  a  very  important 
question.  No  doubt,  the  Prime  Minister 
said  there  should  be  a  limit;  and  it 
would  have  been  convenient  if  the 
Prime  Minister  were  there  in  order  to 
explain  his  views  upon  the  question. 
If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  promised  that  an 
soon  as  the  Amendments  in  the  chiuse 
were   gone    through,    and  before    the 

Mr.  }r.  £.  Fmter 


Question  was  put,  ''Thai  the  Clton 
stand  part  of  the  Bill/'  the  sum  shouli 
be  named,  he  (Mr.  Biggar)  thought  tbil 
ought  to  be  sufficient.  As  the  matter 
stood  now,  they  were  in  an  awkwud 
position.  It  was  in  the  recollectioB 
of  the  Committee  that  the  Prime  Miiiiii 
ter  had  promised  to  name  a  speoific  sua. 
Probably  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  tin 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  was  not  pn- 
sont  at  the  time,  and  they  did  not  blama 
him  for  not  undertaking  to  perform  tha 
promise  the  Prime  Minister  had  mad% 
or  for  not  doing  a  thing  which  he  had 
no  authority  to  do;  but,  at  the  sama 
time,  it  was  only  reasonable  that  tha 
riglit  hon.  Gentleman  should  undertaka 
to  name  some  time  when  the  sum  would 
be  fixed  before  the  clause  was  directad 
to  stand  part  of  the  Bill.  He  begged 
leave,  under  the  circumstances,  to  mora 
to  report  Progp:«S8. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Fko- 
gress,  and  ask  leave  to  sit  again."— 
(i/r.  Biggar,) 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER  :  I  can  haxd^ 
believe    that    the    hon.    Member   tit 
Cavan  (Mr.  Biggar)  is  serious  in  mak- 
ing that  proposal,  because  the  Frima 
Minister  does  not  happen  to  be  here.   I 
hope  it  is  not  expected  that  my  rig^t 
hon.  Friend  should  be  here  during  tha 
whole  of  the  evening.  Every  hon.  Mem- 
ber in  the  Committee  is  aware  of  tha 
intense  devotion  my  right  hon.  Friend 
has  given  to  the  Bill,  and  it  is  not  rea- 
sonable that  he  should  not  be  absent 
for  a  few  minutes  in  order  to  take  ne- 
cessary refreshments.    If  he  had  gone 
away  just  at  the  time  when  the  Biianeei 
could  not  go  on  without  his  presence, 
there  might  be  some  reason  for  com- 
plaint ;  but  that  is  not  so.   I  would  sug- 
gest that  the  Committee  should  aetUo 
the  clause,  and,  before  the  Question  ia 
put  that  it  shall  stand  part  of  the  BiU, 
my  right  hon.   Friend  will   state  the 
limited  sum  to  be  inserted  in  the  clause. 

Mh.  PARNELL  said,  this  was  a  mat- 
ter upon  which  they  should  really  con- 
sult the  convenience  of  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter. The  question  of  limitation  could 
be  considered  just  as  easily  at  the  end 
of  the  clause  as  in  the  middle  of  it,  and 
he  felt  sure  that  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Cavan  (Mr.  Biggar)  would 
not  grudge  the  Prime  Minister  the  short 
time  he  took  for  rest. 
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Mb.  T.  p.  0*C0NN0B  said,  that,  of 
oouTBe,  his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Biggar) 
did  not  at  all  g^ndge  the  J^rime  Minis- 
ter the  leisure  he  so  well  deserved ;  but 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary for  Ireland  did  not  seem  to  ap- 
preciate the  position.  The  position  was 
this — the  question  was  whether  or  not 
the  Gbvemment  intended  to  stand  by  or 
recede  from  the  important  announce- 
ment they  had  made  yesterday?  The 
Prime  Minister  had  declared  within  his 
(Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor's)  hearing  that  he 
saw  no  objection  to  insert  in  nie  clause 
a  limit  to  the  amount  of  money  to  be 
advanced  towards  carrying  out  the  pur- 
poses of  the  clause.  The  Prime  Minis- 
ter made  that  statement  distinctly ;  but 
the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  only  put 
it  hypothetically,  and  it  was  a  promise 
that  materially  affected  the  whole  com- 
plexion of  the  clause— namely,  whether 
the  dause  was  to  be  limited  in  its  ope- 
rations or  not.  The  Irish  Members 
thought  that  it  should  be  limited ;  the 
Government  agreed  with  them,  and  the 
Government,  werefore,  were  bound  to 
state  the  nature  of  the  limitation  they 
proposed.  They  all  appreciated  the  at- 
tention which  the  Prime  Minister  had 
given  to  the  Bill;  and  he  (Mr.  T.  P. 
'Connor)  was  satisfied  that  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Cavan  was  not 
more  desirous  of  grudging  a  few  mo- 
ments to  the  Prime  Minister  than  any- 
body else ;  but  it  was  unfortunate  that 
the  Prime  Minister  should  not  be  pre- 
sent on  this  occasion,  when  really  the 
Treasury  Business  was  under  discussion. 
At  the  same  time,  he  would  not  advise 
his  hon.  Friend  to  proceed  with  his 
Motion  for  reporting  Progress,  and  he 
would  recommend  him  to  withdraw  it. 

Mb.  HEALY  regretted  the  absence 
of  the  Prime  Minister.  It  was  some- 
what extraordinary  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentlemen,  when  Amendments  were 
being  discussed  in  regard  to  which  they 
had  no  complaint  to  make,  was  present 
all  day ;  but  that  he  absented  himself  at 
a  particular  moment  when  it  was  most 
inconvenient  that  he  should  be  absent, 
and  when  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  was  unable 
to  state,  in  consequence  of  the  absence 
of  the  Prime  Minister,  what  course  the 
Government  intended  to  take. 

Mb.  ABTHUE  AENOLD  rose  to 
Order.  He  wished  to  know  if  it  was 
proper  for  an  hon.  Member  to  accuse 


the  Prime  Minister  of  intentionally  ab- 
senting himself? 

Thb  chairman  :  It  is  not  for  me 
to  judge  the  propriety  of  the  remarks  of 
an  hon.  Memoer  when  within  the  rules 
of  Order ;  but  it  is  for  the  Committee. 

Mb.  HEALY  regretted  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Salfoni  (Mr.  Arnold)  had 
thought  proper  to  interfere.  They  had 
been  informed  that  the  responsibility  of 
the  (Government  with  regaxd  to  this  iBill 
was  undivided,  and  the  Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland,  therefore,  ought  to  know 
what  the  mind  of  the  Prime  Minister 
was.  He  must  tell  the  Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland  that  if  he  wanted  to  make 

E regress  with  this  Bill  he  must  take  some 
etter  course  than  the  way  in  which  he 
had  just  dealt  with  this  Amendment. 
There  were  still  24  clauses  to  be  gone 
throuffh,  and  the  Beport  had  then  to  be 
brought  up ;  and  it  might  be  convenient 
for  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  to 
learn  that  Amendments  of  this  kind, 
about  which  promises  had  been  made, 
must  be  fairly  and  properly  considered. 
If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  been 
left  in  ignorance,  he  ought  to  have  com- 
municated with  his  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Prime  Minister  and  ascertained 
what  the  intentions  of  the  Government 
were.  The  Irish  Members  had  been 
charged  with  unduly  suspecting  the  Go- 
vernment. Had  they  not  good  ground 
for  their  suspicions  ?  They  found  that 
the  promise  which  was  made  yesterday 
might  be  absolutely  broken  to-day. 

The  CHAIBMAN  :  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man is  not  now  in  Order. 

Mb.  HEALY  said,  he  would  apologize 
if  he  was  out  of  Order;  but  he  had  used 
the  word  "may,"  and  not  '*was,"  for 
the  promise  given  by  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter yesterday  now  remained  in  so  nebu- 
lous a  condition  that  they  did  not  know 
what  had  become  of  it.  In  regard  to 
the  former  proposal,  the  Prime  Minister 
got  up  and  said  there  were  two  objec- 
tions raised  to  it  by  the  Irish  Members. 
One  of  them  had  been  dealt  with,  and 
now  they  came  to  the  second ;  and  what 
did  they  find?  They  found  that  the 
Government  did  not  know  their  own 
mind  in  regard  to  it.  The  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland  was  a  Cabinet  Minister, 
and  he  presumed  that  he  was  in  the 
confidence  of  the  Crown ;  but  he  did  not 
seem  to  know  what  had  become  of  the 
intentions  of  the  Prime  Minister.  Was 
that  the  way  in  which  matters  ought  to 
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"be  conducted  f  If  tlie  Goyemment  were 
dealing  with  an  English  Member,  or 
one  of  their  Tory  Friends  above  the 
Gangway,  they  would  not  dream  of 
treating^  him  in  such  an  off-hand  man- 
ner. If  they  did  they  would  soon  find 
out  their  mistake.  If  the  promise  had 
been  made  to  the  late  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Devon,  that  a  certain  limitation  would 
be  put  into  the  Bill,  and  a  Minister  of 
the  Crown  was  not  there  to  make  the  pro- 
posal, he  had  very  little  doubt  that  the 
Prime  Minister  would  hear  more  about  it. 
But  now  the  right  hon.  Gentleman'] was 
only  dealing  with  an  Irish  Member.  If 
the  Gt)vemment  desired  to  make  pro- 
gress with  their  measure  it  was  desir- 
able that  they  should  not  in  every  step 
they  took  display  their  hostility  towards 
the  Irish  Members,  nor  induce  the  Irish 
Members  to  bring  the  hostility  they  en- 
tertained to  the  Bill  to  an  extreme  con- 
clusion. Their  hostilitv  to  this  clause 
might  be  attenuated  if  the  Government 
would  fix  a  definite  limit  to  the  advances. 
They  had  received  a  distinct  pledge 
from  the  Prime  Minister  on  the  subject ; 
and  he  wanted  to  know  what  was  the 
good  of  Government  pledges  if,  after 
they  had  been  made,  there  was  nobody 
there  to  carry  them  out?  He  thought 
that  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Cavan  (Mr.  Biggar)  was  perfectly  justi- 
fied in  moving  to  report  Progress. 

Mr.  JOHN  BKIGHT:  I  shall  not 
attempt  to  answer  the  hon.  Gentleman 
(Mr.  Mealy)  in  the  language  he  has  used 
upon  this  occasion,  and  which  he  has 
dared  to  utter  against  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter ;  but  I  shall  go  at  once  to  the  ques- 
tion of  thisparticTilar  matter  of  limitation. 
The  hon.  Member  knows  one  thing,  and 
he  ought  to  know  another.  He  knows  that 
the  limitation,  if  there  is  to  be  one,  can 
be  put  in  in  a  subsequent  portion  of  the 
clause,  and  that  it  is  not  necessary  to  in- 
sert it  in  this  part.  Further,  he  ought 
to  know  that  whatever  sum  is  put  into 
the  clause,  as  the  sum  will  have  actually 
to  be  expended  every  year,  must  be 
voted  by  the  House,  and  whether  it  be 
£100,000  or  £1,000,000  would  make  no 
difference  whatever.  If  any  amount  is 
to  be  spent  at  all,  that  amount  must  be 
brought  every  year  before  the  House ; 
and  without  a  direct  Vote  of  the  House 
nothing  can  be  spent.  Therefore,  all 
this  trouble  which  the  hon.  Gentleman  is 
giving  is  purely  useless,  except  for  the 

Mr*  Healy 


purpose  of  Obstruction.  The  hon.  Mem 
ber  must  know  that  that  is  the  case. 
The  hon.  Member  may  move  an  Amend- 
ment on  every  word  or  letter  of  the  Bill ; 
but  there  can  only  be  one  conclusion 
on  the  part  of  the  Committee — namely, 
that,  wnatever  may  be  the  expressed 
hostility  of  hon.  Members  opposite,  they 
dare  not  vote  against  the  clause. 

Mr.  HEALx  :  Give  us  a  chance. 

Mr.  JOHN  BEIGHT:  They  wUl 
have  a  chance,  no  doubt.  It  is  obvious 
that  a  majority,  and  a  large  majority, 
of  the  Irish  Members  are  m  favour  of 
the  clause. 

Mr.  HEALY  :  That  is  not  so. 

The  CHAIRMAN :  Order,  order ! 

Mr.  JOHN  BRIGHT:  The  course 
taken  is  one  that  is  intended  for  the 
purpose  of  Obstruction,  and  the  Motion 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Cavan  (Mr. 
Biggar)  is  a  direct  insult  to  the  Prime 
Minister.  Indeed,  I  should  think  it  a 
hopeless  thing  for  Ireland  if  the  ma- 
jority of  her  Representatives  persisted 
in  pursuing  the  course  which  has  so 
constantly  been  taken  by  a  single  Mem- 
ber of  this  House.  I  am  certain  that 
there  is  not  a  single  English  or  Scotch 
Member  who  will  not  condemn  the 
course  which  has  been  taken  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Cavan. 

Mr.  PARNELL  said,  he  did  not  know 
by  what  title  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Duchy  of  Lancaster  presumed  to  tell,  or 
dared  to  tell,  the  Irish  Members  that 
they  dared  not  vote  against  this  clause. 
He  (Mr.  Parnell)  had  all  along  intended 
to  vote  against  the  clause,  and  he  denied 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster  had 
any  right  to  impute  to  him,  or  to  the 
majority  of  the  Members  acting  with 
him,  an  intention  to  obstruct  that  or  any 
other  clause  of  the  Bill.  [  CVw#  o/  * '  Oh ! "  1 
He  did  not  think  that  any  Member  of 
the  House  had  moved  fewer  Amend- 
ments, or  taken  a  less  part  in  the  dis- 
cussion of  the  Bill  in  Committee  than  he 
had,  and  he  defied  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman to  point  to  any  speech  he  had 
made  since  the  Bill  had  been  intro- 
duced up  to  the  present  time,  or  to  any 
action  he  had  taken  which  had  been  of 
the  slightest  obstructive  nature.  When 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cavan  (Mr.  Biggar) 
moved  to  report  Progress,  as  soon  as  he 
could,  he  rose  to  deprecate  the  Motion, 
and  he  asked  his  hon.  Friend  to  with- 
draw it.  He  said  then  he  regretted  the  line 
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thoaeht  the  Prime  Minister  was  entitled 


(Irtlattd)  mil. 


0  a  few  minutes  of  rest.  He  should  not 
follow  the  Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  of 
Lancaster  in  his  wholesale  criticiBme  of 
individuals,  simplj  heoause  he  alwajB 
obserred  that  although  there  might  bo 
an  abundance  of  mistakes  on  the  part  of 
English  and  Scotch  Members,  yet  that 
whenever  an  Irish  Member  made  a  mis- 
take the  Englieh  Members  were  quick 
to  follow  it  up  ;  and  there  were  too  many 
triahmen  who  followed  their  example. 
The  Irish  Members  had  aeked  that  a 
limit  should  be  fixed  to  this  clause,  and 
the  Prime  Minister,  within  the  hearing 
of  the  whole  Committee,  admitted  the 
reasonableness  of  the  request,  and  said 
that  when  the  time  came  the  Oovem- 
ment  would  consider  the  matter,  hut 
that  the  question  might  be  poetponed 
ontil  the  end  of  the  clause.  He  (Mr. 
Famell)  had  said  that  he  thought  that  a 
reasonable  request  on  the  part  of  the 
Qovemment,  and  he  had  recommended 
his  faon.  Friend  to  give  the  Government 
the  advantage  they  desired  to  have  in 
that  respect,  so  that  when  the  clause 
oame  up  to  be  finally  settled  thej  might 
ask  the  Prime  Minister  then  to  fix  the 
limit,  or  propose  one  themeelvea,  and 
take  a  discussion.  But  he  would  take 
the  liberij  of  suggesting  that  the  next 
time  the  right  non.  Gentleman  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster 
took  it  upon  himself  to  lecture  an  hon. 
Member,  he  should  take  care  not  to 
accompany  the  lecture  with  a  wholesale 
condemnation  of  the  Associates  of  that 
hon.  Gentleman. 

Mb.  E.  power  said,  he  had  lU- 
tened  to  the  speech  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chancollor  of  the  Duchy 
of  Lancaster  with  surprise,  and  re- 
gretted that  he  had  not  been  in  the 
House  when  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Cavan  (Mr.  Biggar)  had 
made  bis  speech.  If  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man really  had,  as  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  had 
stated,  offered  an  insult  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Prime  Miaieter, 
which  he  (Mr.  Power)  very  much 
doubted  it  was  the  hon.  Gentleman's  in- 
tentioQ  to  do,  he  was  quite  certain  that 
his  hon.  Friend  would  be  the  very  first 
person  in  that  House  to  withdraw  the 
obeerration  that  had  given  offence.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of 
toa  Doohy  of  Lanoaater  had  said  that  it 


was  the  evident  intention  of  hon. Members 
&om  Ireland  to  obstruct  the  Bill.  Now, 
reply  to  that  observation,  he  (Mr. 
Power)  wished  to  say  that  he  had  always 
voted  with  Her  Majesty's  Government 
on  this  measure,  until  they  brought  in  a 
clause  which  he  believed  to  be  of  the 
most  dangerous  character  as  far  as  the 
welfare  of  the  Irish  people  were  con- 
cerned. The  Irish  Memoers  had  told 
Her  Majesty's  Government  honoatly  and 
fairly,  when  they  brought  the  matter 
forward,  that  they  would  use  every  legi- 
timate means  in  their  power  to  oppose 
the  Emigration  Clause  of  the  Bill,  and 
this  they  were  determined  to  do ;  but 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Duchy  had  said  the  majority  of 
the  Irish  Members  were  opposed  to 
those  who  objected  to  the  clause.  The 
right   hon.    Gentieman  had    ^ven    no 

froof  of  this,  and  there  had  not  yet 
een  a  division  upon  the  clause,  and 
could  not  be  until  the  Question  was  put, 
That  the  Clause  as  amended  stand  part 
of  the  BiU.  What  did  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  mean  by  saying  Uiat  the 
Irish  Members  intended  to  obstruct  the 
Bill?  What  did  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman mean  by  Obstruction?  Did 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  know  what 
Obstruction  meant?  [ZauyAiw-.j  Hon. 
Members  laughed.  He  was  glad  to 
hear  that  laugh,  and  he  would  reply  to 
it  by  giving  the  Committee  a  definition 
of  Obstruction — not  a  definition  given 
by  Irish  Members  sitting  below  the 
Gangway,  but  one  that  had  beea  given 
by  no  less  a  personage  than  the  Prime 
Minister  of  England  himself,  not  when 
he  was  Prime  Minister,  nor  when  he 
had  any  hope  of  being  Prime  Minister, 
but  at  a  time  when  the  Conservative 
Party  sat  on  the  Treasury  side  of  the 
House — nor  was  the  definition  given  by 
him  in  that  House,  with  what  had  been 
termed  "  his  usual  impetuosity"  in  the 
heat  of  debate,  but  what  he  had  de- 
liberately set  down  in  writing.  The 
Prime  Minister  had  said — 

"  Tho  prolonging  ot  debate,  even  by  peraiat- 
ent  reiteration  on  legialative  meaeures,  it  not 
DecetBarily  nn  outrage  or  offence,  or  even  an 
iudiacretion." 

This  was  said  when  the  Tories  were  in 
power.  The  Prime  Minister  had  gone 
on  to  say — 
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Those  were  the  very  words  that  had 
been  written  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Prime  Minister  when  he  sat  on 
the  Opposition  side  of  the  House.  Again, 
he  had  said — 

"  In  other  cases  obstruction  has  been  freely 
and  largely  practised,  even  by  a  great  Party, 
with  no  other  apparent  effect  than  that  of  re- 
tarding business.  I  refer  especially,  as  will  be 
at  once  understood,  to  the  Army  Purchase 
Bill." 

But  it  was  not  the  Irish  Members  who 
obstructed  the  Army  Purchase  Bill,  but 
other  hon.  Gentlemen  who  sat  on  that 
(the  Opposition)  side  of  the  House. 

Mr.  JUSTIN  MCCARTHY  said,  he 
was  one  of  those  audacious  Members 
who,  to  use  the  language  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Duchy,  **  dared "  to  vote  aeainst  the 
Emigration  Clause  of  this  Bill.  He  had 
made  up  his  mind  to  take  this  course 
long  ago,  and  he  thought  it  would  re- 
quire some  considerable  courage  on  his 
part  if  he  were  to  go  back  to  his  con- 
stituents and  say  that  he  had  not  voted 
against  the  clause.  Like  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Waterford  (Mr.  R.  Power),  he 
had  been  exceedingly  pained  to  hear  the 
speech  that  had  been  made  a  short  time 
ago  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster, 
and  he  deeply  regretted  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  should  have  infused 
such  a  feelinfi^  of  acrimony  into  the 
remarks  he  had  thought  proper  to 
make.  He  should  have  thought  that  the 
struggle  of  a  small  minority  against  a 
large  majority  might  have  found  some 
sympathy  on  the  part  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  and  that,  with  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  experience  of  debates  in 
that  House,  and  his  remembrance  of  the 
misconstruction  which  in  other  days  had 
been  directed  against  him  and  his  Col- 
leagues, he  might,  if  ho  had  borne  in 
mind  the  past,  have  shown  more  consider- 
ation for  the  Irish  Party,  especially  at  a 
moment  like  the  present.  Many  of  those 
who  belonged  to  that  Party — he  believed 
he  might  say  most  of  them — were  opposed 
to  the  Motion  that  had  been  made  by 
the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Cavan  (Mr.  Biggar)  that  the  Chairman 
should  report  Progress ;  but,  certainly, 
none  of  them  who  had  hecml  the  re- 
marks of  the  hon.  Gentleman  believed 
that  he  had  intended  to  accompany  the 
Motion  he  had  made  with  any  languaffe 
of  disrespect   towards  the  Prime  lu- 
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nister.  But  one  of  the  effects  of  the  im- 
putations that  had  been  made  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Duchy  of  Lancaster  on  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Cavan  was, 
that  even  the  most  moderate  men  among 
the  Irish  Party  felt  that  they  could  not 
desert  a  comrade  under  a  fire  like  that ; 
so  that  the  only  effect  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  attack  had  been  to  draw 
the  lines  of  that  Party  more  closely  to- 
geth^,  and  produce  the  very  result  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster 
was  apparently  so  anxious  to  avoid.  In 
his  (Mr.  M'Carthy's)  opinion,  it  would 
have  been  far  wiser  to  avoid  the  neces- 
sity for  this  bitter  interchange  of  per- 
sonal expressions.  The  small  Party  to 
which  he  belonged  had  been  accused  of 
using  harsh  language  and  strong  expres- 
sions. For  his  own  part,  he  was  not  an 
admirer  of  strong  and  bitter  language, 
nor  of  much  in  the  shape  of  invective, 
even  though  it  had  been  called  an  orna- 
ment of  debate ;  but  he  felt  bound  to 
say  that  in  the  course  of  these  contro- 
versies that  had  now  been  going  on  for  so 
lengthy  a  period,  it  was  not  the  Party 
with  whom  he  acted  that  had  beffun  the 
use  of  intemperate  language.  That  sort 
of  language  had  come,  in  the  first  in- 
stance, from  the  Treasury  Bench.  It 
was  from  that  Bench  that  had  come  the 
accusation  of  using  wicked  and  cowardly 
language ;  from  that  Bench,  also,  had 
come  the  charge  of  poltroonery  with  re- 
gard to  the  conduct  of  Irish  Represen- 
tatives, a  charge  that  had  been  more 
than  once  repeated  from  the  same  quarter. 
Therefore,  it  was  not  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers who  had  begun  the  use  of  bitter 
language,  and  if  personalities  were  to 
cease,  let  MMsieurs  Us  Minutres  com- 
mence. 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER  hoped  the 
Committee  would  now  resume  Business, 
and  that  the  Motion  to  report  Progress 
would  be  withdrawn. 

Mb.  p.  MARTIN  said,  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork 
(Mr.  Parnell)  had  put  a  question  to  the 
Prime  Minister  that  afternoon,  in  reply 
to  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
said  that  the  great  majoritv  of  the  Irish 
Members  were  in  favour  of  the  Emigra- 
tion Clause,  which  the  Committee  were 
now  discussing.  Unless  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  anxious  to  provoke  the 
sort  of  discussion  that  had  latterly  been 
going  on,  he  should  not  have  made  a 
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Btatementlike  that  without  having  waited 
to  see  the  majority  submitted  to  a  prac- 
tical test.  He  (Mr.  Martin)  was  one  of 
those  who  had  hitherto  supported  the 
Gk>Temment  in  many  of  the  divisions 
which  had  taken  place  on  the  clauses  of 
the  present  Bill.  He  thought  it  unfor- 
tunate the  Irish  Members  had  not  the 
opportunity  of  entering  on  this  discus- 
sion and  taking  a  test  division  on  the 
clause  at  an  earlier  hour.  It  had  been 
authoritatively  stated  by  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister, in  answer  to  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cork  Oounty  (Mr  Shaw)  this  evening, 
that  the  majority  of  the  Irish  Members 
were  in  favour  of  the  clause.  This  Motion 
to  report  Progress  presented  the  earliest 
available  opportunity  to  his  brother 
Members  from  Ireland  of  announcing 
their  opinions  with  regard  to  the  clause. 
The  Prime  Minister,  he  thought,  had 
made  a  great  mistake,  and  the  matter 
was  one  which  the  Committee  were  bound 
to  consider  before  they  proceeded  with 
the  general  debate  on  the  details  of  the 
clause.  How  stood  the  matter  ?  As  far 
'  as  the  majority  was  concerned,  they  had 
the  authority  of  the  Bessborough  Com- 
mission for  stating  that 

The  CHAIEMAN  rose  to  Order.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  could  not,  on  a  Motion 
to  report  Progress,  enter  upou  a  general 
discussion  of  the  clause. 

Me.  p.  MAETIN  said,  if  he  were  out 
of  Order,  he  would  at  once  bow  to  the 
decision  of  the  Chair.  He  was  not  going 
to  suggest  the  Keport  of  the  Bessborough 
Commission  as  a  matter  for  the  con- 
sideration of  the  Committee ;  he  was  only 
desirous  of  pointing  out  that,  up  to  the 
present  time,  they  had  had  statements 
made  by  the  Commissioners  in  reference 
to  and  against  State-aided  emigration 
which  he  thought  required  the  Committee 
to  reflect  upon  before  it  went  on  to  discuss 
the  merits  of  the  entire  clause.  He  was 
not  referring  to  whether  the  Members 
of  the  Bessborough  Commission  were 
right  or  wrong  in  the  conclusions  they 
had  arrived  at,  but  to  what  most  of  the 
Members  of  the  Bessborough  Commis- 
sion  

The  CHAIBMAN  again  rose  to  Order. 
The  hon.  Oentleman  the  Member  for  the 
county  of  Kilkenny  (Mr.  Martin)  was 
distinctly  out  of  Order  in  discussing  the 
conclusions  of  the  Bessborough  Com- 
mission on  a  Motion  to  report  Progress. 
The  diaouBsion  had  wandered  very  wide 
«C  that  fubjeot,  the  question  before  the 


Committee  being  merely  whether  he 
should  report  Progress. 

Mr.  p.  MARTIN  said,  the  object 
they  had  to  consider  was  the  amount 
of  money  that  it  was  intended  should 
be  applied  for  emigration  purposes; 
and  he  thought  it  absolutely  essential 
that  the  Prime  Minister  should  be  pre- 
sent before  they  could  determine  that 
question.  He  wished  to  point  out 
that  he  did  not  in  any  way  intend  to 
debate  the  Beport  of  the  Bessborough 
Commission,  but  only  to  state,  as  a 
matter  of  fact,  that  they  had  to  deal  with 
a  question  on  which  they  had  the  weight 
of  authority  on  the  part  of  the  Members 
of  the  Bessborough  Commission,  indivi- 
dually and  collectively,  on  the  side  of 
the  Irish  Members.  He  did  not  wish 
to  carry  the  matter  beyond  the  statement 
of  this  fact ;  and  as  the  right  hon.  Oen- 
tleman the  Prime  Minister  had  now  re- 
turned to  the  House  his  object  was  at- 
tained, and  he  should  not  say  one  word 
more. 

Mb.  a.  M.  SULLIVAN  said,  not- 
withstanding  the  somewhat  unpleasant 
discussion  that  had  been  going  on  for 
the  last  quarter  of  an  hour,  he  must  ex- 
press his  hope  that  the  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Cavan  (Mr.  Biggar) 
would  not  persevere  with  his  Motion. 
He  was  not  one  of  those,  any  more  than 
his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Long- 
ford (Mr.  McCarthy),  who  would  desert 
a  comrade  under  fire  of  the  enemy ;  but 
he  might  state  that,  before  the  fusillade 
began,  he  had  offered  to  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Cavan  the  suggestion 
that  he  should  withdraw  his  Motion. 
He  wished  here  to  say  that  he  was 
sorry  it  had  been  rendered  painfuUy 
necessary  that  the  Irish  Members  on 
those  (the  Opposition)  Benches  should 
express  their  individual  opinions  in  con- 
sequence of  what  had  fallen  from  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Duchy  of  Lancaster,  because,  if  out 
of  any  feeling  of  comradeship,  they  went 
into  the  same  Lobby  with  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Cavan,  should 
they  be  driven  to  take  a  division  on  the 
Motion  for  reporting  Progress,  they 
mi^ht,  if  they  remained  silent,  be  held  to 
endorse  the  action  of  the  hon.  Gentleman 
which  had  been  so  strongly  characterized 
from  the  Treasury  Bench.  He  (Mr. 
Sullivan)  had  thought  it  right  to  occupy 
a  few  moments,  in  view  of  the  possi- 
bility of  a  division,  in  order  that  he 
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might  say  tliis — ^that  so  far  as  he  was 
concerned  he  had  put  down  very  few 
Amendments  on  the  Paper  with  regard 
to  this  subject,  although  he  had  felt  a 
desire  to  see  the  clause  amended  in  many 
respects.  Ho  had  never  obstructed  the 
proceedings  on  this  Bill  durine  its  pas- 
sage through  Committee ;  and  he  was 
in  the  recollection  of  the  Committee  whe- 
ther he  had  done  so  or  not.  He  had,  on 
the  contrary,  given  the  Bill  his  sym- 
pathy in  the  House,  and  he  had  ren- 
dered to  it  his  praise  out-of-doors.  Was 
he,  therefore,  to  sit  silent  when  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Duchy  of  Lancaster,  in  a  most  re- 
grettable moment,  did  that  in  which  he 
(Mr.  Sullivan)  hoped  he  should  not 
imitate  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  his 
wish  being  ra&er  to  calm  the  irritation 
which  the  speech  of  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Duchy  of  Lancaster  had  produced  ? 
He  repeated,  however,  that  he  was  not 
at  all  under  the  imputation  of  having 
been  obstructive  in  these  debates ;  and 
he  asked  was  he  to  sit  silent  when  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  told  him  that  he 
dared  not  vote  against  this  clause  ?  He 
would  state  that  he  had  intended  to  vote 
against  this  clause,  although  he  had  not 
opened  his  lips  in  the  debates  upon  it, 
until  an  observation  made  an  hour  ago 
had  tempted  him  to  help  to  clear  the 
way  of  some  Amendments.  He  had 
then  only  made  a  few  observations 
amounting,  probably,  to  a  sentence  or 
two  ;  yet,  such  was  his  opinion  on  this 
subject  of  State-aided  emigration,  that 
he  would  give  100  votes  against  the 
clause  if  he  had  them  to  give.  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  of  Lancctster 
had  had  the  grievous  bad  taste  and 
worse  judgment  to  attempt  to  identify 
some  of  those  who  sat  on  those  (the 
Opposition)  Benches  with  an  insult  to 
the  Prime  Minister.  He  wished  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  were  still  absent 
from  the  House,  because  he  hesitated 
to  say  in  his  presence  that  which  he 
should  have  freely  said  had  the  Prime 
Minister  still  been  out  of  that  Chamber, 
and  that  would  have  been  to  have  paid 
a  hearty  tribute  to  the  zeal  and  devotion 
with  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had,  night  after  night,  given  himself  to 
the  labour  of  forwarding  that  Bill 
through  Committee.  He  dissociated 
himself,  not  the  less  for  not  being  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  Colleague  on 
that  (the  Treasury)  Bench,  firom  anything 

Mr.  A.  M.  SuUwan 


like  the  semblance  of  an  afiOront  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Minister 
of  the  Crown,  but  from  anything  that 
would  seem  like  a  failure  of  grateful 
recollection — he  did  not  like  to  use  the 
word  grateful,  because  a  public  Minister 
only  did  his  duty — but  he  used  the  word 
in  the  sense  in  which  it  would  be  under- 
stood, when  he  said  he  desired  not  to  be 
thought  to  fail  in  his  grateful  recollec- 
tion of  what  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  done,  and  was  still  doing,  for  his 
(Mr.  Sullivan's)  country.  He  asked  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Duchy  of  Lancaster  to  think  of  the 
pain  he  had  caused  to  many  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen—["  Oh,  oh  !  "]— Yes,  the  pain 
he  had  caused  to  many  hon.  Gentlemen 
on  that  (the  Opposition)  side  of  the 
House.  And  now,  notwithstanding  the 
turn  that  had  been  given  to  the  discus- 
sion, he  would  ask  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Cavan  (Mr.  Biggar),  as  one 
who  had  not  receded  from  him  some- 
times when  perhaps  his  judgment  had 
not  gone  altogether  with  him,  not  to 
press  this  Motion  to  a  division,  but  to 
let  what  had  happened  pass  away,  and 
to  follow  the  advice  that  had  been  given 
by  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
the  City  of  Cork  and  Leader  of  the  Lish 
Party  (Mr.  Pamell),  who  had  risen  in 
an  earlier  part  of  the  discussion  for  the 
purpose  of  saying  that  the  view  ex- 
pressed on  the  part  of  the  Government 
was  a  reasonable  view,  and  of  asking  the 
hon.  Member  for  Cavan  to  withdraw 
his  Motion.  He  (Mr.  Sullivan)  took  the 
same  ground  as  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
City  of  Cork.  He  thought  that  the 
Motion  might  be  withdrawn ;  he  thought 
also  that  it  ought  to  be  withdrawn ;  cuid 
he  hoped  his  hon.  Friend  would  not  be 
driven  into  the  Lobby  by  the  most  re- 
grettable imputation  that  had  been  im- 
ported into  that  discussion. 

Mr.  O'DONNELL  said,  there  had 
been  a  good  deal  of  talk  about  insult, 
and  he  thought  it  incumbent  on  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster  to  tell  the 
Committee  what  was  insult.  He  (Mr. 
O'Donnell)  had  heard  the  speech  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Cavan  (Mr.  Biggar), 
who  had  expressed  the  opinion  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter ought  not  to  have  left  the  House  at 
the  time  he  did  without  informing  his 
Bepresentatives  what  the  Gbvemment 
intended  to  do  with  regard  to  the  limi- 
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tation  of  this  clause,  and  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster  had  need- 
lessly introduced  into  the  discussion  the 
idea  of  insult.  The  hon.  Memher  for 
Cavan  (Mr.  Biggar)  was  one  of  the  most 
straightforward  and  outspoken  Memhers 
of  the  House ;  hut  every  hon.  Member 
was  fully  aware  that  never  during  the 
whole  course  of  the  time  he  had  sat  in 
that  House  had  he  been  suspected  of 
wilfully  insulting  any  hon.  Member.  He 
had  often  spoken  of  the  policy  of  the 
Government  in  terms  that  could  not  be 
too  strong;  but  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  of 
Lancaster,  in  stating  that  an  insult  had 
been  offered  to  the  Frime  Minister,  had 
simply  drawn  from  a  very  defective 
memory.  At  the  same,  he  (Mr.  O'Don- 
nell)  could  not  altogether  regret  the 
speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster. 
Manners  made  the  man,  and  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  without  his  character- 
istic manners,  would  hardly  be  himself. 
He  thought  that  there  was  now  no  ne- 
cessity to  press  the  Motion  for  reporting 
Progress.  The  object  with  which  that 
Motion  had  been  made  had  been  fully 
attained ;  because,  in  consequence  of  the 
prolongation  of  the  debate,  caused  by 
the  remarks  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  of 
Lancaster,  the  Prime  Minister  had  re- 
turned to  his  place  to  conduct  the  Go- 
vernment policy  on  the  Bill — a  policy 
which  evidently  fell  into  very  inferior 
hands  when  it  left  his  own.  He  thought 
also  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Prime  Minister  might  take  the  oppor- 
tunity of  doinff  something  to  correct  the 
impression  which  had  evidently  got  into 
the  mind  of  his  Colleague  (the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster),  that 
the  Bepresentatives  of  the  popular  Party 
in  Ireland  would  be  afraid  to  vote  against 
this  expatriation  clause  of  the  BiH.  It 
was  quite  evident  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Premier  must  have  pro- 
duced that  impression  on  the  mind  of 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  of  Lan- 
caster, or  the  latter  would  not  have 
made  that  observation,  and  he  hoped 
the  Premier  would  take  the  opportunity 
of  putting  this  matter  right.  In  regard 
to  all  these  questions  of  gratitude  and 
insult  that  had  been  raised  by  the  re- 
marks of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Ghanoellor  of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster, 
he  (Mr.  O'Donnell)  begged  leave  to  say 


that^  for  his  own  part,  in  approaching 
the  Government  in  the  discussion  of  this 
Bill,  which  he  recognized  as  being  in 
every  respect  a  great  measure,  he  felt  in 
no  way  bound  to  express  an  extravagant 
feeling  of  gratitude  to  anybody.  As  the 
word  **  dare  "  had  been  imported  into 
the  discussion  by  the  right  hoD.  Gentle- 
man the  Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  of 
Lancaster,  he  would  say  to  that  right 
hon.  Gentleman  —  Lot  Her  Majesty's 
Government  dare  to  drop  the  project  of 
Irish  Land  Eeform.  They  had  the  whip 
hand  of  Her  Majesty's  Government 
in  this  matter.  At  the  same  time,  he 
did  not  in  the  slightest  degree  detract 
from  the  view  that  had  been  expressed 
with  regard  to  the  time  and  thought  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Premier  had 
devoted  to  this  elaborate  and  important 
project.  He  hoped  it  would  be  passed 
through  Parliament  this  year,  and  if  it 
were  not,  he  returned  his  full  thanks  to  its 
chief  author ;  but,  at  the  same  time,  he 
also  recognized  in  the  Premier  the  chief 
author  of  a  measure  that  had  had  the 
effect  of  reducing  Ireland  to  slavery  for 
months  past  and  months  yet  to  come, 
and  he  regarded  the  aggressive  policy 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government  as  an  in* 
suit  to  his  country,  to  himself,  and  to 
every  Irishman. 

Mb.  MAC  IYER  said,  he  felt  conscious 
that  he  had  not  the  smallest  right  to  do 
so,  but  he  would  urge  on  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Cavan  (Mr. 
Biggar)  that  he  should  not  press  his 
Motion ;  and  he  did  so  on  this  ground. 
This  Bill  was  one  which  changed  in  its 
character,  not  only  from  day  to  day, 
but  even  from  hour  to  hour,  and  for  no 
visible  reason  except  that  it  was  pro- 
moted by  a  Government  who  were  de- 
sirous, by  whatever  means,  to  retain 
Office.  He  did  not  think  that  this  was 
a  convenient  time  for  taking  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland,  because,  if 
it  were  accepted,  it  might  have  the  effect 
of  ruling  out  of  the  Paper  altogether 
other  Amendments  that  were  of  the 
greatest  consequence. 

The  chairman  rose  to  Order,  re- 
marking that  the  hon.  Member  had  no 
right  to  complain  of  that  which  was  the 
act  of  the  Committee. 

Mb.  MAC  lyjBR  said,  he  did  not  com- 
plain of  the  act  of  the  Committee,  but  of 
the  act  of  the  Government.  He  would 
Hke  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
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Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster 
"whether  he  had  entirely  forgotten  what 
he  had  said  in  days  gone  by  ?  Speak- 
ing in  that  House  some  34  years  a^o, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Jcmn 
Bright)  had  said— 

*'  As  a  Lancashire  Representative,  I  protest 
most  solemnly  against  a  system  which  drives 
the  Irish  population  to  seek  work  and  wages  in 
this  country  and  in  other  countries,  when  both 
might  be  afforded  them  at  home." 

He  should  also  like  to  know  whether 
the  right  hon.  Oentleman  had  forgotten 
having  said  —  speaking  of  the  Irish 
people — 

'*  The  great  secret  of  their  idleness  at  home 
is  that  there  is  little  or  no  trade  in  Ireland; 
there  are  few  flourishing  towns  to  which  the 
increasing  population  can  resort  for  employment, 
so  that  there  is  a  vast  mass  of  people  living  on 
the  land,  and  the  land  itself  is  not  half  so  useful 
for  their  employment  and  sustentation  as  it 
might  be.  A  ^preAi  proportion  of  her  skill,  her 
strength,  her  smews,  and  her  labour  is  useless 
to  Ireland  for  the  support  of  her  population. 
Every  year  they  have  a  large  emigration,  be- 
cause there  are  a  great  number  of  persons  with 
just  enough  means  to  transport  themselves  to 
other  countries,  who,  finding  it  impossible  to 
live  at  home  in  comfort,  carry  themselves  and 
their  capital  out  of  Ireland,  so  that,  year  after 
year,  she  loses  a  large  portion  of  those  between 
the  very  poorest  and  the  more  wealthy  classes 
of  societv,  and  with  them  many  of  the  oppor- 
tunities for  the  employment  of  labour.'* 

Thb  CHAIEMAN  said,  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman was  altogether  out  of  Order. 

Mb.  mac  IVER  said,  he  would  only 
now  press  on  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Cavan  (Mr.  Biggar)  that  he 
should  withdraw  his  Motion  for  reporting 
Progress,  and  it  could  be  resumed  some- 
what later  in  the  evening,  when  hon. 
Members  might  wish  to  obtain  further 
information  from  those  who  were  at 
present  responsible  for  the  misgovem- 
ment  of  Ireland. 

Mr.  WAETON  said,  as  one  of  the 
few  who  were  present  in  the  House 
when  the  Motion  for  reporting  Progress 
was  made,  he  felt  it  his  duty  to  offer  a 
few  remarks.  Politically,  he  was  strongly 
opposed  to  the  present  Government, 
which,  he  might  add,  had  no  stronger 
opponent  in  the  House;  but  he  fully 
recognized  the  English  principle,  that 
when  they  did  fieht  they  should  fight 
fairly.  He  thought  the  Motion  of  the 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Cavan 
(Mr.  Biggar),  that  the  Chairman  should 
report  Progress,  a  most  unfair  Motion, 
and  that  the  remark  with  which  it  was 

Jfr.  Uac  Iv$r 


accompanied,  as  to  the  absence  of  the 
right  non.  Gentleman  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister, was  in  exceedingly  bad  taste.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  could  not  always 
be  in  the  House  ;  it  was  not  physically 
possible  that  he  should,  and  it  was  un- 
fair to  attribute  to  him  some  design  in 
being  temporarily  absent,  especially  as 
he  had  previously  said  he  intended  to 
make  a  statement  as  to  a  limitation  of 
the  amount  of  the  emigration  advances 
at  a  future  portion  of  the  proceedings 
on  the  clause.  It  was  wrong  for  hon. 
Members  to  think  that  they  might  fix 
their  own  time  for  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman to  make  his  statement  on  this 
subject,  and  especially  to  make  the 
comments  that  had  been  made  on  his 
absence. 

Mr.  T.  D.  SULLIVAN  said,  he  could 
not  but  join  in  expressing  the  surprise 
that  had  been  indicated  by  other  hon. 
Members  at  the  speech  which  had  fallen 
from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  challenged 
the  Irish  Members  to  vote  against  this 
clause  of  the  Bill,  and  had  asserted  that 
they  would  not  dare  to  do  so.  Now,  he 
would  ask  the  Committee  was  not  that 
to  be  taken  as  the  measure  of  what  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  knew  concerning 
the  feelings  of  the  Irish  Members  and 
of  the  Irish  people  ?  Was  it  not  per- 
fectly well  known  to  everyone  who  knew 
anything  of  Ireland  that  the  subject  of 
emigration  was  a  very  sore  one  with  the 
Irish  people  ?  Was  there  a  Member  of 
that  House  who  did  not  know  that  the 
Irish  Members,  as  the  Bepresentatives  of 
the  Irish  people,  regarded  the  Emigra- 
tion Clause  of  this  Bill  with  the  utmost 
hatred  and  aversion  ?  And  yet,  so  accu- 
rate was  the  estimate  that  had  been 
formed  by  an  English  Cabinet  Minister 
of  the  feeling  of  the  Irish  people  and 
the  Irish  Members  on  this  subject,  that 
he  really  supposed  the  Irish  Members 
were  prepared  to  accept  the  clause,  and 
that  they  dared  not  vote  against  it.  The 
fact  was  that  the  Irish  Members  had 
agreed  on  this  subject,  aud  had  all  along 
intended  to  vote  against  the  clause,  and 
would  try  to  tear  it  to  pieces. 

The  chairman  :  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber is  out  of  Order.  He  is  now  dis- 
cussing the  whole  merits  of  the  clause. 

Mr.  T.  D.  SULLIVAN  said,  he  was 
expressing  his  surprise,  and  the  sur- 
prise of  the  Irish  people,  on  finding  any 
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Cabinet  Minister  in  England  so  mis- 
informed of  the  feelings  of  the  Irish 
people  and  the  intentions  of  their  Mem- 
bers as  to  say  the  Irish  Members  dared 
not  vote  against  this  odious  Emigration 
Clause.  They  would  show  that  they 
would  vote  against  it  and  fight  against 
it  as  long  as  uiey  could. 

Mr.  mEALY  thought  too  much  fuss 
had  been  made  about  what  was  said  by 
Cabinet  Ministers,  for  he  did  not  think 
it  mattered  very  much  what  they  said. 
They  knew  the  self-complacency  which 
characterized  certain  British  Philistines ; 
hut  of  all  the  inconsistencies  of  that 
British  Philistinism,  there  could  be  no 
ereater  than  the  notion  that  because  an' 
English  Cabinet  put  a  certain  clause 
into  a  Bill,  therefore  the  Irish  Members 
dare  not  vote  against  it.  The  pledge 
given  by  the  Government  was  that 
"there  could  be  no  objection  whatever 
on  the  part  of  the  Cabinet  to  mention  a 
limited  sum."  Was  it  not  an  extra- 
ordinary thing  that  the  Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland  should  endeavour  to  shuffle 
out  of  that  pledge 

The  CHAIRMAN:  I  told  the  hon. 
Member,  on  a  previous  occasion,  that 
his  distrusting  a  pledge,  solemnly  given 
by  a  Minister,  is  out  of  Order,  and  un- 
less he  immediately  withdraws  the  ex- 
pression I  must  take  notice  of  it. 

Mr.  HEALY  said,  he  would,  of  course, 
withdraw  the  expression,  and  added 
that  yesterday  the  Prime  Minister,  on 
behalf  of  the  Government,  gave  a 
pledge,  and  now  he  made  a  statement 
which  the  Irish  Members  were  quite 
unable  to  understand.  He  did  not 
assume  that  the  Government  would  not 
redeem  their  pledge ;  but  what  difficulty 
had  they  in  stating  their  intentions? 
This  was  the  proper  stage  for  that  state- 
ment, and  he  trusted  it  would  be  made. 

Mr.  LEAMY  said,  he  was  very  much 
surprised,  on  coming  to  the  House,  to 
fina  that  the  ri^ht  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster 
(Mr.  John  Bright)  had  expressed  doubt 
as  to  the  sincerity  of  the  Irish  Members 
in  their  opposition  to  the  Emigration 
Clause.  There  was  no  man  in  the  Three 
Kingdoms  who  had  done  more  to  inspire 
hope  in  the  minds  of  the  Irish  people 
than  the  Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  of 
Lancaster,  or  contributed  more  to  social 
revolution  in  Ireland  ;  but  it  was  to  be 
regretted  that  he  should  now  charge 
the  Iziah  Members  with  a  want  of  sin- 


cerity in  fighting  a  battle  which  they 
looked  on  as  the  most  serious  and  im- 
portant battle  they  could  engage  in. 
Many  Irish  Members  had  an  especial 
reason  to  take  this  attitude,  because 
they  came  from  the  class  which  had  sent 
emigrants  to  every  part  of  the  world. 
They  came  from  that  class  which  English 
laws  had  oppressed  most  harshly ;  and, 
therefore,  they  would  be  false  to  their 
blood,  their  kindred,  and  their  country 
if  they  did  not  oppose  this  clause.  If 
his  opposition  to  that  clause  meant  the 
defeat  of  the  Bill  he  should  still  vote 
against  it.  He  admitted  that  this  Bill 
was  a  very  lar^e  advance,  and  contained 
several  considerable  concessions ;  but 
when  the  Irish  Members  were  fighting 
the  Coercion  Bills,  and  were  taunted 
with  preventing  this  Bill  coming  on,  he 
had  declared  that  he  would  never  pur- 
chase land  reform  at  the  price  of  the 
liberties  of  the  Irish  people,  and  he 
would  never  purchase  land  reform  10 
times  as  large  as  this  at  the  cost  of  de- 
portation. 

Mr.  cart  WRIGHT  asked  the 
Chairman's  definite  ruling  as  to  whether 
the  hon.  Member's  remarks  against  the 
clause  were  in  Order,  for  it  seemed  to 
him  that  the  Irish  Members  were  setting 
the  Chairman's  ruling  at  defiance. 

The  chairman  :  I  must  point  out 
how  far  this  debate  has  gone  away  from 
the  question.  As  hon.  Members  thought 
it  necessary  to  answer  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  I  did  not  think  it  right  to 
stop  the  discussion  ;  but  they  are  wholly 
departing  from  the  subject  before  the 
Committee,  and  it  is  not  right  to  discuss 
generally  the  Emigration  Clause  on  a 
Motion  to  report  Progress. 

Mr.  LEAMY  apologized  for  departing 
from  the  ruling  of  the  Chairman ;  but 
he  supposed  he  should  be  in  Order  in 
discussing  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Wexford  (Mr.  Healy)  as  to  a 
fixed  sum.  [The  Chairman  :  No,  no.] 
He  should  then  support  the  Motion  to 
report  Progress,  because  he  had  dis- 
tinctly understood  that  on  reaching  this 
part  of  the  Bill  the  Prime  Minister 
would  state  the  amount  of  money  to  be 
spent  on  emigration  beyond  which  the 
Commission  should  not  go.  The  Irish 
Members  ought  not  to  be  asked  to  vote 
for  the  clause  until  they  knew  what 
would  be  the  largest  possible  powers  of 
the  Commission,  and  in  no  Act  of  Par- 
liament authorizing  the  Treasury  to  ad- 
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vance  sums  of  money  was  that  power 
given  without  a  limit  being  fixed.  The 
Irish  Members  would  divide  on  this 
clause,  for  it  was  almost  more  hateful 
than  even  the  Coercion  Bills. 

Mr.  FINIQAN  said,  that  the  original 
object  of  this  26th  clause  was  not  assist- 
ance to,  but  deportation  of,  the  poor 
people  of  Ireland.  The  Government 
had,  however,  conceded  one  point,  and 
made  the  object  assistance  and  not  depor- 
tation, and  he  thought  they  would  do 
well  to  follow  out  that  concession  by 
giving  up  the  clause  entirely. 

The  CHAIRMAN:  I  have  abeady 
informed  several  hon.  Gentlemen  that 
they  cannot  discuss  this  clause  now ; 
and  if  hon.  Gentlemen  say  they  will 
take  the  Forms  of  the  House  in  oppos- 
ing this  clause,  it  is  my  duty  to  keep 
them  strictly  within  those  Forms. 

Mr.  FINIGAN  added,  that  he  should 
vote  against  the  clause  en  hloo  and  in 
every  detail ;  but  he  was  anxious  that 
the  Motion  for  Progress  should  be  con- 
sidered, with  a  view  to  some  amicable 
and  quiet  arrangement  for  effecting  a 
concession  in  the  interests  of  the  Irish 
Members. 

Sir  JOSEPH  M'KENNA  thought 
hon.  Gentlemen  might  cease  the  discus- 
sion, and  hoped  the  Motion  would  be 
withdrawn .  [  Crm  of  * '  Divide !  " ]  He 
was  not  inclined  to  be  silenced  by  inter- 
ruptions. 

The  CHAIRMAN:  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man must  address  himself  to  the  Chair. 

Sir  JOSEPH  M^KENNA:  Well,  Sir, 
I  hope  you  will  preserve  Order  in  this 
House,  and  will  not  allow  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite  to  shout  me  down. 

The  chairman  :  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man is  stating  that  the  Chair  is  not 
doing  its  duty. 

Sir  JOSEPH  M'KENNA  said,  he 
did  not  make  that  allegation,  for  the 
Chairman  always  did  his  duty,  though 
hon.  Members  sometimes  rendered  that 
very  difficult.  There  was  no  occasion 
he  hoped  for  a  division.  He  thought  his 
hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Biggar)  would  best  pro- 
mote his  object  by  withdrawing  the  Mo- 
tion, and  idlowing  the  Prime  Minister 
to  say  what  he,  no  doubt,  would  say  at 
the  proper  time  and  place — what  the 
limit  of  amount  should  oe. 

Mr.  biggar  asked  permission  to 
withdraw  his  Motion ;  but,  as  his  con- 
duct had  been  criticized  adversely  by 
some   hon.   Gentlemeni  he  wished  to 

Mr,  L$wny 


deny  first  that  he  intended  to  suggest 
anything  unkind  or  offensive  with  re- 
gard to  the  Prime  Minister.  What  he 
specially  objected  to  was  that  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland,  instead  of  meeting 
the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Wexford  (Mr.  Healy)  on  its  merits,  and 
fulfilling  the  undertaking  given  by  the 
Prime  Minister,  had  pooh-poohed  the 
Amendment  and  refused  to  re-promise 
what  the  Prime  Minister  had  promised. 
As  to  the  charge  of  Obstruction,  his  ex- 
perience was  that  Ministers  always  failed 
to  meet  Amendments  on  their  merits, 
but  shuffled  behind  generalities ;  and  no- 
thing had  a  greater  tendency  than  that 
to  prolong  discussion  and  defeat  their 
object,  ^e  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr. 
John  Bright)  had  said  the  amounts  ad- 
vanced would  be  subject  to  a  Vote  by 
Parliament;  but  when  everyone  knew 
that  the  Minister  of  the  day  could  al- 
ways carry  Votes  by  his  majority,  a 
statement  such  as  that  was  rather  too 
much  for  the  credulity  of  hon.  Members. 
Still,  he  had,  he  thought,  attained  his 
object  of  getting  Ministers  to  seriously 
consider  this  question  of  a  limit,  and 
would  withdraw  his  Motion. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Amendment  again  proposed. 

In  page  18,  line  21,  after  the  word  "  sums,** 
to  insert  "  not  exceeding  twenty-five  thousand 
pounds." — {Mr.  Healy,) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mr.  PAKNELL  said,  that  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary for  Ireland  had  suggested  it  would 
be  more  convenient  to  consider  the  ques- 
tion of  a  limit  at  the  end  of  the  clause ; 
but  he  should  prefer  to  have  the  limit 
named  now,  because  he  could  then  better 
understand  the  views  of  the  Government 
as  to  the  extent  to  which  the  clause 
should  be  used  in  Ireland.  But,  of 
course,  if  the  Prime  Minister  preferred 
to  wait  to  the  end  of  the  clause,  he 
should  not  wish  to  press  him  for  the 
limit  now« 

Ma.  GLADSTONE :  With  regard  to 
the  remarks  of  the  Irish  Members  as  to 
fixing  the  limit,  I  stated  that  if  they 
pressed  it  I  should  not  be  unwilling  to 
accede  to  their  desire  to  have  a  limita- 
tion named ;  but  I  am  distinctly  of  opi- 
nion that  it  would  not  be  well  to  name 
the  limit  of  amount  until  we  have  settled 
the  main  conditionB  of  the  clause.  What 
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I  would  snggest  is  that  when  we  have 
gone  througn  the  conditional  clause  I 
will  introduce,  in  the  shape  of  a  proviso 
and  specification,  a  sub-section  giving 
the  maximum  amount  which  may  be 
laid  out  in  anj  one  year  in  virtue  of  the 
Act  of  Parliament.  It  seems  to  me  that 
the  jealousy  of  hon.  Members  as  to  this 
or  that  particular  sum  would  be  very  ma- 
terially influenced  by  the  adjustment  of 
the  conditions^ 

Mb.  PABNELL  said,  he  did  not  wish 
to  press  the  matter ;  but  he  thought  the 
jealousy  to  which  the  Prime  Minister 

ad  referred  would  be  best  met  by  the 
limitation  being  now  named.  Hon. 
Members  probably  would  not  so  strongly 
oppose  the  clause  if  they  knew  in  ad- 
vance that  only  a  limited  amount  would 
be  spent  every  year. 

Question  put,  and  negatived, 

Mr.  J.  N.  EICHAEDSON  wished  to 
submit  the  Amendment  of  which  he  had 

S'ven  Notice,  and  would  leave  it  to  the 
>mmittee  without  detaining  hon.  Mem- 
bers by  any  remarks. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  18,  line  21,  after  the  word  **  expend," 
to  insert  "  in  aaaisting  tenants  in  needy  circam- 
ittnoet  to  emigrate  with  their  families  from  the 
poorer  and  more  thickly-populated  districts  of 
Irehuid." — {Mr,  J,  N,  Biehardton.) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTEE  reminded  the 
Committee  that  he  intended  to  propose 
to  insert  the  words  ''  especially  of  fami- 
lies," after  the  word  **  emigration." 
The  object  he  had  in  view  was  this. 
Undoubtedly,  the  emigration  must  be 
subject  to  the  permission  of  the  Treasury, 
and  the  great  object  must  be  to  relieve 
the  poorer  districts  ;  but '  he  did  not 
think  it  would  be  well  to  insert  the 
actual  words,  as  proposed,  because  it 
would  be  hard  that  a  poor  family  wish- 
ing to  emigrate,  and  capable  of  doing 
wml  by  emigration,  should  be  shut  out 
from  the  advantages  because  they  did 
not  come  from  a  district  specified  in  the 
Act.  On  the  other  hand,  he  did  not 
think  the  Act  would  be  so  worked  as  to 
benefit  people  who  were  well-off  and  did 
not  want  any  State  assistance. 

Mb.  A.  MOOHE  strongly  supported 
the  Amendment,  because  he  could  not 
vote  for  the  clause  unless  it  was  pro- 
perly limited  and  yarded.    The  Emi- 


gration Clause  was  a  most  dangerous 
clause,  and  it  was  only  because  of  the 
absolute  necessities  of  the  case  in  some 
congested  districts  that  he  could  support 
it  at  all.  What  guarantee  would  there 
be  for  the  procedure  of  the  Commission 
in  after  years  if  some  such  words  as 
these  proposed  were  not  introduced? 
How  long  was  the  clause  to  remain  on 
the  Statute  Book  ?  So  long  as  the  pre- 
sent Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  should 
have  the  direction  of  the  clauses  he 
should  have  implicit  confidence  that  it 
would  not  be  abused.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  had  a  difficult  post  to 
fill,  and  he  (Mr.  Moore)  should  have 
complete  confidence  in  him ;  but,  here- 
after, ^eat  pressure  might  be  put  on  the 
Commission,  and  it  was  of  the  greatest 
importance  to  put  a  limit  on  the  opera- 
tion of  the  clause,  not  only  as  to  dis- 
tricts but  as  to  time.  It  was  not  right 
or  moral  to  tempt  people  by  large  bribes 
to  leave  their  homes  where  the  Almighty 
had  placed  them. 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTEE  thought  he 
could  suggest  words  to  meet  the  case. 
The  condition  of  some  of  the  Irish  la- 
bourers was  as  bad  as  that  of  any  in  the 
Three  Kingdoms,  and  it  would  be  hard 
if  the  clause  were  not  so  worked  as  to 
apply  to  them.  He  would  ask  the  hon. 
Member  for  Armagh  to  withdraw  his 
Amendment,  and  he  would  propose,  after 
**  emigration,"  to  introduce  the  words 
''  especially  of  families  from  the  poorer 
and  more  thickly-populated  districts  of 
Ireland."  That  would  not  be  a  hard- 
and-fast  line. 

Mb.  PARNELL  quite  agreed  that  the 
labourer  should  be  permitted  to  emi- 
grate equally  with  the  tenant ;  but  the 
contention  of  the  Government  all  along 
had  been  that  it  was  their  intention  to 
assist  families  to  emigrate.  Why  not, 
then,  confine  the  assistance  to  families, 
leaving  out  the  word  "especially?" 
Unmarried  people,  if  they  wished  to 
emigrate,  could  do  so  out  of  their  own  re- 
sources, and  the  young  people  were  the 
people  most  wanted  in  Ireland. 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER  said,  one  effect 
of  absolutely  confining  the  assistance 
to  families  would  be  that  if  a  young 
woman  saw  a  good  chance  of  doing  well 
by  emigrating,  she  would  have  to  go  out 
unprotected,  and  he  thought  protection 
in  such  a  case  ought  to  be  ensured. 

Mb.  CALLAN  thought  it  would  be 
better  to  postpone  the  Amendment  till 
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that  of  the  Ohief  Beoretary  for  Lreland  [      Question  proposed,  "  That  the  word 

was  reached,  and  suggested  that  the  'promoting' stand  part  of  the  Clause." 

Amendment  should  be  amended  by  the  ^-.     -.    -nnTn^-n  •       •    j     i.  i^  .i_ 

introduction  of  the  words  "  and  igri-  ^.^-  ^-  POTVTIR  inquired  what  the 

cultural  labourers,"  80  that  asiristance  difference  was  between   "promoting" 

should  be  jriven  to  needy  tenants  and  ,,    *SSJ   IS8>4,^„„„„„        ,.  ,     , 

agricultural  labourers  wi^  their  fami-  ^e.  WE.  FORSTEE  repUod.  that 

Uts.    He  objected  to  the  clause  being  ''p«>mote"  was  supposed  to  mean  to 

restricted  to  certain  districts.  stimulate  or   force,   and  finding  some 

objection  to  the  word,  he  had  put  m 

Amendment  proposed,  "  assist." 

the'^^^-^tnl^^^^^  Q-Btion  put,  and  negatived. 

cultural  labourew/'-(Jrr.  Callan.)  QuestioD,  "That  the  word  'assisting' 

Question  proposed,  "That  those  words  be  there  inserted,"  put,  and  a^eed  to, 

be  there  inserted."  -*^      ^rrr    -r.    -n^-rkcimT^T^ 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER  proposed  to 

Mb.  J.  N.  BIOHAEDSON  offered  to  insert  the  words  "  especially  of  families, 

withdraw  his  Amendment.  and  from  the  poorer  and  more  thickly- 

Mb.  CALLAN  said,  he  also  should  populated  districts  of  Ireland." 

have    no    objection    to    withdraw    bis  a         j        x               ^ 

Amendment,  if  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Amendment  proposed, 

Ireland  would  accept  it  when  he  came  .  ^VP^fi^  I8,lme  22,  omit  the  word  "from/' 

,     1  .               *          J         X      /^xu        •        i_  in  order  to  insert  "  especially  of  families,  and 

to  his  own  Amendment.     Otherwise,  he  j^^  the  poorer  and  more  thickly-populated 

must  persevere  with  it.  districts  of  Ireland."— (ifr.    William  Edward 

Mb.  LEAMY  said,  he  was  wholly  op-  Forster.) 
posed  to  this  scheme  of  emigration ;  but  Question  proposed,  ''  That  the  word 
it  seemed  ridiculous  to  refuse  to  allow  <  from '  stana  part  of  the  Clause." 
labourers  to  emigrate.    An  hon.  Baronet  i,r     r^A^-r  a^t    r^ 
had  urged  the  emigration  of  the  smaU  ^/-  CALLAN  thought  the  proposed 
tenants— the  men  who  made  the  agita-  words  vague,  and  asked  for  some  ex- 
tion  which  had  won  this  BiU— but  not  of  planation  of   what  they  meant.     The 
the  poor  labourers.    The  object  of  the  ^^^  thickly-populated  district  in  Ire- 
Bill  was  to  clear  out  the  sm  Jl  holders  ;  ^^^  ^^  Ulster,  and  the  poorer  district 
but  if  assistance  was  to  be  given  at  all,  ^^  Oonnauffht.      Were  Leinster  and 
it  should  be  given  to  the  labourers.  Munster  to  be  left  to  fish  for  them- 

Mb.  BIGGAR  suggested  that  if  there  8®^^®®  ^  „ 

was  any  real  objection  to  the  Amend-  M»-   ^-  E.  FORSTER  thought  the 

ment  it  should  be  given  now,  and  not  meaning  of  the  words  was  perfectly  well 

postponed  only  to  be  re-opened  at  some  understood,  and  it  was  much  better  not 

future  point.  ^  ^^y  ^^^^  down  too  specifically  in  the 

Mb.  a.  M.  SULLIVAN  objected  to  clause.     There  were  districts  so  crowded 

the  view  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Oavan  *^**  ^^  alteration  of  the  Land  Laws 

(Mr.  Biggar),  and  said  he  preferred  the  ^^.^^^  ^^  ^^**  ^^  necessary  for  the 

Amendment  of  the  Chief  Secretary  for  ^®^®^  ^^  ^^®  people,  and  they  had  been 

Ireland  to  that  now  proposed.  frequently  described  in  the  House. 

Mb.  BLAKE  hoped  both  Amendments  ^»-  LEAMY  said,  the  Chief  Secretary 

would  be  withdrawn.  ^or  Ireland,  being  so  well  acquainted 

.         -        ^  ^                  ,  ,         _  with  every  dissolute  village  ruffian  in 

/  ^'^X'^^Vi  ^'i  P«>P08?^d  Amendment  Ireland,  ought  to  be  able  to  say  which 

{Mr,  Callan),  by  leave,  mthdrawn,  ^^^^  the  poorer  districts.  The  Committee 

Amendment  (Jfr.  J.  N,  Riehardson)^  did  not  know  who  the  Commissioners 

by  leave,  xoithdrawn.  mightbe,  and  as  they  might  be  all  English- 

tr     TTT  -ci  xirv-Dorm^^T^           jx          -x  men,  this  information  asto  the  meaning  of 

J^""'  ^'  fr  ^^^?.™?,  °^^^^d  *<>.  ^°^^*  the  Amendment  ought  to  be  given.    If 

the  word  -promoting,"  and  to  insert  a  labourer  wished  to  emigrate  with  his 

assisting.  family,  would  he  be  refused  assistance 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  18,  line  because  he  was  not  in  a  thickly -popu- 

22,  to  leave  out  the  word  **  promoting,"  lated  district  ? 

in  order  to  insert  the  word  *'  assisting."  Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER  said,  it  was 

— {Mr,  William  Edward  For  iter,)  necessary  that  a  close  line  should  not 

Mr,  Callan 
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be  drawn  by  speoifying  any  particular 
district. 

Ma.  A.  M.  SULLIVAN  sympathized 
with  the  object  of  his  hon.  Friends  ;  but 
he  thought  it  would  be  a  mistake  to 
schedule  particular  districts  in  the  Bill. 
If  he  mighty  he  would  like  to  suggest 
that  the  Commission  should  be  put  in 
operation  on  the  application  of  the  JBoard 
of  Guardians  of  a  district. 

Mb.  B.  POWEE  could  not  understand 
the  words,  and  could  not  find  in  any 
Act  of  Parliament  any  words  of  such  a 
peculiar  description.  How  on  earth  was 
the  Commission  to  know  which  parts  of 
Ireland  were  the  poorer  and  more  thickly- 
populated,  unless  there  was  some  district 
authority  to  call  in  their  action?  Ho 
supported  the  suggestion  of  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  (Mr.  A.  M.  Sullivan). 

Mb.  LEAMY  thought  it  would  be  of 
advantage  to  the  Commission  and  to  the 
people  interested  if  the  local  authorities 
nad  power  to  apply  to  the  Commission. 

Mb.  W.  E.  FOESTER  said,  he  did 
not  think  there  should  be  any  condition 
requiring  applications  to  come  from  the 
Boards  of  Guardians. 

Amendment  agreed  to ;  words  inserted 
accordingly. 

Mb.  a.  M.  SULLIVAN  proposed  to 
insert,  after  the  word  **  Ireland,"  the 
words — 

'*  Fktmded  alwayv,  That  the  CommiBsion  shall 
apply  lach  assistance  only  to  residents  in  any 
Poor  Law  Union  the  Guardians  of  which  shall 
apply  to  have  such  Union  declared  an  area  for 
the  purposes  of  this  clause.** 

The  CHAIRMAN :  I  doubt  whether 
this  Amendment  can  be  put,  on  account 
of  a  similar  restriction  made  yesterday. 

Mb.  CALLAN  pointed  out  that  there 
were  several  Amendments  on  the  Paper 
after  ''Lreland/'  and  asked  whether 
they  would  not  have  precedence  over 
this  Amendment  ? 

The  CHAIRMAN:  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber  (Mr.  Callan)  is  perfectly  correct. 
This  Amendment  cannot  be  put  till  after 
those  on  the  Paper.  The  Amendment 
of  the  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  Hervey  Bruce) 
is  irregular  and  not  within  the  scope  of 
the  Bill.  It  therefore  cannot  bo  put. 
The  next  Amendment  is  that  in  the 
same  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Waterford 
County  (Mr.  R.  Power). 

Mb.  PARNELL  asked  whether  the 
Gommittee  had  decided  that  the  Bill 
should  only  apply  to  Ireland  ? 


Mb.  callan  said,  the  hon.  Member 
for  Cork  City  (Mr.  Pamell)  was  perfectly 
correct.  If  they  referred  to  page  27  of 
the  Bill,  they  would  find,  by  the  49th 
clause,  ''  this  Bill  shall  not  apply  to 
England  or  Scotland."  Until  the  Com- 
mittee had  passed  the  49th  clause,  the 
hon.  Member  was  correct  in  the  point 
he  had  raised. 

The  chairman  :  The  title  of  the 
Bill  is — '^To  further  amend  the  Law 
relating  to  the  Occupation  and  Owner- 
ship of  Land  in  Ireland,  and  for  other 
purposes  relating  thereto." 

Mr.  LEAMY  asked  if  it  was  not  a 
fact  that  unless  a  Bill  was  expressly 
confined  to  England  or  Ireland  or  Scot- 
land, it  extended  to  the  three  countries  ? 

The  CHAIRMAN:  The  Bill  is  ex- 
pressly  confined  to  Ireland,  and  it  can 
only  be  extended  to  England  and  Scot- 
land by  a  special  Instruction  of  the 
House. 

Mb.  callan,  in  moving,  as  an 
Amendment,  to  insert  in  page  18,  line  22, 
after  **  Ireland,"  the  words — 

**  But  in  all  such  agreements  for  the  advance 
of  money  the  following  conditions  shall  be 
imposed  (that  is  to  say) : — 

"  (a.)  The  emigration  shall  be  to  a  temperate 
climate ; 

"  (b.)  The  emig^tion  shall  in  all  cases  include 
the  whole  family ; 

"  (c.)  That  each  family  shall  be  allotted  a  free 
grant  of  land ; 

"  (d.)  That  each  family  shall  be  supplied  suf- 
ficient food  for  support  till  they  have  time 
to  raise  a  crop ; 

*'  (o.)  That  duo  security  be  g^ven  for  the  satis- 
factory conveyance  of  each  emigrating 
family,  free  of  expense  and  any  charge  on 
their  respective  allotments ;  '* 

said,  they  had  read  of  the  evils  attending 
the  great  emigration  after  the  Famine 
of  1847.  They  had  still  the  horrors  of 
the  Lansdowne  Ward  in  New  York  fresh 
in  their  memory ;  they  were  aware  of 
the  horrors  which  marked  the  progress 
of  the  emigrant  ships  from  Ireland  to 
America;  they  were  equally  cognizant 
of  the  sufferings  and  privations  which 
the  poor  emigrants  had  to  endure  upon 
their  arrival  in  America ;  and  it  was  to 
guard  against  a  recurrence  of  these 
things  that  he  now  made  this  Motion. 
It  was  not  at  all  desirable  that  persons 
should  be  despatched  to  the  cold  regions 
of  the  Hudson  Bay,  or  that  they  should 
bo  sent  to  the  swamps  of  Virginia  or  to 
the  imhealthy  rice  districts  of  Carolina. 
Of  course,  he  could  conceive  that  there 
would  be  objections  to  the  second  con- 

[^Ttcenty-ieventh  JV%gKt.'\ 
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dition  lie  proposed,  because  there  miglit 
be  cases  where  some  members  of  a 
family  might  be  unwUling  to  emigrate, 
or  where  some  persons  could  not  leave 
the  country.  He  believed,  however,  his 
third  condition  would  impose  an  efiPec- 
tive  check  upon  the  speculative  Com- 
panies who  were  always  found  ready 
to  take  up  emigration  schemes.  There 
could  be  no  objection  to  the  other  con- 
ditions. It  was  only  proper  that  care 
should  be  taken  that  emigrants  were 
not  huddled  together  on  board  ship,  as 
had  happened  on  previous  occasions.  If 
it  was  desired  to  promote  emigration  for 
charitable  and  benevolent  purposes,  the 
Committee  should  insist  that  the  Com- 
panies whom  they  assisted  should  give 
ample  security  that  these  conditions 
would  be  complied  with  ;  for  who,  in  his 
benevolence,  would  wish  to  cast  poor 
families  on  American  soil,  unless  they 
had  sufficient  means  of  subsistence  until 
they  could  raise  a  crop  ?  Each  of  the 
conditions  he  recommended  would  com- 
mend itself  to  the  g^od  feeling  of  the 
Committee. 

The  CHAIBMAN  :  The  second  con- 
dition cannot  be  well  moved  now,  as  it 
is  inconsistent  with  the  words  ''  espe- 
cially of  families."  The  rest  of  the 
conditions  can  be  moved. 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  page  18,  line  22,  after  the  word  '<  Ireland," 
to  insert  the  words  "  but  in  all  such  agreements 
for  the  advance  of  money  the  following  conditions 
shall  be  imposed  (that  is  to  say) : — 

**  (a.)  The  emigration  shaU  be  to  a  temperate 

climate ; 
*<  (b.)  That  each  family  shall  be  allotted  a  free 

grant  of  land ; 
"  (c.)  That  each  family  shall  be  supplied  suf- 
ficient food  for  support  till  they  have  time 
to  raise  a  crop ; 
"  (d.)  That  due  security  be  given  for  the  satis- 
factory convevance  of  each  emigrating 
family,  free  oi  expense  and  any  charge  on 
their  respective  allotments." — {^Mr,  Callan.) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Sib  JOSEPH  M'KENNA  hoped  his 
hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Callan)  was  not  serious. 
Anything  more  extraordinary  or  restric- 
tive thaa  the  proposed  conditions  it  was 
impossible  to  conceive.  If  the  object  of 
the  hon.  Member  was  to  render  the 
clause  utterly  nugatory,  it  was  not  pos- 
sible for  his  inventive  genius  to  propound 
anything  more  calculated  to  do  so. 

Mr.  LEAMY  was  surprised  at  the 
remarks  which  had  just  fallen  from  his 

Mr.  Oalkn 


hon.  Friend  (Sir  Joseph  M'Kenna). 
What  was  the  poposition  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Louth  (Mr.  Callan)?  It 
was  simply  this — that  the  Commission, 
before  it  consented  to  allow  families  to 
be  removed,  should  ascertain  that  all 
the  conditions  suggested  by  his  hon. 
Friend  were  complied  with.  It  was  a 
notorious  fact  that  people  had  been  in- 
duced to  go  away  from  Ireland  on  the 
promise  that  they  would  get  land  free ; 
but  that  when  they  got  to  their  destina- 
tion they  found  they  had  to  clean  the 
land,  and  that  there  was  nothing  given 
them  to  subsist  upon  until  they  could 
get  in  a  harvest.  The  Land  Commis- 
sion would  not  be  carrying  out  the 
wishes  of  the  supporters  of  this  clause 
unless  they  insisted  upon  some  such 
conditions  as  those  now  suggested  being 
carried  out.  Only  yesterday  they  were 
given  a  description  of  the  Province  of 
Manitoba,  to  which  it  was  proposed  to 
send  Irish  tenants.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Waterford  County  (Mr.  Blake) 
seemed  to  think  it  was  an  excellent 
place  for  people,  although,  in  describing 
the  temperature  of  the  Province,  he  said 
at  one  time  it  was  greatly  below  zero 
and  at  another  time  much  above  100 
degrees.  He  (Mr.  Leamy)  could  not 
help  thinking,  as  he  listened  to  the  re- 
marks of  the  hon.  Member,  of  the  de- 
scription which  Milton  gave  of  the 
vicissitudes  of  heat  and  cold  in  a  cer- 
tain unmentionable  place.  It  was  not 
enough  that  the  people  should  be  trans- 
ported from  Ireland  to  America,  but  he 
and  his  hon.  Friends  wanted  to  know 
what  would  become  of  the  people  when 
they  landed  on  the  other  side  of  the 
Atlantic;  they  wanted  to  receive  the 
assurance  that  each  family  emigrating 
should  be  allowed  a  grant  of  land,  and 
that  each  family  should  be  supplied  with 
sufficient  food  till  the  harvest.  Suppos- 
ing the  Bill  came  into  operation  two 
months  hence,  a  number  of  the  people 
who  would  be  emigrated  would  go  out 
towards  the  end  of  November.  What 
would  be  the  use  of  giving  them  a  free 
grant  of  land  unless  they  also  received 
something  to  subsist  upon  until  they 
raised  a  crop  ? 

Mr.  a.  M.  SULLIVAN  considered 
the  adoption  of  the  Amendment  would 
be  the  ruin  of  Ireland,  because  there 
would  not  be  a  poor  man  in  the  country 
who  would  not  apply  for  the  advantages 
indicated  in  the  Amendment.    If  w 
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first  batch  of  Iriah  emigrantB  were  de- 
ported to  a  place  in  wmch  they  could 
not  1178  it  would  have  the  excellent 
effect  which  many  so  much  desired — 
namely,  of  preventing  this  clause  work- 
ing any  further.  If  they  passed  this 
Amendment  the  consequence  would  be 
that  things  would  be  made  so  pleasant 
that  it  would  be  impossible  to  keep  the 
people  in  Ireland.  He  hoped  the  hon. 
Ghmtleman  the  Member  for  Louth  (Mr. 
Callan)  would  not  persevere  in  his  pro- 
posal.   

Mb.  B.  power  thought  in  was  only 
proper  that  the  emigrants  should  be 
provided  for  as  well  as  possible  by  a 
generous  grant  of  the  Government.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Youghal  TSir  Joseph 
M'Kenna)  expressed  surprise  at  the 
Amendment,  and  seemed  to  doubt  the 
seriousness  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Louth  (Mr.  Callan).  He  (Mr.  Power) 
did  not  know  whether  his  hon.  Friend 
was  serious  or  not ;  but  the  Amendment 
he  had  moved  was  in  itself  rather  vague 
and  somewhat  complicated.  In  the 
first  place,  he  proposed  that  emigration 
should  be  to  a  temperate  climate.  Now, 
there  were  many  Irishmen  who  would 
be  very  elad  to  go  to  a  very  cold  cli- 
mate, and  there  were  others  who  would 
prefer  a  warm  climate.  In  fact,  to 
carry  out  the  suggestion  of  the  hon. 
(Gentleman  thoroughly  it  would  be  re- 
quisite to  have  thermometers  in  the  dif- 
ferent places  to  which  emigrants  would 
probably  be  sent,  and  to  have  the  read- 
mgs  communicated  to  the  people  at 
home.  He  would  certainly  disapprove 
of  emigrating  whole  families ;  because, 
if  this  were  done,  nobody  would  be  left 
at  home,  and  the  land  would  become  an 
utter  waste.  If  anyone  were  to  be  sent 
away,  they  ought  to  be  those  people 
who  were  now  no  use  in  the  country. 
Furthermore,  the  hon.  Gentleman  pro- 
posed that  each  family  should  receive  a 
free  grant  of  land.  The  quantity  of^ 
land  was  not  stated ;  it  might  be  only 
9  acres,  and  a  family  might  consist  of 
nine  persons.  Certain  unpleasantness 
might  arise  in  families,  and  perhaps 
one  brother  would  think  he  ought  to 
have  two  acres  and  his  brother  none 
at  all.  This  would  lead  to  a  great  deal 
of  confusion  ;  and  to  avoid  this  it  would 
be  requisite  that  each  member  of  a 
family  should  be  allowed  a  free  grant 
of  land.  The  condition  as  to  supply  of 
food  until  the  emigrants  had  time  to 
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raise  a  crop  was  very  indefinite,  because 
it  might  so  happen  that  there  was  a 
succession  of  bad  seasons  after  the  ar- 
rival of  the  emigrants,  and  that  the 
crops  would  be  worth  nothing  at  all. 
The  last  condition,  which  related  to  the 
conveyance  of  the  emigrating  family, 
was  perfectly  impracticable.  He  trusted 
his  hon.  Friend  would  not  press  his 
Amendment. 

Mr.  BLAKE  confessed  that  he  should 
be  glad  to  see  the  Amendment  embodied 
in  the  Bill,  with  the  exception  of  one 
portion  which  required  some  explana- 
tion, and  that  portion  was  that  ''the 
emigration  shall  be  to  a  temperate  cli- 
mate." It  was  an  exceedingly  difficult 
thing  to  find  what  was  meant  by  a  tem- 
perate climate.  If  the  Amendment  were 
carried  out  in  its  entirety,  the  only  part 
of  the  United  States  that  could  be  con- 
sidered to  have  a  temperate  climate  was 
California,  and  a  portion  of  the  British 
Dominion  in  the  North- West.  He  wished 
to  remove  an  error  that  had  prevailed  in 
that  House,  and  that  was  that  it  was  the 
intention  of  the  Government  to  emigrate 
a  large  portion  of  people  to  Manitoba. 
That  would  be  simply  impossible,  be- 
cause the  greater  portion  of  Manitoba 
was  already  taken  up,  and  nearly  the 
whole  of  the  only  valuable  portion  of 
the  Province  was  in  the  possession  of 
the  Hudson  Bay  Company,  who  were 
asking  large  prices  for  their  land.  As 
they  approached  the  Bocky  Mountains 
the  climate  unquestionably  improved. 
The  climate  of  Manitoba  was  un- 
doubtedly very  cold  in  winter,  and 
very  warm  in  the  summer  months ;  but 
he  would  venture  to  point  out  that  if 
the  climate  was  suitable  for  the  sons  of 
English  gentlemen  and  their  wives  and 
families  it  ought  to  be  suitable  for  his 
hardy  countrymen. 

Mr.  callan  said,  he  should  have 
much  pleasure  in  withdrawing,  at  once, 
the  condition,  '^  The  emigration  shall  be 
to  a  temperate  climate.' '  The  explana- 
tion of  the  hon.  Member  for  Waterford 
County  (Mr.  Blake)  was  sufficient  to 
show  him  the  wisdom  of  withdrawing  it. 
It  was,  however,  his  intention  to  go  to  a 
division  on  the  remaining  portion  of  the 
Amendment. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  could  not 
see  any  advantage  that  would  arise  from 
the  adoption  of  the  Amendment.  They 
could  not  agree  that  emigration  should, 
in  all  cases,  include  whole  families. 
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The  CHAIRMAN:  I  ruled  that  that 
condition  could  not  be  moved. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE,  continuing,  said, 
the  next  condition  proposed  was  that 
each  family  should  be  allotted  a  free 
grant  of  land.  But  families  might  not 
necessarily  go  in  for  agricultural  pur- 
suits. Was  it  intended  that  a  single 
person  should  not  be  allowed  to  emigrate 
unless  he  was  going  for  agricultural 
purposes  ? 

Mr.  C ALLAN  said,  he  merely  pro- 
posed that  each  family  should  have  a 
free  grant  of  land. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  asked  if  every- 
body  in  Ireland  was  to  be  prevented 
from  taking  advantage  of  this  clause 
unless  he  was  prepared  to  take  a  free 
grant  of  land  ?  The  next  condition  pro- 
posed by  the  hon.  Member  was  that 
each  family  should  be  supplied  with 
food  until  he  could  raise  a  crop.  That 
was  evidently  a  question  of  detail,  and 
no  fixed  rule  could  be  laid  down.  It  was 
also  proposed — 

"  That  due  security  be  given  for  the  satis- 
factory conveyance  of  each  emigrating  family, 
free  of  expense  and  any  charge  on  their 
respective  allotments ;  *' 

that  was  to  say,  that  all  the  people  who 
emigrated  were  to  go  purely  upon  elee- 
mosynary principles.  These  were  not 
things  to  wnich  they  could  consent,  be- 
cause they  would  only  tend  to  tie  up  the 
Commission.  The  Government,  there- 
fore, were  prepared  to  meet  the  Amend- 
ment with  a  direct  negative. 

Mr.  PARNELL  certainly  thought  it 
was  a  reasonable  stipulation  his  hon. 
Friend  (Mr.  Callan)  suggested — namely, 
that  a  family  emigrating  should  have  a 
g^ant  of  land.  He  had  always  under- 
stood that  one  of  the  principal  reasons 
why  the  Government  brought  forward 
this  Emigration  Clause  was  to  enable 
the  Irish  people  to  emigrate  to  America 
or  elsewhere,  and  to  get  on  the  land, 
instead  of,  as  at  present,  hanging  about 
the  Eastern  seaport  towns.  Surely  the 
already  overburaened  labour  market  of 
the  United  States  of  America  must  tell 
them  that,  and  certainly  the  working 
classes  there  would  not  thank  England 
for  sending  out  a  number  of  poor  Irish 
families  to  compete  with  them,  and  to 
reduce  their  already  too  scanty  wages. 
That  was  certainly  not  the  intention  of 
the  Government,  as  he  had  supposed  up 
to  the  present  time.  Well,  if  that  was 
not  the  intention  of  the   Government 


what  objection  had  the  Prime  Minister 
to  this  Amendment?  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  asked  Parliament  to 
agree  to  a  very  unusual  and  extraordi- 
nary thing — a  thing,  he  (Mr.  Pamell) 
believed,  unprecedented  in  modem  Eng- 
lish history — namely,  a  g^ant  of  money 
by  the  State  for  the  purpose  of  assist- 
ing emigration  from  Ireland.  If  the 
views  of  the  Government  were  that  the 
agricultural  classes  in  Ireland,  who  wero 
accustomed  to  working  on  the  land  and 
not  in  mills,  should  be  allowed  to  better 
their  condition  by,  in  the  case  of  tenants, 
giving  them  lar^r  holdings  in  America 
and  in  Canada  than  in  Ireland,  and,  in 
the  case  of  agricultural  labourers,  by 
changing  their  position  from  labourers 
to  that  of  owners  of  small  farms,  why 
were  they  not  prepared  to  insert  some 
such  provision  m  tne  Bill  ?  As  it  was, 
they  would  have  a  great  number  of 
people  going  to  earn  daily  wages,  there 
would  be  a  large  class  of  emigrants 
whom  this  clause  would  not  affect  at  all ; 
but  as  regarded  the  State  assistance  of 
emigration,  it  was  only  reasonable  that 
the  last  three  conditions  proposed  by  the 
hon.  Member  (Mr.  Callan)  should  be 
observed.  He  would  not  adhere  reso- 
Intel V  to  the  phrase  **free  grant  of 
land"  in  sub-section  C ;  but  would  suggest 
that  the  sub-section  should  read — **  That 
each  family  shall  be  allotted  a  grant  of 
land  on  such  terms  as  may  seem  suitable 
to  the  Commission." 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  wondered  whether 
hon.  Gentlemen  were  of  opinion  that 
persons  earning  daily  wages  should 
be  absolutely  shut  out  from  emigra- 
tion? 

Mr.  callan  said,  if  such   people 

were  offered  a  free  g^ant  of  land  they 

would,  no  doubt,  accept  it.     He  would, 

under  the  circumstances,  ask  leave  to 

withdraw  the  Amendment,  and  request 

to  be  allowed  to  modify  sub-section  C, 

so  that  it  should  read — 

"  That  each  family  shall  be  allotted  what,  in 
the  opinion  of  the  Oommission,  shall  be  a  suit- 
able plot  of  land." 

If  he  could  not  get  permission  to  with- 
draw the  Amendment,  but  was  forced 
to  a  division,  he  hoped  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Waterford  County  (Mr.  Blake) 
would  go  with  him,  because  he  was 
prepared  to  withdraw  the  condition  to 
which  the  hon.  Gentleman  had  taken 
objection.  He  should  also  be  most 
happy  to  accept  the  suggestion  of  the 
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hon.  Member  foT  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr. 
Pamell). 

Thb  CHAIEMAN  :  I  thiok  it  would 
be  better  to  bring  the  Amendment  up 
in  an  amended  form. 

Mb.  HEALY  rose  to  a  point  of  Order. 
When  the  hon.  Member  for  Louth  (Mr. 
Oallan)  wanted  to  do  this  upon  a  pre- 
vious clause,  the  Chairman  ruled  that 
the  second  proposition  was  much  the 
same  as  the  first,  and  therefore  could 
not  be  put.  Would  the  Chairman  rule 
that,  in  this  instance,  the  hon.  Member 
could  bring  up  the  Amendment  in  an 
amended  form? 

The  CHATBMAN  saw  no  similarity 
between  the  two  cases. 

Mb.  DAWSON  suggested  that  sub- 
section C  should  rec^  —  ''That  each 
f&mily  who  desire  it  shall  be  allotted 
a  plot  of  land."  That  would  meet  the 
views  of  both  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
Oity  of  Cork  (Mr.  Pamell)  and  the  hon. 
Member  for  Louth  (Mr.  Callan). 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  it  was  quite 
impossible  to  deal  with  Amendments 
moved  by  hon.  Gentlemen  who  did  not 
know  their  own  minds.  The  least  they 
oould  do  was  to  know  what  they  wanted 
before  placing  the  Amendments  on  the 
Paper. 

Mb.  a.  M.  SULLIVAN  hoped  per- 
mission would  be  given  to  the  hon. 
Member  (Mr.  Callan)  to  withdraw  his 
Amendment,  in  order  that  something  in 
the  nature  of  this  Amendment  might  be 
moved  by  him  or  someone  else — 

"  Provided  always,  that  regard  shall  be  had 
to  the  desirability  of  assisting  such  emigrants 
only  to  agricultural  localities,  or  to  places 
where  such  emigrants  may  have  facilities  for 
acquiring  homesteads." 

He  desired  that  an  instruction  of  this 
kind  should  be  given  to  the  Commission 
without  laying  such  a  mandate  upon 
them  as  the  Amendment  proposed. 

The  CHAIEMAN :  The  Amendment 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Louth  (Mr. 
Callan)  is  not  yet  disposed  of. 

Mb.  callan  hoped  the  Government 
would  accede  to  the  withdrawal  of  the 
Amendment,  and  allow  it  to  be  brought 
forward  on  a  subsequent  occasion  in  an 
amended  form.  The  Irish  Members 
had  been  charged  with  not  knowing 
iheir  own  minde;  but,  if  his  memory 
served  him  right,  there  had  been  more 
than  one  change  of  mind  on  the  part  of 
the  Government  themselves  since  the 
Bill  had  been  introduced. 


The  chairman  :  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber is  not  speaking  directly  to  the  ques- 
tion of  the  withdrawal  of  the  Amend- 
ment. 

Mr.  HEALY  complained  that  the 
Government  had  given  the  Committee 
no  information  whatever  as  to  their  in- 
tentions, except  that  they  proposed  to 
deport  a  large  number  of  the  Irish 
people.  He  (Mr.  Healy)  asked  the  Go- 
vernment, if  they  wished  to  gain  the 
confidence  of  the  Irish  Members  and  of 
the  Irish  people  in  respect  to  the  emi- 
gration scheme,  to  give  a  more  detailed 
explanation  of  their  intentions.  The 
Government  might  appoint  a  Land  Com- 
mission and  authorize  them  to  put  the 
Emigration  Clause  into  force;  but  the 
Irish  people  would  not  accept  the 
scheme  unless  they  were  informed  as  to 
the  conditions.  A  charge  of  change  of 
front  had  been  made  against  the  Irish 
Members;  but  the  Government  them- 
selves changed  front  so  often  that  it  was 
difficult  to  know  when  they  had  them. 
It  was  ridiculous  to  accuse  the  Irish 
Members  with  not  knowing  their  own 
minds  simply  because  one  of  their  num- 
ber proposed  to  amend  a  particular 
clause  which  the  Government  declined 
to  accept;  and  the  charge  was  all  the 
more  unreasonable  when  they  remem- 
bered that  the  Government  was  con- 
tinually giving  lamentable  instances  of 
change  of  front. 

Mr.  LEAMY  thought  the  Government 
ought  to  allow  the  Amendment  to  be 
withdrawn,  so  that  it  might  be  amended. 
The  Government  now  proposed  to  do 
what  had  never  been  done  by  a  Govern- 
ment before.  For  the  last  60  years  emi- 
gration schemes  had  been  got  up  and 
recommended  by  men  who  were  hostile 
to  the  Irish  people;  but  though  such 
schemes  had  been  approved  of  from 
time  to  time  by  right  hon.  Gentlemen 
sitting  on  the  Treasury  Benches,  no 
Administration  had  ever  attempted  to 
do  what  was  now  proposed  to  be  done  by 
the  present  Government,  which  boasted 
of  being  the  champion  of  liberty  and 
freedom  throughout  the  world.  He 
maintained  that  the  Eepresentatives  of 
Ireland  had  a  right  to  demand  from  the 
Government  some  explanation  as  to 
what  they  proposed  to  do  with  the 
Irish  emigrants  after  they  had  induced 
them  to  leave  their  native  land.  At  pre- 
sent the  Committee  had  no  information 
as  to  what  was  to  become  of  them  when 
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they  reached  their  destination.  They 
had  been  told  that  arrangements  would 
be  made  for  their  ''  reception  ; "  but 
that  was  a  vague  term  which  might 
fairly  be  interpreted  in  many  ways.  He 
wished  to  know  whether  small  tenants, 
who  might  be  induced  to  leave  their 
homes  in  the  West  of  Ireland,  would  be 
supplied  with  land  upon  their  arrival  in 
the  new  country ;  or  whether  they  would 
simply  receive  some  assistance  for  a 
month  or  two,  until  such  time  as  they 
might  find  employment  as  labourers  ? 
Would  the  nature  of  the  arrangements 
for  their  reception  include  proper  accom- 
modation for  the  emigrants,  and  some 
proper  means  of  gaining  a  livelihood  ? 
If  that  were  so,  he  was  entirely  at  a  loss 
to  understand  why  the  Chief  Secretary 
should  hesitate  to  say  so  openly  and 
frankly  in  the  Bill. 

Me.  WALTER  said,  that,  having  had 
some  experience  of  assisting  people  to 
emigrate  to  Canada,  he  should  like  to 
mention  one  or  two  cases  with  a  view  of 
showing  that  it  by  no  means  followed 
that  it  was  desirable  that  all  emigrants 
j&om  the  agricultural  classes  should  at 
once  become  freeholders.  Hon.  Mem- 
bers from  Ireland  must  rember  that  the 
conditions  of  farming  in  America  were 
very  different  from  those  in  Ireland. 
Although  he  would  be  exceedingly  glad 
indeed  to  see  a  great  many  Irish  la- 
bourers and  tenant  farmers  settled  in 
comfortable  homesteads  in  Canada  or 
America,  still  he  thought  that  a  few 
years'  apprenticeship  under  the  new 
system  of  farming  would  be  of  great 
advantage  to  them  before  they  entered 
upon  the  enviable  position  of  free- 
holders. He  was  quite  satisfied  that 
they  would  do  far  better  as  labourers  for 
a  time,  as  the  experience  they  would 
gain  would  be  of  the  utmost  assistance 
afterwards  when  they  began  to  farm  for 
themselves.  It  was  within  his  own 
knowledge  that  people  sometimes  turned 
out  very  different,  under  the  changed 
conditions  of  a  new  country,  to  what 
their  previous  training  would  lead  those 
who  knew  them  to  expect.  For  in- 
stance, some  14  or  15  years  ago,  he  as- 
sisted a  large  family  to  emigrate  to 
Canada.  The  head  of  the  fan^y  was  a 
clever  shoemaker.  He  did  not,  however, 
make  a  living  in  Berkshire,  and  he  (Mr. 
Walter)  supplied  him  with  means  for 
going  to  Canada.  He  followed  his  usual 
employment  there  for  some  years,  and, 

Mr.  Leamjf 


having  done  extremely  well,  he  changed 
his  occupation  to  that  of  farming ;  the 
only  thing  he  now  complained  of  was  the 
want  of  labour,  and  he  stated  that  ho 
would  be  thankful  for  labour  of  any 
kind.  He  (Mr.  Walter)  also  sent  to 
Canada  a  tenant  farmer  who  rented  100 
acres.  He  was  a  very  good  farmer ;  but 
he  did  not  succeed  ;  and  on  arriving  in 
Canada,  instead  of  pursuing  his  accus- 
tomed occupation,  he  accepted  a  re- 
munerative post  on  board  a  ship  running 
along  the  American  coast.  Those  in- 
stances went  to  show  that  a  man's  pre- 
vious training  by  no  means  indicated 
the  kind  of  occupation  which  would  most 
suit  him  when  he  became  a  Colonist. 

Mr.  BIGGAE  thought  that  if  it  was 
really  meant  that  any  attention  was  to 
be  paid  to  the  emigrants  after  their  ar- 
rival, no  provision  less  than  that  pro- 
posed in  the  clause  would  be  of  any 
benefit  to  them.  It  had  been  stated  that 
the  real  intention  of  the  Government 
was  simply  to  induce  the  Irish  people  to 
go  to  America,  to  turn  them  adnft  in 
some  city,  and  leave  them  to  their  own 
devices.  Whether  that  was  true  or  not, 
that  was  certainly  what  would  take  place 
if  some  such  provision  as  that  proposed 
were  not  put  in  the  Bill.  As  the  mea- 
sure at  present  stood,  it  contained  no 
suggestion  whatever  for  the  guidance  or 
instruction  of  the  Commission  in  this 
important  particular;  and,  failing  the 
necessary  instructions,  the  Commissioners 
would  simply  follow  the  example  of 
others  before  them  who  had  super- 
intended emigration  schemes  and  turn  the 
people  adrift  to  find  employment  as  day 
labourers  as  best  they  could.  The  Amend- 
ment of  his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Callan), 
however,  would,  if  adopted,  secure  that 
the  emigrants  would  be  taken  to  places 
where  they  would  find  employment 
similar  to  that  to  which  they  had  been 
accustomed  in  their  native  country. 

Mr.  callan  produced  a  copy  of  the 
despatch  of  the  Governor  General  of 
Canada,  presented  to  Parliament  by 
command  of  the  Queen,  relating  to  the 
arrangements  made  by  the  Canadian 
Government  for  the  reception  and  treat- 
ment of  emigrants  from  the  United 
Kingdoni,  and  pointed  out  that  one  of 
the  provisions  was  that  each  emigrant 
was  to  be  supplied  with  140  acres  of 
land,  the  hon.  Gentleman  remarking 
that  if  the  Government  did  not  accept 
the  proposal  simUfur  conditions  sbomd 
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be  introduced  into  the  Bill.  Irish  emi- 
grants to  Canada  under  the  scheme 
would  be  deprived  of  the  free  grant  of 
land. 


Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided: 
Noes  260:  Majority  238.- 
No.  306.) 


—  Ayes  22; 
-(Div.   List, 


Mb.  HEALY  moved,  in  page  18, 
line  22,  after  the  word  ''  Ireland,"  to  in- 
sert the  words — 

"Provided  always,  That,  under  any  scheme 
of  emigration,  no  voters  shall  be  removed  out  of 
any  district  where,  and  during  the  time  when, 
an  election  for  any  Parliamentary,  Municipal, 
Poor  Law,  or  County  Board  vacancy  is  then 
pending." 

He  said  that  as,  of  course,  all  schemes 
of  emig^tion  had  to  be  reported  to  Par- 
liament by  the  Central  Commission,  and 
to  the  Central  Commission  by  Inspectors, 
the  Commission  would  not  be  the  judges 
of  whether  a  scheme  in  a  particular  dis- 
trict was  advisable  or  desirable,  or  as  to 
the  time  when  it  was  desirable  that  the 
scheme  should  be  initiated.  They  would 
be  guided  entirely  by  local  circumstances 
— that  was  to  say,  that  if  the  Govern- 
ment sent  down  a  man  anywhere  to 
make  inquiries,  the  first  persons  he 
would  go  to  would  be  the  police,  and 
the  next  the  resident  magistrate.  Hav- 
ing done  the  resident  mafj^strate,  he 
would  go  round  to  the  landlords — that 
was  to  say,  he  would  touch  the  fringe  of 
the  whole  hierarchy,  while  the  people 
themselves  were  left  entirely  untouched. 
The  contention  of  himself  and  his 
Friends  was  that  it  was  possible  so  to 
time  a  large  emigration  scheme  that  it 
would  chime  in  with  a  particular  local 
election  in  a  manner  that  would  greatly 
influence  the  result  of  that  election. 
They  knew  very  well  that  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary for  Ireland  was  very  fond  of 
imprisoning  Poor  Law  Guardians.  In 
one  Union  alone  he  had  imprisoned 
nearly  half-a-dozen  local  representatives 
of  public  opinion.  What  were  the  facts 
then?  That  the  Board  of  Guardians 
was  so  depleted  of  the  representatives  of 
popular  opinion  that  the  ex'officio  mem- 
bers who  were  by  law  appointed  in  the 
same  proportion  as  the  elected  Guar- 
dians could  at  a  particular  election — let 
them  say  for  a  surgeon,  or  clerk,  or  any 
other  official  of  the  Board — carry  the 
election  in  their  own  way  owing  to  the 


arrests  of  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land, and  the  deprivation  of  the  Board 
of  its  elected  Members.  The  ex-offieio 
Guardians  thus  had  it  all  their  own  way. 
Supposing  a  scheme  of  emigration  were 
adopted  at  a  particular  time  in  a  par- 
ticular district,  the  same  thing  would 
happen.  He  did  not  say,  in  fact  he  was 
very  far  from  saying,  that  that  was  the 
object  of  the  Government  in  proposing 
that  scheme  ;  but  owing  to  the  influence 
of  local  magnates  a  particular  scheme 
might  be  so  timed  as  to  chime  in  very 
opportunely  with  the  election  of  the 
local  representatives,  and  the  ex-officio 
members  would  have  matters  all  their 
own  way.  They  might  find  in  a  borough 
— because  the  franchise  was  very  limited 
in  spite  of  the  frequent  promises  of  the 
Government  to  assimilate  it  with  the 
English—that  out  of  300  or  400  voters, 
50  or  60  might  be  included  in  the  scheme, 
a  number  whose  absence  might  be  suffi- 
cient to  turn  the  scale  in  the  desired  di- 
rection. They  might  find  the  same  thing 
occurring  in  regard  to  Poor  Law  Guar- 
dians and  Municipal  Elections.  Upon 
all  those  grounds  he  thought  it  would 
be  wiser  for  the  Government  to  accept  the 
Amendment,  so  that  there  would  be  no 
fear  of  any  sinister  motive  actuating  the 
local  Inspectors  in  carrying  out  the  emi- 
gration scheme. 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  page  18,  lintj  22,  after  the  word  "  Ireland," 
to  insert  the  words  **  Provided  always.  That, 
under  any  scheme  of  emigration,  no  voters  shall 
he  removed  out  of  any  district  where  and  during 
the  time  when  an  election  for  any  Parliamen- 
tary, Municipal,  Poor  Law,  or  County  Board 
vacancy  is  then  pending." — (Jfr.  Mealy.) 

Question  proposed,  **  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mr.  LEAMY  said,  he  thought  that 
they  ought  to  have  some  explanation 
from  the  Government  as  to  their  views 
on  the  Amendment.  He  did  not  think 
for  a  moment  that  the  Government 
would  lend  themselves  to  any  scheme 
which  would  prevent  the  popular  voice 
being  expressed  in  the  elections  in  Ire- 
land ;  but,  on  the  other  hand,  he  thought 
it  was  quite  possible  that  there  were 
persons  in  Ireland  who  might  take  ad- 
vantage of  opportunities  to  do  so ;  but, 
whether  that  were  so  or  not,  the  Amend- 
ment was  one  which  was  allowed  to  be 
put  from  the  Chair,  and  that  being  so, 
he  thought    they    should    have    some 

[^Tufenty-ietsmiK  N{gKt.'\ 


939 


Zand  Law 


(COMMONS! 


(^Ir^land)  BOi. 


940 


—  Ayes  13; 
— (Div.  List, 


expression  of  opinion  on  the  part  of  the 
Government. 

Mb.  E.  power  said,  he  really 
thought  the  Government  ought  to  let 
the  Committee  know  what  they  thought 
about  the  Amendment.  If  they  would 
not,  he  would  let  them  know  what  he 
thought  about  it.  The  Amendment  said 
that  under  any  scheme  of  emigration  no 
voters  shall  be  removed  out  of  any  dis- 
trict where,  and  during  the  time  when, 
an  Election  for  any  Parliamentary, 
Municipal,  Poor  Law,  or  County  Board 
vacancy  is  then  pending.  It  might 
happen  that  the  time  during  which  an 
election  was  taking  place  might  be  the 
very  time — perhaps  the  summer  time, 
when  the  weather  was  fine — that  the 
people  would  be  wanting  to  go  away. 
The  Amendment,  if  it  were  carried,  would 
prevent  their  doing  so  ;  and,  therefore, 
if  it  were  carried,  he  should  propose  to 
move  to.  add  at  the  end,  if  his  hon. 
Friend  (Mr.  Healy)  would  allow  him, 
the  words  ''unless  they  expressly  de- 
sire it." 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided : 
Noes  220  :  Majority  207.- 
No.  307.) 

The  chairman  :  The  next  Amend- 
ment is  in  the  name  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Meath  (Mr.  A.  M. 
Sullivan) ;  but  as  it  would  subject  the 
Commission  to  the  action  of  the  Poor 
Law  Guardians,  and  as  that  proposition 
was  negatived  yesterday,  it  cannot  be 
moved. 

Mb.  lea  MY :  On  the  point  of  Order, 
Sir,  I  would  respectfully  submit  that  the 
Amendment  which  was  moved  yester- 
day by  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
Woodstock 

The  chairman  :  Order,  Order !  I 
have  already  given  a  decision  on  that 

§oint.    I  now  call  upon  Mr.  W.   E. 
'orster. 

Me.  W.  E.  FORSTEE  :  I  now,  Sir, 
beg  to  move,  in  page  1 8,  line  24,  to  in  - 
sert  the  words  '' and  for  securing  the 
satisfactory  shipment,  transport,  and  re  - 
ception  of  the  emigrants."  In  doing  so, 
we  consider  that  that  would  insure  that 
there  would  be  proper  arrangements  for 
putting  the  emigrants  on  board,  for 
taking  them  wherever  they  may  desire 
to  go,  and  for  giving  them  a  proper  re- 
ception when  they  arrive  at  their  desti- 
nation. 

Leamy 


Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  18,  line  24,  to  insert  "and  for  secur- 
ing the  satisfactory  shipment,  transport,  and  re- 
ception of  the  emigrants." — {Mr.  Wiltiain 
Edward  Forster.) 

Question  proposed,  **  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  said,  he  really 
thought  that  the  Chief  Secretary   for 
Ireland  had  scarcely  treated  the  Com- 
mittee with  courtesy,  and  that  he  had 
scarcely  fulfilled  something  in  the  nature 
of  an  engagement  which  he  had  given 
earlier  in  the  evening.      He  had  pro- 
posed   that   Amendment    without    one 
word  of  comment  as  to  what  he  meant 
by  the  words.     He  supposed  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  did  that  under  the 
supposition  that  he  was  thereby  saving 
time.  But  he  (Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor)  con- 
fessed it  appeared  to  him  a  most  extra- 
ordinary way  of  saving  time  to  propose 
an    Amendment    without    explanation, 
and  to  leave  the  Committee  by  cross- 
examination  to  get  out  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  what  it  was  he  really  meant. 
Now,  he  wanted  to  know  the  meaning 
of  every  single   word  of  that  Amend- 
ment.     He  wanted  to  know  what  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  meant  by  ''the 
shipment,  transport,    and  reception   of 
the  emigrants?        What  did  reception 
mean  ?    That  was  not  the  first  time  he 
had  asked  the  question  in  the  course  of 
that  evening,  and  in  spite  of  the  ques- 
tions he  had  ventured  to  put  to  lnUnis- 
ters,  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  got 
up  in  his  place  and  took  it  for  granted 
that    they    were    going    to    allow  his 
Amendment  to  pass  without  a  word  of 
comment.    Now,    the    word    reception 
might  mean  anything  or  nothing.     It 
might  mean  that  the  emigration  agent 
was  at  Castle  Garden — he  was  obliged 
to  repeat  himself,  because  his  questions 
had  not  been  answered  earlier  by  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland — or  it  might 
mean  that  the  emigration  agent  was  to 
bring  the  emigrant  to  a  proper  settle- 
ment, to  allot  him  a  proper  portion  of 
the  country,  to  see  that  he  had  work  to 
do  and  a  house  to  dwell  in,  or  to  give 
him  the  means  to  construct  a  house,  so 
that  he  should  have  a  good  start  in  his 
new  home  with  something  like  a  chance 
of  success  therein.      What  was  **  the 
shipment,    transport,   and  reception  of 
emigrants?"      He  had  proposed  that 
evening,    and  he  had  subjected  him- 
self to  the  lightning-like  invective  of 
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the  Prime  Minister  for  doing  so,  that 
they  should  demand  of  the  responsible 
bocHes  that  they  should  undertake  to 
find  proper  employment,  proper  houses, 
and  a  proper  settlement  for  the  emi- 
grants whom  they  took  \mder  their 
diarge.  Well,  it  might  be  said  that 
such  detailed  instructions  were  limiting 
the  action  of  the  Land  Ck)mmissioners. 
He  wanted  to  limit  their  action,  so  that 
they  might  be  compelled  by  the  terms 
of  Uieir  bond  to  treat  the  emigrants  in  a 
proper  manner.  He  made  these  obser- 
vations in  the  hope  that  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland  might  see  his  way  to 
make  some  explanations,  and  to  suggest 
some  better  words.  He  wished  to  ask 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  through  the 
Chairman,  whether  he  refused  to  give 
any  answer  to  the  question  ? 

Mb.  LEAMY  :  As  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman does  not  condescend  to  give  any 
explanation,  I  move.  Sir,  that  you  do 
report  Progress. 

'  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Chairman  do  report  Pro- 
gress, and  ask  leave  to  sit  again." — 
[Mr.  Leamy.) 

Mb.  GLADSTONE:  Sir,  we  have 
been  very  unwilling  to  say  anything  in 
the  course  of  this  debate,  so  far  as  we 
have  been  able  to  avoid  it,  that  would 
lead  to  dissatisfaction.  But  I  speak  on 
the  morning  of  the  15th  of  July,  and  this 
is  the  third  day  we  have  spent  on  the 
Emigration  Clause,  with  respect  to  which 
ve  have  declared  our  willingness  to  limit 
its  action  in  funds.  We  have  developed 
the  general  words  of  the  clause  for  the 
purpose  of  giving  every  satisfaction »  as 
▼e  hope,  to  every  reasonable  person .  We 
have  supplied  the  Commissioners  with 
instructions  amply  sufficient  if  they  are 
rational — ^I  will  not  say  high-minded — 
to  defend  them  against  serious  error;  and 
now  we  are  met  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Galway  TMr.  T.  P.  O'Connor),  who,  in 
his  speecn,  stated  that  which  was  wholly 
inaccurate — namely,  that  my  right  hon. 
Friend  had  proposed  his  Amendment 
without  a  word  of  explanation,  when 
my  right  hon.  Friend  had  given  a  most 
careful,  though  concise,  explanation  of 
the  only  three  words  in  the  Amendment 
which  could  possibly  require  it — **  ship- 
ment," "transport,"  and  **  reception." 
Under  these  circumstances,  because  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  declines  to  be  the 
instrument — ^I  will  not  say  of  hon.  Gen- 


tlemen opposite  ;  I  will  not  even  say  of 
hon.  Gentlemen  in  that  particular  quarter 
of  the  House,  because  they  are  but  a 
limited  portion  of  those  who  commonly 
sit  in  that  quarter  of  the  House,  who  are 
parties  to  the  operations  that  are  now 
deliberately  carried  on — having  miser- 
ably failed  in  their  attempts  to  denounce 
this  Bill  in  Ireland,  they  now  seek,  by 
offering  an  obstructive  opposition,  and 
by  attempting  to  attach  to  this  Emigra- 
tion Clause  impossible  conditions,  again 
to  set  up  their  reputation  among  their 
own  countrymen  as  those  who  really 
and  truly  demand  what  is  for  the  good 
of  L'eland  ;  and  this,  as  we  well  under- 
stand, is  their  capital,  their  method,  for 
repairing  and  making  good  the  damaged 
reputation  they  now  have  in  Ireland.  If 
the  avowal  of  these  facts  is  torn  from  me, 
I  cannot  refuse  to  make  it.  I  have  sat 
here  in  patience  from  day  to  day,  wit- 
nessing with  a  pain  not  to  be  described 
— I  admit  the  success  of  a'small  handful 
of  Members  in  this  respect — with  a  pain 
not  to  be  described,  the  degradation 
which  has  been  inflicted  on  this  noble 

Assembly 

Mb.  HEALY  rose  to  Order.  The 
Chairman  had,  on  the  previous  day, 
ruled  that  it  was  not  in  Order  to  discuss, 
on  a  Motion  to  report  Progress,  any- 
thing but  arguments  in  support  of  that 
Motion. 

The  Chaibman  called  upon 

Mb.  GLADSTONE,  who,  resuming, 
said :  The  degradation  which  has  been 
inflicted  upon  this  noble  Assembly,  which 
for  generations  and  for  centuries  has  had 
xor  its  main  study  to  adapt  every  one  of 
its  arrangements  to  defending  the  rights 
of  minorities,  to  secure  liberty  of  speech, 
to  prevent  oppression  by  numbers  of 
those  who  might  have  reason  on  their 
side.  We  have  seen  every  one  of  these 
admirable  Pules  systematically  perverted 
for  the  sake  of  intercepting,  by  mere 
persistence,  and  by  words  multiplied 
without  a  thought,  or  without  an  attempt 
at  persuasion,  the  deliberate  convictions 
of  this  House,  and  taking  its  legislative 
functions  out  of  the  hands  of  the  great 
mass  of  its  Members,  in  order  to  place 
them  within  the  power  of  a  minority  re- 
duced from  day  to  day  by  the  defection 
of  its  more  moderate  Members,  subject  as 
they  have  been  from  time  to  time  to 
the  reproaches  of  those  who  will  not  go 
to  the  measureless  extremes  of  the  hand- 
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ful  I  have  in  view.  This  is  the  state  of 
things  in  which  the  Committee  has  to 
determine  whether  it  will  succumh  to 
the  attempts  which  are  made  from  such 
a  quarter,  in  such  a  spirit,  with  such  an 
unhlushing  openness ;  or  whether  it  will 
this  night,  by  carrying  forward  to  its 
conclusion,  and  taking  the  definitive 
judgment  of  the  Committee  on  the  clause 
relating  to  emigration,  assent  and  vindi- 
cate its  former  rights  against  the  un- 
worthy efforts  by  which  they  are  sought 
to  be  defeated  and  destroyed. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOE  said,  there  was 
a  very  deliberate  purpose  and  a  clever 
stratagem  beneath  the  apparently  hot 
and  excited  language  of  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister. The  Prime  Minister  knew  per- 
fectly well  what  he  was  doing  in  ad- 
dressing that  hot  and  violent  and  in- 
flammatory language  to  his  very  excited 
and  excitable  followers.  What  was 
really  the  state  of  the  case  ?  The  Prime 
Minister  wished  to  hide  and  cover  out  of 
Bight  an  almost  imbecile  mistake  of  tactics 
in  respect  to  this  Bill,  and  to  throw  on 
the  innocent  shoulders  of  the  Irish 
Members  the  perilous  delay  in  the  pro- 
gress of  the  Bill,  which  was  entirely  due 
to  the  compound  folly  and  timidity  with 
which  the  Government  had  acted.  What 
might  the  Government  have  done  ?  They 
might  have  abandoned  this  clause  on  the 
first  night  it  was  introduced.  There 
might  have  been  some  little  protest  from 
the  Opposition  Benches,  because  this  was 
the  only  part  of  the  Bill  which  com- 
mended itself  to  the  Conservatives  either 
in  that  House  or  in  "another  place.** 
Had  the  clause  been  supported  with 
imanimity  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
own  Colleagues?  By  whom  had  the 
strongest  arguments  against  the  clause 
been  made?  By  the  hon.  Member 
for  Sunderland  (Mr.  Storey),  and  the 
hon.  Member  for  Stafford  (Mr.  Mac- 
donald). 

Mr.  T.  D.  SULLIVAN,  rising  to 
Order,  asked  whether  it  was  in  Order 
for  Gentlemen  standing  below  the  Bar 
to  make  interruptions  ? 

The  CHAIEMAN  :  I  have  heard  no 
interruptions  that  were  disorderly. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOE,  resuming, 
asked,  did  the  Liberal  Party,  did  the 
Democratic  Party,  sneer  at  the  hon. 
Member  for  Stafford  ?  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Stafford  and  the  hon.  Member 
for  Sunderland  were  far  more  representa- 
tive men  than  the  brainless  and  nameless 
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creations  of  caucuses  or  other  organiza- 
tions. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
got  up,  and,  in  words  of  almost  penitence, 
had  invited  the  Irish  Members  to  force 
him  to  abandon  this  clause.  He  was 
quite  willing  to  fish  for  their  opinion  on 
this  question;  but  did  he  not  already 
know  the  opinion  of  a  considerable  sec- 
tion of  the  Irish  Party  upon  it  ?  If  not, 
let  him  go  to  a  single  division,  and  see 
if  he  could  find  a  majority  of  the  Irish 
National  Eepresentatives  in  favour  of  the 
clause.  The  Prime  Minister  had,  with 
a  plaintiveness  that  appealed  to  every 
heart  in  that  Assembly,  remarked  on  the 
lateness  of  the  Session;  but  if  he  had 
only  had  the  good  sense  to  give  up  the 
clause  three  or  four  days  ago,  the  Com- 
mittee, instead  of  being  at  the  26th 
clause,  might  now  have  been  discussing 
the  35th  or  the  40th.  Was  this  clause 
so  important  that  it  should  imperil  the 
whole  Bill?  The  Irish  Members  had 
given  a  loyal  support  to  the  Bill  as  far 
as  they  could ;  and  he  should  like  to 
ask  who  saved  the  Government  when 
their  own  friends  nearly  defeated  them 
— when  that  treacherous  friend  of  the 
Bill,  the  hon.  Member  for  Great  Grimsby 
(Mr.  Heneage)  tried  to  minimize  and 
destroy  it  ?  He  asked  for  an  answer  to 
that — not  in  the  purposely  imfiammatory 
language  of  the  Prime  Minister,  but  in 
the  language  of  fact  and  sense  ?  Who 
delayed  the  progress  of  the  Bill  for  many 
days  after  the  House  got  into  Committee? 
The  noble  Lord  who,  for  his  pains,  ac- 
cording to  popular  rumour,  was  now 
to  be  tranquillized  and  rewarded  for  his 
obstruction  to  the  Bill,  by  being  trans- 
ferred to  the  eminence  which  was  occu- 
pied by  the  Prime  Minister  and  his  Col- 
leagues. Who  had  all  the  Amendments 
on  the  Paper,  and  who  made  all  the 
speeches  ?  The  Whig  Members ;  and  the 
Prime  Minister,  the  head  of  the  Govern- 
ment, was  not  ashamed  to  endeavour  to 
cover  the  defection  of  his  own  followers 
and  his  own  mistakes  by  making  poli- 
tical capital  against  the  small  Party  who 
were  made  the  scapegoat  of  every  offence 
or  mistake  of  the  Government.  He  (Mr. 
T.  P.  O'Connor)  and  several  of  his  hon. 
Friends  from  Ireland  had  said  too  much 
in  favour  of  the  Bill  in  Ireland ;  but,  of 
course,  facts  were  not  of  the  least  im- 
portance to  the  Prime  Minister  when  he 
was  in  a  difficulty,  and  wanted  to  cover 
his  retreat  and  bad  tactics  by  an  attack 
on  his  opponents. 
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Sir  E.  AssHETON  Cross  and  Mr.  Jesse 
GoLLiNos  rose  together.  [  Cries  of  "  Ool- 
liugs ! "] 

The  CHAIEMAN  called  upon  Sir  E. 
AssHETON  Cross. 

Mr.  PAENBLL  rose  to  Order,  and, 
observing  that  he  had  heard  the  Chair- 
man first  call  upon  the  hon.  Member  for 
Ipswich  (Mr.  Jesse  Ceilings),  submitted 
that  that  hon.  Gentleman  was  entitled  to 
address  the  Committee,  although  an  ex- 
Cabinet  Minister  sought  to  do  so. 

Thb  CHAIEMAN :  I  did  call  upon 
the  hon.  Member  for  Ipswich  (Mr.  Jesse 
CoUings)  ;  but  the  Committee  have  the 
power,  and  it  is  constantly  exercised,  if 
they  desire  a  particular  Member  to  be 
called  upon  who  rises  at  the  same  time 
with  another  Member ;  and  I  understood 
that  the  hon.  Member  for  Ipswich  had 
given  wav. 

Sir  E.'ASSHETON  CEOSS  :  I  shall 
not  stand  between  the  Committee  and  the 
hon.  Member  for  Ipswich  (Mr.  Jesse  Cei- 
lings) more  than  a  few  minutes ;  but  in 
the  absence  of  my  right  hon.  Friend  (Sir 
Stafford  Northcote)  I  cannot  sit  still, 
having  witnessed  what  has  taken  place, 
without  offering  my  strongest  protest 
against  the  course  pursued  by  a  small 
fraction  of  Irish  Members.  I  am  one  of 
those,  who,  as  the  Committee  probably 
know,  are  strongly  opposed  to  a  groat 
part  of  this  Bill ;  but  having  more  than 
once  expressed  my  dissent  from  that  part 
of  the  Bill,  and  the  Committee  having 
decided  against  me,  I  am  bound  to  yield 
to  their  opinion,  and  not  delay  the  pro- 
gress of  the  Bill  unnecessarily.  Un- 
less Parliamentary  government  is  to  be 
carried  on  upon  that  principle  there  is  an 
end  to  all  Parliament,  and  I  must  en- 
tirely endorse  every  word  which  has 
fallen  from  the  Prime  Minister  on  the 
course  taken  by  a  small  fraction  of  the 
Irish  Party.  I  say  a  small  fraction,  be- 
cause I  believe  it  is  a  small  fraction.  It 
would  be  the  greatest  possible  mistake 
to  say  it  is  the  Irish  Party  or  anything 
like  the  Irish  Party;  it  is  the  merest 
handful  of  that  Party.  I  entirely  endorse 
what  has  fallen  from  the  Prime  Minister, 
and  this  House  and  this  Committee  will 
not  allow  their  own  legislative  action  to 
be  stopped  absolutely  by  a  small  and  in- 
significant section  of  Members.  If  any- 
one could  have  proved  the  justness  of 
what  has  fallen  from  the  Prime  Minister, 
it  was  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Member 


who  has  just  sat  down  (Mr.  O'Connor), 
lie  has  stated  that  everything  they  have 
done  for  the  last  two  or  throe  days  has 
been  done  to  force  the  Government  to 
withdraw  this  clause. 

Mr.  T.  P.  O'CONNOE  rose  to  Order. 
He  must  most  distinctly  repudiate  that 
insinuation.  He  never  said  anything  of 
the  kind. 

Sir  E.  ASSHETON  CEOSS  :  That  is 
precisely  what  took  place.  That  is  ex- 
actly what  the  hon.  Member  did,  and 
he  has  shown  to  the  Committee  that  the 
whole  reason  and  object  of  what  we 
have  been  passing  through  so  painfully 
has  been  to  force  the  Government,  if 
possible,  to  withdraw  this  clause.  The 
Government  have  made  great  conces- 
sions, from  some  of  which  I  differ ;  but 
they  have  made  them  to  conciliate  hon. 
Members  on  this  side  of  the  House,  and 
if  this  conduct  is  to  go  on,  I  shall  be 
prepared  to  hold  that  it  is  within  the  terms 
of  the  Standing  Orders  of  the  House,  and 
does  amount  to  wilful  and  persistent  Ob- 
struction. It  is,  in  my  opinion,  an  abuse 
of  the  Forms  of  the  House,  and  a  persis- 
tent abuse  of  the  Forms  of  the  House 
is,  in  my  view,  wilful  and  persistent 
Obstruction,  for  which  the  individual 
Member  is  liable  to  bo  censured  by  the 
Committee  and  by  the  Chair. 

Mr.  JESSE  COLLINGS  said,  that 
that  was  the  third  day  the  Committee 
had  been  discussing  that  Emigration 
Clause.  It  was  so  important  a  clause 
that  no  one  expected  it  would  pass  with- 
out duo  discussion  and  some  opposition; 
but  he  took  it  that  the  opposition  had 
now  gone  beyond  the  bounds  of  fair- 
ness, and  had  involved  what  the  hon. 
Member  for  Galway  (Mr.T.  P.  O'Connor) 
had  described  as  a  perilous  delay.  There 
were  hon.  Members  on  his  (Mr.  Ceilings' s) 
side  of  the  House  who  opposed  the 
clause ;  but  if  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
wished  their  co-operation  in  this  matter, 
they  must  conduct  their  opposition  with 
dignity  and  fairness.  And,  of  all  things, 
he  would  remind  the  hon.  Member  for 
Galway  that  if  he  wished  the  co-opera- 
tion of  hon.  Members  on  that  side  of  the 
House,  he  must  avoid  even  the  appear- 
ance of  such  unbecoming  language  as 
had  been  addressed  to  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter. It  was  alleged  that  the  Govern- 
ment wished  to  depopulate  Ireland ;  but 
he  (Mr.  Ceilings)  could  hardly  conceive 
that  anyone  truly  believed  that  to  be  the 
case.    But  what  was  the  effect  of  this 

[2\o#nty-i«ventK  N%9Ur\ 


947 


Zand  Law 


{COMMONS} 


(Ireland)  Bill. 


948 


Amendment?  He  could  understand 
these  tactics  when  they  were  adopted 
with  regard  to  the  Coercion  Bills,  be- 
cause the  object  of  such  tactics  was  to 
destroy  that  Bill  which  contained  coer- 
cion, and  the  effect  of  these  tactics  now 
would  be  to  destroy  this  Bill  as  far  as 
possible  which  contained  remedial  mea- 
sures. He  could  understand  and  sym- 
pathize with  hon.  Members  when  coer- 
cion was  being  put  in  force  with  what 
they  thought  unnecessary  violence ;  but 
he  could  not  understand  these  tactics 
when  applied  to  a  Land  Bill  such  as 
this — a  Land  Bill  such  as  did  not 
enter  into  the  wildest  imagination  of 
Ireland.  It  was  a  Land  Bill  for  which 
all  Ireland  was  waiting.  Ninety-nine 
tenants  out  of  every  100  were  wishing 
for  the  day  when  it  should  become  law, 
and  the  Committee  had  arrived  at  a 
critical  time  when  every  moment  was 
worth  an  hour,  and  when  the  great 
danger  in  its  way  was  delay.  If  hon. 
Members  were  about  to  strike  at  the 
Bill  through  that  clause,  it  would  be 
better  for  them  to  say  so.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Galway  had  spoken  of  the 
Bill  being  dealt  with  in  *'  another 
place ; "  but  he  (Mr.  CoUings)  had  no 
fear  of  its  being  dealt  with  in  ''  another 
place  "  if  there  were  a  fair  issue ;  but  if 
it  was  sent  up  at  a  time  when  those  in 
**  another  place  "  could  have  some  rea- 
sonable excuse  on  account  of  time  for 
not  considering  it,  there  would  not  be  a 
clear  issue  before  the  country,  and  great 
difficulty  would  be  created.  If  that 
were  so,  it  was  time  that  the  tenants  of 
Ireland  should  know  who  they  were  who 
were  delaying  the  Bill.  Hon.  Members 
on  his  (Mr.  Collin gs's)  side  of  the  House 
had  been  taunted  with  silence,  and  it 
had  been  said  that  they  did  not  speak 
on  the  Bill  because  they  did  not  under- 
stand it;  but  they  thought  they  did 
understand  it,  and  some  of  them  rejoiced 
in  it,  and  they  believed  they  had  helped 
the  Government  to  pass  it  by  being 
silent  upon  it.  This  example  had  not 
been  followed  by  hon.  Members  imme- 
diately behind  the  Government  Bench, 
who  had,  he  was  afraid,  been  listened 
to  by  the  Government  for  their  much 
speaking.  But  the  Prime  Minister, 
some  months  ago,  gave  the  assurance 
that  the  Bill  should  not  be  mutilated, 
and  relying  on  that  he  (Mr.  Collings), 
with  others,  had  been  silent.  He  would 
remind  hon.  Members  that  this  was  not 
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only  an  Irish  question,  but  an  English 
question,  and  an  English  question  par- 
ticularly dear  to  hon.  Members  below 
the  Gangway,  because  England  rested 
under  a  continual  reproach  in  Europe 
which  they  were  anxious  to  remove. 
They  could  not  praise  their  system  of 
Government,  they  could  not  preach  to 
Eussia  and  speak  as  they  would,  until  they 
had  removed  this  peculiar  form  of  govern- 
ment in  Ireland — government  by  means 
of  50,000  soldiers.  Therefore,  that  was 
an  English  question.  He  had  all  along 
voted  and  spoken  in  favour  of  what  he 
believed  to  be  the  true  interests  of  Ire- 
land, and  he  believed  he  was  never 
speaking  or  voting  more  in  the  interests 
of  Ireland  than  when  he  was  speaking 
and  voting  against  this  obstruction  of 
the  Bill  by  a  few  hon.  Members.  While, 
as  an  English  Member,  he  was  willing 
and  eager  to  do  justice  to  Ireland,  Eng- 
lish Members  were  not  willing  to  bo 
played  with  in  this  fashion.  Therefore, 
he  hoped  the  Government  would  not 
give  way  in  this  matter ;  but,  if  they 
could  manage  to  send  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter home,  they  would  leave  the  Com- 
mittee to  try  conclusions  with  the  hon. 
Members  opposite. 

Mr.  O'KELLY  said,  he  had  listened 
with  regret  to  the  speech  they  had  just 
heard.  He  was  not  one  of  those  who 
could  be  charged  with  Obstruction,  and 
there  were  few  hon.  Members  who  had 
spoken  so  seldom  as  he  had  during  these 
discussions;  but  the  Government  had 
selected  one  of  the  worst  points  in  the 
Bill  for  taking  issue  with  Irish  Mem- 
bers. He  (Mr.  O'Kelly)  had  explained, 
the  other  night,  he  was  not  wholly 
opposed  to  emigration ;  but  he  wanted 
to  know,  in  regard  to  the  Government 
proposal,  what  did  they  mean  by  the 
reception  of  emigrants  ?  Irish  Members 
did  not  wish  their  countrymen  taken  to 
the  slums  of  American  cities 

The  chairman  :  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber is  at  liberty  to  discuss  the  Amend- 
ment as  soon  as  the  Motion  for  report- 
ing Progress  is  withdrawn.  At  present 
the  Question  is  that  I  report  Progress. 

Me.  O'KELLY  said,  Irish  Members 
were  charged  with  obstructing  the  mea- 
sure ;  but  he  could  claim  that  he  had 
not  spoken  frequently  or  obstructed  the 
progress  of  the  Bill.  He  was  one  of 
the  Irish  Members  who,  at  considerable 
risk  of  unpopularity,  asked  the  people 
of  Ireland  to  give  the  Bill  a  fair  hear- 
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ing;  he  was  not  afraid  to  do  that  in 
Ireland  any  more  than  he  was  afraid  to 
take  the  side  of  Ireland  in  the  House; 
however  small  the  minority.  The  charge 
of  Obstmction  applied  much  more  fairly 
to  the  Whig  Members  who  supported 
the  GK>yemment.  Irish  Members  were 
silent  during  t*he  early  discussions  on 
the  BiUy  and  only  now  interposed  when 
a  poiut  was  reached  that  would  be  fatal 
to  the  interest  of  the  Irish  people. 
They  knew  very  well,  whatever  the 
intentions  of  the  Government  might  be, 
the  people  into  whose  hands  the  ma- 
chinery for  the  working  of  this  clause 
would  fall  would  use  their  power  to 
clear  the  country  of  every  man  they 
could  tempt  out  of  the  country 

Sir  JOHN  LUBBOCK  rose  to  Order. 
Was  not  the  hon.  Member  (Mr.  O'Kelly) 
disregarding  the  ruliug  of  the  Chair  ? 

The  CHAIEMAN:  At  the  present 
moment  the  hon.  Member  is  beginning 
to  discuss  the  whole  clause,  which  he  is 
not  entitled  to  do  on  a  Motion  to  report 
Progress. 

Mb.    O'DONNELL  said,  he  merely 
rose  to  protest  against  the  attempt  of  the 
Government,  and  it  was  an  attempt  com- 
mon to  the  two  Front  Benches,  to  throw 
upon  Irish  Members  the  responsibility 
for  the  heat  that  had  been  introduced 
into  the  discussion.     It  was  introduced 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster  (Mr. 
John  Bright)  by  his  unfounded  charge 
against  hon.  Members — a  charge  which 
he  had  not  withdrawn  or  apologized  for. 
With  regard  to  the  special  declaration 
and  doctrine  of  the  right  hon  Gentleman 
who  spoke  from   the  Front  Opposition 
Bench  (Sir  R.  Assheton  Cross),  and  who 
was  chiefly  known  as  the  author  of  the 
great  London  Water  Supply  fiasco,  if 
that  right  hon.  Gentleman  spoke  of  the 
Irish  Party  as  an  insignificant  fraction, 
it  was  known  that  a  number  still  more 
insignificant    had    a    leading    part    in 
flogging  out  of  power  the  late  Cabinet, 
and  it  certainly  nad  not  declined  in  in- 
fluence since  then.     The  hon.  Member 
for  Ipswich  (Mr.  Jesse  Ceilings)  felt  it  in- 
cumbent upon  him  to  express  an  opinion 
that  Irish  Members  were  pushing  oppo- 
sition to  the  Depopulation  Clause  with 
unfairness ;  but,  with  all  respect  to  that 
hon.  Member,  it  lay  with  the  Irish  Ee- 
preeentatives  to  judge  of  the  degree  of 
opposition  that  should  be  offered  to  mea- 
sures that  they  considered  in  the  highest 


degree  detrimental  to  the  Irish  people. 
The  position  of  the  Government  was 
this — that,    while   affecting    to   believe 
that  the  Irish  Bepresentatives  were  de- 
laying the  consideration  of  the  Land 
Bill,  in  reality  the  Government  chose  to 
put  their  foot  down  in  advance  upon  a 
most  objectionable  part  of  the  Bill,  and 
were  themselves  the  obstructive  obstacle 
and  the  sole  cause  of  delay.     Irish  Mem- 
bers ought  to  be  listened  to  on  this  ques- 
tion of  emigration.     This  was  said  by 
the    Government    to    be  intended    for 
certain  counties  in  Ireland ;  and  was  it 
not  a  fact  that  the  Hepresentatives  of 
those  very  counties  led  the  van  in  this 
opposition  ?  It  was  from  Mayo,  Galway, 
Kerry,  and  Clare  that  the   opposition 
mainly  came.     He  was  sorry  to  under- 
stand that  it  was  the  intention   of  the 
Government  to  force  the  discussion  at  a 
time  when  it  was  impossible  that  the 
Amendment  could   be    discussed    with 
fairness  and  fullness ;  he  was  sorry  be- 
cause the  discussion  of  that  important 
clause  would  therefore  have  to  be  re- 
sumed   on    Report.      Unquestionably, 
there  was  a  necessary  Obstruction ;  for 
if  hon.  Members  were  to  be  controlled 
by  the  mere  mechanical  force  of  a  ma- 
jority, they  must  seek  other  Constitu- 
tional opportunities  of  making  them- 
selves heard.      The  clause    might    be 
passed  in  spite  of  the  Irish  Members ; 
but  if  carried  against  them  merely  by 
brute  force  the  clause  would  not    re- 
dound to  the  influence  or  credit  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government.   He  could  assure 
the  Government  and   the  Conservative 
Party,  whose  splendid  views  of  reform 
required  the  continued  removal  of  larger 
and  larger  bodies   of   the  able-bodied 
population  of  Ireland,  that  the   Irish 
Members  did  not  shrink  one  inch  from 
their   opposition ;    that    not  alone   the 
Irish  Members,  but  the  Irish  nation  in 
Ireland,  the  Irish  race  in  America  and 
all  over  the  world  had  put  their  foot 
down ;  and  he  could  assure  hon.  Mem- 
bers that,  so  far  as  his  knowledge  of  facts 
went,  he  expected  that  12  months  would 
not  pass  before  both   English  Parties 
would  be  whining  for  the  conciliation  of 
Ireland. 

Mr.  DAWSON  said,  what  did  the 
Prime  Minister  mean  by  referring  the 
Committee  to  the  concessions  he  had 
made  ?  At  whose  bidding  did  he  make 
them?  And  what  concessions  had  he 
made  to  Irish  Members?    He  wished 
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to  draw  the  attention  of  the  Committee 
to  this  fact.  During  the  first  stages 
of  the  Bill — the  Landlord  and  Tenant 
Clauses — he  (Mr.  Dawson)  did  not  speak ; 
but  he  came  over  especially  to  do  what 
he  was  doing  now — to  direct  attention 
to  what  he  believed  was  a  fatal  blot  in 
an  otherwise  great  measure,  a  blot  that 
neutralized  the  good  in  the  eyes  of  the 
people.  Keference  had  been  made  to 
the  Irish  Party  and  their  action,  and 
when  the  clause  came  to  be  voted  upon 
he  should  look  with  much  interest  to 
the  final  issue  and  the  action  of  Irish 
Members  who  now  were  absent ;  whe- 
ther they  would  vote  for  the  emigration 
of  the  people  from  the  already  depopu- 
lated country  at  the  discretion  of  the 
Government 

The  chairman  :  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber is  now  discussing  the  clause. 

Mr.  DAWSON  said,  he  was  referring 
to  the  accusations  of  the  Prime  Minister 
against  the  Irish  Party.  He  would  now 
only  say  that  he  should  watch  with 
Bome  anxiety  the  votes  that  Irish  Mem- 
bers would  give. 

Mr.  HEALY  said,  he  was  delighted 
with  that  episode;  it  seemed  so  much 
like  old  times,  and  it  would  really  do 
hon.  Members  good  to  sit  up  all  night. 
It  would  further  be  remembered  as  a 
brilliant  passage  in  their  Parliamentary 
career.  The  Government  had  complained 
that  Irish  Members  were  delaying  the 
Bill.  Well,  of  course,  every  word  ut- 
tered did  delay  the  Bill ;  but  it  was  an 
extraordinary  thing  that  only  now  was 
such  a  complaint  raised,  and  not  a  word 
was  said  when  the  noble  Ijord  the  Mem- 
ber for  Calne  (Lord  Edmond  Fitzmaurice) 
and  the  Front  Opposition  Bench  were 
discussing  the  1st  clause.  No  ;  that  was 
legitimate  Whig  and  Tory  opposition, 
and  the  Prime  Minister  justified  oppo- 
sition which  took  three  days  to  settle  a 
line.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said  it 
was  a  large  question  to  be  decided,  so 
the  Committee  was  kept  three  days  on 
one  line ;  it  was  a  tremendous  achieve- 
ment ;  but  now  that  the  Irish  Members 
were  on  the  second  day  of  a  clause  affect- 
ing their  own  kith  and  kin,  they  were 
told  they  were  committing  a  heinous 
offence.  If  he  had  to  go  back  by  way 
of  illustration,  he  would  remind  the 
Committee  that  if  the  first  Business  to 
occupy  the  House  had  been  the  Land 
Bill,  they  would  not  be  now  squabbling 
over  it  on  the  15th  July.    The  Coercion 
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Bill  occupied  two  months ;  but  between 
the  7th  of  March  and  the  7th  of  April 
there  was  a  month  of  delay  ;  why  could 
not  the  Land  Bill  have  been  taken  up 
then  ?  Had  that  been  done,  this  ques- 
tion would  not  now  be  fought  out  on 
July  15.  It  was  an  extraordinary  argu- 
ment  

The  chairman  :  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber seems  to  me  to  be  speaking  merely 
against  time. 

Mr.  HEALY  said,  he  begged  very 
seriously  to  correct  that  impression. 
ICries  of  **Name,  name!  "]  He  would 
stand  up  there  so  long  as  he  had  his 
rights  as  an  Irish  Hepresentative,  and, 
though  it  were  against  10,000  tongues, 
he  would  say  what  it  came  into  his  heart 
to  say.  He  was  not  wasting  time  more 
than  any  other  hon.  Member  speaking 
from  one  Front  Bench  or  the  other.  He 
did  not  blame  the  Chairman  for  calling 
him  to  Order,  as  he  could  not  help  being 
swayed  more  or  less  by  the  feelings  and 
passions  that  influenced  the  House 

The  CHAIEMAN  :  I  am  swayed  by 
no  other  feeling  than  a  desire  to  keep 
Order  in  the  Committee,  and  to  preserve 
its  dignity.  The  hon.  Member,  in  his 
remarks,  seems  to  me  to  be  simply  wast- 
ing the  time  of  the  Committee,  and  if  he 
continues  in  the  same  way  I  must  take 
other  measures. 

Mr.  HEALY  said,  he  was  sorry  his 
remark  had  been  misunderstood  as  an 
imputation  on  the  Chair.  It  was  not  so 
intended  ;  he  was  mentally  excusing  the 
Chairman  to  himself,  and  perhaps  he 
ought  not  to  have  said  it ;  but  it  did  not 
much  matter.  If  the  Prime  Minister  was 
speaking,  Order  was  secured  for  him;  but 
he  (Mr.  Healy)  was  as  much  entitled  to 
Order,  for  he  spoke  as  a  Representative 
of  the  people  quite  as  much  as  the  Prime 
Minister  or  any  other  hon.  Member,  and 
he  would  say  what  ho  got  up  to  say. 
The  Prime  Minister  endeavoured  to  throw 
on  Irish  Members  the  delay  of  the  Bill ; 
I  it  suited  his  purpose  to  do  so ;  and  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
South- West  Lancashire  (Sir.  R.  Assheton 
Cross)  tried  to  do  the  same  thing;  it 
suited  the  Tory  Party  to  do  so.  The 
Whigs  on  one  side  were  justified  by  the 
Prime  Minister,  and  the  Tories  were 
;  justified  by  their  champion.  It  was  for- 
tunate, however,  for  Irish  Members  that 
the  public  opinion  with  which  they  had 
to  deal  was  not  that  of  the  House  of 
Commons  or  of  England ;  they  had  their 
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pablio  opinion  at  home,  their  own  home 
and  their  own  country,  and  however 
mach  they  might  be  abused  in  that 
House,  however  much  themselves  and 
their  countrymen  might  be  maligned, 
they  would  continue  to  fight  out  this 
clause  to  the  bitt«r  end. 

Mb.  mac  IVEE  said,  the  Motion  to 
report  Progress  was  a  perfectly  reason- 
able one.  They  had  arrived  at  a  time 
of  night  when  no  real  good  could  come 
out  of  discussion,  and  a  further  reason 
offered  itself  in  the  fact  that  the  Govern- 
ment had  materially  altered  the  clause. 
Of  course,  he  did  not  mean  to  discuss 
that  now ;  but  he  was  sure  that  there 
were  not  a  dozen  Members  on  either 
side  who  apprehended  the  alteration 
fttUy.  Let  the  Committee  go  home  and 
reconsider  the  position.  Whatever  his 
(Mr.  Mac  Ivor's)  sympathies  with  hon. 
Members  from  Ireland  might  be,  ho  had 
no  sympathy  with  any  personal  attacks 
that  had  been  made  upon  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary for  Ireland.  He  knew  too  much 
about  him  for  that,  and  what  a  high- 
minded,  right-thinking  man  he  was. 
There  was  no  more  patriotic  statesman 
in  the  House. 

Mb.  LEAMY  said,  the  Committee 
would  see  that  the  clause  was  materially 
altered  by  the  Amendment  to  provide 
for  the  **  shipment,  transport,  and  recep- 
tion "  of  emigrants  in  Now  York ;  but 
all  he  wanted  now  to  know  was  what  was 
understood  by  **  reception  ?  "  The  Go- 
vernment intimated  that  the  emigrants 
should  not  only  be  provided  for  up  to 
the  moment  of  landing,  but  that  they 
should  be  placed  in  a  fair  way  of  getting 
their  living,  and  that  the  agricultural 
class  especially  should  have  holdings 
provided  for  them.  He  understood  that 
was  the  intention  of  the  Government ; 
and,  therefore,  when  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland  moved  these  words  in 
regard  to  the  reception  of  emigrants,  it 
was  natural  to  ask  what  meaning  was 
attached  to  ''reception."  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  instead  of  explaining,  merely 
moved  the  Amendment,  and  simply  for 
that  reason  the  Motion  to  report  Pro- 
gress was  made.  As  to  the  charge  of 
delaying  the  Bill,  he  would  say  for  him- 
self that  he  came  into  the  Committee 
with  no  intention  but,  so  far  as  he  could, 
to  endeavour  to  extend  the  Bill  in  the 
direction  the  people  would  like  to  see  it 
extended ;  but  for  at  least  eight  or  nine 
clauses  he  scarcely  spoke  at  all,  and  he 


believed  the  people  of  Ireland  were 
satisfied  that  the  Emigration  Clause 
would  be  dropped.  But  the  moment  it 
was  forced  on — he  did  not  conceal  his 
intention  to  fight  out  the  clause,  line  by 
line,  nor  did  he  conceal  from  himself 
the  fact  that  this  would  delay  the  Bill ; 
but  ho  did  not  hesitate  to  say  that  if,  by 
fighting  out  the  Emigration  Clause, 
which  ho  believed  a  fatal  blot  on  the 
Bill,  if  the  efi'ect  of  this  opposition  were 
to  defeat  the  Bill  altogether,  he  would 
not  be  afraid  to  go  back  and  face  his 
countrymen  and  say — **  Yes,  it  cost  you 
this  great  measure;  but,  so  long  as  I 
have  a  right  to  speak,  I  will  never  con- 
sent to  a  measure  which  really  means 
the  expatriation  of  those  people  for 
whose  benefit  we  want  the  Bill."  That 
was  the  simple  fact  and,  whatever  ob- 
ject the  Government  might  impute  to 
him,  he  was  actuated  by  the  desire  to 
defeat  the  clause. 

Mr.  MITCHELL  HENEY  said,  he 
felt  strongly  that  the  clause  might  be 
made  of  the  greatest  benefit  to  the 
people  of  the  West  of  Ireland,  and, 
therefore,  he  supported  it  with  as  honest 
and  as  earnest  a  wish  for  the  welfare  of 
the  people  as  any  who  opposed  it.  Under 
the  circumstances,  he  would  really  sug- 
gest that  the  discussion  might  now  come 
to  an  end,  that  the  Motion  might  be  with- 
drawn, and  that  the  Committee  should 
go  on  and  endeavour  to  dispose  of  the 
clause,  for  everybody  must  admit  that 
for  the  good  in  the  Bill,  it  was  well  to 
pass  it  as  soon  as  possible,  and  if  there 
was  anything  objectionable  let  it  be 
amended  afterwaras. 

Mr.  PARNELL  said,  he  had  quite 
looked  forward  to  finishing  the  Amend- 
ments that  night,  when  the  Motion  was 
made  which  gave  the  Prime  Minister  the 
opportunity  of  taking  the  responsibility 
for  the  delay  of  the  Bill  off  his  own  side, 
which  gave  the  Conservatives  the  oppor- 
tunity of  disowning  responsibility  on 
their  side,  and  which  placed  the  House 
of  Lords  in  the  delightful  position  of 
being  able  to  throw  out  the  Bill,  and 
say  it  was  not  the  fault  of  the  Conser- 
vative Party,  though  that  Party  un- 
aided, except  by  a  section  of  Whig 
Members,  had  held  the  Bill  through  all 
those  weeks.  But  he  had  expected  to 
get  through  these  Amendments  that 
night,  and  that  they  might  be  enabled 
to  state  their  objections  to  the  clause  at 
the  Morning  Sitting  to-morrow,  and  he 
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would  Buggest  that  that  course  should 
fitUl  be  followed,  that  they  should  go 
through  the  Amendments  as  was  origi- 
nally intended,  until  the  end  of  the 
clause  was  reached,  and  then,  on  the 
final  question,  the  Motion  to  report  Pro- 
gress might  be  renewed  in  order  that 
they  might  have  the  opportunity  of  stat- 
ing their  final  objections  to  the  clause 
to-morrow.  The  Amendments  upon  the 
clause  were  few  and  unimportant,  and  he 
did  not  think  that  there  was  any  prin- 
ciple to  be  served  by  dilatory  Motions, 
and  these  Amendments  might  be  dis- 
cussed and  disposed  of  in  a  short  time. 
The  hon.  Member  who  had  moved  to  re- 
port Progress  had  done  so  against  his 
(Mr.  Parnell's)  wishes  ;  and,  having 
made  his  protest,  for  which  there  was 
certainly  ample  justification,  he  would 
advise  his  hon.  Friend  to  withdraw  it. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Amendment  again  proposed, 

In  page  18,  line  24,  insert  "  and  for  securing 
the  satiraactory  shipment,  transport,  and  recep- 
tion of  the  emigrants." — {Mr.  William  Edward 
For  iter.) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mr.  HEALY  asked  what  was  the  ob- 
ject of  the  Amendment  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  F0E8TER  said,  the  ob- 
ject of  the  Amendment  was  to  secure 
that  the  emigrants  were  properly  pro- 
vided for,  and  that  the  arrangements 
made  for  them,  both  with  regard  to  their 
shipment,  transport,  and  reception,  when 
they  landed  at  their  destination,  were 
satisfactory.  He  did  not  believe  that  it 
would  be  possible  or  proper  to  interfere 
in  greater  detail  in  giving  instructions 
to  the  Commission  ;  but  it  would  be 
necessary  for  the  Commissioners  them- 
selves, of  course,  to  consider  all  the 
details: 

Mr.  O'SULLIVAN  remarked,  that 
the  Poor  Law  Guardians,  when  they 
sent  out  emigrants,  provided  them  with 
money. 

Mr.  LEAMY  thought  the  Govern- 
ment ought  to  make  provision  for  find- 
ing employment  for  these  people  when 
they  arrived  at  their  destination.  They 
might  easily  imagine  the  position  of 
a  man  from  the  wilds  of  Connemara 
landed  in  New  York,  who  had  never 
seen  a  big  city  before. 

Mr.  O'DONNELL  presumed  that  the 
emigrants  would  be  properly  lodged  and 
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taken  care  of  during  the  interval  before 
they  were  sent  out  to  their  destination  ? 
He  presumed  that  was  the  intention  of 
the  Gt)vemment  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER  :  I  did  not  say 
that.  I  said  that  transport  meant  taking 
care  of  them  to  the  place  they  were  to 
be  sent  to. 

Mr.  T.  D.  SULLIVAN  asked  if  there 
was  anything  in  the  world  to  compel 
the  Commission  to  take  that  view  of  the 
clause  ?  The  words  were  vague  and  du- 
bious in  their  meaning,  and  he  thought 
they  should  be  made  clear  in  the  clause 
itself. 

Mr.  JUSTIN  MCCARTHY  said,  the 
position  of  the  Government  really  ap- 
peared to  be  this —that  they  were  under- 
taking the  duties  of  emigration  agents. 
They  first  proposed  to  stimulate  emigra- 
tion ;  now  they  had  to  go  a  step  furUier 
and  become  emigration  agents.  He  did 
not  quite  understand  the  business  they 
were  about  to  embark  in,  and  he  was 
not  surprised  that  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
appeared  to  be  in  ignorance  as  to  the 
arrangements  that  were  to  be  made  on 
entering  into  this  new  trade.  It  was 
desirable,  however,  that  the  Committee 
should  know  how  the  Government  were 
going  to  carry  out  this  trade.  Did  the 
clause  mean  that  the  emigrants  were 
to  be  received  at  the  nearest  seaport 
they  went  to,  or  at  their  ultimate  desti- 
nation? Were  the  Government  going 
to  follow  them  up  all  the  way  to  Minne- 
sota, or  to  Manitoba,  or  even  to  Brazil  ? 
Were  they  intending  to  follow  them 
some  thousand  miles  away  ^m  the  port 
of  landinfi^;  and  if  they  were  going  to 
do  so,  had  they  any  idea  of  the  vast  and 
complicated  business  they  were  taking 
upon  their  own  shoulders  and  the  enor- 
mous amount  of  failure  they  must  meet 
with?  The  business  was  far  too  vast, 
too  complicated,  and  too  new  for  the 
Government  to  undertake. 

Mr.  a.  M.  SULLIVAN  deplored  all 
the  time  that  had  been  occupied  in  seek- 
ing an  explanation  of  the  Amendment. 
It  seemed,  on  the  face  of  it,  a  perfectly 
plain  and  useful  Amendment.  As  he 
understood  it,  it  was  to  secure  the  satis- 
factory shipment,  transport,  and  recep- 
tion of  the  emigrants.  The  Government 
were  determined  to  save  the  horrors  of 
the  middle  passage  to  these  poor  emi- 
grants ;  but  the  question  was,  not  what 
the  Government  meant  by  the  phrase, 
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but  how  it  would  biB  considered  and  detail  whether  a  man  should  starve,  or 

dealt  with  by  the    Commission.      He  whether  he  should  not.     Did  the  right 

would  suggest    that   they  should   add  hon.  Gentleman  object  to  the  term  ''one 

after  the  word  "reception"  the  words  year,"  and  would  he  prefer  the  words 

"  to  the  place  of  destination  of  the  emi-  *'  for  a  reasonable  period  ?" 
grants."     He  understood  from  the  Go-        Mr.  W.  E.  FOESTER  :  My  objection 

yemment  that  that  was  their  intention,  is  that  it  is  impossible  for  the  Committee 

Mb.  O'DONNELL  asked  what  would  to  frame  instructions  that  will  take  off 

be  done  provided  the  Government  took  from  the  Commission  its  responsibility 

a  body  of  emigrants  to  a  place  which  to  see  that  these  emigrants  are  properly 

turned  out  to  be  unsuitable  for  them  ?  provided  for.  Not  that  this  would  not  be 

Was    the  whole    responsibility   to    be  an  important  matter  for  the  Commission 

shifted  from  the  shoulders  of  the  Go-  to  look  into;  but  to  attempt  to  put  it 

yemment  and    placed  upon  the    emi-  into  the  Bill  is  to  require  us  to  do  work 

grants,  who  would  have  to   make   ar-  which  we  ought  not  to  undertake. 
rangements  for    themselves.      He    re-        Mh.   DAWSON  said,  the  only  fear 

minded  the  Committee  that  there  had  that  the  Irish  Members  had  was  that 

been  Welsh  Colonies,  Scotch  Colonies,  many  of  the  emigrants  would  be  worse 

and  various  other  Colonies  especially,  off  when  they  reached  their  destination 

under  what  appeared  to  be  the  most  than  they  were  now. 
promising  auspices.  The  Moravian  Com-        Mr.  PABNELL  said,  he  did  not  see 

munists  of  Bussia  had  been  successful  any  force  in  the  objection  of  the  Chief 

agriculturists.     Many  of  them,  rather  Secretary  for  Ireland.     It  was  not  more 

than  endure  the  Bussian  military  law,  a  detail  to  provide  that  these  men  should 

emigrated    in    large    numbers    to    the  be  supported  when  they  reached  their 

Brazils  and  other  Colonies,  and  when  destination  than  it  was  a  detail  to  pro- 

they  got  into  the   Brazils  those    who  vide  for    their    satisfactory    shipment, 

took  them  were  no  further  responsible,  transport,  and  reception.     All  of  these 

If  it  were  now  proposed  to  take  the  emi-  were  details,    and  if  it   were  not  un- 

grants  to  a  place  which  the  Government  reasonable  and  not  impossible  to  put 

thought  suitable,  but  which  afterwards  such  details  in  the  clause,  surely  it  was 

turned  out  to  be   entirely  unsuitable,  not  unreasonable  and  not  impossible  to 

were  these  poor  people,  who  might  be  require   that  the   emigrants  should  be 

3,000  miles  away  from  all  their  friends,  kept  from  starvation  for  a  reasonable 

to  be  left  to  shift  for  themselves  ?  There  period   after  they  landed.     He  should 

ouffht  to  be  some  precautions  against  a  certainly  take  a  division  on  the  Amend- 

failure  of  that  description.  ment. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to ;   words  .  ^»-  O'DONNELL  said,  this  emigra- 

inserted  accordingly.  ^^^  proposal  would  come  under  a  very 

•ir     ■DAT>xTT?TT  ji.      A  J    4.  *v  ditforcut  recommcudation  to  the  Irish 

Mr.  PABNELL  moved  to  add  at  the  ^^^^i^  if  i.v«„  „^„^  «.^i^  4.u«4. 4.1.^    ^ 

jrxi^A         J        i.rxi.1  A  people  II  tney  were  told  that  they  were 

end  of  the  Amendment,  after  tUe  word  ^  ^^  supported  for  a  reasonable  time,  if 

emigrants,'  the  words      also  for  their  .^  ^^^  necessary,  than  if  they  were  tild 

maintenance  for  one  year  after  their  ^^,^^  ^hat  proposal  had  been  deliberately 

landing,  in  case  it  should  be  necessary."  ^^-^^^^  ^^  ^^^  Majesty's  Government 

Amendment  proposed,  u  it  were  a  mere  detail  it  could  do  no 

At  the  end  of  the  foregoing  Amendment,  to  harm  to  put  it  into  the  Bill.     Certainly, 

uiiert  the  worda  "aUo  for  their  maintenance  ^  j^  ]^g^  1,^^^  pointed  out  by  the  hon. 

for  one  year  after  their  landing,  m  case  it  -.r      i.        />       .■i'^  /-,..         /.    /!    ,     ,-.r 

shoold  be  nece88ary."-(Jft-.  ParnJll.)  ^^^^^f    ?<""   *^®    ^^^^    "^    9*""K  (^'■• 

Question  proposed,  "That  those  words  S!*?f."^'a'*  ""^  °*'/T  a  detail  than 

be  there  inserted."  *^'^*  ^^?  Government  should  provide  for 

the  shipment,  transport,  and  reception 

Mb.  W.  E.  FOBSTEB  said,  the  Go-  of  the  emigrants.     D  there  was  to  be  a 

yemment  could  not  add  those  words  to  choice  of  details,  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 

the  Amendment.     If  they  did  so  they  nian  might  certainly  leave  out  the  word 

would  be   entering  into   details  which  ''shipment,'*  because  he  might  take  it 

were  undesirable.  that  the  Commission,  in   proposing  to 

Mr.   HEALY   said,   the   right   hon.  remove  emigrants  from  Connemara  to 

Gentleman  regarded  this  as  only  a  de-  Manitoba,  would  certainly  provide  the 

It  was,  however,  a  most  important  means  for  t€iking  them  over  the  water. 

[Ttomty-ievtmih  Night. A 
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Qaeadon  put. 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  17  ; 
Noea  159  ■.  Majority  142.— (Div.  List, 

No.  308.) 

Mb.  LEA.MT  moved,  in  page  18, 
line  26,  after  "  approre,"  to  insert — 

"  And  a  copy  of  every  such  affreement  shall 
be  laid  before  both  Rauaes  of  Parliameiit  within 
one  month  after  the  mftkiog  of  tho  same,  if 
Parliament  bo  then  sitting,  and,  if  not,  then 
within  one  mooth  after  the  next  meeting  of 
Parliament." 

He  said,  he  did  not  know  whether  the 
Qovernment  would  accept  the  Amend- 
ment; but  he  thought  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  would  see 
that  there  waa  aame  reason  in  it.  It 
was  only  reasonable  that  Parliament  and 
the  Treasury,  in  lending  money  to  tbe 
Land  Commieeion,  should  have  the  means 
of  deciding  whether  the  regulations  made 
by  the  Commiseioaers  were  reEisonable 
or  not,  because  it  would  otherwise  be 
very  difficult  to  bring  any  charge  against 
the  Commission.  They  had  been  told 
that  they  ought  to  make  the  Treasury 
responsible  for  such  transactions;  and 
that  being  so,  he  thought  he  waa  not 
unreasonable  in  asking  that  his  Amend- 
ment should  be  accepted  by  the  Oorem- 
ment. 

Mb.  W.  E.FOESTER  hoped  the  hon. 
Uember  would  not  press  the  Amend- 
ment, aa  there  was  another  propaaal 
later  on  that  would  probably  sufficiently 
accomplish  the  abject  it  desired  to  ob- 
tain. 

Ha.  LEAMT  aaid,  he  was  willing  to 
withdraw  the  Amendment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Thh  chairman   said,   the  next 

Amendment  was  that  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Westmeath  (Mr.  T.  D.  Sullivan), 
and  it  could  not  be  put,  because  it  re- 
ferred to  the  question  of  emigration  to 
British  Colonies,  which  had  been  already 
struck  out  of  the  Bill. 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  asked  if  it 
would  be  in  Order  to  substitute  another 
Amendment  ?  The  Governments  alluded 
to  in  the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Mi 
bor  for  Westmeath  bad  been  already 
excluded  from  the  Hill  by  a  previous 
Amendment ;  but  he  (Mr.  T.  P.  O'Coi 
nor)  wished  to  know  whether  it  would 
not  be  in  Order  for  him  or  his  hon. 
Friend  (Mr.  T.  D.  Sullivan)  to  move  an 
Mr.  O'Montull 
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Ameudmentoompelling  the  pablio  bodies 
or  Companies  which  were  now  the  only 
bodies  authorized  by  the  Bill  to  receive 
die  advances,  to  undertake  to  pay  for 
the  return  to  Ireland  of  the  emigrants 
who  found  themselves  unable  to  live  in 
reasonable  comfort  and  prosperity  f 

TheCHAIKMAN:  The  hon.  GenUe- 

an  cannot  move  it. 

Me.  T.  D.  SULLIVAN  said,  after 
irhat  had  fallen  from  the  Chairman,  he 
iTOuld  not  move  his  Amendment. 

TnE  CHAIBMAN  :    I  have  already 

Id  the  hon.  Gentleman  he  cannot 
move  it. 

Mr.  T.  D.  SULLIVAN  swd,  he  was 
not goingto  move  it. 

The  CHAIBMAN  :  Then  there  is  no 
C^uestion  before  the  Committee. 

Mr.  W.  E.  FOHSTEE  :  It  now  be- 
comes my  duty  to  state  what  it  is  that 
Her  Majeety'a  Government  think  ought 
to  be  the  limitation  to  the  total  amount 
to  be  advanced  for  emigratiott  purposes, 
and  also  to  the  amount  of  the  annual 
expenditure.  For  this  purpose  I  have 
to  propose  the  insertion  of  words  pro- 
viding  that  there  shall  not  be  expended 
by  virtue  of  the  authority  hereby  given 
a  greater  sum  than  £200,000  in  all,  nor 
a  greater  sum  than  one-third  port  thereof 
in  any  single  year. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  18,  line  29,  at  end  of  Clau«e,  to  add 
tlio  following  words;— "Pcorided  always  tha' 
there  shall  not  be  expended  by  virtae  of  the 
authority  hereby  given  a  greater  sum  than  two 
hundred  UiouBand  pounds  in  all,  nor  a  greater 
sum  than  one  third  part  thereof  in  any  single 
year."— (.Vr.  }FiUiam  Edward  FOrtttr.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  added." 

Mb.  FABNELL  said,  he  certainlymust 
object  to  this  proposal.  He  thought  that 
£200,000  was  not  a  very  enormous  sum 
to  spend  in  emigration ;  but  he  would 
rather  have  seen  the  sum  to  be  ad- 
vanced for  that  purpose  limited  to 
£100,000.  He  believed  that  an  expen- 
diture of  £100,000  would  be  amply  suf- 
ficient to  enable  tbe  Commissioners  to 
firovide  for  any  shortcomings  in  the  faci- 
ities  be  hoped  thia  Bill  would  be  found 
to  offer  to  hia  countrymen  before  it  left 
that  House,  for  the  purpose  of  enabling 
the  reclaim  able  and  improvable  lands  in 
Ireland  to  be  occupied  as  they  ought  to 
be.  He  would,  therefore,  ask  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  whether,  taking  all 
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the  other  things  into  consideration,  they 
did  not  think  £100,000  would  be  quite 
sufficient  in  view  of  the  fact  that  they 
might  probably  have  a  series  of  g^od 
harvests  for  the  next  few  years  to  come, 
to  provide  against  any  evil  results  from 
the  congested  state  of  the  population 
that  had  been  so  much  talked  about, 
and  the  possible  failure  of  the  crops  ? 

Mk.  W.  E.  FORSTER:  I  think  if 
the  hon.  Oentleman  the  Member  for  the 
City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Pamell)  had  ever 
sat  on  a  Board   having  to  administer 

Snblic  funds,  he  would  know  how  very 
ifficult  it  is  for  a  Minister,  who  repre- 
sents a  Public  Department,  to  get  leave 
from  the  Treasury  for  the  expenditure 
of  any  advance  of  public  money.  I  do 
not  think  he  need  fear  that  this  money 
will  be  expended,  unless  there  are  good 
grounds  for  it.  But  the  hon.  Gentleman 
has  alluded  to  a  sum  of  £100,000 ;  and 
I  must  remind  him  that,  as  far  as  the 
proposal  for  expenditure  in  any  single 
year  is  concerned,  this  proposition  is  de- 
cidedly lees  than  that,  as  the  maximum 
amount  to  be  advanced  is  £200,000, 
while  only  one-third  of  that  can  be  ad- 
vanced in  one  year. 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  said,  he  cal- 
culated that  each  emigrant  would  cost 
about  £10  ;  and,  at  this  estimate, 
£200,000  would  suffice  for  20,000  emi- 
grants. He  understood  there  was  to  be 
no  limitation  as  to  the  localities  ;  at  any 
rate,  there  was  none  in  the  Bill  at  pre- 
sent. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had, 
over  and  over  again,  declared  that  he 
wished  the  emigration  to  come  from 
particular  localities — that  was  to  say, 
from  those  districts  where  the  popula- 
tion was  congested.  That  being  so,  he 
thought  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  might 
endeavour  to  meet  the  Irish  Members 
on  that  point. 

Mb.  O'DONNELL  said,  he  sincerely 
hoped  there  would  be  no  limitation  as 
to  the  districts. 

Mb.  TOTTENHAM  said,  he  was  sorry 
the  amount  to  be  advanced  for  emigra- 
tion was  to  be  limited  to  the  paltry  sum 
of  £200,000,  which  he  regarded  as  totally 
inadequate  to  meet  the  needs  of  the 
country.  For  the  last  30  years  there 
had  been  an  average  of  87,000  persons 
emigrating  from  Ireland ;  and,  putting 
those  at  the  mere  cost  of  their  passage 
money  alone,  the  expenditure  from  pri- 
vate Bonrces  had  been  £870,000  a-year. 
What,  then,  was  the  use  of  a  paltry  sum 

VOL,  OOLXni.    [thibp  sbbies.] 


of  £200,000,  which  it  was  proposed  to 
epread  over  a  period  of  three  years? 
He  should  certainly  not  support  a  pro- 
posal which  he  regarded  as  a  deception 
of  Parliament. 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER :  With  regard 
to  what  has  fallen  from  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man (Mr.  Tottenham),  I  should  point 
out  that  we  are  now  about  to  try  a  ten- 
tative and  experimental  proposal,  and  I 
think  it  may  be  fairly  limited  as  we 
suggest.  If  the  experiment  turns  out 
to  be  a  real  success,  I  suppose  that  even 
hon.  Members  below  the  Gangway  on 
the  opposite  side  of  the  House  will  be 
inclined  to  say  there  need  be  no  difficulty 
in  extending  the  provision.  The  sum 
of  £200,000  will  afford  an  expenditure 
of  £60,000  odd  per  year  for  a  period  of 
three  years;  and  that  is  as  much  as, 
under  all  the  circumstances,  in  the 
opinion  of  Her  Majesty's  Government, 
ought  to  be  advanced. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to;  words 
addsd  accordingly. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Clause,  as  amended,  stand 
part  of  the  Bill." 

Mb.  PARNELL  said,  he  trusted  the 
Government  would  now  agree  to  report 
Progress,  so  as  to  enable  the  Irish  M!em- 
bers  to  state  their  objections  to  the 
clause,  as  it  stood  in  its  amended  shape, 
on  the  morrow. 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER :  I  must  re- 
mind the  hon.  Member  (Mr.  Pamell) 
that  during  the  past  three  days  there 
has  been  argument  after  argument 
on  this  clause,  and  that  if  there  has 
been  any  refraining  from  the  use  of 
argument,  it  has  not  been  on  the  part  of 
those  who  argue  against  the  clause,  but 
of  those  who  would  have  urged  argu- 
ments in  its  favour.  If  we  had  plenty 
of  time  at  our  disposal,  if  we  had  not  to 
send  this  important  measure  to  "  an- 
other place''  as  soon  as  possible,  and  if 
we  did  not  know  that  it  is  necessary  for 
the  sake  of  Ireland  that  it  should  be- 
come law  as  soon  as  possible,  we  might 
agree  to  the  suggestion  just  made ;  but 
it  is  of  the  most  serious  moment  that  we 
should  be  able  to  proceed  with  the  other 
clauses  of  the  Bill  to-morrow ;  and, 
therefore,  although  the  hour  is  late,  I 
must  really  implore  the  Committee  to 
allow  us  to  finish  this  clause  to-night. 
We  cannot  prevent  the  matter  being 

2  I  {^Twenty-nevenih  Night."\ 
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again  discussed  on  the  Beport,  if  tbat  is 
tnought  desirable ;  but,  under  all  the 
oircumstances,  considering  the  actual 
necessity  of  proceeding  with  the  mea- 
sure, I  am  sorry  I  cannot  accede  to  the 
request  of  the  hon.  Gentleman. 

Mr.  PAENELL  said,  it  had  been  re- 
peatedly stated  that  the  majority  of  the 
Irish  Members  were  in  favour  of  this 
clause  ;  and  he  did  not  think  it  would  be 
fair,  after  that  statement,  so  often  re- 
iterated, particularly  at  a  time  when 
many  hon.  Members  who  would  vote 
against  the  clause  were  not  present,  to 
press  the  clause  to  a  division,  independ- 
ently of  the  fact  that  the  Irish  Members 
had  had  no  opportunity  of  stating  their 
objections  to  ihe  principle  of  the  clause. 
Did  the  Committee  wish  it  to  be  under- 
stood that  it  did  not  wish  to  hear  any- 
thing against  the  clause ;  that  it  was  so 
well  satisfied  with  the  clause  as  it  stood, 
that  it  did  not  wish  to  hear  any  argu- 
ments that  hon.  Members  might  have  to 
urge  against  it.  That  was  a  position 
which  he  should  not  have  supposed  any 
deliberative  Assembly  could  possibly 
have  contemplated.  Many  hon.  Members 
had  had  very  little  opportunity  of  ex- 
pressing their  opinions  in  reference  to 
the  clause.  Undoubtedly,  his  oppor- 
tunity had  been  very  small.  He  had 
been  interrupted  by  the  Chairman,  and 
very  properly  interrupted,  when  he  was 
stating  his  objections  to  the  clause  the 
other  day,  and  he  was  then  obliged  to  be 
content  to  reserve  his  remarks  until  the 
proper  occasion.  It  would  be  very  hard, 
however,  to  expect  that  he  should  make 
his  remarks  at  that  hour,  and  that  a 
ffreat  many  of  his  hon.  Friends  who 
aesired  to  be  heard  on  the  subject  should 
do  the  same.  There  was  no  doubt  that 
the  Prime  Minister  was  labouring  under 
some  irritation  when  he  made  the  de- 
claration he  had  uttered  before  he  had 
retired  from  the  House,  and  he  (Mr. 
Parnell)  would  not  say  it  was  at  all 
unnatural  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
should  have  been  irritated  to  a  certain 
extent ;  but  the  Motion  which  had  then 
been  made  to  report  Progress  had  arisen 
out  of  a  misconception.  He  (Mr.  Parnell) 
submitted,  however,  that  it  was  quite 
right  that  Progress  should  now  be  re- 
ported. The  loss  of  a  day  or  two,  more 
or  less,  could  not  be  of  so  very  much  im- 
portance to  the  prospects  of  the  Bill; 
but,  of  course,  if  the  Irish  Members 
could  not  get  the  opportunity  now,  they 

Mr.  jr.  E.  Forit&r 


would  have  to  take  it  on  the  Report. 
They  desired,  however,  to  get  rid  of  the 
subject  once  for  all,  and  what  object 
there  was  to  be  gained  with  regard  to 
speed  by  resisting  the  Motion  for  re- 
porting Progress  now  he  failed  to  under- 
stand. Why,  he  asked,  should  they  get 
into  a  wrangle  that  could  really  serve 
no  purpose?  He  did  not  know  that 
there  was  any  point  of  honour  involved 
in  this  matter ;  if  he  could  see  other- 
wise, he  should  be  the  last  person  to  ask 
the  Government  to  retire  from  their 
position ;  but  it  was  clear  that  nothing  of 
the  sort  was  involved  on  the  present 
occasion.  In  his  opinion,  the  Ministry 
ought  to  concede  to  the  Irish  Members 
the  right  which  legitimately  belonged  to 
them,  and  it  should  be  remembered  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister had  said  he  was  disposed  to  se- 
riously regard  the  opinions  of  the  Irish 
Members.  The  only  way  in  which  they 
could  express  those  opinions  was,  in  the 
first  place,  by  arguments  on  the  clause ; 
and,  in  the  next,  by  taking  a  division  on 
the  question,  and  he  did  not  think  Her 
Majesty's  Government  were  reasonable 
inresistins;  the  suggestion  that  the  Chair- 
man should  report  Progress. 

Mr.  O'DONNELL  said,  with  regard 
to  what  had  been  urged  about  the  waste 
of  time  that  was  alleged  to  have  taken 
place,  he  could  not  but  regret  that  Her 
Majesty's  Government  had  not  three 
days  previously  intimated  to  the  Com- 
mittee what  was  to  be  the  limitation  of 
the  total  advance  for  emigration  pur- 
poses which  they  intended  to  propose. 
If  this  course  had  been  then  taken,  a 
good  deal  of  what  had  since  happened 
would  have  been  avoided,  and  a  very 
considerable  saving  of  time  would  have 
been  assured.  The  fact  was  that  the 
Emigration  Clause  at  the  present  moment 
was  one  thing,  and  the  Emigration  Clause 
of  only  an  hour  before  was  another  and 
a  very  different  thing. 

Mr.  T.  C.  THOMPSON  expressed  a 
hope  that  the  Government  would  allow 
the  Chairman  to  report  Progress.  What, 
he  asked,  had  been  the  lines  on  which 
the  clause  had  been  hitherto  discussed  ? 
It  had  simply  been,  how  could  the  clause 
be  best  amended  in  order  that  it  might 
be  passed?  They  had  now  disposed  of 
the  Amendments  to  the  clause,  and  had 
come  to  the  question  whether  the  clause 
should  pass  at  all,  which  stood  on  a 
totally  different  line  from  that  on  which 
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the  Amendments  had  been  considered. 
The  danse  was  one  of  considerable  im- 
portance, and  he  thought  it  was  one  that 
would  be  peculiarly  injurious  to  the 
Irish  people,  inasmuch  as  it  would  give 
the  landlords  another  opportunity  of  op- 
pressing the  tenantry.  There  were  many 
non.  Members  opposite  whose  opinions 
were  entitled  to  be  considered  oy  the 
Committee,  who  ought  to  hear  what  they 
had  to  say ;  and  those  hon.  Gentlemen 
appeared  to  think  that  this  Emigration 
OLiuse  would  be  more  injurious  to  the 
Irish  people  than  any  other  clause  in  the 
Bill.  Therefore,  he  (Mr.  Thompson) 
thought  it  very  unfair  to  ask  the  Oom- 
nuttee,  at  20  minutes  past  2  o'clock  in  the 
morning,  to  enter  into  a  debate  on  the 

Srinciple  of  the  clause.  There  had,  un- 
oubtedl^,  been  a  considerable  waste  of 
time  during  the  evening,  and  in  referring 
to  that  waste  of  time  he  was  not  about  to 
pass  a  censure  on  the  Committee ;  but  he 
might  say  that  a  considerable  portion  of 
the  waste  of  time  had  not  arisen  out  of 
anything  attributable  to  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers, but  in  consequence  of  the  necessity 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Prime 
Minister  taking  refreshment,  which,  of 
course,  everyone  would  consider  his  due. 
The  Committee  had  been  obliged  to  waste 
a  good  deal  of  time  over  one  proposal, 
which  had,  unfortunately,  produced  a 
g^ood  deal  of  irritation,  and  what  possibly 
might  be  called  an  exhibition  of  great 
eloquence  and  argument,  characterized 
by  the  tesquipedalia  verba  of  the  Prime 
Minister,  and  by  much  "sound  and 
f^iry,  signifying  nothing."  He  thought 
that  a  good  portion  of  the  time  had  been 
taken  up  by  causes  over  which,  perhaps, 
neither  Farty  had  any  possible  control, 
and  he  hoped  the  Government  would  af- 
ford to  those  moderate  Members  who  had 
oonsidered  the  question,  and  who  wished 
to  discuss  it  not  only  as  regarded  the 
Irish  people,  but  also  from  the  point  of 
yiew  of  the  English  nation,  a  full  oppor- 
tunity, without  casting  in  their  teeth  the 
reproach  that  they  wished  to  prolong 
the  debate.  It  was  unfair  to  those  hon. 
Members  to  persist  in  going  on  at  that 
hour  in  the  morning  and  ;  he  trusted  that 
the  (Government,  though  they  might  be 
desirous  of  saving  a  little  time,  would 
think  it  right  to  give  way  on  this  occa- 
sion, and  let  it  be  considered  that  they 
had  made  a  concession  in  the  interests 
of  one  of  the  most  important  parts  of 
Her  Majesty's  Dominions. 


Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOUET :  Idoubt 
whether  the  majority  of  this  Committee 
will  go  with  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Durham  (Mr.  T.  C.  Thompson), 
first  of  all,  in  his  denunciation  of  the 
Prime  Minister  for  going  to  dinner,  and, 
secondly,  for  his  senquipedalia  verba 

Mil.  T.  C.  THOMPSON :  I  am  sure, 


Sir- 

SiR  WILLIAM  HARCOUET :  I  say, 
first  of  all,  in  his  denunciation  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  for  going  to  dinner, 
and  then  appealing  to  this  Committee, 
with  that  command  of  language  which 
the  hon.  Member  possesses 

Mr.  T.  C.  THOMPSON :  I  am  sure  I 
never  indulged  in  any  such  denuncia- 
tion  

Sir  WILLIAM  HAECOUET  :  I  will 
not  yield  to  the  hon.  Member 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOE  rose  to  a  point 
of  Order.  He  wished  to  know  whether 
it  was  the  Chairman's  function,  or  that 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Sir  William 
Harcourt),  to  declare  to  another  hon. 
Member  whether  he  had  a  right  to  rise 
on  a  point  of  Order  ? 

Sir  WILLIAM  HAECOUET:  If 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  Borough  of 
Galway  (Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor)  knew  the 
Eules  of  this  House,  he  would  be  aware 
that  an  hon.  Member  is  not  bound  to 
yield  to  another  hon.  Member  unless  he 
chooses  to  do  so  ;  that  is  a  Eule  of  de- 
bate, and  I  say  that  the  majority  of  the 
Committee  will  not  agree  with  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  City  of  Durham  in  his 
denunciation  of  the  sesquipedalia  verba 
of  the  Prime  Minister.  I  voDture  to  say 
that  the  appeal  made  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Prime  Minister  to  this 
Committee  with  a  view  of  getting  the 
Business  of  the  country  done  is  one 
which  will  commend  itself  to  the  ma- 
jority of  this  House,  and  I  will  also  say 
that  the  unbecoming  language  the  hon. 
Gentleman  has  used  towards  the  Prime 
Minister  to-night  will  bo  condemned 
throughout  this  country  to-morrow.  With 
reference  to  what  hon.  Members  opposite 
say,  I  can  only  state  that  if  they  desired 
to  have  a  full  debate  on  the  clause  at  a 
more  convenient  time,  they  miffht  have 
had  it  any  time  these  last  throe  days,  be- 
cause it  is  the  course  they  have  taken 
in  moving  to  report  Progress  over  and 
over  again  upon  the  clause  that  has 
brought  us  and  them  into  the  situation 
of  which  they  complain.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Prime  Minister  has  ap- 
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pealed  to  the  House  of  Commons  to- 
night to  show  that  it  intends  to  go  on 
with  the  Billy  and  to  finish  the  particular 
Business  before  us  with  regard  to  this 
clause  of  the  measure  for  the.  reform  of 
the  Land  Laws  of  Ireland  by  passing 
that  clause  this  night ;  and  I  feel  confi- 
de nt  that  the  great  majority  of   this 
Committee  will  support  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter in  the  declaration  he  has  made.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  the  City 
of  Cork  (Mr.  Pamell)  says  he  wants  to 
show  where  the  m  aj  ority  of  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers  are  on  this  question.    I  assume  that 
if  he  had  a  majority  of  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers  with  him    on  this    subject    they 
would  have  been  here  to-night.     There 
was  a  statement  made  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Dungarvan  (Mr.  O'Donnell)  in 
the  course  of  this  debate  that  struck  me 
very  much.     He  said — **Who  are  our 
leaders  on  this  question  of  emigration  ? 
What  are  the  counties  to  which  the  clause 
is  to  be  applied?''  and  he  named  the 
counties  of  Mayo,  Galway,  and  Kerry. 
I  have  looked  back  on  the  divisions  that 
have  taken  place  to-night  and   during 
the  last  three  days,  and  I  find  conspicu- 
ously absent  the  hon.  Members  for  the 
counties  of  Galway,  Mayo,  and  Kerry 
from  the  ranks  of  those  who  claim  them 
as  their  leaders.     Therefore,  I  meet  the 
hon.  Member  who  made  that  statement 
by  a  direct  contradiction.     The  town  of 
Galwav,  which  I  observe  does  not  claim 
a  very  large  number  of  voters,  is  not 
entitled  to  be  heard  on  the  subject  of 
the  emigration  of  the  tenants  of   the 
county  of  Gal  way.     Where,  I  ask,  are 
the  Members  for  Galway,  and  Mayo,  and 
Kerry  ?  Are  they  the  followers  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  ?    Not  a 
bit  of  it.      I  do  not  think  that  one  of 
them  has  been  in  any  one  of  the  divi- 
sions to-night ;  and,  therefore,  I  think 
we  are  entitled  now  to  ask  the  Commit- 
tee to  come  to  a  decision  on  this  ques- 
tion.    We  know  and  can  measure  ex- 
actly the  character  of  the  opposition  that 
has  been  offered  to  this  clause,  and  that 
if  it  should  be  allowed  to  go  over  to 
another  day,  we  shall  have  the  same 
story  and  the  same  excitement  it  may  be 
for  three  days  more   of   no  progress. 
["  No,  no ! "]     It  is  all  very  well  for 
ton.  Members  to  say  "No,  no!*'  but 
we  have  had  experience  to  go  upon,  and 
this  Committee  has  now,  I  firmly  be- 
lieve, on  the  invitation  of  the   Prime 
Minister,  made  up  its  mind  as  to  the  j 

JSir  William  Harantri 


course  it  will  take,  and  I  hope  it  will 
continue  sitting  until  it  has  come  to  a 
final  decision  on  the  clause. 

Mr.  JUSTIN  M'CAETHY  said,  he 
did  not  think  the  debate  would  gain  much 
by  what  had  j  ust  been  said ;  and  if  he  were 
appealed  to  on  the  question  of  the  indi- 
vidual to  whose  eloquence  the  phrase 
sMquipedalia  verha  was  most  applicable, 
he  should  say  it  was  not  the  Prime 
Minister,  but  his  right  hon.  Colleague 
who  had  just  spoken.  He  thought  they 
might  now  discuss  this  question  in  a 
calmer  spirit  than  had  hitherto  pre- 
vailed. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 
partment had  endeavoured  to  repeat  the 
effect  that  had  been  produced  on  the 
House  by  one  who  was  a  greater  master 
than  himself.  The  grand  dramatic  scene 
of  that  evening  had  been  conjured  up  by 
an  artist  who  was  capable  of  producing 
a  sensation  that  could  not  be  achieved 
by  one  who  tried  it  at  second  hand. 
The  question  was  whether  this  clause 
was  to  be  discussed  or  not.  Amend- 
ments upon  it  had  been  discussed  ;  but 
hon.  Members  had  not  been  allowed  to 
touch  on  the  merits  of  the  clause  at  all. 
If  a  division  were  taken,  many  hon. 
Members  who  had  taken  no  part  in  the 
discussion  would  be  found  voting  against 
the  clause ;  but  it  was  impossible  to 
take  a  division  at  that  time,  when  many 
hon.  Members  had  gone  home — under 
the  impression  that  the  clause,  as  a 
whole,  and  the  division  would  be  taken 
to-morrow.  If  the  Government  brought 
their  majority  to  bear,  it  would  be  idle 
for  the  Irish  Members  to  oppose  them  ; 
but  the  opinion  of  the  Irish  Members 
could  not  be  expressed  in  debate  if  the 
clause  were  now  forced  on  the  Commit- 
tee. 

Mr.  MITCHELL  HENRY  said,  he 
very  much  regretted  what  had  taken 
place  during  the  last  few  days,  and 
wished  to  make  a  suggestion  to  the  Irish 
Members  and  to  the  Committee  gene- 
rally. If,  before  this  clause  was  taken, 
the  Government  had  proposed  to  spend 
during  the  next  12  months  a  certain 
amount  of  money  for  emigration,  that 
would  have  been  received  with  approval, 
for  there  was  no  Irish  Member  who  did 
not  know  that,  in  the  present  condition 
of  Ireland,  such  an  expenditure  would 
be  a  blessing  to  the  country.  He  be- 
lieved a  great  deal  of  the  discussion  had 
proceeded  from  the  idea  that  a  g^at 
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scheme  was  brewing  for  the  deportation 
of  the  Irish  people  ;  but  under  the  cir- 
camstances,  and  after  the  discussion  that 
had  taken  place,  he  thought  the  sensible 
and  practical  plan  woula  be  to  go  on 
with  the  discussion  of  the  Bill  upon  the 
other  clauses;  and  then  to  take  the 
diyision  and  say  whatever  else  might 
be  necessary  on  the  Heport. 

Mb.  SHAW  said,  he  would  suggest 
that  hon.  Members  should  let  the  clause 
pass  without  a  division,  for  he  thought 
a  division  would  be  misleading.  They 
should  consider  whether  they  could 
afford  to  spend  another  day  on  this 
clause,  in  view  of  the  condition  of  Ire- 
land. They  had  still  to  consider  the 
constitution  of  the  Court,  the  questions 
of  leases,  labourers,  and  arrears,  all  of 
which  required  a  g^d  deal  of  considera- 
tion; and  now,  on  the  14th  of  July,  could 
they  spend  another  day  on  this  clause  ? 
On  Report,  they  could  very  easily  discuss 
this  question,  if  they  got  through  the 
other  clauses  of  the  Bill  in  time  ;  but  if 
not,  he  ventured  to  say  this  clause  was 
the  least  pressing  and  the  least  important 
clause  upon  which  to  imperil  the  Bill. 

Major  NOLAN  said,  he  should  vote 
for  Progress,  because  he  thought  this 
was  a  very  big  subject,  which  ought  to 
be  discussed  during  the  day.  He  had 
refrained  on  several  occaeions  from  voting 
for  similar  Motions,  because  he  did  not 
wish  to  delay  the  Bill ;  but  with  regard 
to  emigration,  the  Committee  must  have 
regard  to  the  sentiment  and  feeling  of 
the  people.  With  them  sentiment  was 
very  strong,  and  he  did  not  think  it  would 
do  any  g^d  to  Irish  Members  or  to 
the  Government  to  facilitate,  in  any  way, 
a  decrease  in  the  population. 

Mb.  a.  M.  SULLIVAN  said,  that  so 
far  the  Irish  Members  had  not  been 
able  to  discuss  the  real  policy  of  the 
clause,  owing  to  the  ruling  of  the 
Chair;  but  now  he  wished  to  ask  the 
Government  whether  they  intended  to 
call  upon  him  and  other  hon.  Members 
to  discuss  the  clause  at  3  o'clock  in 
the  morning?  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department  had  told  them  they 
might  have  done  that  hours  ago ;  but 
what  answer  was  that  to  him  ?  He  had 
moved  no  Amendment  and  had  taken 
part  in  no  dilatory  Motions  that  even- 
ing ;  but  why  was  that  to  force  him  to 
enter  at  that  hour  upon  the  discussion 
of  a  matter  of  such  importance  to  him 


I  and  more  serious  to  his  constituent!? 
Hero  was  a  clause  which  could  stand 
upon  its  own  bottom,  and  which  did  not 
in  any  way  affect  the  welfare  of  the  Bill, 
It  was  outside  the  legitimate  scope  of 
the  Bill ;  but  although  it  might  form  an 
excellent  additional  or  supplementary 
Bill,  which  the  Gt)vernment  would  do 
well  to  introduce  if  they  had  time,  the 
failure  or  success  of  this  clause  had 
nothing  to  do  with  land  tenure  in  Ire- 
land. Here  was  a  great  measure  for 
settling  land  tenure  in  Ireland,  and  yet 
the  Government  were  going  to  imperil 
it  for  the  sake  of  this  Emigration  Clause. 
Was  there  ever  anything  so  prepos- 
terous? Was  this  clause  necessary  to 
the  settlement  of  land  tenure  in  Ireland  ? 
Certainly  not.  Emigration  might  or 
might  not  be  a  useful  thing;  but  the 
Committee  were  put  in  a  position  in 
which  a  proposal,  most  odious  to  the 
Irish  people,  was  being  forced  upon 
them  at  that  hour  without  any  oppor- 
tunity of  debating  it.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  (Mr.  John  Bright)  had  said 
the  Irish  Members  dared  not  vote  against 
the  clause ;  but  what  was  the  fact  ?  Not 
only  had  the  Irish  Members  led  the  way 
in  protesting  a^inst  it,  but  not  a  public 
body  in  Ireland  representing  anything 
like  public  opinion,  whether  a  Home 
Kule  or  a  non-Home  Bule  body,  nor  a 
single  public  man  in  Ireland  had  spoken 
in  fovour  of  the  proposal.  On  the  con- 
trary, they  had  raised  their  voices 
against  it ;  and  yet,  in  the  face  of  that, 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  of  Lancas- 
ter said  the  Irish  Members  dared  not 
vote  against  it !  He  (Mr.  A.  M.  Sulli- 
van), friend  as  he  was  of  the  Bill,  dared 
do  anything  against  the  clause  that  a 
Member  of  the  House  might  legitimately 
and  reasonably  do.  But  the  Govern- 
ment had  friends.  Ought  they  not  to 
have  been  taught  a  lesson  by  the  joyous 
enthusiasm  with  which  the  late  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Department 
(Sir  E.  Assheton  Cross)  rose  to  pat  them 
on  the  back  and  cheer  them  on  ?  When 
they  were  unanimous,  it  was  wonderful 
how  unanimous  those  two  Front  Benches 
could  be.  He  (Mr.  A.  M.  Sullivan) 
recognized  the  good  and  kindly  inten- 
tions of  the  Government  in  the  Bill,  and 
if  any  harm  came  to  the  country  through 
this  clause,  as  he  thought  would  be  me 
case,  it  would  not  be  through  any  in- 
tention on  the  part  of  the  Premier ;  but 
the  Government  ought  to  look  well  to 
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see  who  befriended  and  who  protested 
against  the  Bill.  Who  befriended  it? 
The  men  who  thought  Ireland  wanted 
another  2,000,000  of  her  people  swept 
away  ?  He  did  not  wish  to  say  of  any 
man  in  that  House  that  he  was  want- 
ing in  kindly  feeling ;  but  some  hon. 
Members  were  wedded  to  the  dread- 
ful thought  that  the  famine  in  Ire- 
land was  a  God-send  to  the  country. 
In  the  debates  on  the  Encumbered  Es- 
tates Bill  would  be  found  the  utter- 
ances of  public  men  who  described  the 
destruction  of  2,000,000  of  people  by 
plague  and  hunger  and  pestilence  as  a 
Heaven-sent  blessing,  which  gave  such 
a  noble  opportunity  for  re-populating 
Ireland  with  the  Anglo-Saxon  race. 
Those  were  the  memories  that  were 
going  through  Ireland  now.  They  did 
not  stop  at  the  good  records  of  this  Go- 
vernment since  it  came  into  Office ;  the 
people  looked  at  the  Bill  as  a  whole,  and 
they  observed  that  the  Government  had 
steadily  refused  to  permit  the  sub-divi- 
sion of  the  1,000-acre  farms,  and  had 
resisted  every  effort  of  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers to  open  up  the  vast  areas  of 
fertile  land.  With  these  things  in 
their  hearts,  the  people  of  Ireland  were 
not  to  be  blamed  if  they  were  ap- 
prehensive of  the  possible  working  of  a 
gigantic  scheme  of  State-aided  emigra- 
tion. He  admitted  that  that  arose  more 
from  their  bitter  memories  of  the  past 
than  from  anything  they  could  lay  to  the 
charge  of  the  man  who  would  probably 
for  some  years  have  the  direction  of  the 
scheme ;  but  he  asked  the  Government, 
in  view  of  all  this,  whether  they  would 
now  take  the  responsibility  of  forcing 
on  a  discussion  and  a  division  upon  this 
clause  at  such  an  hour  in  the  morning  ? 
If  his  hon.  Friends  would  take  his  ad- 
vice, they  would  take  a  division  on  Pro- 
gress ;  and  he  would  appeal  to  the  right 
Hon.  Baronet  (Sir  Stafford  Northcote)  to 
bear  him  out,  that  when,  on  an  almost 
similar  occasion,  he  had  said — "I  trust 
to  the  honour  of  the  Irish  Bepresenta- 
tives,"  their  pledge  was  honourably 
fulfilled  on  the  morrow.  He  would  ask 
his  hon.  Friends  to  give  a  pledge  that 
to-morrow  no  dilatory  tactics  would  be 
undertaken,  adopted,  pursued,  or  en- 
couraged, if  the  Government  would  allow 
them,  at  2  o'clock,  to  begin  the  discus- 
sion upon  this  clause.  He  was  nobody's 
ambassador  in  this  matter ;  but  he  be- 
lieved he  had  a  little  of  the  confidence 

Mr.  A.  M,  Sullivan 


of  his  hon.  Friends,  and  that  if  he 
gave  that  undertaking  for  them  they 
would  do  their  best  to  discuss  the  clause 
to-morrow  in  a  bond  fide  spirit. 

Sir  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE  said, 
he  hoped  after  the  eloquent  speech  they 
had  just  had  from  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  (Mr.  A.  M.  Sullivan)  he 
might  be  allowed  to  offer  a  little  piece 
of  advice,  which  he  gave  with  perfect 
sincerity.  He  quite  understood  the 
position  of  those  who  wished  to  discuss 
the  clause  as  a  whole ;  but  the  Com- 
mittee had  been  occupied  for  three  days 
in  the  discussion  of  the  clause,  not  as  a 
whole,  but  upon  Amendments,  varied 
with  a  considerable  number  of  Motions 
for  reporting  Progress,  during  which  the 
discussion  of  the  clause  was  more  or  less 

Eossible.  Undoubtedly,  this  had  not 
een  a  mere  barren  discussion ;  because, 
in  the  course  of  it,  the  clause  had  been 
most  materially  modified,  and  the  last 
Amendment  was  really  of  such  magni- 
tude as  to  reduce  the  clause  to  very 
'moderate  dimensions  indeed.  When 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  spoke 
of  a  gigantic  scheme  of  emigration,  he 
went  rather  beyond  the  description  most 
people  would  give  of  the  clause.  As  it 
stood,  it  was  more  fairly  described  by 
the  Minister  who  spoke  of  it  as  a  mere 
tentative  proposal,  made  for  the  purpose 
of  endeavouring,  by  a  proper  system  of 
management  of  emigration,  to  deprive  it 
of  those  dangerous  consequences  to  which 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  so  elo- 
quently referred.  An  attempt  had  been 
made  to  provide  for  a  certain  number 
of  poor  people,  and  to  provide  not  only 
for  their  transport  across  the  ocean,  but 
also  for  their  reception  and  proper  loca- 
tion in  the  country  to  which  they  went. 
That  being  so,  the  whole  subject,  no 
doubt,  might  be  discussed  more  fully 
than  it  had  been,  and  he  did  not  much 
wonder  that  there  should  be  a  desire 
still  further  to  discuss  it ;  but  it  must 
be  borne  in  mind  that  the  main  reason 
why  it  could  not  be  done  now  was  that 
a  great  deal  of  time  had  been  taken  up 
in  the  preliminary  discussion  of  various 
Amendments.  If  the  discussion  had 
been  confined  carefully  to  the  subjects 
of  those,  the  Committee,  probably  be- 
fore this  time,  would  have  had  a  better 
opportunity  of  a  full  discussion  of  the 
whole  subject.  He  did  not  say  that  in 
any  way  as  casting  a  reproach  on  those 
taking  part  in  these  diaoussions ;   but 
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he  made  use  of  the  argument  for  what 
it  was  worth.  There  were  a  large  num- 
her  of  important  matters  to  be  settled — 
there  was  the  constitution  of  the  Court, 
there  was  the  question  of  arrears,  and 
there  were  other  matters  which  he  need 
not  recapitulate,  that  would  require  fur- 
ther consideration.  But  what  would  hap- 
pen if  the  Committee  went  on  spending 
more  time  on  this  clause  ?  Every  day 
was  very  precious,  and  when  they 
reached  these  important  matters  they 
would  be  told  there  was  no  time  for 
these  important  questions ;  therefore, 
with  the  desire  to  devote  time  to  this 
Emigration  Clause,  which  had  really 
been  reduced  to  a  very  small  question, 
they  would  diminish  the  time  that 
ought  to  be  employed  in  the  careful 
discussion  of  other  matters.  Now, 
let  the  Committee  consider  whether  it 
would  not  do  wisely  to  take  warning 
-&om  the  position  in  which  it  found 
itself,  and  avoid  those  dangers  for 
the  future.  There  had  been  a  good 
deal  of  talk  about  the  importance  of  a 
division  to  test  the  sentiments  of  Irish 
Members,  and  they  had  been  told  tliat  a 
division  now  would  not  afford  fair  evi- 
dence of  the  balance  of  opinion.  Well, 
he  did  not  know  what  was  to  be 
gathered  from  a  division ;  there  had 
been  a  good  deal  of  expression  of  ox)i- 
nion  from  Irish  Members  in  different 
senses ;  but  if  it  were  true  that  it  would 
not  be  convenient  to  take  a  division,  why 
take  it — why  not,  to  avoid  a  wrong  im- 
pression,  allow  the  clause  to  be  taken 
without  a  division,  and  reserve  a 
general  challenge  to  another  stage  of 
the  Bill — the  Report  ?  It  seemed  to  him 
a  wiser  course  and  more  in  tlio  interest 
of  all  parties.  He  did  not  say  it  was 
necessary  to  discuss  it  on  Eeport ;  but  it 
would  be  wiser,  he  thought,  to  pass  the 
clause  now,  and  proceed  at  subsequent 
Sittings  to  make  progress  with  those 
parts  of  the  Bill  that  really  required 
consideration. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  said,  he 
felt  he  could  address  the  Committee 
without  any  real  anxiety  as  to  a  possible 
imputation  of  Obstruction,  for  though 
he  represented  a  constituency  particu- 
larly interested  in  any  Bill  relating  to 
the  tenure  of  land,  it  being  entirely 
agricultural,  he  had,  up  to  that  present 
moment,  taken  no  part  whatever  in  the 
diaciudon  of  the  Bill  before  the  Com- 
mittee.   He  did  not  rise  on  the  second 


reading,  or  put  his  name  down  for  a 
single  Amendment;  but  as  to  this  clause, 
he  was  convinced  from  the  first  that  it 
would  be  necessary  to  place  his  opinion 
before  the  Committee,  and  he  was  pre- 
pared to  show  what  he  believed  to  be 
reasonable  cause  why  the  clause  should 
not  be  included  in  the  Bill.  It  would 
not  be  difficult  to  show  it  was  bad  in 
principle,  bad  in  policy,  and  that  the 
money  proposed  to  be  spent  under  it 
could  be  much  better  employed.  The 
result  that  was  anticipated  to  ensue  from 
the  carrying  out  of  this  scheme  of  State 
emigration  would  not  at  all  correspond 
with  the  intentions  of  the  framers  of  the 
Bill.  But  on  a  Motion  to  report  Pro- 
gress, of  course,  he  would  not  be  in 
Order  in  entering  on  an  argument  of 
this  kind. 

The  CHAIRMAN :  The  Question  be- 
fore the  Committee  is  not  that  I  report 
Progress,  but  that  the  clause,  as  amended, 
stand  part  of  the  Bill. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  said,  he 
understood  it  was  a  Motion  to  report 
Progress.  But  that  being  so,  and  it 
being  now  past  3,  and  the  House  having 
to  meet  again  at  2  o'clock,  it  did  seem 
to  him  that  it  was  scarcely  an  hour  when 
it  was  fair  to  Irish  Members,  who,  like 
himself,  had  not  delayed  the  Bill  by  one 
minute,  to  expect  them  to  deliver  their 
views  on  the  clause.  Under  the  cir- 
cumstances, and  considering  that  the 
suggestion  thrown  out  was  a  very  reason- 
able one — namely,  that  if  the  Govern- 
ment would  consent  to  report  Progress 
now,  and  devote  the  Morning  Sitting, 
not  the  whole  day,  to  the  discussion  of 
the  clause  on  its  merits,  they — the  Irish 
Members — would  be  prepared,  so  far  as 
they  could,  to  give  a  bond  fide  under- 
taking that  the  discussion  should  not  go 
beyond  the  Morning  Sitting.  This  being 
a  reasonable  proposal,  he  begged  to 
move — [Mr.  Pahnkll  :  No,  no!  do  not 
do  that.] — Well,  he  found  that  his  hon. 
Friends  did  not  desire  that  he  should  do 
so,  and  as  it  was  perfectly  useless  to 
attempt  to  proceed  now  with  a  full  dis- 
cussion of  the  merits  of  the  clause, 
though  he  was  prepared  to  do  so  earlier 
in  the  Sitting,  he  would  confine  his  re- 
marks to  saying  that  he  was  perfectly 
convinced  that  the  clause,  with  the  limi- 
tations that  had  lately  been  put  in  it — 
namely,  that  the  total  expenditure  should 
be  £200,000,  would  have  nothing  at  all 
like  the  effect  the  Government  antici- 
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pated.  The  result  would  be,  he  believed, 
that  whereas  the  voluntary  emigration , 
which  had  increased  in  two  years  from 
45,000  to  80,000,  and  was  likely  to  reach 
100,000  in  the  present  year,  had  been 
carried  on  at  the  expense  of  emigrants, 
those,  finding  that  the  money  was  forth- 
coming for  their  passage,  would  draw  on 
the  public  funds  placed  at  their  disposal, 
and  the  public  money  would,  therefore, 
be  spent  upon  paying  the  passage  of  men 
who  otherwise  would  spend  their  own. 
It  appeared  to  him  that  the  clause  would 
be  futile,  and  he  should  certainly  vote 
against  it. 

Mr.  PARNELL  said,  they  could  not, 
of  course,  accept  the  suggestion  to  allow 
the  clause  to  pass  without  a  division; 
they  must  divide  against  the  clause  now, 
and  also  on  Heport ;  but  the  Government 
must  expect  that  a  discussion  would  be 
taken  on  the  Report  stage  because  they 
unjustly  refused  it  now. 

Mr.  O'DONNELL  said,  he  was  not 
in  favour  of  a  postponement,  the  only 
effect  of  which  would  be  that  to-morrow 
some  half-dozen  Members  who  had  taken 
no  part  in  the  struggle  would  take  the 
opportunity  of  making  their  last  speeches. 
He  was  in  favour  of  disposing  of  the 
clause  now,  and  it  was  not  the  Govern- 
ment clause  now,  it  was  the  clause  such 
as  the  opposition  of  Irish  Members  had 

made  it.  

Mr.  R.  power  said,  he  was  sorry 
the  Government  had  not  acceded  to  the 
suggestion  for  reporting  Progress ;  for, 
if  allowed  to  take  it  up  on  the  morrow, 
Irish  Members  would  have  been  bound 
in  honour  to  allow  it  being  finished. 
When  he  saw  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department  rise  his  hopes  were 
dashed,  for  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
was  nothing  if  not  angry ;   and  some- 
times, when  not  really  so,  he  pretended 
to  be,  and  he  (Mr.  R.  Power)  thought 
there  was  a  great  deal  of  that  on  the 
last  occasion.     To-morrow  might  have 
been  devoted  to  a  fair  and  legitimate 
discussion,  and  they  would  have  pledged 
themselves  to  allow  a  division  ;  but  now 
the  discussion  of  the  clause  must  be 
postponed  to  Report.     There  had  been 
a  sort  of  wild  discussion  on  the  clause 
for  the  last  two  hours ;  but  it  would  be 
found  that  it  had  not  in  any  way  facili- 
tated the  Bill.     He  was  not  ashamed  to 
say  he  had  taken  a  rather  prominent 
part  in    what    right    hon.    Gentlemen 
might  call  Obstruotion  if  they  liked; 

Jfn  Arthur  0^  Connor 


but  he  (Mr.  R.  Power)  did  not  give  it 
that  term,  except  in  the  manner  in  which 
the  Prime  Minister  gave  it  in  the  cele- 
brated article  quoted  to  the  Committee 
early  in  the  evening.  But  he  felt  strongly 
that  the  clause  would  work  injuriously 
to  the  people  of  Ireland,  particularly  to 
the  farmers  in  the  West  of  Ireland,  who 
originated  and  brought  to  its  present 
stage  the  land  movement  in  Ireland ; 
and  though  he  had  not  taken  a  prominent 
part  in  that  agitation,  still  he  could  not 
forget  the  service  it  had  been,  and  the 
sacrifices  these  poor  people  had  made. 
There  was  another  reason  why  he  asked 
for  a  postponement  of  the  clause.     The 
Prime  Minister  made  rather  an  extra- 
ordinary statement,  when  he  said  that  a 
majority  of  Irish  opinion  was  in  favour 
of  the  clause,  and  Irish  Members  under- 
took to  prove  that  this  was  not  the  case. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  went  further, 
and  even  insisted,  if  this  were  not  the 
case,  that  the  clause  should  be  inserted. 
He  (Mr.  R.  Power)  thought  at  the  time 
this  was  an  extraordinary  statement  te 
come  from  the  right  hon.   Gentleman, 
who  at  one  time  declared  his  intention 
of  governing  Ireland  according  to  Irish 
ideas.    Then,  when  the  Government  re- 
fused one  proposition,  Irish  Members 
made  another — that  the  clause  should 
be  postponed  until  the  end  of  the  Bill. 
That  was  also  refused,  and  they  found 
themselves  in  the  unpleasant  condition 
of  being  forced  into  a  position  which  he, 
for  one,  did  not  in  the  least  enjoy.     But 
now  the  struggle  was  over,  he,  for  one, 
was  very  glad  of   it.      But  there  was 
another  reason  why  they  asked  that  the 
clause  should  be  postponed  to  the  end  of 
the  Bill.     They  were  very  anxious  that 
the  country  should  have  the  opportunity 
of  declaring  its  opinion  on  the  question, 
and  that  opportunity  would  have  been 
afforded  by  a  postponement.   This  Emi- 
gration Clause  was  not  expected  to  bo 
pressed,  and  his  hon.  Friend  said  he  did 
not   believe    the  Government  had   any 
sinister  intention  in  this  'clause  ;  but  if 
the  Government,  at  the  beginning,  had 
told  the  House  that  they  only  intended 
to  devote  £200,000  to  the  purpose,  that 
would  have  changed  the  position  he  had 
taken ;    but  the  Government  foolishly 
held  back,  never  saying  the  amount  they 
intended  to  spend,  and  he  was  afraid 
that  in  Ireland  the  people  would  really 
believe  that  the  Government  had  had  a 
dark  and  sinister  motive.    Beoause  they 
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must  remember  it  was  not  the  first  time 
in  their  history  that  emigration  had  been 

E reposed  as  a  cure  for  the  evils  of  Ire- 
ma.  He  was  old  enough  to  remember 
a  Whig  Lord  Lieutenant,  who,  when 
the  people  were  fleeing  from  the  country 
by  tnousandsy  declared  in  Dublin  Castle 
that  it  was  a  healthy  wholesome  sign. 
He  had  only  to  say,  in  conclusion,  that 
he  had  done  what  he  believed  to  be  his 
duty  on  this  occasion,  and  a  more  trouble- 
some and  painful  one  he  had  never  had 
to  perform;  and  when  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister taunted  them  with  obstructing  the 
Bill,  he  quite  forgot  that  in  every  divi- 
sion taken  on  the^ill  they  had  voted  in 
support  of  the  Government.  He  had  an 
Amendment  to  the  Bill  which  would  have 
raised  great  and  vital  issues,  and  which 
would  have  taken  up  two  or  three  nights; 
vet,  in  order  not  to  retard  the  Bill,  which 
he  would  admit  was,  in  many  of  its  pro- 
visions, a  good  and  sound  measure,  he 
took  off  his  Amendment.  Then,  during 
the  whole  of  the  discussion,  he  had  never 
raised  his  voice  to  delay  progress ;  and 
he  deeply  regretted  that  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister should  have  gone  out  of  his  way, 
because  he,  with  others,  conscientiously 
believed  that  this  clause  would  be  ruinous 
to  the  people  of  Ireland,  to  say,  therefore, 
they  did  everything  in  their  power  to 
obstruct  the  Bill. 


—Ayes   126; 
— (Div.   List, 


Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided: 
Noes  23  :  Majority  103.- 
No.  309.) 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Chairman  do  report  rrogress, 
and  ask  leave  to  sit  again." 

Mb.  PARNELL  said,  that,  notwith- 
standing their  reduced  numbers,  aud  the 
fact  of  me  division  being  taken  at  a  time 
when  it  was  not  expected,  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers who  voted  against  the  clause  were 
in  a  majority  of  three  over  those  who 
voted  in  its  favour. 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER  said,  he  would 
remind  the  Committee  of  what  the  hon. 
Member  had  himself  stated — namely, 
that  the  division  would  not  be  the  real  ex- 
pression of  the  views  of  Irish  Members. 

Mb.  a.  M.  SULLIVAN  said,  he  was 
sorry  to  discover  that,  in  that  forced 
division,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Ohanoellor  of  tilie  Duchy  of  Lancaster 
{Mx.  John  Bright)  had  not  dared  to  vote, 


and  that  after  he  had  accused  Irish  Mem- 
bers of  not  daring  to  go  to  a  division. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  said,  he  was 
glad  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
had  left  the  House,  for,  according  to  Dr. 
Johnson — **  Where  there  is  shame,  there 
may  be  virtue  yet,"  and  he  had  not  the 
slightest  doubt  that  he  was  ashamed  of 
the  proceedings  of  the  Government.  Let 
Progress  be  reported,  that  the  Govern- 
ment might  not  have  to  display,  in  the 
full  light  of  day,  the  imbecility  of  their 
tactics.  Now,  at  the  end  of  three  days, 
it  had  come  to  this — that  they  were 
going  to  spend  £200,000  on  emigration 
from  Ireland.  From  a  large  scheme,  it 
had  been  reduced  to  a  miserable  petty 
peddling  sum,  that  it  was  not  worth 
spending  half-an-hour  upon.  That  was 
the  result  of  the  tactics  of  the  Treasury 
Bench. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  io. 

Committee  report  Progress ;  to  sit 
again  To-morrotv,  at  Two  of  the  clock. 

Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  were 
not  present ;  House  counted,  and  40 
Members  not  being  present, 

HouBO  adioumod  at  a  qiiartor 
iMjfore  Four  o  clock. 


HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 
Friday,  15th  July,  1881. 


MINUTES.]— PuHLic  BiLhS—Second Reading— 

Sale  and  Lse  of  roisons  ♦  (150) ;  Erne  Lough 

undKivor*  (149). 
Committee  —  Report  —  Commons    Kfgulation 

rShenficW)  rro\'i8ional  Order  ♦  (132) ;  Alsagor 

Chapel  (Marriages)*  (163). 
Third  Reading  —  Statute    Law    lie  vision    and 

C^vil  Procedure*  (140);   Water  Vrovisional 

Orders  *  (102),  and  passed. 

AFFAIRS  OF  TIIE  TRANSVAAL— THE 

ROYAL  COMMISSION. 

QUESTIONS.      OBSERVATIONS. 

The  Earl  of  CARNARVON,  in  rising 
to  inquire  of  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Colonies  as  to  the  present  position  of 
the  business,  the  procedure,  and  the 
probable  duration  of  the  Rojal  Commis- 
sion for  the  settlement  of  the  affairs  of 
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the  Transyaal;  further,  to  inquire  what 
progress  has  been  made  towards  the  de- 
termination of  the  compensation  to  he 
awarded  to  the  loyalist  inhabitants  of  the 
Transvaal,  and  of  the  securities  to  be 
taken  for  the  protection  of  the  natives 
in  the  province ;  and   what  steps  have 
been  taken  for  bringing  the  murderers 
of  Captain  Elliott,  Mr.  Barber,  and  other 
Englishmen  to  justice,  said :  My  Lords, 
I  am  not  about  to  call  your  Lordships' 
attention  particularly  to  the  state  of  the 
Transvaal    at    this    moment.      I   have 
already  had  an  opportunity  in  this  House 
of  expressing  my  opinion  on  that  point, 
and  what  I  desire  now  to  do  is  to  call 
the  attention  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment and  of  the  House  very  briefly 
to  some  points  which  seem  to  me  to 
be  of    such  urgency  that   they  brook 
no  delay.     I  need  not  tell  the  House 
that,  as  far  as  I  am  concerned,  I  shall 
be  very  careful  in  stating  no  fact  which 
I  do  not  believe  to  be  accurate,  and  I 
trust  my  noble  Friend  opposite  will  be 
able  to  give  a  clear  answer  to  the  Ques- 
tions I  am  about  to  put ;  and  I  think 
it  is  all  the  more  important  that  the 
House  should  understand  the  position  of 
this  question,  because  in  this  country,  at 
the  present  moment,  very  little  is  known 
of  the  true  state  of  affairs  in  the  Trans- 
vaal.    Without  adverting  to  any  point 
which  ought  not  to  be  touched  upon  in 
this  House,  I  may  observe  that  my  right 
hon.  Friend  (Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach) 
has  been  precluded  from  obtaining  in- 
formation in  the  House  of  Commons 
on  the  subject.     A  Motion  of  my  right 
hon.  Friend's  is  on  the  Notice   Paper 
of  the  House  of  Commons ;  but  it  has 
been  twice    postponed  in    consequence 
of   the    state    of   Public    Business    in 
that  House,   and   it  is  very   question- 
able indeed  whether,  at  this  late  period 
of  the  Session,  it  will  be  possible  for 
the  other    House   to   enter  upon   this 
question.    The  House  of  Lords,  there- 
fore, is  really  the  only  place  in  which 
we  may  obtain  any  information  from 
Her  Majesty's  Government  on  these  sub- 
jects.    Now,  my  Lords,  the  first  question 
to  which  I  desire  to  call  the  attention  of 
the  noble  Earl  opposite  has  reference  to 
the  Commission  which  is  now  sitting  at 
Pretoria.     That  Commission  consists  of 
three  members — Sir  Hercules  Eobinson, 
Sir  Evelyn  Wood,   and  Chief   Justice 
Yilliers,  with  the  addition  of  Mr.  Brand, 
tlie  President  of  the  Orange  Free  States, 

jm^jEarl  of  CanMTvon 


who  sits,  as  far  as  I  understand  it,  in  the 
capacity  of  amicus  curia,     I  do  not  desire 
to  criticize  the  constitution  of  that  Com- 
mission; but  if  any  criticism  were  neces- 
sary, I  should  say  that  it  is  of  an  ex- 
tremely Dutch  character.      I  certainly 
am  not  the  person  to  find  fault  with  Sir 
Hercules  Itobinson,  with  whose  distin- 
guished career  in  the  Colonial  Service  I 
have  long  been  familiar ;  nor  again  with 
Sir  Evelyn  Wood,  that  brilliant  Gene- 
ral;   nor  with  Chief    Justice  Villiers, 
whom  I  believe  to  be  a  most  excellent 
lawyer  and  a  man  of  the  highest  cha- 
racter.    But  it  must  be  obvious  to  the 
House  that  on  that  Commission  there 
is  not  one  single  person  who  is  qualified 
to   represent  the  English  view  of  the 
case  by  long  local  experience ;  while,  on 
the  other  hand,  the  real  force  and  power 
of  the  Commission  are  exclusively  Dutch. 
The  next  point  to  which  I  wish  to  call 
the  attention  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment is  the  serious  public  inconvenience 
which  must  arise    from  the  continued 
presence  of  Sir  Hercules  Eobinson   on 
this  Commission.  Sir  Hercules  Bobinson 
has  now  been  at  Pretoria  for  a  consider- 
able time.  During  his  absence  a  change 
of  Government  has  taken  place,  and  ques- 
tions with  regard  to  Basutoland,  and  other 
matters  of  grave  importance  have  arisen  ; 
and  I  feel  confident  that,  if  ever  the  pre- 
sence of  a  Governor  was  necessary  any- 
where, it  is  necessary  at  this  moment  in 
the  Cape  Colony.  I  next  desire  to  ask  Her 
Majesty's  Government  what  amount  of 
progress  the   Commission    has   made  ? 
When  they  commenced   their   labours 
they  were  strongly  pressed,  as  appears 
from  the  Blue  Book,  to  limit  their  work 
to  six  months;  but  I  think  either  Sir 
Hercules  Eobinson  or  Sir  Evelyn  Wood 
expressed    an   opinion  that  the    work 
might  be   done  in  four  months.     The 
Commission  was  issued  on  the  16th  of 
April,  and,  therefore,  the  period  of  four 
months  is  rapidly  running  out.     Lastly, 
with  regard  to  that  Commission,  I  should 
very  much  like  to  know  what  the  powers 
are  with  which  it  is  armed.     In  the  In- 
structions given  to  the  Commissioners 
by  my  noble  Friend,  I  cannot  detect 
anything  which  will  really  strengthen 
their  hands  or  invest  them  with  actual 
power  in  enforcing  their  decisions.     If 
the     decision     of   the     Commissioners 
should  be  in  a  Dutch  sense  and  favour- 
able to  the  Boers,  I  have  no  doubt  that 
decision  will  be  respected ;  but  if  it  should 
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be  in  the  opposite  direction  then  I  will 
f^ve  the  probable  result  in  Sir  Evelyn 
Wood's  own  words,  to  which  I  conclude 
no  objection  will  be  taken — 

**  Mr.  Joubcrt  spoko  of  the  diiHculty  he  had 
with  his  men  in  obtaining  their  acqiiioflconco  to 
the  terms  accorded  to  them  by  the  telo^fram  of 
the  17th.  In  point  of  fact,  he  gave  mc  to  un- 
derstand that  the  question  of  peace  or  war  Liy 
rer}'  much  in  the  hands  of  those  who  had  t-iikcn 
op  arms  under  his  leadership.  I  believe  this 
to  be  the  case,  and  I  think  it  not  impossible 
that  these  men,  who  have  the  prestige  which 
attaches  to  men  as  yet  unconqucred,  may  at  any 
future  time  make  their  voices  heard  in  the  event 
of  the  Royal  Gonmiission  giving  decisions  un- 
palatable to  them  or  which  may  fall  short  of 
their  expectations.  *  * 

What  authority,  then,  have  the  Com- 
missioners for  enforcing  their  decisions  ? 
Sir  Evelyn  Wood  adds — 

"  I  consider  it  essential,  while  the  Royal  Com- 
mission is  sitting,  to  keep  a  large  force  at  New- 
castle, within  striking  distance  of  the  Trans- 
vaal." 

The  Eabl  of  KIMBERLEY  :  Hear, 
hear! 

The  Earl  of  CARNARVON :  My 
noble  Friend  cheers  ;  but  does  he  intend 
to  keep  that  force  there  in  permanence  ? 
If  so,  we  shall  find  ourselves  in  the  pre- 
sence of  a  new  and  very  unsatisfactory 
development  of  this  strange  transac- 
tion. But  I  pass  on  to  another  matter. 
The  noble  Earl  has  given  in  a  previous 
Paper  some  very  clear  instructions  for 
the  guidance  of  the  Royal  Cummis- 
sioners.  The  poiuts  on  which  ho  in- 
structed them  were  six  in  number,  and 
they  may  be  briefly  stated  as  follows : — 
(1.)  Self-government  under  the  suze- 
rainty of  the  Queen  ;  (2)  a  British  Re- 
sident ;  (3)  protection  of  Native  inte- 
rests; (4)  severance  of  portions  of  the 
country  now  included  in  the  Transvaal ; 
(5)  no  molestation  for  political  opinion 
and  a  complete  amnesty ;  (6)  the  ques- 
tion of  compensation  to  either  side. 
I  do  not  propose  to  touch  upon  several 
of  these  points.  They  are  matters  which 
I  think  are  of  very  serious  moment ;  but 
they  cannot  be  discussed  with  advantage 
till  we  have  the  Report  of  the  Royal 
Commission  before  us.  I  will  say  no- 
thing with  regard  to  self-government,  or 
the  appointment  of  a  Resident,  import- 
ant as  the  questions  are,  nor  even  as  to 
the  severance  of  any  portion  of  the 
Transvaal,  except  this — that  the  necessity 
of  that  severance  has  been  dwelt  upon 
▼ery  strongly  at  different  times,  nas 
formed  so  considerable  a  part  of  the  pro- 


gramme or  understanding  of  what  is  in- 
tended, is  in  itself  probably  so  essential 
to  the  protection  of  the  Native  races, 
whom  we  have  undertaken  to  support, 
that  it  cau  hardly  be  abandoned  without 
a  great  loss  of  credit  and  even  safety ; 
but  there  are  at  this  moment  in  the 
Transvaal  and  iu  South  Africa  generally 
rumours  which  are  acquiriug  strengtli 
tliat  tliat  severance  will  not  be  insisted 
on.  I  do  not  discuss  the  question  ;  but 
I  deeply  deprecate  our  being  driven  in 
this  sort  of  way  from  one  point  to  an- 
other, until  at  last  there  is  no  standpoint 
left.  The  subjects,  however,  to  which  I 
draw  attention  are  such  as  can  well  be 
discussed  at  the  present  stage  of  the  ne- 
gotiations. I  desire  to  know  on  what 
terms  and  conditions  compensation  is  to 
be  awarded  to  the  loyal  inhabitants  of 
the  Transvaal ;  what  securities  the  Go- 
vernment are  about  to  take  for  the  pro- 
tection of  Natives;  and,  lastly,  what 
steps  have  beeu  taken  for  bringing  to 
justice  men  who  have  been  guilty  of  the 
foulest  possible  murders  ?  With  regard 
to  the  loyalists,  I  would  remind  the 
Ilouse  that  over  and  over  again  as- 
surances were  given  to  them  that  the 
annexation  of  the  Transvaal  would  never 
be  reversed.  These  assurances  were 
given  by  myself,  by  the  present  Colonial 
Secretary,  and,  though  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister disputes  the  fact  that  he  gave 
categorically  the  same  assurance,  there 
can  be  no  doubt  about  the  pledge  given 
by  the  Government  as  such.  SirBartle 
Frere  distinctly  promised  that  English 
rule  would  be  maintained.  Sir  Garnet 
Wolseley  told  the  loyalists  that  as  long 
as  the  sun  shone  on  the  Transvaal  the 
English  ascendancy  would  be  main- 
tained, and  Sir  Owen  Lanyon  used  lan- 
guage almost  as  strong.  On  the  faith  of 
these  assurances  numbers  of  loyal  Boers, 
and  of  Englishmen  and  Scotchmen,  re- 
mained in  the  country  or  settled  in  it. 
They  invested  their  money  there  ;  some- 
times their  all,  and  in  the  course  of  three 
years  they  grew  prosperous,  and  as  they 
prospered  so  did  the  country  of  their 
adoption.  In  1877,  at  the  time  of  the 
annexation,  there  was  V2s.  6d.  in  the 
Exchequer  of  the  Transvaal ;  in  1878, 
there  was  £82,000;  in  1879,  £93,000; 
and  in  1880,  £174,000.  These  figures 
speak  volumes  as  to  what  English  rule 
has  done  in  the  Transvaal.  Then  came 
the  war,  and  some  of  the  loyalists  took 
refuge  with  Native  Tribes,  others  went 
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to  Potchefstroom  or  Pretoria.  They 
thi-ew  in  their  lot  with  us,  shared  all  our 
hardships  and  dangers,  and  suffered 
largely  in  killed  and  wounded.  No  less 
than  700  volunteers  mustered  in  Pre- 
toria. I  want  to  know  what  will  he  the 
fate  of  the  survivors  of  those  700  men  ? 
But  at  last  peace  came,  and  in  the  In- 
structions sent  by  the  noble  Earl  (the 
Earl  of  Kimberley),  we  find  a  clause  say- 
ing there  is  to  be  no  molestation  for  poli- 
tical opinion  on  either  side ;  and  that  a 
complete  amnesty  is  to  be  accorded  to 
all  who  have  taken  part  in  the  war,  ex- 
cepting only  persons  who  have  com- 
mitted, or  are  directly  responsible  for, 
acts  contrary  to  the  rules  of  civilized 
warfare.  The  noble  Earl  also  said  that 
the  Government  were  bound  to  take  care 
that  those  who  had  been  faithful  to  the 
British  cause  should  not  suffer  any  de- 
triment in  consequence  of  their  loyalty ; 
and  that  it  would  be  the  duty  of  the 
Ck)mmi88ion  to  secure  to  all  loyalists, 
whether  Dutch  or  English,  full  liberty 
to  reside  in  the  country,  with  full  civil 
rights,  their  person  and  property  being 
protected.  But  what  is  the  state  of 
things  at  present?  From  private,  but 
perfectly  reliable  information,  I  hear 
that  the  country  at  this  moment  is 
full  of  rapine  and  pillage,  and  that 
those  who  have  remained  loyal  to  us 
are  subjected  to  every  sort  of  hardship 
by  the  orders  of  the  functionaries  of  the 
Transvaal  themselves.  In  some  cases, 
their  houses  have  been  looted  and  their 
property  confiscated,  and  even  sold,  by 
order  of  a  public  functionary.  If  that 
is  done  now,  when  you  have  your  Army 
within  striking  distance  of  the  Transvaal, 
and  while  the  Commission  is  sitting,  what 
do  you  expect  will  be  the  state  of  things 
six  months  hence  when  that  Army  is 
withdrawn  ?  I  will  mention  three  cases, 
which  may  be  taken  as  samples  of  what 
is  now  passing.  A  Mr.  Struben  has  lived 
in  the  Transvaal  for  16  years.  He  was 
respected,  rich,  and  loyal  to  each  Govern- 
ment in  turn,  just  as  in  France  of  recent 
years  many  a  s^  renchman  has  been  loyal 
to  each  Government  in  succession.  But 
now,  in  consequence  of  his  allegiance 
to  the  English  Government,  his  property 
is  confiscated,  and  he  is  a  proscribed 
man.  I  believe  that  agricidtural  im- 
plements worth  £4,000,  which  were  on 
their  way  to  him,  were  seized  and  con- 
fiscated on  their  arrival  in  the  Trans- 
vaal. 


T/t^  JSarl  of  Carnarvon 


The  Eabl  of  KIMBEBLET:  May  I 
ask  the  noble  Earl  the  date  of  that  con- 
fiscation ? 

The  Eabl  of  CABNABVON  :  I  can- 
not say. 

Eakl  GBANVILLE  :  From  what  do- 
cument is  the  noble  Earl  quoting  these 
words? 

The  Earl  of  CABNABVON  :  I  have 
already  stated  that  this  information  is 
private,  but,  as  I  believe,  quite  reliable. 
Then  there  is  the  case  of  a  Mr.  M'Hattie, 
who  has  also  resided  for  many  years  in 
the  Transvaal.  The  Boers  seized  all  his 
breeding  stock,  and  cut  the  throats  of 
all  the  animals  they  could  not  carry  off. 
He  brought  an  action  in  the  High  Court, 
and  was  g^nted  an  interdict,  which, 
in  Boman  law,  is,  I  believe,  equiva- 
lent to  our  injunction;  but  the  Boer 
leaders  against  whom  the  injunction 
was  directed  took  advantage  of  a  clause 
in  the  Instructions  of  the  noble  Earl, 
under  cover  of  which  the  property 
was  detained.  If  the  Boer  leaders 
themselves,  if  Joubert  and  the  others 
act  in  this  way  now,  what  chance  will 
there  be  of  fair  and  equitable  treatment 
for  the  loyalists  when  your  troops  are 
withdrawn?  Another  case  is  that  of 
Mr.  Forsmann,  who  was  Consul  General 
for  Portugal.  He  had  lived  in  the 
Transvaal  for  30  years,  and  was  on 
excellent  terms  with  the  Boer  commu- 
nity until,  on  an  unfortunate  day  for 
himself,  he  joined  the  Legislative  Coun- 
cil of  Natal.  Since  the  hostilities  broke 
out  he  has  been  a  persecuted  and  plun- 
dered man.  His  house  has  been  looted 
and  confiscated  by  order,  as  I  under- 
stand ;  and  his  losses,  if  they  may  be 
judged  by  his  claims,  on  which  I  do 
not  express  an  opinion,  amount  to 
£200,000.  The  truth  is,  that  the  loyal 
population  in  the  Transvaal  at  this 
moment  are  in  a  most  painful  position. 
They  are  terrorized,  and  are  obliged 
either  to  fly  or  to  remain  in  their  resi- 
dences at  the  peril  of  their  lives  and  pro- 
perty, and  hardly  venture  to  give  evi- 
dence of  their  own  wrongs  or  losses.  It 
is,  of  course,  true  that  among  those  who 
demand  compensation  are  men  who  have 
speculated  in  land ;  but  if  they  are  to 
be  refused  compensation  on  that  ground, 
you  might  as  well  refuse  compensa- 
tion to  a  man  who  has  dealt  in  Consols. 
Further,  I  want  to  know  from  what 
source  this  compensation  is  to  be  paid  ? 
I  presume  my  noble  Friend  will  not  say 
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it  18  to  be  charged  upon  the  Transvaal. 
That  would  be  a  simple  mockery,  as  every- 
body knows.  I  presume  he  will  not  tell 
me  it  ia  to  be  paid  in  money  issued  by 
the  Transvaal  Government,  because  just 
before  the  annexation  they  issued  ^'Blue- 
backs/'  which  were  of  the  value  of  not 
quite  2%,  in  the  pound.  I  have  this  addi- 
tional reason  for  this  question.  There 
are  many  persons  to  whom  the  faith  and 
honour  of  this  country  are  pledged,  as 
deeply  as  it  is  conceivable  that  the  hon- 
our of  a  country  could  be  pledged.  Of 
Sir  Theophilus  Shepstone's  salary,  half 
or  two-thirds  is  charged  upon  the  Trans- 
vaal. The  half,  if  not  the  whole,  of  Pre- 
sident Burgers's  salary  is,  I  believe,  also 
charged  upon  the  Transvaal.  It  is  im- 
portant, as  regards  this  and  other  cases, 
that  we  should  know  whence  these  pay- 
ments are  to  be  made.  Mr.  Gladstone 
has  vrritten  a  letter  which  has  been  pub- 
lished in  the  last  issue  of  Papers.  I  am 
not  going  to  criticize  that  letter,  because 
I  admit  the  distinction  which  he  draws ; 
but  I  should  be,  at  the  same  time,  glad  if 
he  had  more  distinctly  stated  the  sources 
from  which  compensation  was  to  be  de- 
rived ;  and  all  the  more  that  a  gentleman 
has  been  sent  from  the  Treasury  whose 
presence  is  a  guarantee,  at  all  events, 
that  veiy  great  and  rigid  severity  will 
be  observed  in  estimating  the  claims  of 
those  unfortunate  loyal  Boers.  There  is 
another  point  upon  which  I  should  be 

flad  of  tne  attention  of  the  noble  Earl, 
mentioned  it  to  him  a  fortnight  ago, 
so  that  he  should  have  time  to  satisfy 
himself  of  the  accuracy  of  the  state- 
ment, and  until  I  hoar  that  this  Keport 
to  which  I  allude  is  true  I  refrain  from 
criticism.  I  am  told  that  the  Eoyal 
Commission,  while  it  was  at  Newcastle, 
sat  with  closed  doors,  and  that  the 
Boer  leaders,  and  even  their  repre- 
sentatives or  substitutes,  were  allowed 
freely  to  enter  the  room;  whereas,  on 
the  other  hand,  the  loyal  Boers,  who  were 
at  hand  in  crowds,  were  not  allowed  to 
be  present.  I  really  cannot  believe  that 
that  statement  can  possibly  be  true.  I 
can  only  say,  if  it  were  possible,  it  would 
be  as  great  an  error  of  judgment  on  the 
part  of  these  gentlemen  as  could  pos- 
sibly be  committed.  I  hope  to  hear 
from  my  noble  Friend  opposite  that  he 
is  perfectly  satisfied  that  there  is  no 
truth  in  that  report  at  all ;  and  not  only 
that  there  is  no  truth  in  it,  but  that  the 
loyalist  Boers  have  had  such  opportuni- 


ties of  stating  their  case,  cross-exa* 
mining  witnesses,  sifting  evidence,  and 
placing  their  claims  and  interests  before 
the  Commission  in  a  fair  and  reasonable 
way,  as  is  due  to  them  of  all  men 
in  the  world.  I  pass  now  to  the  next 
point — the  amount  of  protection  which 
we  have  given  on  behalf  of  the  Natives. 
There  is  an  ambiguity  in  one  despatch 
in  the  recent  issue  of  Papers  on  this 
point.  I  believe  myself  that  the  Go- 
vernment are  prepared  to  give  their  pro- 
tection to  all  the  Natives  within  the 
Transvaal.  But  there  is  an  impression 
which  is  ambiguous.  I  understand, 
however,  that  the  Government  intend  to 
include  under  their  protection  all  the 
700, 000  or  800, 000  Natives  in  the  country. 
To  all  these  Natives  assurances  were 
given  of  precisely  the  same  nature  as 
those  given  to  the  English  and  European 
population,  and  given  by  the  same  per- 
sons and  in  the  same  way.  During  all 
this  time  those  Natives  had  remained 
firm  in  their  loyalty  to  England.  They 
paid  their  taxes ;  they  were  subjected 
to  every  sort  of  temptation  by  the 
Boers  to  rise  against  us,  and  were  re- 
duced to  great  straits  in  consequence 
of  their  loyalty.  Notwithstanding,  they 
remained  unswervingly  true  and  loyal 
to  us.  I  think  there  has  not  been  a 
single  exception.  They  have  accepted 
the  orders  given  them,  and  their  one 
single  trust  has  been  the  Queen,  or,  in 
their  own  touching  language,  '  ^  The  lady 
who  hears,  though  very  for  oflf;"  their 
one  single  entreaty  has  been  not  to  be 
abandoned,  and  they  have  always,  I  be- 
lieve, without  exception,  spontaneously 
appealed  to  us  for  protection  against 
the  Boor  rule  which  they  saw  coming 
upon  them.  There  are  more  than 
700,000  or  800,000  Natives,  and  if  their 
voices  are  allowed  to  count  an  over- 
whelming majority  in  the  Transvaal 
is  in  favour  of  the  English  rule.  Now, 
my  Lords,  we  know  very  well — my  noble 
Friend  will  not  deny  it — that  these  men 
are  already  subjected  to  threats  and 
menaces  by  the  Boers  and  their  leaders. 
They  are  threatened  by  the  Boers  with 
expulsion  from  the  land  on  which  they 
have  lived  for  ages.  One  case  was  so 
bad  that  even  my  noble  Friend  opposite 
thought  it  necessary — though  at  this 
juncture  he  thinks  it  essential  to  re- 
main on  good  terms  with  the  Boers — to 
remonstrate  with  Mr.  Kruger — one  of 
the  Triumvirate — and   to    caution   and 
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warn  him  as  to  the  conduct  he  has 
adopted,  and  to  say  that  the  statements 
made  respecting  him  required  serious 
consideration.  Again,  I  say  that  if 
these  things  occur  in  the  green  tree, 
what  will  be  done  in  the  dry  ?  If  they 
are  possible  now,  what  will  happen  when 
your  arms  are  withdrawn  ?  I  wish  to 
call  attention  to  another  point.  There 
is  a  despatch  of  Sir  Owen  Lanyon  on 
the  affairs  of  the  Transvaal,  issued  in 
April  of  this  year,  in  which  there  is  a 
Minute  by  Mr.  Shepstone.  I  must  say 
that  Minute  ought  never  to  have  seen 
the  light  of  day.  It  is  obviously  a  con- 
fidential document.  It  recites  the  cases 
of,  I  think,  some  16  or  17  Native  Chiefs, 
who  have  been  loyal  to  the  British  Go- 
vernment, and  who  had  made  offers  of 
assistance  to  us.  Their  names  are  given 
in  extenso.  Thereby,  when  the  day  of 
reckoning  comes,  they  will  be  handed 
over  to  the  vengeance  of  the  Boers.  I  am 
quite  aware  that  this  must  have  been 
an  oversight,  but  a  grievous  oversight, 
which  will  bring  a  terrible  retribution  on 
these  unfortunate  men.  I  hope  the  Go- 
vernment will  take  some  special  means  for 
the  protection  of  these  men.  We  may  have 
volumes  of  paper  schemes  for  the  Trans- 
vaal ;  but  what  you  want  is  some  real  se- 
curity. But  what  security  is  possible  ? 
A  neutral  zone,  or,  as  I  before  said,  a 
severance  of  territory  on  the  East,  was 
proposed  in  which  the  Natives  might 
reside.  But  there  are  reports  that  this 
neutral  zone  is  to  be  abandoned.  If  you 
look  to  the  promises  of  the  Boer  leaders, 
you  have  Sir  Evelyn  Wood's  statements, 
you  have  their  own  conduct,  to  guide  you 
to  a  true  estimate  of  the  value  of  such 
assurances,  when  even  the  Oolonial 
Secretary  himself  is  obliged  to  deal  with 
them  with  a  somewhat  high  hand.  Do 
you  look  to  a  renewal  of  the  Sand  Eiver 
Convention?  Why,  the  Sand  River 
Convention  is  not,  and  never  has  been, 
worth  the  paper  it  is  written  on.  It 
was  a  dead  letter  almost  as  soon  as  it 
was  signed.  Do  you  look  to  your  Besi- 
dent,  to  use  an  Indian  term  ?  But  our 
Indian  Besident  and  a  Resident  among 
the  Boers  are  very  different  things. 
The  Indian  Besident  has  always  at  hand 
to  support  him  the  weight  of  an  English 
Army,  and  that,  to  all  who  know  India, 
is  the  real  secret  of  his  influence.  But 
when  your  Army  is  drawn  from  the 
Transvaal,  your  Besident  among  the 
Boers  will  be  utterly  helpless.   There  are 

TAa  .Earl  of  Carnarvon 


three  things  which  I  apprehend  are  now 
beyond  recovery.  First,  as  it  has  been 
in  the  past,  so  will  it  be  in  the  future, 
with  respect  to  slavery  in  the  Transvaal. 
The  Boers  were  slaveowners,  and  will 
be  slaveowners.  They  may  not  call  the 
Natives  slaves,  slavery  may  be  disguised 
under  the  title  of  apprenticeship ;  but  any- 
one who  knows  anything  at  all  of  the  state 
of  the  case  knows  that,  to  all  intents  and 
purposes,  they  are  slaves.  At  this  mo- 
ment, no  Native  will  dare  to  move  from 
the  land  in  which  he  is  fixed  without  the 
permission  of  his  master.  Secondly, 
you  have,  and  still  will  have,  all  those 
brutalities  consequent  on  the  system. 
You  will  have  public  and  private 
floggings.  Ton  will  have  cases  some- 
times resulting  in  the  loss  of  life,  and  you 
will  always  find  that  the  jury  will  refuse 
to  convict.  Ton  will  find  that  Natives 
treated  as  inferior  races  always  are  the 
hewers  of  wood  and  drawers  of  water. 
So  long  as  they  submit  patiently  they 
will  have  an  immunity  from  cruelty ;  but 
let  them  assert  the  smallest  amount  of 
independence  and  they  will  be  treated 
like  beasts  of  the  field.  And,  thirdly, 
you  have,  at  this  moment,  in  the  Orange 
Free  State,  a  law  which  forbids  the 
Natives  holding  an  acre  of  land.  That 
law  existed  in  the  Transvaal  when  we 
annexed  it,  and  it  will,  no  doubt,  be 
re-enacted  as  soon  as  we  leave  it.  I 
want  to  know,  therefore,  are  you  g^ing 
to  hand  these  Natives  over  to  the  Boers  r 
Are  you  prepared  to  hand  them  over  to  the 
lash  and  the  bullet  ?  Are  you  prepared  to 
abandon  all  those  traditions  which  have 
been  upheld  by  the  Liberal  as  well  as 
by  the  Conservative  Party,  and  which 
have  been  the  glory  of  the  English  name 
all  over  the  world  ?  There  is  another 
matter,  and  a  very  disagreeable  one,  to 
which  I  wish  to  refer,  and  that  is  the 
case  of  the  murders.  We  have  heard  a 
great  deal  in  the  public  papers  on  the 
subject  of  the  forbearance  shown  by  the 
Boers  in  this  conflict.  I  do  not  deny 
that  they  have  shown  many  high  qualities 
in  war  ;  but  there  is  another  side  to  the 
story.  There  is  evidence  in  the  Papers 
of  very  doubtful  proceedings  —  the 
firing  by  the  Boers  while  the  white  flag 
was  hoisted,  and  the  use  of  explosive 
bullets.  I  hope  there  will  be  some  answer 
given  to  the  statements  made  under  these 
heads;  but  they  have  been  described 
fully  and  repeatedly  by  credible  wit- 
nesses, and  there  ought  to  be  someautbo- 
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ritatiTO  answer  on  the  facts.  There  are 
officers  of  high  position,  Colonel  Winslow 
and  others,  who  have  made  Reports  on 
the  subject,  and  it  will  be  desirable  to 
know  whether  the  explosive  bullets  were 
used  or  not.  We  know,  again,  that 
Englishmen  were  obliged  to  work  in  the 
trenches  where  the  Boers  would  not  ex- 
pose themselyes,  and  that  they  were 
blown  to  pieces  by  English  shot  and 
shell.  Then  we  haye  the  evidence  as  to 
the  vast  number  of  cold-blooded  murders 
of  Natives.  Besides  those,  there  are 
certain  cases  of  very  foul  murder  com- 
mitted upon  Englishmen.  I  will  not  go 
through  them  all.  But  I  will  specify 
the  murder  of  Captain  Elliott,  who  was 
shot  by  his  escort  when  swimming  the 
Yaal  River,  the  murder  of  Mr.  Barber, 
the  murder  of  Mr.  Green,  of  Mr.  Mal- 
colm, and,  I  am  afraid,  of  several  other 
Englishmen.  These  murders  were  com- 
mitted in  broad  daylight,  and  the  mur- 
derers were  perfectly  well  known. 
Months  have  gone  by  since  those  mur- 
ders occurred  ;  but  as  yet  the  murderers 
have  had  complete  immunity.  Even  if 
they  should  be  arrested,  and  tried  by  a 
jury  of  Boers,  I  leave  your  Lordships  to 

Cess  the  prospect  of  a  conviction.  My 
rds,  I  have  completed  my  task,  and 
I  thank  your  Lordsnips  for  having  lis- 
tened to  me  so  patiently.  I  have  ab- 
stained from  all  reference  to  past  policy, 
though  I  utterly  disagree  with  it,  and  I 
simply  ask  these  Questions  —  First  of 
all,  as  to  the  present  position  of  the 
business,  the  procedure,  and  the  pro- 
bable duration  of  the  Boyal  Commission 
for  the  settlement  of  the  affairs  of  the 
Transvaal;  next,  what  progress  has 
been  made  towards  the  determination  of 
the  compensation  to  be  awarded  to  the 
loyalist  inhabitants  of  the  Transvaal, 
and  of  the  securities  to  bo  taken  for  the 
protection  of  the  Natives  in  the  province ; 
and,  further,  what  steps  have  been  taken 
for  bringing  the  murderers  of  Captain 
Elliott,  Mr.  Barber,  and  other  English- 
men to  justice  ?  I  hope  my  noble 
Friend,  in  answering  these  Questions, 
will  not  say  that  he  must  wait  until  the 
close  of  the  Commission,  and  in  thus  de- 
clining to  answer  give  us  mere  generali- 
ties. I  wait  with  some  anxiety  for  one 
of  those  clear  statements  which  the  noble 
Earl  is  well  able  to  make. 

The  Earl  of  KIMBERLEY  :  My 
Lords,  my  noble  Friend  ended  his  ob- 
servations by  saying  he  hoped  I  should 


not  shelter  myself  under  the  fact  that 
the  Commission  was  still  sitting,  and 
that  I  should  give  him  an  explicit  an- 
swer to  all  his  Questions.  He  will  be 
able  to  judge  after  I  have  spoken  whe- 
ther I  have  given  him  the  answers  which 
he  has  a  right  to  expect ;  but  I  am  bound 
to  say  at  the  outset  that  there  are  some 
matters  which  it  is  absolutely  impossible 
to  answer  in  detail  while  the  proceedings 
of  the  Commission  are  still  going  on. 
Your  Lordships  have  long  had  in  your 
hands  the  Instructions  given  to  the  Com- 
missioners with  regard  to  these  matters ; 
and,  at  the  present  moment,  lean  only  say 
that  the  Commissioners  have  been  pro- 
ceeding within  thelines  of  thelmtructions 
which  we  gave  to  them.  As  to  a  great 
part  of  my  noble  Friend's  statement,  I 
have  no  difficulty  in  giving  him  an  an- 
swer at  once.  My  noble  Friend  com- 
menced, in  a  fashion  which  is  not  un- 
usual where  you  wish  to  bring  a  par- 
ticular case  forward,  by  endeavouring  to 
cast  doubts  upon  the  efficacy  of  those 
who  are  intrusted  with  the  settlement  of 
the  case,  and  I  think  he  rather  went 
the  length  of  insinuating  that  they 
were  too  Dutch.  I  confess  I  heard 
that  with  intense  surprise.  I  should 
have  thought  that  no  two  men  were  less 
likely  than  Sir  Hercules  Robinson  and 
Sir  Evelyn  Wood  to  sacrifice  the  in- 
terests of  their  own  country  to  those  of 
foreigners.  As  regards  the  third  gen- 
tleman, who  worthily  represents  the 
loyal  subjects  of  the  Queen — Chief  Jus- 
tice Yilliers — although  I  do  not  deny  that 
doubtless  he  has  Dutch  sympathies,  I 
feel  perfectly  certain,  knowing  him  as  I 
do,  that  he  will  exercise  his  influence 
fairly  and  impartially.  I  believe  the 
Commission  is  really  a  good  one,  and  as 
fair  a  Commission  as  could  be  appointed 
under  all  the  circumstances.  Then  there 
is  President  Brand,  against  whom  sus- 
picions are  aroused.  Well,  he  appears 
there  as  amicus  curicc.  Surely  he  is  en- 
titled to  be  present.  Ho  represents  a 
very  important  State  in  South  Africa. 
He  has  played  a  very  friendly  part, 
and  there  is  no  man  more  lilkely 
to  exercise  a  more  ameliorating  and 
soothing  influence  than  he.  1  hope 
the  Commissioners,  whatever  may  bo 
their  decision,  will  bo  allowed  to  have 
endeavoured  to  do  their  duty  fear- 
lessly and  impartially.  But  I  am  asked 
how  are  the  decisions  of  the  Com- 
mission to  be  enforced,  and  the  noble 
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Earl  said  he  had  looked  through  the 
Papers,  but  had  not  found  the  powers 
given  to  the  Commission  to  enforce  their 
decisions,  and  he  referred  to  the  de- 
spatches of  Sir  Evelyn  Wood,  in  which 
it  was  pointed  out  that  in  the  course  of 
the  negotiations  difficulties  might  arise 
— difficulties  from  the  want  of  control  of 
the  leaders  of  the  Boers  over  their  fol- 
lowers— difficulties  even  from  the  Dutch 
population  in  Natal  and  the  Cape  Colony. 
He  says — 

"  The  general  situation  is  by  no  means  clear, 
and  difficulties  of  serious  import  may  arise  at 
any  moment,  against  which  it  is  necessary  to  be 
forewarned." 

And  then  the  noble  Earl  quoted  with 
approval,  and  with  something  of  an  air 
01  triumph,  these  words — 

"  Under  these  circumstances  I  cannot  recom- 
mend any  reduction  for  two  or  three  months  of 
the  military  force  at  present  in  this  country. 
So  strongly  do  I  feel  on  this  subject,  that  I  con- 
sider it  essential,  while  the  Royal  Commission  is 
sitting,  to  keep  a  large  force  at  Newcastle,  within 
striking  distance  of  the  Transvaal.*' 

Surely  the  noble  Earl  must  have  per- 
ceived that  the  whole  of  Sir  Evelyn 
Wood's  observations  in  that  despatch 
have  reference  to  the  state  of  things 
while  the  Commission  is  going  on.  And 
he  says  that  while  the  negotiations  are 
going  on,  that  force,  which  we  have 
previously  heard  was  uselessly  sent  to 
South  Africa,  should  be  kept  in  readi- 
ness in  order  that,  if  the  negotia- 
tions should  fail,  we  may  have  it  in  our 
power  to  enforce  our  views.  I  may,  in 
passing,  refer  to  a  very  small  matter  and 
explain  why  I  have  laid  on  the  Table  a 
despatch  which  was  given  befoie  only  in 
extract.  Certain  portions  of  the  despatch 
were  not  g^ven  because  they  were  entirely 
of  a  personal  nature.  A  portion  was  left 
out  by  inadvertence,  and  it  has  now  been 
laid  on  the  Table.  The  noble  Earl  ad- 
verted next  to  the  very  important  ques- 
tion of  the  loyalists.  I  wish  it  to  be  dis- 
tinctly understood  that  I  feel  a  great 
sympathy  for  those  who  boldly  and 
loyally  supported  the  Queen's  Govern- 
ment during  the  recent  troubles.  I 
agree  in  much  which  the  noble  Earl  said 
on  that  subject,  and  I  think  it  is  our 
bounden  duty  to  obtain  just  and  fair 
compensation  for  the  losses  they  have 
suliered.  But  I  must  not  be  sup- 
posed to  admit  that  such  a  claim  as 
that  of  the  Portuguese  Consul  in  the 
Transvaal  to  £219,000  can  be  regarded 
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as  anything  but  absurd  and  preposte- 
rous. It  may  be  that  his  losses  were  real 
and  considerable;  but  when  the  items 
of  his  bill  come  to  be  properly  examined, 
I  shall  be  astonished  if  they  amount  to 
anything  like  the  sum  of  £219,000,  and 
I  think  that  the  putting  forward  of  such 
a  demand  is  only  calculated  to  prejudice 
other  claims.  The  noble  Earl  asks  whe- 
ther it  is  true  that  the  Commission  has 
been  sitting  with  closed  doors  in  con- 
stant communication  with  the  leaders  of 
the  Boers,  and  not  admitting  to  their 
deliberations  any  of  the  loyalist  party  ? 
My  Lords,  I  have  not  specific  informa- 
tion on  the  point;  but  I  can  answer 
him,  I  have  no  doubt,  correctly.  I  have 
not  the  smallest  doubt  that  the  Com- 
mission did  admit  to  constant  commu- 
nication with  them  the  Boer  leaders. 
If  the  noble  Earl  will  refer  to  the  In- 
structions, he  will  find  that  an  essential 
part  of  them  was  that  the  Commissioners 
were  to  be  in  communication  with  those 
who  were  to  represent  the  Boers.  The 
original  proposition  was  that  the  Boer 
leaders  snould  be  on  the  Commission. 
That  we  distinctly  refused;  but  we 
thought  it  only  reasonable  that  the  Com- 
mission should  be  in  communication  with 
the  Boer  leaders,  in  order  to  agree  with 
them  on  the  various  points  on  which  the 
ultimate  Convention  might  be  founded. 
But  if  the  noble  Earl  thinks  that  these 
claims  to  compensation  are  to  be  dis- 
posed of  with  closed  doors,  and  without 
every  fair  opportunity  for  the  claimants 
bein^  heard,  he  is  mistaken ;  the  claims 
will  be  referred  to  a  sub-Commission 
of  an  official  nature,  which  will  tho- 
roughly examine  and  decide  upon  them  ; 
and  the  proceedings  of  the  Royal  Com- 
mission, so  far  as  they  relate  to  the 
question  of  compensation,  are  only  of  a 
preliminary  character.  The  noble  Earl 
put  a  very  natural  question,  in  which, 
no  doubt,  many  persons  feel  a  deep 
anxiety — namely,  from  what  fund  this 
compensation  is  to  come.  That  is  one 
of  the  important  points  which  have  to 
be  settled.  I  can  tell  him  that  the 
claims  will  certainly  not  be  paid  in 
Transvaal  **  Bluebacks."  The  mode  of 
payment  is  not  yet  settled ;  but  I  know 
sufficient  of  the  intentions  of  the  Go- 
vernment to  be  able  to  say  that  what- 
ever compensation  is  awarded  will  un- 
doubtedly be  secured  in  good  sterling 
money.  The  noble  Earl  spoke  of  the 
terrible  treatment  which  might  be  ei(- 
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paetod  hereafter,  as  measured  by  the 
treatment  which  the  loval  White  inha- 
bitants of  the  Transvaal  are  now  suffer- 
ing; and  he  read  to  us  two  or  three 
csases.  I  asked  for  the  dates,  because 
it  is  of  great  importance  to  know  whe- 
ther these  occurrences  took  place  before 
or  after  the  peace.  A  gentleman,  whose 
name  my  noble  Friend  did  not  mention, 
but  who  has  been  in  communication 
with  me,  suffered  a  severe  loss  by  all 
his  horses  beinff  taken  by  the  Boers  for 
the  purposes  of  war.  His  case  clearly 
falls  under  the  class  of  those  which  will 
be  heard  by  the  sub-Commission.  Al- 
though I  cannot  pledge  myself — for  I 
cannot  be  acquainted  with  all  those  de- 
tails-^yet  I  think  it  is,  at  all  events, 
probable  that  it  will  be  found  that  many 
of  these  cases  occurred  during  the  war, 
or  immediately  after  it.  I  fear  that  it 
\m  also  possible,  in  the  state  of  disorga- 
nization into  which  the  country  has 
&llen  through  the  absence  of  settled 
government  —  there  being,  in  fact,  a 
provisional  state  of  things,  pending  the 
settlement — that  cases  may  have  oc- 
curred which  have  given  reason  for 
complaint  on  the  part  of  some  who  have 
been  loyal  to  the  Queen.  They  have 
not  come  directly  to  my  knowledge ;  but 
they  may  possibly  exist.  But  my  noble 
Friend  says  the  important  question  is 
what  provision  we  intend  to  make  for 
the  future.  He  read  a  passage  from 
my  instructions,  and  it  will  be  my  duty, 
to  the  best  of  my  ability,  to  see  that 
effect  is  given  to  those  instructions. 
Every  point  which  he  has  mentioned 
will  be  carefully  attended  to.  The 
noble  Earl  may  say  that  the  Oonvention 
will  be  only  waste  paper ;  but  as  far  as 
a  distinct  agreement  can  go,  we  shall 
overlook  no  point  on  which  the  loyal 
subjects  of  the  Queen  may  feel  con- 
cerned. Then,  my  noble  Friend  re- 
ferred to  the  case  of  the  Natives,  and 
he  found  fault  with  me  for  having  pro- 
duced an  interesting  Memorandum  of 
Mr.  Shepstone.  Does  the  noblo  Earl 
really  think  that  the  proceedings  of 
such  Native  Chiefs  as  those  alluded  to 
in  that  Memorandum  were  not  entirely 
known  to  the  Boers  ?  The  Boers  were 
far  too  well  acquainted  with  what  had 
gone  on  in  the  country  to  require  to  be 
enlightened  by  that  Memorandum.  My 
noble  Friend  next  adverted  to  the  com- 
munication which  I  addressed  to  the 
Commission,  because  every  possible  at« 
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tempt  is  made  by  those  who  wish  to  de- 
stroy that  peaceful  settlement  to  dis- 
credit Mr.  Kruger,  Mr.  Pretorius,  Mr. 
Joubert,  and,  in  fact,  everyone  who  is 
concerned  in  it.  Tiie  hope  of  those  who 
set  about  lying  calumnies  of  every  kind 
is  that  by  some  means  or  other  they  may 
bring  about  a  renewal  of  the  war.  And 
when  I  saw  those  accusations  against 
Mr.  Kruger,  of  having  done  and  said 
certain  things  that  would  have  been  most 
discreditable,  although  believing  those 
statements  to  be  untrue,  I  thought  it 
only  due  to  him  and  to  myself,  consider- 
ing that  Mr.  Kruger  is  a  very  important 
person  in  connection  with  the  negotia- 
tions going  on,  to  give  him  every  pos- 
sible opportunity  of  denying  the  state- 
ments thus  made.  Mr.  Kruger  answered 
at  once.  My  noble  Friend  did  not  refer 
to  it.  Mr.  Kruger  denied  the  accuracy 
of  the  statements  alleged  to  have  been 
made  by  him,  and  gave  the  specific  en- 
gagement which  has  been  mentioned. 
My  noble  Friend  said  why  did  we  ask 
for  such  a  specific  engagement  ?  It  was 
because  if  Mr.  Kruger  was  acting 
honestly  and  truly,  as  we  believed,  he 
would  show  it  at  once,  and  he  imme- 
diately, without  reserve  and  without 
difficulty,  gave  such  an  engagement. 
We  have  received  the  answer  that  we 
expected.  It  is  honourable  to  the  man, 
and  a  fair  test  of  his  honesty  and  sin- 
cerity. As  to  the  condition  affecting 
the  Natives,  I  cannot  enter  into  details 
at  this  moment ;  but  I  almost  think  that 
when  my  noble  Friend  sees  the  various 
arrangements  that  we  have  made,  sup- 
posing they  are  ultimately  adopted, 
as  we  hope  they  will  be,  in  their  final 
shape,  he  will  find  that  we  have  not 
forgotten  the  case  of  the  Natives.  I 
believe  I  have  answered  most  of  the 
questions  which  my  noble  Friend  asked. 
But  there  is  one  point  which  I  ought 
to  have  mentioned.  He  said,  look  at 
the  great  result  which  had  followed  from 
the  great  influx  of  English  into  the 
Transvaal,  and  as  evidence,  a  remark- 
able balance-sheet  was  produced.  He 
said  that  when  the  English  took  the 
Transvaal  over  there  was  only  \2s.  6d, 
in  the  Boer  Treasury  cheat,  while  year 
after  year  this  balance  increased,  until 
last  year  it  stood  at  £180,000.  I  admit 
that  the  improvement  in  the  Transvaal 
is  very  encouraging  under  English  rule 
and  creditable  to  the  administration  of 
Sir  Owen  Lanyon ;  but  I  must  point  out 
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that  the  latter  balance-sheet  does  not 
represent  the  real  expenditure,  inas- 
much as  it  does  not  contain  a  single  far- 
thingforthe  military  establishment  of  the 
country.  The  whole  of  the  military  ex- 
penditure must  be  debited  against  that 
£180,000.  Moreover,  when  the  VU,  6d. 
was  in  the  Treasury  the  Boers  had  just 
been  engaged  in  an  unsuccessful  expedi- 
tion against  Secocoeni.  Were  the  last  bal- 
ance-sheet to  contain  the  items  of  the  two 
British  expeditions  against  Secocoeni, 
the  result  would  be  very  different,  be- 
cause the  successful  one  cost  £368,000, 
and  the  unsuccessful  one  must  have  cost 
a  considerable  sum  also.  The  noble 
Earl  has  spoken  of  the  unfortunate 
murders  which  have  taken  place,  and 
referred  to  them  as  of  vast  number. 

The  Earl  of  C ARNAEVON  :  I  think 
I  said  a  great  number.  I  meant  a  great 
number. 

The  Eabl  of  KIMBERLEY  :  There 
is  such  an  extraordinary  amount  of  ex- 
aggeration with  regard  to  everything 
concerning  the  Transvaal  that  one   is 
obliged  to  take  notice  even  of  an  adjec- 
tive. But  I  am  afraid  that  a  considerable 
number  of  Natives  have  lost  their  lives. 
With  respect  to  the  particular  murders 
to  which  my  noble  Friend  refers,  the 
best  answer  I  can  g^ve  the  noble  Lord 
is  contained  in  two  or  three  of  the  most 
recent  telegrams  I  have  received  on  the 
subject.     With  remrd  to  Mr.  Barber, 
who  was  murdered,  not  in  the  Trans- 
vaal, but  in  the  Orange  Free  State,  we 
applied  to  President  Brand  to  have  jus- 
tice done.     The  answer,  dated  1st  May, 
was — "  President  Brand  has  taken  steps 
to  bring  to  trial  the  persons  accused  of 
murder."   Mr.  Barber  left  two  children, 
I  am  sorry  to  say,  orphans,  and  that 
may  form  a  fair  subject  for  compensa- 
tion from  the  Transvaal.     With  regard 
to  Captain  Elliot  we  sent  a  similar  tele- 
gram, pressing  for  the  murderers  to  be 
brought  to  justice,  and  the  answer  was, 
that  on  the  4th  July  two  of  the  party 
who  fired  at  him  were  committed  for 
trial  before    the    Hieh  Court.      Then 
there  was  the  case  of  Mr.  Malcolm,  and 
the  persons  accused  in  that  case  were 
committed  for  trial  on  the  same  day. 
The  q^uestion  with  regard  to  Mr.  Green's 
case  IS  whether  or  not  it  comes  within 
the  amnesty.     The  Attorney  General, 
we  are  informed,   has    undertaken  to 
oollect  evidence.    When  the  facts  are 
established  it  will  be  seen  whether  or 
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not  it  is  oorered  by  the  amnesty.  Then 
a  very  general  accusation  is  made  that 
the  Boers,  during  these  disturbances, 
had  acted  in  a  discreditable  manner  by 
firing  upon  the  white  flag.  Nobody  will 
contest  that  it  is  a  dishonourable  action 
to  fire  upon  a  white  flag;  but  before 
your  Lordships  pass  judgment  on  this 
charge  against  the  Boers,  it  is  well  to 
hear  what  is  said  on  the  subject  on  the 
one  side  and  the  other.  This  charge 
reminds  me  of  what  happened  to  myself 
on  the  subject  of  firing  on  a  white  flag. 
I  had  the  honour  to  be  intrusted  with  a 
mission  to  St.  Petersburg  after  the  con- 
clusion of  the  Crimean  War,  and  one  of 
the  first  things  said  to  me  by  a  person 
very  high  in  position  when  I  arrived 
was  this — "We  are  glad  the  war  is 
over,  and  we  wish  to  be  on  good  terms ; 
but  it  is  lamentable  to  think  of  the 
frightful  atrocities  which  you  committed 
during  the  war."  And  when  I  inquired 
what  the  atrocities  were,  the  answer 
was — ''  Oh,  repeatedly  firing  on  the 
white  flag."  On  which  I  replied— *•  If 
I  were  you  I  would  not  say  anything 
about  that,  because  that  is  precisely  the 
charge  that  the  people  of  England  make 
against  the  Russians,  and  they  think 
they  have  the  strongest  ground  for  that 
charge."  Undoubtedly,  there  have  been 
cases  in  war  in  which  the  white  flag  has 
been  deliberately  fired  on ;  but  there  nave 
been  more  cases  in  which  this  has  hap- 
pened from  mistakes,  or  from  disobe- 
dience, or  in  the  hurry  of  action,  and  I 
trust  that  no  stronger  censure  will,  on 
this  account,  be  defut  out  to  the  Boers 
than  is  dealt  out  to  other  nations  en- 
gaged in  a  European  war.  I  regret  as 
much  as  anyone  can  that,  owing  to  cir- 
cumstances over  which  neither  I  nor 
any  of  us  have  any  control,  there  has 
not  been  in  "another  place"  a  full  dis- 
cussion of  this  subject.  But  I  wish  to 
express  my  belief  that  the  more  the 
conduct  of  the  Government  is  inquired 
into  the  less  it  will  be  found  to  merit 
the  reprobation  which  has  been  passed 
upon  it. 

INDIA— COOPER'S  HILL  COLLEGE- 
CIVIL  ENGINEERS. 

ADDRESS    FOB    PAPERS. 

Lord  BELPEH  rose  to  ask  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  India,  Whether 
he  can  state  the  reasons  which  have  led 
to  the  change  in  the  scheme  of  manage- 
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ment  of  Oooper's  Hill  College ;  and  to 
moTO  for  a 


"  (>op7  of  the  new  icheiney  and  also  a  copy 
of  any  oorrespondence  that  may  have  taken 
place  between  the  Governor  General  in  Council 
and  the  Secretary  of  State  for  India  on  the  sub- 
ject; slao  for  a  Ketum  of— 1.  The  annual  ex- 
penditure of  the  college  since  its  foundation; 
2.  Anunal  receipts  from  the  students ;  3.  The 
nnmber  of  students  who  have  entered  the  college 
in  each  year  since  its  foundation  ;  4.  The  num- 
ber of  stadents  in  each  year  who,  having  passed 
throo^h  the  college,  have  received  appointments 
as  dvil  engineers  in  India." 

The  Duke  of  AEGYLL  said,  that  he 
took  very  great  interest  in  Cooper*8  Hill 
College,  which  was  founded  during  the 
time  of  his  administration  at  the  India 
Office.  If  a  great  school  of  engineering 
had  existed  in  India  capable  of  supply- 
ing a  sufficient  number  of  competent 
men  to  execute  economically  the  public 
works  undertaken  in  India,  it  would 
hare  been  folly  on  the  part  of  the 
GoTemment  to  start  an  institution  like 
Cooper's  Hill  College.  But  the  Indian 
GoTemment  had  lost  annually  enormous 
Boms  of  money  by  the  carelessness  and 
incompetence  of  many  of  the  civil  en- 

S'neers  in  India,  and  when  holding  the 
Bee  of  Secretary  of  State  for  India  he 
fi>and  that  it  was  hardly  possible  to 
obtain  in  the  open  market  a  sufficient 
number  of   competent  men  to  conduct 
the  public  works  in  India  on  a  scale 
toch  as  that  on  which  they  were  then 
being  undertaken.     Some  of  the   civil 
engineers  in  India  at  the  time  to  which 
he  referred  were  very  distinguished  per- 
sons ;  but  there  were  also  a  number  of 
inferior  men  who  might  have  been  called 
"  hard  bargains."  On  one  occasion,  some 
millions  were  spent  under  the  direction 
of  the  engineers  of  India  in  the  con- 
struction of   new  barracks.     It  turned 
out,  however,  that  these  buildings  bad 
been  erected  in  accordance  with  entirely 
erroneous  principles,  and  that  they  wore 
mere  **  sun  traps."     They  were  tremen- 
dously hot,  and  in  consequence  the  health 
of  the  troops  quartered  in  them  suffered 
severely.     Many  of  them  were  so  insuf- 
ficiently built  that  it  was  found  they 
would  not  last  for  more  than  a  few  years, 
and  in  some  cases  even  the  lime  that 
had  been  used  was  pronounced  to  be 
bad.     In  this  way  the  Indian  Govern- 1 
ment  were  annually  losing  hundreds  of  \ 
thousands  of  pounds  in  bad  engineering. ; 
The  insufficiency  of  the  engineering  ser- ; 
vice  having  been  brought  promineutly 
before  the  notice  of  the  India  Office,  the  j 
anthorities  formed  the  idea  of  the  erec- 


tion of  Cooper's  Hill  College.  The  pro- 
ject was  opposed  by  a  number  of  per- 
sons, including  many  Members  of  Par- 
liament, but  eventually  it  was  success- 
fully carried  out.  He  had  always  heard 
that  it  was  considered  that  the  College 
was  a  very  thriving  institution ;  but  he 
quite  understood  that  during  the  finan- 
cial difficulties  which  India  had  recently 
felt  fewer  public  works  had  been  erected, 
and  that,  consequently,  there  had  been 
a  diminution  in  the  demand  for  the  ser- 
vices of  such  engineers  as  were  trained 
at  Cooper's  Hill.  In  conclusion,  he 
wished  to  assure  their  Lordships  that 
the  foundation  of  the  College  was  not 
agpreed  to  until  a  most  thorough  investi- 
gation had  convinced  the  Indian  Depart- 
ment of  the  insufficiency  of  the  previous 
system. 

Viscount  ENFIELD  said,  his  noble 
Friend  behind  him  f  Lord  Belper)  wished 
to  know  what  had  induced  the  authori- 
ties to  make  a  change  in  the  character 
of  the   institution   known   as  Cooper's 
Hill  College.     The  reason  of  the  change 
was  generally  to  extend  its  advantages, 
and  this   would,   it  was  hoped,  prove 
of   use   both  at  home   and   in   India. 
A  reduction   was   being  made  in   the 
Public  Works  expenditure  in  India,  and 
corresponding  with  that  reduction  there 
had  been  a  diminution  in  the  number 
of  appointments  on  the  staff  of  the  Pub- 
lic Works  Department.     Cooper's  Hill 
College  having  been  established  for  ex- 
clusive training   for  civil  engineers  in 
India,  it  was  not  now  possible  to  main- 
tain it  on  its  original  footing,  with  the 
reduced  number  of  men  now  required 
for  engineering  service  in  that  country. 
It  had  in  former  years  met  with  decided 
success.     Bather  than  take  steps  which 
might  eventually  lead  to  its  being  closed, 
the   authorities   had   determined,  after 
consultation  with  and  with  the  support 
of  certain   eminent   engineers   in    this 
country,  to  try  the  experiment  of  making 
the  College  a  general  training  institu- 
tion for  the  civil  engineering  profession, 
offering  the   students   at   the   close   of 
their   course  of  study  the  number  of 
appointments  required  to   fill   up    tho 
vacancies  which  might  occur  each  year 
in  the  Indian  Public  Works  and  Tele- 
graph Departments.  These  appointments 
would  be  competed  for  among  them- 
selves.    The  College  could  receive  150 
students,  and  the  number  of  Indian  ap- 
pointments annually  competed  for  would 
vary  from  10  to  20.  OoTre?^ipoti4©ive^\v«A 
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taken  place  between  the  Secretary  of 

State  for  India  in  CounoQ  and  the  Go-       HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
yemment  of  India  on  the  whole  subject  I 

of  the  future  strength  of  the  Indian  j  Friday,  \bth  July,   1881. 

Public  Works  DepaSrtment  and  its  re- 
cruitment; but  as  this  Correspondence 
was  still  under  consideration,  he  could 
not,  speaking  for  the  Secretary  of  State, 
undertake  to  produce  it  at  the  present 
time.  There  would  be  no  objection  to 
give  the  other  Beturns  moTed  for,  in- 


The  House  met  at  Two  of  the  clock. 

MINUTES.]— Public  Bill»— /»#/  Reading— 
ELementaiy  Education  ProviBioiial  Order 
Confirmation  (London)  *  [215] ;  Summary 
Procedure  (Scotland)  Amendment  *  [2161. 


eluding  a  copy  of  the  new  scheme  for  i  Sicond  l?Mrf««y— Metallic  Mines  (Gunpowder)  ♦ 
Cooper's  Hill  College. 

The  Marquess  of  SALISBURY  said, 
that  Cooper's  Hill  College  at  the  time 


[196]. 

Committee — Land  Law  (Ireland)  [135] — r.p. 

Committee  —  Report  —  Turnpike  Acta  Continu- 
ance ♦  [206]. 


of  its  establishment  was  a  very  neces-  <  constdered  tu  amended  —  Reformatory  Inrtitu- 

sary  institution,   as  just  at  that  time       tions  (Ireland)  *  [190]. 

great  Public  Works  were  being  con-  j 

structed  in  India ;  but  as  time  advanced 

the  famines  which  periodically  occurred  :  QUESTIONS, 

in  India  made  it  inevitable  that  the  '  — ^.p.^.^ 

amount  spent  on  Public  Works  should  pj^Q^g^ynoN  OP  PERSON  AND  PRO- 
be  reduced,  and  it  necessarily  followed  p^j^^y  (IRELAND)  ACT,  1881-AR. 
that  the  number  of  engineers  required  ^g^  ^^  KILFINANE,  CO.  LIME- 

for  the  public  service  should  be  restricted  ;        pjCK 
also.    As  far  as  he  had  been  able  to 

observe,  the  education  given  at  the '  Me.  O'SULLIVAN  asked  the  Chief 
school  was  of  the  highest  character,  and  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
the  results  had  been  exceedingly  satis-  Ireland,  If  there  is  any  other  charge 
factory.  He  thought  it  should  be  very  against  Andrew  Mortel  and  Edmond 
clearly  understood  that  if  there  were  O^Neill  (who  were  arrested  under  the 
more  people  being  educated  in  England  '  Lord  Lieutenant's  warrant  at  Kilfinane, 
at  this  College  than  places  could  be  |  county  Limerick,  on  the  2i8t  of  June), 
found  for  in  India,  the  inevitable  result ;  except  the  fact  that  they  went  round  the 
must  be  one  of  those  periodical  blocks  town  and  collected  the  sum  of  three 
which  occurred  in  the  service,  and  which  pounds  three  shillings  to  pay  amount  of 
always  ended  in  the  most  disastrous  \  ^1"^©  fines  levied  by  Mr.  Clifford  Lloyd 
manner  for  the  Indian  Exchequer.  He  on  a  poor  married  woman  and  two  other 
believed  the  Government  were  acting  parties  in  Kilfinane  who  were  accused 
wisely  in  the  step  they  had  taken  ;  but  of  obstructing  the  public  thoroughfare 
he  hoped  the  difficulties  would  not  in-  i^  ^^a*  town ;  whether  he  is  aware  that 
duce  them  to  close  altogether  an  insti-  t^o  persons  who  subscribed  to  that  fund 
tution  which  had  done  so  much  good  ser-  ^^^o  written  to  the  public  press  to  show 
vice  in  the  past.  that  they  gave  their  subscriptions  volun- 

Retum,  as  amended,  agreed  to,  *f7J  *°.^'  ^^^?'  *^08^  circumstances, 

^  if  there  is  sufficient  cause  for  detaining 

Address  for —  these  two  men  any  longer  in  prison  ? 

Copy  of  the  new  icheme  of  management  of  i      Mr.  W.  E.  FOkSTER,  in  reply,  said, 

CooDer*8  Hill  College :  ,  the  only  answer  he  could  g^ve  to  the 

^  S?^^™  °^"^  ^..         I.  .,        „      i  Question  was  to  read  the  warrant  under 

^?o:  rfou'L^'Cf  "•'  "'  *'"  ^""^  \  which  these  gentlemen  were  arreeted. 

2.  Annual  receipts  from  the  students ;  '  *°^  which  charged  them  with  mtimi- 

3.  The  number  of  itudents  who  have  en-  |  dating  persons  in  order  to  compel  them 
tered  the  college  in  each  year  since  its  j  to   contribute  towards  the  payment  of 

A  ^tS.^^^™vL    *    4.  ^    *    •         V  I  certain  penalties  imposed   upon   other 

4.  The  number  of  students  m  each  year  •  ^^ /     i.u  •    •         q         ^'     i 

who,  having  passed  through  the  college,  PO«ons  for  the  commission  of  particular 
have  received  appointments  as  civil  engi-  '  offences.  All  he  could  state  was  that 
neers  in  India.— (TA^  Lord  Belper.)  '  the  Government  were  perfectly  satisfied 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  past   J^**  ^^®  warrant  was  correct,  so  far  as 
^ven  o'clock,  to  Monday  I  ^"^  ©^uld  reasonably  form  anjr  opinion, 

next,  Sleveii  o'olook.  I  and  that  there  had  been  intimidation, 
Fucount  MfieUl 
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Mb.  O'SULLIVAN  asked  if  the  right 
hon.   Gentleman   was  aware    that  the 

Eersons  from  whom  the  contributions 
ad  been  received  had  stated  that  the 
contributions  were  voluntary  ? 

Me.  W.  E.  FORSTEE  said,  he  was 
not  prepared  to  put  that  interpretation 
upon  what  had  occurred. 

PETTY   SESSIONS  CLERKS'  REGISTRY 
OFFICE,  DUBLIN  CASTLE. 

Mb.  H£ALY  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  his  attention  has  been  called 
to  the  correspondence  between  the  re- 
presentative of  a  firm  of  solicitors  and 
the  Under  Secretary  in  reference  to  a 
complaint  made  by  the  former,  who 
allege  that,  on  the  17th  ultimo,  on 
calling  at  Dublin  Castle,  at  the  Petty 
Sessions  Clerks'  Registry  Office,  for  in- 
formation urgently  required,  it  was  re- 
peatedly refused  him  by  a  subordinate 
official,  James  Mackey,  unless  a  written 
communication  were  made,  involving  a 
loss  of  time  of  several  days ;  that,  on 
being  asked  his  name,  so  that  it  might 
be  ascertained  if  he  was  acting  within 
his  instructions,  he  refused  to  state  it ; 
that,  on  being  reminded  that  he  was  a 
public  officiafi  paid  out  of  the  public 
funds,  and  bound  to  courtesy,  he  replied 
to  applicant,  *'  You  contribute  very  little 
to  them  except  when  you  are  fined  for 
being  drunk  and  disorderly  ;  "  that,  on 
being  pressed  for  the  information  so 
much  needed,  he  ordered  applicant  to 
leave  the  Office,  and  threatened  to  send 
for  a  policeman;  that,  on  applicant's 
refusal  to  leave,  he  did  actually  send  for 
a  constable ;  that,  on  a  complaint  hereof 
being  sent  to  Mr.  Burke,  Under  Secre- 
tary, ten  days  were  permitted  to  elapse 
before  a  rej^y  was  forwarded  ;  whether 
there  is  any  sufficient  excuse  for  such 
delay;  whether,  on  being  further  pressed, 
Mr.  Burke  again  allowed  ten  days  to 
elapse  before  answering ;  whether  in 
his  last  communication  he  declined  to 
take  any  further  notice  of  the  matter ; 
whether  if  information  is  urgently 
needed  from  a  Dublin  Castle  Office  on 
an  obvious  matter,  of  which  ignorance 
is  not  alleged  or  knowledge  denied, 
application  in  writing  is  always  insisted 
on ;  if  80,  whether  it  usually  takes  ten 
days  to  reply  to  such  communications  ; 
whether  Mr.  Burke  refused  to  answer 
five  material  questions  put  to  him  in  the 


first  letter  ;  whether  the  Correspondence 
has  been  submitted  to  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary ;  whether  he  approves  of  the  Under 
Secretary's  answers,  and  of  his  refusal 
to  cause  suitable  amends  to  be  made  to 
applicant  for  the  indignities  put  upon 
him ;  whether  Mackey  was  justified  in 
refusing  his  name  and  in  sending  for  a 
policeman ;  whether,  if  he  does  not  ap- 
prove of  Mackey's  language  and  con- 
duct, he  will  state  what  notice  he  pro- 
poses to  take  of  it ;  and,  on  what  class 
of  estimates  this  official's  salary  becomes 
a  charge  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  FOESTER,  in  reply,  said, 
he  was  sorry  the  hon.  Member  had 
thought  fib  to  take  up  the  time  of  the 
House  by  this  Question.  He  also  re- 
gretted the  manner  in  which  this  Ques- 
tion was  framed,  and  the  way  in  which 
a  very  respectable  man — Mr.  Mackey — 
was  alluded  to.  He  had  been  informed 
that  there  was  a  dispute  between  a  re- 
presentative of  a  firm  of  solicitors  and 
a  gentleman  who  signed  himself  ''  A 
Solicitor's  Apprentice,"  named  Mr. 
Maurice  Healy,-a  near  relation  of  the 
hon.  Member.  [Mr.  Healy  :  Hear, 
hear !]  He  believed  he  was  his  brother. 
[Mr.  Healy:  Hoar,  hear!]  He  was 
also  informed  that  Mr.  Healy  told  Mr. 
Mackey  that  ho  intended  to  commence 
proceedings  against  him,  and  therefore 
he  thought  it  might  have  boon  better  to 
have  waited  the  result  of  those  proceed- 
ings. He  also  thought  the  way  in  which 
the  hon.  Member  alluded  to  Mr.  Mackey, 
who  was  a  most  respectable  person,  was 
not  in  the  best  taste,  though  that  was 
not  much  matter.  He  was  referred  to 
in  the  Question  as  Mackey,  a  ''  subor- 
dinate official."  Mr.  Mackey  was  Chief 
Clerk  in  the  Petty  Sessions  Clerks' 
Eogistry  Office,  and  was  a  most  efficient 
and  deserving  officer.  He  had  seen  40 
years'  service,  and  during  that  time 
there  had  boon  no  complaint  ever  made 
against  him  by  the  public  for  want  of 
courtesy  or  attention  on  his  part.  He 
(Mr.  Mackey)  entirely  denied  the  de- 
cription  of  the  interview  which  was  given 
in  this  Question ;  but  he  thought  that 
that  was  a  matter  which  might  fairly  be 
left  to  the  Court  of  Law  to  which  Mr. 
Maurice  Healy,  it  seemed,  intended  to 
apply. 

Mb.  healy  explained  that  the  rea- 
son why  he  put  this  Question  on  the 
Paper  was  not  because  any  of  the  per- 
sons concerned  were  connected  with  him, 
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but  in  order  to  show  the  way  ia  which 
business  was  conducted  in  Dublin  Castle. 
He  wished  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man whether  it  was  true  that  Mr. 
Mackey,  on  being  reminded  that  he  was 
a  public  official,  paid  out  of  the  public 
funds,  and  bound  to  courtesy,  replied, 
**  You  contribute  very  little  to  the  pub- 
lic funds,  except  when  you  are  fined  for 
being  drunk  and  disorderly  ?  "  He  (Mr. 
Healy)  also  asked  whether,  when  infor- 
mation was  urgently  required,  a  written 
application  was  always  insisted  upon, 
involTing  a  loss  of  10  days  ? 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER  said,  Mr. 
Mackey  denied  that  he  made  the  state- 
ment referred  to  ;  but  he  did  not  think 
the  Question  was  one  with  which  the 
time  of  the  House  should  be  occupied. 
Mr.  Mackey  stated  that  the  reason  he 
refused  the  information  was  because  he 
considered  it  was  information  he  was 
not  at  liberty  to  g^ve.  He  was  then 
treated  in  a  most  insulting  manner,  and 
was  obliged  to  call  in  a  policeman  to 
take  care  that  Mr.  Healy  went  out  of  the 
house. 

Mb.  healy  gave  Notice  that  he 
should  call  attention  to  the  matter  at  an 
early  opportunity. 

SOUTH  AFRICA— THE  TRANSVAAL- 
PROSPECTS  UNDER  THE  NEW  GO- 
VERNMENT. 

Sib  henry  HOLLAND  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colo- 
nies, Whether  it  is  correct,  as  stated  in 
the  Table  of  Contents,  C.  2950,  p.  vi. 
(South  Africa),  that  Sir  Evelyn  Wood, 
in  his  Despatch  of  March  28th,  1881, 
expressed  *'  anxiety  as  to  the  future 
peace  of  the  Transvaal  under  the  new 
Government ; "  and,  if  it  is  correct,  whe- 
ther he  will  add  that  passage  to  the  Ex- 
tract from  the  Despatch  g^ven  at  p.  119, 
of  C.  2950  ? 

Sib  CHARLES  W.  DILKE,  in  reply, 
said,  that  the  words  in  the  Table  of  Con- 
tents were  not  correct,  for  the  passages 
omitted  did  not  refer  to  the  prospects  of 
the  Transvaal  under  the  new  Govern- 
ment, but  to  a  possibility,  as  matters 
stood  in  March  last,  of  a  breakdown  of 
the  peace  negotiations.  The  paragraphs 
three  and  four  were  omitted  by  inad- 
vertence, and  he  had  no  objection  to 
produce  them.  There  were  three  or 
four  lines  omitted  that  would  still  be 
omitted  because  they  related  to  names. 

Jf/%  Mealy 


THE  BOARD  OF  WORKS  (IRELAND;. 

Mb.  HEALY  asked  the  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury,  Whether  the  scheme  of 
reform  in  the  Irish  Board  of  Works 
will  be  laid  before  the  House  before 
the  Land  Bill  passes,  so  that  an  oppor- 
tunity for  discussing  it  may  arise  ? 

LoED  FREDEEICK  CAVENDISH : 
It  is  not  intended  to  propose  during 
the  present  Session  any  new  scheme  of 
reform  in  the  Irish  Board  of  Works. 
Many  of  the  recommendations  of  the 
Committee  of  Inquiry  in  1878  have  al- 
ready been  carried  into  effect.  Other 
important  questions  connected  with  the 
functions  of  the  Board  have  been  under 
the  careful  consideration  of  the  Govern- 
ment ;  but  the  present  is  not  considered 
to  be  a  favourable  time  for  dealing  with 
them.  The  Land  Law  (Ireland)  Bill 
relieves  the  Board  of  one  large  portion 
of  its  duties  by  transferring  to  the  Land 
Commission  all  its  powers  relating  to 
the  purchase  by  tenants  of  their  hold- 
ings. On  the  other  hand,  some  of  the 
other  provisions  of  the  Bill  will  increase 
the  work  of  the  Board.  Until  the  effect 
of  these  changes  is  ascertained,  it  is 
not  deemed  expedient  to  make  fur- 
ther changes  in  the  constitution  of  the 
Board. 

STATE    OF    IRELAND— "ENGLISH 
DEMOCRATIC  CONFEDERATION.*' 

Mb.  BELLINGH  am  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, Whether  his  attention  has  been 
drawn  to  a  speech  made  by  an  English- 
man named  Mr.  Fredericks,  a  member 
of  the  English  Democratic  Confedera- 
tion, at  Loughrea  on  8th  July,  and 
quoted  in  the  "Daily  Telegraph"  of 
9th  July  and  other  papers,  in  which  he 
is  reported  to  have  said  '*  I  drink  to  the 
health  of  the  Irish  Bepublic,"  and  that 
he  would  not  be  afraid  to  take  up  a  rifle 
in  defence  of  Ireland's  rights ;  whether 
the  making  use  in  public  of  words  of 
that  character  be  in  any  wise  a  crime 
punishable  by  Law ;  whether  he,*  as  the 
result  of  his  inquiry,  can  state  whether 
Mr.  Fredericks  can  be  reasonably  sus- 
pected of  having  made  use  of  these  words 
or  words  of  a  similar  character ;  and, 
whether  he  has  already  caused  many 
Irishmen  to  be  detained  in  prison  on 
the  grounds  that  they  were  reasonably 
suspected  of  making  use  of  language  of 
a  character  far  leas  strong  and  leas  likely 
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to  lead  to  iiyiirioiiB  consequences  in  the 
present  oonaition  of  Ireland  ? 

Mb.  W.  E.  F0E8TER,  in  reply,  said, 
before  action  was  taken  on  words 
uttered .  at  a  public  meeting,  the  first 
queedon  to  be  considered  was  whether 
tne  words  had  been  used ;  the  second, 
whether  they  came  within  the  powers 
given  to  the  Gbvemment  by  the  law ; 
and,  thirdly,  whether  they  were  spoken 
by  a  person  of  sufficient  importance  to 
require  notice  to  be  taken  of  them.  The 
meeting  in  question  was  not  an  impor- 
tant one. 

Mr.  BELUNOHAM  asked  whether 
a  deputation  of  English  miners  had  not 
been  travelling  for  two  weeks  in  Ireland 
using  the  same  violent  language  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  F0B8TEE  said,  he  was 
aware  that  representatives  of  miners  had 
been  travelling  in  Ireland ;  but  nothing 
had  come  to  his  knowledge  that  he 
deemed  necessary  to  take  action  upon. 

Mr.  J.  W.  PEASE,  in  consequence  of 
what  fell  from  the  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr. 
Bellingham),  asked  the  Chief  Secretary 
whether  he  had  received  any  Beport 
from  Ireland  in  any  way  complaining  of 
the  deputation  from  the  miners  of  Dur- 
ham and  Northumberland  in  their  tour 
through  Ireland  to  investigate  the  state 
of  the  country ;  and,  whether  there  had 
been  anything  in  their  conduct  or 
speeches  which  tended  in  any  way  to 
promote  a  breach  of  the  peace,  or  to 
encourage  others  to  break  the  peace  ? 

Mr.  MACDONALD  inquired  if  the 
Chief  Secretary  could  say  that  the  de- 
putation in  Ireland  to  which  reference 
had  been  made  did  represent  the  miners 
of  either  Durham  or  Northumberland, 
because  he  (Mr.  Macdonald)  was  in  a 
position  to  say  they  did  not  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  F0E8TER  said,  he  could 
not  be  expected  to  settle  the  disputed 
question  raised  by  the  hon.  Qentleman 
(Mr.  Macdonald).  He  understood  that 
these  gentlemen  stated  that  they  were  a 
deputation  from  the  miners  of  Durham 
and  Northumberland;  but  it  had  not 
been  his  business  to  inquire  into  their 
credentials.  With  regard  to  the  Ques- 
tion of  the  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Pease), 
he  had  no  official  Import-— in  fact,  he 
had  no  Beport  at  all — of  anything  hav- 
ing been  said  or  done  by  these  gentle- 
men contrary  to  the  public  peace.  Of 
course,  it  would  not  be  expected  that  he 
should  enter  into  any  question  as  to  the 
ooRectneia  of  their  statements,   either 


one  way  or  the  other ;  but  he  had  had 
no  information  brought  him  to  the  effect 
that  they  had  created  any  disturbance 
of  the  public  peace. 

Mr.  BUBT  said,  he  was  closely  con- 
nected with  the  miners'  organizations  in 
Durham  and  Northumberland,  and  he 
could  state  that  no  such  deputation  as 
that  referred  to  was  authorized  to  repre- 
sent the  miners  of  those  counties. 

SOUTH  AFRICA— THE  ORANGE  FREE 
STATE  —  THE  MURDER  OF  DR. 
BARBER. 

Sir  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE 
asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs,  Whether  any  result  has 
yet  been  obtained  from  the  communica- 
tions addressed  to  the  President  of  the 
Orange  Free!  State  with  reference  to  the 
murder  of  Dr.  Barber,  and  what  course 
the  Oovemment  are  pursuing  in  order 
to  obtain  compensation  for  that  gentle- 
man's family  ? 

Sib  CHABLES  W.  DILKE  :  The 
documents  referred  to  were  laid  on  the 
Table  yesterday.  A  telegram  was  sent 
to  Sir  Hercules  Bobinson  yesterday,  de- 
siring him  to  urge  upon  the  Boer  leaders 
that  compensation  should  be  given  to 
the  orphan  children  of  Dr.  Barber. 

ROYAL  UNIVERSITY  OF  IRELAND— 
THE  SCHEME  OF  THE  SENATE. 

Mr.  J.  G.  TALBOT  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, Whether  his  attention  has  been 
drawn  to  the  Scheme  of  the  Senate  of 
the  Boyal  University  for  Ireland,  and  to 
the  unlimited  number  and  high  scale  of 
prizes  proposed  for  students  in  arts  and 
professional  schools;  and,  whether,  be- 
fore the  said  Scheme  is  sanctioned, 
Parliament  will  have  any  opportunity  of 
expressiDg  its  opinion  upon  it  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  FOBSTEB,  in  reply,  said, 
of  course  his  attention  had  been  called 
to  this  matter,  and,  in  accordance  with 
the  provisions  of  the  Act,  the  Scheme 
had  been  laid  on  the  Table  of  the  House. 
The  University  Act  that  was  passed  in- 
structed the  Senate  to  draw  up  a  Scheme, 
and,  on  being  communicated  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant,  it  was  his  duty  to  put  it 
upon  the  Table  of  the  House.  There 
was  no  power  g^ven  to  the  Senate  to  alter 
the  Scheme,  and  no  power  given  to  the 
Government  to  propose  alterations  in  it. 
Whatever  was  done  about  the  Univer- 
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tity,  must  depond  veiy  muoli  on  the 
Estimates  which  would  be  submitted  to 
Parliament.  An  opportunity  would  be 
given  to  the  House  to  express  their 
opinions ;  but  he  was  not  quite  sure 
vbether  that  would  not  be  on  a  Bill 
brought  in  rather  than  on  a  Vote. 

ABMY  ORGANIZATION— GENERAL  OR- 

DER  No.   70,    1981— HISTORIC  TITLES 

OF  REGIMENTS. 

Captain  AYLMEB  asked  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War,  If  his  attention 
has  been  called  to  the  General  Order  No. 
?0,  of  1881,  wherein  itwas  ordered  that 
the  7th  Begiment  should  bear  the  title 
of  "The  Koyal  Fusiliers  (Oity  of  Lon- 
don) Regiment,"  and  the  8th  Begiment 
the  title  of  "The  King's  (Liverpool) 
Ee^ment,"  and  to  General  Order  No. 
86  just  issued,  wherein  it  is  ordered  that 
in  all  correspondence  these  Re  g;iments  are 
to  be  described  by  the  abbreviated  titles 
"The  Royal  Fusiliers"  and  "The 
Lirerpool  Regiment,"  respectively;  and, 
whether  he  can  give  any  reason  why  the 
special  favour  granted  to  the  7th  Begi- 
ment to  use  its  historic  title  should  oe 
refused  to  the  equally  distinguished  8th 
Begiment  1 

Ms.  CHILDER8 :  I  am  really  sorry 
that  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  should 
think  it  'necessary  to  trouble  the  House 
vith  BO  trivial  a  Question.  The  full 
titles  of  the  two  Regiments  are  the 
"  Royal  Fusiliers  (City  of  London)  Begi- 
ment," and  the  "King's  (Liverpool) 
Regiment,"  and  these  full;  and  satia- 
factorily  describe  the  characteristics  of 
the  two  Regiments.  But  it  would  be 
mere  red-tape  to  be  obliged,  in  corr^ 
■pondence,  to  use  the  full  titles  which 
have  been  abbreviated  for  that  purpose 
only  to  the  "  Royal  Fusilier>«,"  and  the 
'*  Liverpool."  Perhaps  I  may  say  that 
to  call  the  latter  the  "King's"  might 
lead  to  some  confusion  ;  and  1  trust  that 
the  House  will  not  wish  to  interfere  in 
such  matters  of  mere  official  detail. 

Captain  AYLMER  said,  the  subject 
of  his  Question  was  considered  by  no 
means  trivial  by  many  persons  who  had 
addressed  letters  to  him  with  referesoe 
to  it. 


Mb.  fat  asked  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury,  Whether,   having  regard  to 
Mr.  W.E.  FmUr 
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the  daily  increasiug  number  of  Amend- 
ments to  the  Irish  Land  Bill,  and  the 
advanced  period  of  the  Session,  the  time 
has  not  arrived  for  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment to  declare  urgency  on  that 
measure  ? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  ;  Without  doubt, 
the  greatest  inconvenience  has  been 
caused  to  the  House  in  many  ways,  par- 
ticularly with  respect  to  the  important 
Notioa  dependent  on  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  opposite  (Sir  Michael  Hicks- 
Beach),  by  the  unexpected  prolongation 
of  the  proceedings  in  Committee  on  the 
Land  Law  (Ireland)  Bill.  At  the  same 
time,  to  resort  to  urgency  is  a  very  serious 
matter,  in  itself  leading  to  a  great  deal 
of  difference  of  opinion  as  to  what  may 
happen.  I  am  inclined  to  hope  still  we 
may  be  able  to  get  on  without  making 
any  fresh  demands  on  the  time  of  the 
House.  Certainly,  at  the  present  mo- 
ment we  do  not  intend  to  make  any  such 
fresh  demand,  though  this  Question  does, 
I  believe,  express  a  feeling  which  exists, 
with  too  good  reason,  in  the  minds  of 
many  hon.  Members. 

CENTRAL  ASIA— ADVANCE  OF  RUSSIA 
Ma.  A8HMEAD-BAETLETT  asked 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Forei^ 
Affairs.  If  he  will  inquire  by  telegraph 
of  the  British  agents  in  Northern  Persia 
whether  it  is  a  fact,  aa  stated  by  the 
Correspondent  of  the  "Daily  News," 
who  is  now  a  prisoner  at  Merv,  that  the 
Russians  have  not  only  occupied  and 
annexed  the  whole  oftheTekke Turcoman 
Country,  including  Askabad,  but  have 
also  occupied  Kuchan,  in  Persian  Kho- 
moat    important    strategical 

Ssition  on  the  road  to  Meshed  and 
erat,  and  have  extended  their  frontier 
along  the  Attrek  Talley  up  to  the  Ye- 
gend,  embracing  Derghaea  and  Kelat, 
and  passing  close  to  Meshed  ;  aud,  whe- 
ther he  will  at  the  same  time  ask  for 
and  lay  before  this  House  exact  infor- 
mation as  to  the  extent  of  territory  in 
that  region  now  in  the  occupation  of 
Russia,  or  aUeged  by  the  Russian  autho- 
rities to  be  under  their  rule  ? 
Sir  CHABLES  W.  DILKE:  The 
ireign  Office  cannot  communicate  by 
telegraph  with  Meshed,  so  it  is  not 
possible  to  make  the  direct  inquiry 
asked  for ;  but  the  Agent  at  Meshed  is 
in  constant  oommunicatioii  with  Her 
Majesty's  Minister  at  Teheran,  through 
whom  his  Reports  ara  reouTod.    Bitx 
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Majesty's  Ghargo  d' Affaires  has  already 
been  instructed  to  send  home  a  map 
showing  the  boundaries  of  the  recently 
annexed  territory  in  the  Akhal  country 
for  the  Library  of  the  House  of  Commons. 
Mr.  ASHMEAD-BARTLETT  com- 
plained that  he  had  been  unable  to  ob- 
tain an  exact  statement  on  this  subject 
from  the  hon.  Baronet.  He  would  repeat 
the  latter  part  of  the  Question  early  in 
next  week;  and  if  the  hon.  Baronet 
would  not  telegraph  for  information  on 
this  important  question  he  should  con- 
sider it  his  duty  to  bring  the  matter  be- 
fore the  notice  of  the  House  in  the  only 
way  which  was  now  possible  for  private 
Members. 

SOUTH  AFRICA  —  THE  TRANSVAAL 
RISING— THE  RESOLUTION  OF  SIR 
M.  HICKS-BEACH. 

8iE  MICHAEL  HICKS  -  BEACH  : 
Last  week  the  Prime  Minister  intimated 
that,  in  the  circumstances  which  then 
existed,  he  hoped  the  Transvaal  debate 
might  bo  taken  on  Monday  next.  May 
I  now  ask  whether  he  is  able  to  make 
any  definite  statement  on  the  subject  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  I  should  reply  to 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  with  paiu  and 
almost  with  shame,  were  it  not  that  ho 
is  as  cognizant  of  the  facts  of  the  case 
as  I  am.  It  was  not  an  unreasonable 
hope  that  we  should  have  finished  tlio 
Committee  on  the  Land  Law  (Ireland) 
Bill  during  the  present  week.  I  still 
hope  that  we  may  be  able  to  finish  it  by 
next  week,  though  I  cannot  predict  any- 
tiiing  with  confidence.  The  first  moment 
that  is  at  our  disposal  shall  be  given  to 
the  right  hon.  Baronet ;  but  as  a  good 
many  questions  are  still  open,  in  which 
great  interest  is  felt  in  more  than  one 
quarter  of  the  House,  it  is  possible  that 
these  questions  may  lead  to  a  little  pro- 
longation of  the  debates.  As  many 
Friends  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet  may 
take  part  in  the  coming  discussions,  it  is 
possible  that  an  important  infiuence  may 
be  introduced  by  consultation  among  his 
Friends  as  to  the  policy  and  expediency 
of  prolonging  the  discussions.  If  we 
should  be  so  happy  as  to  finish  the  Com- 
mittee by  Wednesday  next,  Thursday 
wiU  be  at  the  disposal  of  the  right  hon. 
Baronet.  The  absolute  necessities  of  the 
Public  Service  will  compel  us  to  ask  for 
a  further  Vote  on  Account  on  Monday 
2iight.  We  shall  propose  to  report  Pro- 
grew  at  a  little  earlier  hour  than  usuali 


perhaps  a  little  before  midnight,  in 
order  to  submit  the  Vote  to  the  House. 
Any  time  except  the  time  occupied  by 
the  debate  on  the  Transvaal  will  be  given 
to  Supply. 

Siu    MICHAEL    HICKS-BEACH: 
With   the   indulgence  of  the  House,  I 
should  like  to  say  what  course  it  ap- 
pears to  me  to  be  necessary  to  take  after 
the  answer  of  the  Prime  Minister.  What 
I  am  about  to  say  I  do  not  say  at  all  by 
way  of  complaint  against  the  Govern- 
ment.    I  am  sensible,  as  we  all  are,  of 
the  difficult  circumstances  with  which 
they  have  had  to  deal.    But  the  answer 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  appears  to 
me  to   leave    the  date   at  which   this 
debate  may  take  place  in  a  state   of 
most  absolute  uncertainty.      Important 
questions  still  remain  to  be  discussed  in 
the  Committee  on  the  Land  Law  (Ire- 
land) Bill,  and  I  cannot  conceive  it  at 
all  probable  that  the  Committee  on  the 
Bill  will  be  concluded  by  the  day  named. 
Therefore,  what  the  right  lion.  Gentle- 
man has  said  appears  to  me  to  amount 
to   an  indefinite  postponement  of   the 
Motion   of  wliich  I  have  given  Notice. 
I    gave  that  Notice  more   than   three 
months  ago,  in  the  hope  that  an  early 
discussion  might  take  place,  and  I  have 
done  my  best  to  bring  about  that  result. 
I  think  hon.  Members  will  admit  that 
the  failure  to  bring  on  the  debate  has 
been  due  to  no  fault  of  mine.     Unques- 
tionably the  delay,  for  which  I  do  not 
wish  to  blame  anyone,  has  prejudiced 
the  Motion  of  which  I  have  given  No- 
tice.    After  the  middle  of  July  it  is  al- 
most impossible  to  obtain  the   definite 
judj^ment  of  a  full  House  on  a  question 
of  this  importance.     On  the  other  hand, 
I  am  bound  to  say  I  should  not  bo  justi- 
fied, after  what  has  taken  place  within 
the  last  few  days,  in  pressing  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  to  allow  me  to  bring 
this  Motion   forward   before  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Bill  is  concluded.     There- 
fore, in  the  circumstances,  looking  also 
to  the  fact,  which  is  a  fact  of  undoubted 
importance,  that  we  have  reason  to  sup- 
pose the  inquiry  of  the  Royal  Commis- 
sioners in  the  Transvaal  will,   before 
long,  be  concluded,  and  its  results  an- 
nounced to  the  House,  it  is  my  intention 
to  consult  with  those  with  whom  I  am  in 
the  habit  of  acting  as  to  whether  we 
shall  not  be  able  in  some  other  way,  and, 
perhaps,  at  a  still  later  period  of  the 
Session,  to  bring  on  the  debate,  which  I 
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Silt  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  said,  that 
the  meaning  of  the  word  **  reasonably  " 
was  very  vague  in  England,  and  was 
probably  much  more  so  in  Ireland,  and 
therefore  he  hoped  the  word  would  not 
be  adopted  by  the  Committee.  One  of 
the  worst  form  of  gprants  was  a  loan 
which  was  not  meant  to  be  fully  repaid, 
and  he  objected  to  the  introduction  of 
a  word  which  carried  with  it  the  slightest 
doubt  that  the  Land  Commission  were 
to  be  fully  repaid  for  the  advances 
made. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 
Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  29  (Transfer  of  purchase 
powers  of  Board  of  Works  to  Land 
Commission)  agreed  to. 

Clause  30  (Kule  as  to  fixing  percen- 
tages, purchase  moneys,  &c.)  agreed  to. 

Pabt  VI. 

CouBT  AND  Land  Commission. 

Description  of  Court  and  Proceedings. 

Clause  31  (Court  to  mean  civil  bill 
court,  s.  22). 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  20,  line  18,  insert  as  a  new  sub-sec- 
tion : — *'  (2.)  Any  proceedings  which  might  bo 
institated  before  the  Civil  Bill  Court  may,  at 
the  election  of  the  person  taking  such  proceed- 
ings, be  instituted  before  the  Land  Commission, 
and  thereupon  the  Land  Commission  shall,  as 
respects  such  proceedings,  be  deemed  to  be  the 
Court." — {Mr.  Attorney  General  for  Ireland.) 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Mb.  bigg  ah  said,  that  although  the 
Government  proposed  by  this  clause  that 
the  Primary  Court  to  deal  with  matters 
arising  under  the  Bill  should  be  the 
Civil  Bill  Court  of  the  county  where 
the  matter  requiring  the  cognizance  of 
the  Court  arose,  the  highest  autho- 
ritities  in  Ireland,  who  had  ample  oppor- 
tunities of  forming  a  correct  opinion 
upon  the  judgments  of  the  Civil  Bill 
Courts,  were  not  satisfied  that  the 
County  Court  Judges  were  the  best 
who  could  be  selected  for  the  purpose  of 
acting  with  perfect  impartiality  between 
landlord  and  tenant.  Indeed,  it  was 
supposed  that,  situated  as  they  were 
socially,  they  might  be  disposed  to  look 
with  rather  more  favoiir  upon  the  land- 
lord class  than  upon  the  tenants.  He 
therefore  proposed  to  associate  with  the 
County  Court  Judges  two  other  persont 


to  be  elected  by  the  Parliamentary  elec- 
tors of  the  county,  who  should  have 
power  to  decide  cases  that  came  before 
them,  at  the  option  of  the  Court,  but 
subject  to  appeal  to  the  Commissioners 
if  it  was  not  considered  that  the  decision 
of  the  Primary  Court  was  a  just  one. 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  page  20,  line  18,  after  "  arises,*'  insert 
*^  associated  with  and  assisted  by  two  persons 
elected  by  the  Parliamentary  Sectors  of  the 
county  in  which  the  property  is  situate  of 
which  the  proceedings  take  cognizance." — (Mr. 
Biggar.) 

Question  proposed,  '*  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

The  attorney  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  said,  he  hoped 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cavan  would  not 
press  this  Amendment,  which  he  could  not 
accept  on  many  grounds,  but  mainly  be- 
cause it  was  not  possible  for  the  Govern- 
ment to  admit  the  principle  that  either 
County  Court  Judges,  or  their  deputies, 
should  be  appointed  at  the  instance  of 
persons  whose  duty  it  was  simply  to  take 
part  in  the  election  of  their  Representa- 
tives in  Parliament,  and  not  in  the  ap- 
pointment of  persons  to  judicial  offices. 

Mr.  biggar  said,  the  criticism  of 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
was,  to  some  extent,  correct.  The  words 
of  the  Amendment  did  convey  the  idea 
that  fresh  tribunals  were  to  be  appointed, 
and  he  was  disposed  to  amend  it  in  that 
respect.    His  intention  was  that  the  two 

Eersons  appointed  by  the  electors  should 
e  permanent  assistants  to  the  County 
Court  Judge,  so  far  as  cases  to  be  de- 
cided in  the  county  were  concerned.  To 
the  extent  he  had  mentioned,  he  thought 
there  was  weight  in  the  argument  of  the 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland,  although 
he  could  not  agree  that  there  was  any 
weight  whatever  in  the  rest  of  his  argu- 
ment against  the  Amendment.  It  was 
well  known  that  a  much  greater  ex- 
pense was  involved  in  settling  a  case  in 
Dublin,  than  in  settling  it  on  the  spot 
where  the  question  arose.  The  expense 
in  Dublin  would  be  ruinous  to  the  ten- 
ant. The  fact  remained  that  it  was  de- 
sirable that  the  cases  should  be  tried  in 
the  County  Court  of  the  county  in  which 
the  cause  of  action  arose,  and  that  being 
so,  it  had  to  be  considered  what  was  the 
best  tribunal  for  impartially  carrying 
the  Act  into  operation.  The  County 
Court  Judges  would,  of  course,  exercise 
great  influence  upon  tiie  aasooiatee,  as 
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beiDg  learned  in  the  law  and  competent 
to  direct  the  attention  of  their  colleagues 
to  precedents  bearing  upon  the  oases  be- 
fore them.  Still,  he  thought  it  advisable 
that  they  should  be  assisted  by  two  men 
of  local  knowledge,  who  would  be  com- 
petent to  decide  upon  matters  of  fact. 

Mb.  HEALY  said,  he  understood  that 
out  of  the  whole  body  of  County  Court 
Judges  there  were  only  three  or  four 
whose  decisions  would  be  received  with 
satbfaction  by  the  tenants.  The  ques- 
tion, therefore,  properly  arose  as  to 
whether  the  County  Court  Judges  should 
not  be  associated  with  assistants.  Again, 
looking  at  the  pressure  of  business  that 
would  occur,  he  wished  to  know  whether 
it  was  the  intention  of  the  Government 
to  appoint  assistant  barristers  for  the 
purpose  of  getting  over  the  difficulty  ? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  It  would  be  ex- 
tremely wrong  in  us  to  call  upon  the 
Committee  to  constitute  a  g^eat  number 
of  officers  absolutely  for  the  purpose  of 
meeting  the  rush  of  business  which  it  is 
supposed  will  follow  the  passing  of  this 
Bill ;  but  the  Committee  will  see  that 
we  intend,  when  we  come  to  deal  with 
the  constitution  of  the  Court,  to  ask  them 
to  take  some  powers  for  the  purpose.  I 
will  not  discuss  that  now  ;  but  it  appears 
to  me  that  an  elastic  provision  of  the 
kind  proposed  is  the  only  mode  in  which 
we  can  attempt  to  meet  the  rush  of  busi- 
ness which  may  take  place.  The  House, 
baring  agreed  to  that  proposal,  will  then 
have  a  certain  opportunity,  when  the 
Estimates  come  round,  of  trying  the 
whole  question  upon  the  Vote  for  the 
Salaries  and  Establishment  of  the  Com- 
mission. 

Mb.  MABTJM  called  the  attention  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cavan  to  an  Amend- 
ment on  the  Paper  in  the  name  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Dundalk 
(Mr.  C.  Bussell),  which  he  suggested 
the  hon.  Member  should  adopt  in  place 
of  his  own.  For  his  own  part,  he  made 
no  insinuation  of  any  kind  against  the 
integrity,  education,  or  ability  of  the 
County  Court  Judges ;  nevertheless,  he 
was  bound  to  say  that  it  was  not  gene- 
rally considered  that  they  would  form  a 
tribunal  satisfactory  to  the  tenants  of 
Ireland.  He  would  recommend  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cavan  to  withdraw  his 
Amendment,  and  allow  the  question 
raised  by  him  to  be  fully  discussed  on 
the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
ICember  for  Dondalk  ? 


Mb.  HEALY  asked  how  many  sub« 
Commissioners  would  be  appointed  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  Our  first  duty 
will  be  to  appoint  Commissioners;  and, 
with  respect  to  that,  the  Committee  will 
be  parties.  I  do  not  propose  to  name 
the  Commissioners  until  I  have  given 
fair  notice  to  the  Committee  of  the  gen- 
tlemen we  intend  to  appoint ;  but  we 
can  say  nothing  of  the  sub-Commis- 
sioners, except  that  they  will  be  officers 
of  the  Commissioners. 

Mr.  A.  MOORE  said,  he  thought  that 
the  probable  effect  of  strengthening  the 
Civil  Bill  Court  by  the  association  of 
assessors  would  be  that  the  Court  would 
be  the  means  of  settling  a  larger  number 
of  disputes.  With  regard  to  the  ques- 
tion of  introducing  the  elective  element 
into  the  construction  of  the  Courts,  he 
thought  the  discussion  on  that  subject 
had  better  be  taken  when  they  came  to 
the  appointment  of  sub-Commissioners. 

Mr.  BIGGAR  said,  he  had  no  inten- 
tion of  propofiing  to  do  away  with  the 
Civil  Court.  The  Committee  had  agreed 
that  it  should  constitute  the  Primary 
Court  in  the  cases  that  would  arise  under 
this  Act,  and  he  said  it  was  desirable 
that  those  cases  should  be  tried  in  the 
locality  where  the  cause  of  action  arose, 
because  that  would  save  a  great  deal  of 
expense  to  the  tenants.  In  that  respect 
he  could  not  but  regard  the  Amendment 
of  the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland  for 
the  removal  of  the  proceedings  to  the 
Land  Commission,  as  a  mischievous 
alteration.  The  question  had  arisen  as 
to  how  the  County  Court  Judges  were  to 
be  assisted.  Ho  was  not  going  to  bring 
aoy  wholesale  charges  against  those 
gentlemen,  who  had  all  had  consider- 
able experience  in  the  law  before  they 
were  made  County  Court  Judges,  and 
the  Committee  might  assume  that  they 
were  persons  of  fair  attainments  in  that 
respect.  But  as  regarded  agricultural 
affairs,  the  case  was  very  different,  and 
it  was  felt,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  that  the 
County  Court  Judges  alone  would  not 
be  likely  to  constitute  a  tribunal  that 
would  be  regarded  with  satisfaction  by 
the  tenants.  Therefore,  it  was  asked 
that  they  should  be  assisted  by  persons 
appointed  by  the  electors  of  the  county. 
In  any  case,  there  would  have  to  be  an 
appeal  to  the  Commission,  because  no 
one  could  wish  that  the  Court  of  First 
Instance  should  not  be  liable  to  have 
its  decisions    reviewed    and,    perhaps. 
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rerened  by  a  Superior  Oonrt.    But  the 

nt  iBsae  was  whether  or  not  it  was 
■able  that  the  people  interested 
should  hare  confidence  in  the  tribonal. 
He  was  disposed  to  the  opinion  that  the 
electors  of  the  county  were  the  best 
judges  of  the  kind  of  tribunal  that  would 
secure  their  confidence  ;  and,  therefore, 
he  proposed  that  they  should  hare  the 
power  of  electing  two  persons  to  assist — 
not  to  supersede  —  the  County  Court 
Judges. 

Mb.  O'CONNOR  POWER  said,  he 
was  not  sure  that  the  hon.  Member  for 
Oaran  would  be  quite  satisfied  with  the 
two  assistants  nominated  in  the  way 
proposed  by  him.  He  believed  that 
m  Ulster  and  the  Northern  parts  of 
Ireland,  gentlemen  would  be  nomi- 
nated who  represented  the  views  and 
opinions  of  landlords,  while  the  reverse 
would  be  the  case  in  the  other  parts  of 
Ireland.  Now,  as  his  idea  of  a  Court  was 
that  it  should  consist  of  men  who  were 
rigidly  impartial,  he  should  be  compelled 
to  vote  against  these  two  assistants  if  the 
Amendment  was  pressed  to  a  division. 
His  opinion  was  that  the  Court  should 
have  the  help  of  one  person  only  as 
assessor,  and  that  he  should  be  a  man 
practically  acquainted  with  agriculture. 

Mb.  BIOGAR  said,  that,  contrary  to 
the  opinion  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Mayo  (Mr.  O'Connor  Power),  the  people 
in  the  North  of  Ireland  approved  this 
Amendment  in  the  tenant's  interest. 
They  were  quite  as  much  alive  to  their 
own  interest  as  the  tenants  in  the  South, 
and  they  were  also  quite  aware  of  the 
nature  of  the  issue  between  themselves 
and  the  landlords.  He  had  no  doubt  that 
the  tenant's  interest  would  get  the  prefer- 
ence from  the  electors  in  any  of  the  coun- 
ties of  Ireland.  In  view,  however,  of  the 
wishes  expressed  by  his  hon.  Friends, 
he  was  witliug  to  ask  leave  of  the  Com- 
mittee to  withdraw  his  Amendment. 

Amendment  negatived. 

Mb.  SHAW  said,  in  the  absence  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Dun- 
dalk  (Mr.  C.  Russell),  he  begged  to 
move  the  Amendment  standing  on  the 
Paper  in  the  name  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member.  In  his  opinion,  the 
proposal  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber was  very  worthy  the  attention  of  the 
Committee.  He  had  a  strong  opinion 
that  the  County  Court  Judges  would  be 
incompetent  to  deal  with  many  of  the 
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questions  that  came  before  them  ;  and 
although  he  understood  that  some  of 
these  gentlemen  were  jealous  of  having 
any  other  persons  associated  with  them, 
for  his  own  part  he  oould  see  no  reason 
why  they  should  be  so  very  sensitive 
upon  that  point.  This  Bill,  so  far  from 
creating  litigation,  as  had  been  sug- 
g^ted,  ought  to  do  away  with  it.  There 
was  no  need  that  any  attorneys  should 
come  near  the  Court  at  all,  for  the  pur- 
pose of  settling  any  of  the  questions 
which  the  Court  could  very  well  deal  with 
without  their  aid.  He  thought  it  would 
be  an  easy  and  proper  thing  to  asso- 
ciate with  the  County  Court  Judge  one 
or  two  assistants  to  be  nominated  by 
the  Land  Commission  as  occasion  might 
require,  and  therefore  begged  to  move 
the  Amendment  to  which  he  had  re- 
ferred. 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  paee  20,  leave  out  sab-section  4,  and  insert 
— "  In  all  matters  relating  to  the  fixing  of  rent 
or  ascertaining  the  value  of  a  holding  or  tenancy, 
or  the  amoant  to  be  awarded  as  compensation 
for  disturbance  or  for  improvements,  there  shall 
be  associated  with  the  County  Court  Judge  two 
persons  to  be  nominated  as  occasion  may  require 
by  the  Land  Commission,  each  of  whom  shall 
have  equal  voice  with  the  said  Judge  in  pro- 
nouncing the  decision  of  the  Court  on  the  mat- 
ters aforesaid." — (Jtfr.  5Aatr.) 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  The  authority  of 
my  hon.  Friend  who  has  just  spoken, 
and  that  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Dundalk,  are  undoubtedly  g^at ; 
but  I  cannot  help  thinking  that  this  Mo- 
tion was  put  on  the  Paper  before  that  of 
my  right  non.  and  learned  Friend  near 
me,  and  at  a  time  when  there  was  no 
distinct  declaration  before  the  Commit- 
tee of  the  views  which  have  now  been 
adopted  with  regard  to  the  relations 
between  the  parties  in  the  Oivil  Bill 
Courts.  This  plan  appears  to  me  to  be 
rather  in  the  nature  of  an  alternative. 
But  if  we  adopt  this  Amendment,  we 
should  be  obliged,  in  the  first  place,  to 
appoint  a  large  additional  number  of 
Assistant  Commissioners.  If  we  had 
asked  the  Committee  virtually  to  make 
the  Civil  Bill  Court  exclusively  the  Court 
of  First  Instance,  then,  I  admit,  that 
much  might  be  said  in  favour  of  this 
proposal ;  but  I  am  sure  my  hon.  Friend 
will  see  that  it  would  be  a  very  nice 
operation  to  call  upon  the  County  Court 
Judges,  who,  I  must  say,  discharged 
their  duties  under  the  Laud  Act  of  1870 
with  considerable  efficiency,  to  submit 
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to  a  re-constitatioii  of  their  Courts — a 
proposal  which  the  most  moderate  self- 
K>Te  would  object  to.  Under  the  oir- 
cumstanceSy  I  hope  the  Amendment  will 
not  be  pressed. 

Mb.  O'CONNOR  POWER  said,  the 
Prime  Minister  had  twice  reminded  the 
Committee  that  the  tenant  might  pass 
by  the  local  Court  and  go  to  the  Land 
CSommission.  Besides  regarding  this  as 
an  unfortunate  arrangement,  inasmuch 
as  it  would  have  the  effect  of  direrting 
the  energy  of  the  Superior  Court  from 
matters  of  great  importance,  he  did  not 
think  it  supplied  an  adequate  remedy 
for  the  defects  intended  to  be  remored 
by  the  Amendment  before  the  Commit- 
tee. He  quite  admitted  the  force  of  the 
Prime  Minister's  objection  to  neutral- 
izing the  County  Court  Judge  by  asso- 
ciating with  him  two  other  persons ;  and 
likewise  the  force  of  his  objection  to 
the  creation  of  a  large  staff  of  officials 
to  be  kept  in  readmess  for  cases  of 
emergency.  But  he  thought  that  the 
first  difficulty  would  be  removed  by 
associating  only  one  person  with  the 
County  Court  Judge,  as  he  had  already 
suggested.  He  repeated  his  objection 
to  having  two  persons  associated  with 
the  County  Court  Judge.  And,  more- 
over, he  objected  to  the  Amendment  on 
the  further  gproi^nd  that  it  made  no  pro- 
vision that  the  persons  to  be  so  asso- 
ciated should  have  practical  knowledge 
of  the  matters  upon  which  they  were  to 
give  an  opinion.  The  Committee  were 
simply  asked  to  affirm  that  the  Land 
Commission  should  send  down  two  per- 
sons, who,  for  anything  expressea  to 
the  contrary,  might  be  two  persons  who 
knew  less  of  the  matter  in  dispute  than 
the  County  Court  Judges  themselves. 
For  his  own  part,  he  would  like  to  see 
the  words  "  two  persons  '*  omitted  from 
the  Amendment,  for  the  purpose  of  sub- 
stituting "  one  person "  who  should 
have  practical  knowledge  of  the  matters 
to  be  decided  upon — namely,  questions 
of  fixinff  a  fair  rent,  assessing  the  value 
of  holdings,  and  the  amounts  to  be 
awarded  as  compensation  for  disturb- 
ance and  improvements.  If  the  Com- 
mittee would  associate  with  the  County 
Court  Judge  one  such  person  having 
knowledge  of  these  questions,  he  be- 
lieved that  a  tribunal  would  be  consti- 
tuted whose  decisions  would  at  once  be 
accepted,  and  which  would  do  away  with 
the  neceesity  of  going  to  the  Land 
Court  in  Dublin,    The  question  raised 


by  the  Amendment  would,  in  his  opi- 
nion, be  settled  better  in  this  way  than 
by  any  other  arrangement  which  had 
been  suggested. 

Majob  O'BEIRNE  supported  the 
Amendment  on  the  ground  that  if  the 
County  Court  Judges  were  left  without 
the  aid  of  skilled  agriculturists,  the  cases 
would  constantly  be  referred  to  the  Land 
Commission. 

Me.  SYNAN  regarded  the  Commis- 
sion appointed  by  this  Bill  as  substan- 
tially a  Court  of  Appeal,  and  the  pro- 
posal in  the  Amendment  as  constituting 
a  supplementary  Commission.  Their 
experience  of  the  working  of  the  Act  of 
1 870  did  not  show  that  the  County  Court 
Judges  had  attracted  to  themselves  the 
confidence  of  the  tenant  farmers  of  Ire- 
land, and  it  was  the  object  of  this  sup- 
plementary provision  to  strengthen  the 
County  Courts.  The  Prime  Minister 
had  objected  to  the  Amendment,  that  if 
it  were  adopted  a  great  many  officials 
would  have  to  be  appointed;  but  he 
apprehended  that  if  the  Commission  laid 
down  proper  rules,  this  would  not  be 
necessary.  The  Land  Commission  hav- 
ing the  words  of  this  Amendment  before 
it,  would  require  to  have  notice  of  every 
case  that  was  to  go  before  the  County 
Court  Judges,  and  it  would  then  ap- 
point one  or  two  practical  men  to  asso- 
ciate themselves  with  the  County  Court 
Judge  for  the  purpose  of  settling  the 
amount  of  rent  and  the  value  of  the 
holding — two  questions  with  which  the 
County  Court  could  not  deal.  He  ad- 
mitted there  would  be  the  question  of 
expense  ;  but,  in  his  opinion,  this  would 
not  be  greater  than  if  the  County  Court 
Judge  were  to  appoint  two  Valuers, 
while  the  appointment  of  practical  men 
would  produce  that  confidence  which,  as 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cavan  (Mr.  Biggar) 
had  pointed  out,  the  County  Courts  had 
lost  m  the  eyes  of  the  tenant  farmers. 
He  held  that  the  County  Courts  must  be 
strengthened,  in  order  to  constitute  a 
Court  of  First  Instance  that  the  tenant 
farmers  would  not  pass  by,  and  a  Court 
of  First  Instance  was  absolutely  neces- 
sary if  the  Commission  was  to  do  its 
work  at  all 

Me.  ERRINGTON  said,  the  Amend- 
ment  was  one  which  ought  not  to  occupy 
the  time  of  the  Committee  any  longer, 
as  it  appeared  to  him  that  the  arguments 
in  support  of  it  had  lost  all  cogency 
since  the  adoption  of  the  Amendment  of 
the  Attorney  General  for  Ixolaiid. 
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Mb.  DALY  said,  that  with  regard  to 
the  action  of  the  County  Court  Judges 
under  the  Act  of  1870,  there  had  been  a 
great  want  of  uniformity  in  their  de- 
cisions. They  had  had  experience  of 
this  in  the  district  which  he  represented, 
and  the  result  was  that  the  confidence 
reposed  in  the  judgments  was  not  so 
great  as  it  should  be.  It  should  be 
borne  in  mind,  also,  that  a  great  loss  of 
time  would  be  brought  about  by  the 
Commissioners  having  to  travel  from  one 
place  to  another  viewing  the  properties. 
He  thought  there  ought  to  be  somebody 
appointed  in  the  capacity  of  Assessor  to 
assist  the  Judge. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  The  sub-Com- 
mission  will  do  that. 

Mr.  8HAW  said,  that  with  the  per- 
mission of  the  Committee  he  would  with- 
draw the  Amendment,  as  the  proposal 
of  the  Government  had  completely 
changed  the  aspect  of  affairs. 

Mb.  a.  MOGEE  said,  he  should  like 
to  hear  something  from  the  Government 
in  the  direction  which  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter had  indicated  when  commenting  on 
the  speech  of  the  last  speaker  (Mr. 
Shaw).  As  he  understood  the  wording 
of  the  clause,  the  landlord  and  the  ten- 
ant practically  placed  their  property  in 
the  hands  of  the  Court,  and  he  hoped 
that  that  arrangement  might  succeed. 
But,  as  he  understood  it,  the  Court 
would  be  one  of  First  Instuice.  When 
a  man  wanted  his  rent  valued  the  Court 
of  First  Instance  would  be  the  sub-Com- 
mission which  would  go  round  the  coun- 
try, and  there  would  be  an  appeal  from 
that  Court  to  the  other. 

Mb.  BLAKE  coincided  with  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork  City  (Mr.  Daly)  on 
the  subject  of  the  want  of  uniformity 
in  the  decisions  of  the  County  Court 
Judges.  It  arose,  he  believed,  in  a 
great  measure  from  not  having  asso- 
ciated with  them  an  expert  on  the 
subject  of  land,  as  many  of  them  had 
little  practical  knowledge  on  that  point. 
A  suggestion  had  been  made,  which 
he  considered  was  a  good  one,  that 
they  should  associate  with  the  County 
Court  Judge  an  Assessor ;  but  he  would 
ask  this — in  the  event  of  the  Asses- 
sor and  the  County  Court  Judge  dis- 
agreeing, how  was  a  decision  to  be 
arrived  at?  The  Prime  Minister  was 
plainly  under  the  impression  that  it 
would  be  an  easy  matter  to  apply  to  the 
Commission  ;  but,  from  his  knowledge 
on  the  point,  he  could  say  that  it  WA8 


likely  to  be  very  difficult.  Fop  10  years 
he  was  a  Commissioner  of  Fisheries,  and 
in  many  of  the  cases  which  they  had  de- 
cided there  had  been  an  appeal  from 
their  decision.  They  had  very  often 
given  away  as  much  as  £  1,500  at  a  sit- 
ting in  one  way  or  another,  and  very 
often  the  interests  of  very  poor  people 
had  been  concerned.  The  appeals  very 
frequently  were  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
in  Council ;  and  though  the  parties  very 
often  considered  themselves  aggrieved 
by  the  decision  of  the  Commissioners, 
jet,  in  consequence  of  the  vast  expense 
necessary  in  conducting  appeals,  the 
privilege  was,  in  many  cases,  not  availed 
of.  In  the  first  instance,  the  appellants 
•had  to  travel  up  to  Dublin.  ["  No, 
no !  '*]  Well,  if  they  did  not  they  would 
have  to  appear  by  counsel.  ['*  No  !  "") 
Surely  they  would,  if  they  wished  their 
case  to  be  properly  put,  as  counsel  would 
be  likely  to  be  employed  against  them. 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  foe 
IRELAND(Mr.LAw):  Thesub-Commis- 
sion  would  hear  them  in  the  first  instance. 

Mb.  BLAEIE  said,  he  was  speaking 
of  the  Fisheries  Commission,  and  he 
believed  the  cases  to  be  analogous.  He 
had  seen  people  in  the  humblest  classes 
appearing  in  person  and  pleading  before 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  and  Privy  Council, 
and  that  entailed  enormous  loss  both  in 
time  and  money,  considering  their  humble 
circumstances.  That  was  the  reason 
why  he  pressed  upon  the  Committee  the 
desirability  of  making  the  Court  of  First 
Instance  as  perfect  as  they  possibly  could. 
He  did  not  wish  to  say  anything  against 
the  County  Court  Judges,  because  he 
believed  that  under  the  Act  of  1870  their 
decisions  had  been  very  fair  on  the 
whole,  with  a  few  exceptions.  They 
might,  in  some  cases,  have  shown  a 
want  of  judgment ;  but  that  was  almost 
all  that  could  be  said  against  them. 
They  had  the  power  of  employing  an 
expert  to  give  evidence  at  present ;  and 
the  question  now  was  whether  Parlia- 
ment would  confer  upon  them  the  same 
privileges  which  they  had  at  present, 
or  whether  they  would  associate  with 
them  such  an  officer  as  had  been  pro- 
posed. If  they  gave  them  equal  powers, 
they  should  appoint,  of  course,  an  um- 
pire, otherwise,  in  case  of  disagreeing 
in  opinion,  how  was  the  difficulty  to  be 
settled  ?  And  if  that  umpire  should  be 
appointed,  the  Committee  ought  to  know 
something  as  to  how  be  waa  to  be 
saleoted. 
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Mb.  GLADSTONE :  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber (Mr.  Shaw),  finding  that  his  proposal 
did  not  receive  general  support,  has 
withdrawn  it,  and,  surely,  the  matter 
should  be  allowed  to  rest  here.  If  hon. 
Members  have  anything  to  propose  they 
can  do  so  at  a  later  stage. 

Mr.  H£ALY  said,  that  the  Court  was 
the  kernel  of  the  whole  business.  If  it 
was  unsatisfactory  there  would  not  be  a 
sinele  sale,  nor  transfer,  nor  a  letting, 
which  the  local  people  would  allow  to  take 
place,  unless  local  opinion — that  was, 
the  opinion  of  the  Land  League — were 
satisfied.  If  these  things  were  ratified  by 
100  Courts,  unless  they  had  the  ratifica- 
tion of  the  Land  League,  the  people 
would  not  allow  them  to  take  place. 
P'Oh,  oh ! "]  Well,  he  would  put  it  in 
this  way — that  these  things  would  not  be 
allowed  to  take  place  unless  public  opinion 
was  satisfied— no  man  would  otherwise 
take  a  farm,  and  no  man  would  pay  the 
rent.  Unless  the  Government  made  some 
satisfactory  statement  as  to  the  action  of 
these  Commissioners,  they  would  find 
that  they  had  reaUy  done  nothing.  | 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  The  proper  time 
to  make  that  statement  would  be  later 
on,  when  we  come  to  the  question  di- 
rectly bearing  upon  it.  We  have  endea- 
voured to  conceive  the  clause  so  as  to 
give  it  the  highest  elasticity.  The  cases 
mav  be  locally  decided,  either  by  the  Civil 
Bill  Court,  the  sub- Commission,  or  by 
the  Commission  itself,  which  would,  in 
cases  of  sufficient  gravity  and  import- 
ance, be  able  to  visit  the  localities  and 
decide  locally. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn, 

Mb.  BEODRICK  said,  he  had  an 
Amendment  on  the  Paper  to  provide 
that  instead  of  one  independent  valuer, 
"  one,  or  more,"  should  be  appointed. 
That  proposal,  it  appeared  to  him,  ran, 
in  a  certain  sense,  in  the  lines  of  the 
Amendment  which  had  just  been  with- 
drawn. If  the  Bill  passed  in  its  present 
shape,  where  a  local  inquiry  took  place 
the  decision  might  depend  entirely  on  the 
view  of  one  individual.  It  must  be  clear 
to  anyone  who  knew  anything  of  Ireland 
that  it  would  be  difficult  to  find  a  class 
of  independent  persons  such  as  those 
contemplated  in  the  Bill ;  and  he  should 
much  prefer  to  see  the  Government 
adopt  some  plan  for  the  appointment  of 
a  paid  staff  of  independent  men,  who 
would  save  the  Commission  a  great  deal 

.   VOL.  COLXni.    [thim)  sebies.] 


of  work,  and  would  obviate  the  necessity 
of  their  having  to  depend  upon  the  class 
of  functionaries  referred  to  in  the  clause. 
The  Prime  Minister  had  said  that  he  did 
not  want  to  widen  the  scope  of  the  body 
to  be  appointed  under  the  Bill ;  but  this 
matter  was  not  brought  in  question  now, 
and  all  hon.  Members,  on  whatever  side 
of  the  House  they  sat,  would  agree  with 
him  that  it  would  be  a  most  dangerous 
and  unsatisfactory  thing  if  tenants  in  a 
certain  district  had  a  valuer  who  was 
accounted  a  ''tenant's  man,"  and  there- 
fore distrusted  by  the  landlord,  and  if,  in 
another  district,  they  had  a  valuer  who 
had  the  reputation  of  being  a  landlord's 
man.  He  thought  it  would  certainly  tend 
to  the  satisfaction  of  all  concerned  if  the 
opinion  placed  before  the  Commission 
for  their  ^idance  was  that,  not  of  one 
individual,  but  of  two  independent  men. 
Their  opinions  should  not  represent  any 
one  class,  but  should  be  the  result  of  the 
judicial  consideration  of  the  interests 
involved  on  either  side.  He  did  not 
mean  to  say  that  one  should  be  appointed 
for  the  tenant  and  one  for  the  landlord  ; 
but  where  they  thought  it  necessary  on 
a  difficult  point  to  have  the  evidence  of 
more  than  one  independent  person,  the 
Commission  should  have  power  to  ap- 
point ''one,  or  more."  If  amended  as 
he  proposed,  he  thought  the  clause  would 
be  more  satisfactory,  and  it  would  be 
more  likely  to  carry  out  the  intentions 
of  the  Government. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  20,  line 
27,  to  leave  out  the  word  **an,"  and 
insert  the  words  *'  one,  or  more." — (Mr, 
Brodrick.) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  the  word 
'  an '  stand  part  of  the  Clause." 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  said,  he  did  not 
think  it  would  be  wise  for  the  Committee 
to  adopt  the  suggestion  of  the  hon. 
Member  (Mr.  Brodrick).  The  hon. 
Gentleman  had  said  with  truth  that  it 
would  be  a  difficult  thing  to  find  a  tho- 
roughly independent  valuer  in  the  sense 
that  a  tribunal  would  use  the  words ; 
but  he  was  afraid  that  if  it  was  difficult 
to  find  one  independent  valuer,  it  would 
be  still  more  difficult  to  get  "  one,  or 
more."  Then  there  was  this  difficulty. 
If  two  persons  were  appointed  to  go 
round  and  examine  the  property,  and 
then  came  back  with  their  joint  Report, 
the  tribunal,  whatever  it  was,  either  the 
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Civil  Bill  Court  or  the  sub -Commission, 
would  be  more  likely  to  give  greater 
weight  to  the  Eeporta  than  the  QoTern- 
meat  contemplated.  What  the  Oorem- 
ment  intended  was  that  the  valuers' 
Beport  should  be  taken  as  ou  opinion ; 
but  that  it  should  be  hy  no  means  re- 
garded as  binding  the  Court  in  its  judg- 
ment. One  valuer  would  occupy  a  much 
more  subordinate  position  than  would 
two  if  they  were  sent  out  together ; 
{^nd  whilst  the  Beport  of  one  might  not 
be  accepted,  it  would  he  a  very  difficult 
thing  for  the  Civil  Bill  Court  or  the  sub- 
Commission  to  resist  the  Beport  of  two. 
The  Bub -Commission  could  tberoselvee 
visit  the  property  and  form  an  opinion. 
He  did  not  think,  however,  as  a  matter 
of  fact,  that  this  power  would  be  very 
often  exerdsed  by  the  sub-Commission. 
Mr.  PLUNKET  said,  the  proposition 
of  his  hon.  Friend  seemed  to  nim  a  rea- 
sonable and  practical  one.  In  a  case  that 
was  not  of  very  great  importance,  where 
it  did  not  seem  necessary  to  employ  the 
services  of  a  valuer,  the  Commission 
need  not  appoint  one.  The  clause  was 
permissive.       Unless     some    important 

Sueetion  arose  in  regard  to  which  it  was 
esirable  that  they  should  have  the 
opinion  of  a  man  accustomed  to  valu- 
ing, the  Commissioners,  in  their  discre- 
tion, might  not  think  it  desirable  to 
appoint  an  expert.  In  important  cases 
that  might  occur,  his  hon.  Friend  pro- 
posed that,  in  order  to  give  greater 
effect  to  the  Beport,  two  valuers  might 
be  appointed. 

Mr.  MABTJM  said,  be  fully  appre- 
ciated the  spirit  of  fair  play  which  had 
been  manifested  by  hon.  Members  who 
spoke  with  regard  to  the  valuer ;  but  it 
must  not  be  forgotten  that  the  landlord 
and  the  tenant  would  each  of  them  have 
the  power  to  bring  forward  a  valuer.  The 

fueetion  would  only  be  one  of  expense, 
ut  the  evidence  which  was  now  the 
subject  of  discussion  would  not  be 
brought  forward  on  the  side  of  the 
Commission.  True,  it  would  be  inde- 
pendent evidence;  but  it  would  have  no 
more  weight  than  the  evidence  of  other 
valuers  brought  forward  by  the  parties 
interested. 

8m  JOSEPH  M'KENNA  said,  the 
subject  of  value  was  not  so  difficult  a 
one  as  some  people  appeared  to  imagine. 
The  duty  would  not  be  the  valuation  of 
the  land  for  the  first  time,  but  the  revi- 
non  of  the  valuation  fixed  by  Sir  Biohard 
ThtjiUorntj/  Ofturat  for  ^»l(m4 
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Oriffith.  When  Sir  Bichard  Griffith  car- 
ried out  the  valuation,  he  gave  specific 
instmctionB  to  his  valuers  that  such  and 
such  land,  specifying  the  quality  and 
character  of  it.  should  be  treated  ia 
such  and  such  a  way,  and  the  value 
arrived  at  by  specific  computations. 
What  he  (Sir  Jos^h  M'Keona)  appre- 
hended that  the  Commissioners  would 
have  to  do  would  be  to  compare  the 
condition  of  the  holdings  now  with  their 
former  condition,  and  alter,  where  re- 
quidte,  the  value  fixed  by  the  former 
valuer.  The  original  figures  would  be 
taken  as  the  basis,  or  starting  point  he 
mightbetter  designate  it,  and  there  could 
be  no  difficulty  in  allowing  the  matter  to 
be  decided  by  an  ordinary  tribunal. 

Mb.  BBODEICK  said,  the  bon. 
Member  for  Kilkenny  (Mr.  Marum)  bad 
given  the  best  argument  for  the  accept- 
ance of  the  proposal,  because  be  said 
that  the  opinion  of  one  valuer  would 
carry  less  weight  than  the  evidence 
brought  up  by  the  other  side.  And  this 
was  what  he  wanted  to  draw  the  atten- 
tion of  the  Committee  to  partioatarly, 
because  if  the  evidence  of  the  Go- 
vernment valuer  was  to  be  borne  dowa 
by  hard  swearing  on  the  part  of  irre- 
sponsible persons  hie  position  would  be 
almost  untenable  in  the  Court.  He  was 
assured  that  the  best  county  surveyors 
and  valuers  conld  not  be  got  to  give  evi- 
dence at  all  under  the  present  system ; 
and  he  trusted  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Prime  Minister  would  consider  his 
suggestion  from  that  point  of  view.  It 
would  nullify  the  whole  intention  of  the 
clause  if  the  valuers'  opinion  were  to 
carry  no  more  weight  than  that  of  inde- 
pendent witnesses  who  came  into  the 
matter  on  the  one  side  or  the  other 
having  no  intimate  knowledge  of  gene- 
ral valu  action. 

Mr.  marum  said,  that  he  had  not 
intended  for  a  moment  to  convey  that 
which  the  hon.  Member  (Mr.  Brodrick) 
attributed  to  him.  What  he  had  in- 
tended to  point  out  was  that  the  inde- 
pendent valuer  would  not  have  a  higher 
position  over  and  above  the  evidence  of 
valuers  brought  forward  either  for  the 
landlord  or  the  tenant. 

Amendment  ntgatw»i. 

Amendment  proposed. 
In  page  20,liDe  34,  insert  &i  a  new  aab-Mction — 
"(6.)  WheroptoFeedingiluive  been  coDunenced 
in  the  Civil  Hill  Court,  aay  party  thereto  may, 
within  the  ptescribed  period,  apply  to  the  ImA 
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OommiHion  to  transfer  sach  proceedings  from 
the  dvii  Bni  Court  to  the  Land  Commission ; 
and  thereupon  the  Land  Commission  may  order 
the  same  to  he  transferred  accordingly." — {Mr. 
Attorney  Oeneralfor  Ireland.) 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

The  CHAIRMAN:  The  following 
Amendment  stands  on  the  Paper  in  the 
name  of  Mr.  Givan: — Clause  31,  page 
20,  at  end  of  Clause,  add — 

'*  Provided  that  after  a  judicial  rent  has  been 
firrt  fixed,  the  Court  shall  not  be  at  liberty  to  direct 
a  valuer  to  make  a  report  in  relation  to  any  sub- 
sequent determination  of  a  judicial  rent ;  but 
in  fixing  a  judicial  rent  to  take  efiect  during 
any  statutory*  term  after  the  first  statutory 
tenn,  the  Court  shall  have  regard  only  to  the 
just  increase  or  diminution  in  the  value  of  the 
holding  arising  from  the  altered  prices  of  agri. 
cnltnrai  produce  or  capital  expended  by  the 
landlord  under  agreement  with  the  tenant." 

That  Amendment  was,  on  Monday,  the 
4th  of  July,  negatived  in  substance, 
and,  therefore,  cannot  now  be  put. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  32  (Incorporation  of  certain 
PiOYuions  of  the  Landlord  and  Tenant 
(Ireland)  Act,  1870). 

Mb.  GBEGOHY  said,  he  had  an 
Amendment  on  the  Paper,  after  the  word 
"court,"  to  insert  *'  section  twenty-four, 
relating  to  appeals  from  Civil  Bill 
Court.  Great  pains  had  been  taken 
in  the  Act  of  1870  to  constitute  a  strong 
Court  of  Appeal  for  the  purposes  of  it, 
and  he  should  be  sorry  to  see  it  super- 
seded. The  Bill  was  to  be  carried  out 
by  the  Land  Commission,  and  there  was 
only  to  be  one  Chief  Commissioner  and 
twootber  Commissioners,  who  would,  if  he 
read  the  Bill  rightly,  be  put  in  the  place 
of  the  Superior  Judges  of  all  the  Coiirts 
of  Judicature  in  Ireland.  If  that  was 
the  intention  of  the  Government,  and  if 
they  adhered  to  it,  he  did  not  suppose 
that  anything  that  he  could  say  would 
induce  them  to  alter  their  decision.  It 
might  be  part  of  their  scheme,  and,  if  so, 
he  shoula  not  press  his  Amendment. 
But,  at  the  same  time,  it  was  desirable 
that  there  should  be  some  discussion  on 
the  matter.  The  existing  Court  of  Ap- 
peal, he  believed,  carried  out  the  inten- 
tions of  Parliament  when  it  was  formed 
— namely,  that  it  should  be  strong  and 
satisfactory. 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  page  20,  line  39,  after  *'  Court/'  insert 
"  ledion  twenty-four,  relating  to  appeals  from 
(StU  Bill  Court."— (ifr.  Gregory.) 


Question  proposed,  "That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

The  ATTOENEY  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  said,  there  would 
be  a  more  convenient  season  for  discuss- 
ing the  question  of  appeals;  but  he  might 
point  out  that  the  24th  section  of  the 
Land  Act  of  1870,  which  constituted  a 
strong  Court  of  Appeal,  had  itself  been 
altered  and  superseded.  They  would 
simply  be  reviving  an  old  provision  if 
they  were  to  reconstitute  that  Court. 

Me.  GIBSON  said,  the  matter  would 
not  be  clear  even  under  the  Amendment. 
It  was  true,  as  had  been  pointed  out  in 
the  long  debates  of  1870,  that  in  the 
drafting  of  the  Act  of  that  year  very 
clear  and  very  fully  considered  provisions 
were  adopted  for  regulating  appeals. 
Anyone  who  took  up  Clause  24  of  the 
Land  Act  of  1 870,  which  was  now  sought 
to  be  incorporated  in  the  present  Bill, 
would  see  from  the  language  of  the 
clause,  and  from  the  way  in  which  it 
dealt  with  various  topics,  that  the  matter 
was  gone  into  with  far  more  detail  and 
deliberation  than  was  the  case  in  regard 
to  the  present  Bill.  He  had  no  sympathy 
with  the  Amendment ;  but  he  wished  to 
indicate  that  he  thought  it  would  be 
reasonable,  before  they  passed  from  this 
stage  of  the  Bill,  that  tne  Government 
should  satisfy  themselves  that  they  had 
given  to  the  appellate  tribunal,  what- 
ever it  might  be,  all  the  powers  and 
guidance  that  were  laid  down  in  Section 
24  of  the  old  Act.  It  was  true,  as  stated 
by  his  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
opposite  the  Attorney  General  for  Ire- 
land, that  the  Court  for  Land  Cases  Re- 
served had  been  established,  and  that 
the  Court  provided  by  the  Act  of  1870 
had  gone;  but  then  a  very  good  sub- 
stitute had  been  provided  for  it.  They 
had  substituted  for  it  the  highest  Court 
— namely,  the  Court  of  Appeal  in  Ire- 
land. And,  more  than  that,  the  question 
of  Appeals  under  the  Land  Act  had  been 
dealt  with  as  recently  as  the  year  1877. 
Under  the  Judicature  Act,  it  was  pro- 
vided that  it  should  be  the  right  of  the 
parties  at  their  own  election  to  have  an 
appeal  dealt  within  the  highest  possible 
way.  Ho  did  not  see  any  provision  like 
that  in  this  Bill ;  but,  no  doubt,  as  the 
discussion  would  have  to  go  very  much 
into  detail,  the  time  fortakingit  in  extenso 
would  be  on  a  later  clause.  He  did  not 
wish  to  discuss  the  matter  now ;  but  he 
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wished  to  indicate  that  the  points  that 
were  left  somewhat  in  doubt  were  these. 
The  Committee  had  decided  that  they 
would  keep  to  a  voluntary  Court  of 
First  Instance — that  was,  if  the  parties 
elected  to  have  their  cases  decided  by  it 
— the  County  Court  would  be  presided 
over  by  a  Judge,  a  learned  lawyer, 
and  a  man  of  position.  Well,  at  pre- 
sent, he  did  not  see  to  whom  appeals 
from  the  decision  of  that  individual  were 
to  go.  Were  the  appeals  to  be  to  the 
sub-Commission,  or  to  the  Commission 
itself?  If  to  the  latter,  it  would,  no 
doubt,  be  more  satisfactory.  He  him- 
self had  an  Amendment  on  the  Paper 
declaring  that  sub-Commissions  should 
not  have  delegated  to  them  the  power  of 
hearing  appeals. 

Mb.  GREOOEY  said,  he  wassatisEed 
with  the  discussion  that  had  taken  place, 
and  would,  with  the  permission  of  the 
Committee,  withdraw  his  Amendment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Mb.  FINDLATER  said,  that,  in  the 
absence  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man (Mr.  Litton),  he  would  move  the 
Amendment  standing  upon  the  Paper  in 
his  name.  It  was  quite  clear  that  new 
duties  would  be  thrown  upon  the  Civil 
Bill  Courts  by  this  Bill,  and  he  had  re- 
ceived several  letters  from  gentlemen 
who  occupied  the  position  of  Clerks  of 
the  Peace,  and  who  had  elected  to 
practice  under  the  provisions  of  the 
Act  of  1877,  saying  that  their  practice 
would  suffer  greatly.  Their  time  would 
be  entirely  occupied  with  these  matters, 
and  they  would  have  no  leisure  to  attend 
to  their  private  business.  There  could 
be  no  possible  harm  attaching  to  the 
adoption  of  this  Amendment. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  21,  after  line  9,  insert  '^  section  sixty- 
three,  relating  to  additional  salaries  to  judges 
and  officers  of  Civil  Bill  Courts."— (Jfr.  Find- 
later,) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  :  We  are  not  dis- 
posed to  accept  this  Amendment.  When 
the  Land  Act  of  1870  was  passed  we 
made  a  provision  of  the  kind  suggested, 
because  it  was  certtdn  that  there  would 
be  an  addition  to  the  duties  of  these 
officials ;  but  now  the  case  is  very  dif< 
ferent.  Wo  are  going  to  set  in  motion 
a  new  and  distinct  agency,  and  we  must 
not  forget  that  since  the  Act  of  1870  the 
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salaries  of  the  County  Court  Judges  have 
been  raised.  It  would  be  our  first  duty, 
supposing  that  we  found  that  an  ap- 
preciable increase  of  duty  does  flow  into 
the  County  Courts,  to  see  that  a  reason- 
able arrangement  is  made.  At  present, 
my  opinion  is  that  while,  under  the  new 
arrangement,  there  was  a  substantial  ad- 
dition to  the  salaries  of  these  officials, 
the  addition  to  their  duties  has  been  by 
no  means  serious.  But  if  we  found  that 
there  was  a  case  for  an  addition  to  the 
salaries  we  should,  of  course,  come  to 
Parliament,  either  for  an  Act,  or  the 
question  could  be  raised  by  a  Vote  on 
the  annual  Estimates.  I  would  submit 
that  the  question  is  not  at  present  in 
such  a  condition  as  would  justify  the  Go- 
vernment in  accepting  this  Amendment. 

Mb.  GIBSON  said,  that  the  Amend- 
ment of  his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Findlater) 
dealt  with  two  classes  of  officers.  With 
regard  to  Clerks  of  the  Grown,  they  were 
divisible  into  two  classes  —  namely, 
those  who  elected  to  give  up  their  prac- 
tice and  forego  their  right  to  superan- 
nuation, and  those  who  did  not  elect  to 
take  that  step.  The  time  for  their  se- 
lection had  now  passed ;  but  it  would 
only  be  reasonable  to  give  those  officers 
who  had  elected  to  continue  their  prac- 
tice and  forego  the  right  to  superannua- 
tion to  have  some  further  time  to  con- 
sider whether,  under  the  new  Act,  they 
would  not  adopt  a  different  course.  The 
point  was  only  a  simple  one ;  but  a 
number  of  men  of  position  were  inte- 
rested, and  might  bo  seriously  affected. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  said,  the  further 
time  which  the  right  hon.and  learned  Gen- 
tleman (Mr.  Gibson)  aUuded  to,  and  which 
he  wished  to  have  given  to  these  officers 
to  reconsider  their  decision,  could  only 
be  afforded  by  an  Act  amending  the  Act 
of  1877— the  County  Officers  and  Courts 
Act.  He  (the  Attorney  General  for  Ire- 
land) did  not  see  his  way  to  amending 
the  clause  as  proposed.  But  the  ques- 
tion would  be  for  future  examination; 
and  if  they  saw  that  there  was  reason 
that  the  provision  should  be  altered  some 
steps  would  be  taken  in  that  direction. 

MB.  GIBSON  said,  there  was  a  dis- 
tinction as  to  County  Court  Judges. 
The  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland  was 
familiar  with  the  Act  of  1877.  Some  of 
those  Judges  who  had  attained  a  con- 
siderable age  had  allowed  the  time  for 
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making  the  Belection  to  pass,  thinking 
that  they  would  be  well  able  to  perform 
the  daties  that  were  then  cast  upon 
them  ;  but  he  thought  it  would  be  only 
leaaonable  to  enable  those  Judges  who 
had  seired  for  a  long  period  of  time — 
to  consider  whether  they  would  not 
now  avail  themselves  of  the  terms  of 
the  Act  of  1877.  He  quite  agreed 
that  the  matter  was  one  for  the  amend- 
ment of  the  Act  of  1877,  and  did  not 
arise  upon  the  present  Amendment ; 
hut  it  was  a  matter  for  the  action  of  the 
Government,  and  not  a  matter  for  the 
action  of  a  private  Member.  He  thought, 
however,  it  was  desirable  to  draw  the  at- 
tention of  Her  Majesty's  Government  to 
the  subject. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Arbitration, 

Clause  33  (Beference  to  Arbitration)* 

Db.  LYONS  said,  he  had  placed  an 
Amendment  to  this  clause  on  the  Paper, 
the  object  of  which  was  to  enlarge,  as 
much  as  possible,  the  system  of  arbitra- 
tion throughout  the  country  in  all  cases 
of  dispute  arising  between  landlord  and 
tenant.  Beference  was  made  to  the  Act 
of  1870,  and  in  that  Act  it  was  contem- 
plated that  all  arbitrations  should  take 
place  under  the  conditions  laid  down 
m  the  Schedule  to  that  Act,  which  had 
in  view  operations  through  the  Civil 
Bill  Courts.  Now,  as  they  had  con- 
ceded the  principle  of  a  direct  reference 
in  all  cases  to  the  Land  Commission,  he 
desired,  if  possible,  to  incorporate  a 
system  of  arbitration  independently 
through  that  Court,  and  he  believed  it 
would  be  the  most  simple  and  least  expen- 
sive and  the  most  expedient  method  for 
the  settlement  of  disputes.  His  attention 
had  been  caUed  to  the  fact  that  the  pro- 
ceedings of  that  Court  were  at  one  time 
common  with  aU  the  Superior  Courts — 
that  the  Court  of  Common  Pleas,  the 
Queen's  Bench,  and  so  on,  were  in  the 
habit  of  directing  individuals  through- 
out the  country  to  constitute  temporary 
Courts  of  Assize.  Those  persons  had 
power  to  examine  witnesses,  to  view 
premises,  and  to  make  reports  to  the 
Court,  which  reports  appeared  to  have 
been  acted  on  in  a  large  number  of  in- 
stances. His  attention  had  been  first 
called  to  this  system  some  time  ago  by 
a  very  eminent  and  learned  and  most 
diatingniahed  Judge,  who  was  extremely 


anxious  that  the  people  throughout  the 
country  should  be  discouraged  from 
going  into  litigation,  and  that  as  free 
an  access  should  be  given  to  them  as 
possible  to  a  system  of  arbitration.  He 
merely  moved  the  Amendment  by  way 
of  throwing  out  a  suggestion  to  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  21,  line  20,  to  insert  new  section— 
''(1.)  \Vliere  a  landlord  and  tenant  agree  to 
arbitration  on  any  matter  in  dispute,  they  may 
send  in  a  joint  application  in  writing,  on  a  form 
to  be  furnished  by  the  Court  gratis,  and  the 
Court  shall  issue  a  formal  precept  of  assize  to 
one  or  more  persons,  to  be  named  by  land- 
lord and  tenant  respectively,  and  who  shall 
have  power  to  select  an  umpire,  and  the  finding 
of  said  umpire  and  his  said  assistants  shall  bo 
entered  of  record  in  the  Court,  and  shall  be 
binding  upon  the  parties,  as  if  it  were  a  finding 
by  the  Court  itself.** — {Dr.  Lyons.) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  this  sec- 
tion be  there  inserted." 

The  ATTOENEY  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  said,  he  did  not 
think  that  it  was  of  advantage  to  accept 
this  Amendment,  because  he  did  not  see 
any  substantial  difference  between  the 
arbitration  provided  for  in  the  Bill  and 
that  which  the  hon.  Gentleman  (Dr. 
Lyons)  suggested.  The  Act  of  1870  con- 
tained all  the  rules  necessary  for  the 
appointment  of  arbitrators  and  officers, 
and,  in  fact,  the  whole  machinery  of 
that  Act  was  followed.  Arbitrators 
were  fully  provided  for  without  going 
to  the  Court  at  all. 

Sir  WALTER  B.  BARTTELOT  said, 
ho  would  like  to  ask  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland  whether  this  provision  in 
the  Act  of  1 870  had  ever  been  exercised, 
as  he  had  distinct  information  from  Ire- 
land that  it  had  never  been  made  use  of 
at  all  ?  If  that  information  was  accurate 
he  would  ask  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  to  bring  up  an  Arbitration 
Clause  on  Report,  because,  in  his  opi- 
nion, arbitration  was  a  very  proper 
thing  to  be  adopted  in  the  settlement  of 
these  disputes. 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  said,  he  was 
aware  that  the  Arbitration  Clauses  of 
the  Act  of  1870  had  not  been  exten- 
sively availed  of  ;  but  they  had  been  re- 
sorted to  in  some  very  important  cases. 
In  one  case  that  he  knew,  the  rents  of 
1,000  tenants  were  revised.    The  terms 

[^ZV^anty-MgktH  JNigKt.~\ 


1035 


Zand  Law 


(OOMVONS) 


(^FreJand)  BiU. 


1036 


made  use  of  in  the  provision  of  the  Act 
of  1870  were  those  which  experience 
had  shown  to  he  the  most  satisfactory 
according  to  Common  Law  procedure. 
It  was  to  be  hoped  that  hereafter  the 
clauses  would  he  more  extensively  made 
use  of. 

Db.  LYONS  said,  it  had  been  stated 
that  the  arbitration  could  be  carried  on 
through  the  Land  Court,  and  not  through 
the  CivU  Bill  Courts.  He  laid  stress 
upon  that,  because  according  to  the  Act 
of  1870  the  arbitration,  in  case  of  a  dis- 
pute, was  only  to  be  through  the  Civil 
bill  Courts.  It  would  be  desirable  for 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland  to  take 
these  things  into  his  consideration,  and, 
on  Beport,  make  the  reference  direct  to  the 
Land  Commission,  instead  of  rendering 
it  necessary  to  go  to  the  Civil  Bill  Courts. 

SiK  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  said,  he 
had  heard  that  the  arbitration  was  to 
be  conducted  on  a  system  similar  to  that 
upon  which  the  Common  Law  Procedure 
Act  arbitration  took  place  in  this  coun- 
try. That  statement  had  given  him 
some  alarm,  because  if  there  was  one 
thing  more  detestable  than  another  it 
was  to  have  to  do  with  an  arbitration 
case  in  England. 

Sib  JOSEPH  M'KENNA  said,  he 
could  assure  the  hon.  Member  (Sir 
George  Campbell)  that  they  were  much 
more  reasonable  in  these  matters  in  Ire- 
land than  they  were  in  England. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Appointment  and  Proceedings  of  Land 
Commission. 

Clause  84  (Constitution  of  Land  Com- 
mission) postponed. 

Clause  35  (Incorporation  of  Commis- 
sion). 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  page  21,  lino  30,  leave  out  "  Commis- 
Bioners,"  and  insert  the  words  **  Land  Commis- 
sion." — {Mr.  Attorney  General  for  Ireland.) 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  36  (Appointment  of  Assistant 
Commissioners) . 

Mb.  GEEGORY  said,  in  the  absence 
of  the  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Errington), 
he  would  propose  the  first  Amenament 
which  stood  in  his  name. 

The  CHAIRMAN:  Order,  order! 
The  hon.  Member  (Mr.  Errington)  is  in 

2^^  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 


his  place,  and,  if  he  thinks  it  desirable, 
he  can  move  the  Amendment.  He  does 
not  move  it. 

Mb.  GREGORY  said,  he  would  pro- 
pose the  Amendment  himself. 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  page  21,  line  40,  after  "  Commissioners/' 
insert  **  sach  Assistant  Commissioners  to  consist 
of  barristers  and  persons  of  knowledge  and  ex- 
perience in  the  value  and  management  of  land." 
— {Mr.  Gregory.) 

Question  proposed, ''  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

The  attorney  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  said,  he  was 
afraid  that  the  hon.  Member  did  little 
justice  to  his  own  Profession  in  this 
specialization. 

Mb.  lewis  said,  he  could  not  help 
thinking  that  this  subject  was  worthy 
of  a  little  more  consideration  than  had 
been  given  to  it  by  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Attorney  Gene- 
ral for  Ireland.  Let  them  consider  what 
would  be  the  position  of  the  judicial  tri- 
bunal immediately  after  the  passing  of 
this  Act.  The  chief  Commission  would 
be  charged  with  an  administrative  duty 
of  a  most  important  character.  It  would 
have  to  consider  the  question  of  emig^- 
tion,  the  question  of  waste  land,  the 
question  of  the  purchase  of  the  property 
by  tenants,  and  the  general  arrange- 
ment of  the  business  affecting  the  land 
of  Ireland.  A  large  amount  of  that  part 
of  the  duty  of  the  Court  which  bore 
upon  the  fixing  of  the  judicial  rent 
would  fall  upon  the  Assistant  Commis- 
sioners ;  and  it  was  a  matter  of  vast  im- 
portance that  the  first  decisions  under 
the  Bill  should  be  well  considered,  and 
not  be  decisions  that  would  unduly  raise 
the  hopes  of  the  tenants  and  depreciate 
the  wishes  and  rights  of  the  landlords. 
It  seemed  to  him  to  be  a  matter  of  vital 
importance  that  they  should  not  leave  a 
carte  blanche  to  the  Commissioners  as  to 
the  qualifications  of  the  Assistant  Com- 
missioners; and  yet  there  was  no  rule 
whatever  with  regard  to  the  qualifica- 
tions of  the  Commissioners.  No  doubt, 
his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Gregory)  had 
fallen  into  the  trap  prepared  by  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland,  and  had 
done  despite  to  his  own  Profession  by 
assumiufi^  that  the  only  class  that  would 
be  appomted  would  be  barristers  and 
agricultural  experts.  But  the  spirit  of 
the  matter  was  what  his  hon.  Friend 
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wished  to  deal  with;  and  what  ho  wished 
to  press  upon  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment was  tne  desirability  of  considering 
this  matter  very  carefully  before  they 
launched  this  measure  upon  the  people 
of  Ireland.  He  certainly  thought  there 
should  be  some  sort  of  qualification  for 
the  Assistant  Commissioners  pointed  out 
in  the  Bill.  In  taking  a  common-sense 
view  of  the  matter,  they  could  not  but 
believe  that  a  large  amount  of  business 
would  have  to  be  transacted  by  the 
Court — such  an  amount  that  it  would 
be  impossible  for  three  members  of  the 
Court  to  dispose  of  it.  The  result  would 
be  that  if  there  was  no  qualification 
pointed  out  in  the  different  counties  of 
Ireland  different  classes  of  people  would 
he  appointed — in  one  case  oarristers,  in 
another  case  solicitors,  in  another  case 
farmers,  and  in  yet  another  case  coun- 
try gentlemen.  Assistant  Commissioners 
might  be  appointed  from  all  ranks  of 
the  community.  He  had  no  disposition 
to  prolong  the  debate,  or  to  raise  an 
unnecessary  question ;  but  he  did  think 
that  the  whole  leverage  of  this  Bill,  its 
suitability  to  the  disease  that  required 
remedy,  its  likelihood  of  being  made 
acceptable  to  the  community,  and  its 
acceptability  to  the  landlords  would  de- 
pena,  in  the  main,  not  only  on  the  good 
standing  of  the  persons  appointed  to  act 
as  sub- Commissioners,  but  on  the  Com- 
mittee presenting  some  specific  qualifi- 
cation that  would  be  necessary  in  order 
to  justify  the  appointment  of  this  class 
of  persons.  He  thought  it  was  their  duty 
to  take  a  division  upon  this  question, 
so  that  they  might  have  some  indication 
of  the  views  of  the  Committee  upon  it. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE:  I  shall  not  quarrel 
with  the  spirit  of  the  remarks  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman  (Mr.  Lewis) ;  but  I  hope  that 
he  will  allow  me  to  point  out  that  the 
Committee  haa  no  option  but  to  leave 
the  selection  to  the  responsibility  of  the 
Commissioners  or  the  responsibility  of 
the  Executive  Government.  I  can  give 
the  hon.  Gentleman  two  reasons  why  we 
think  that  the  House  of  Commons  is  not 
able  to  exercise  any  selection  in  this 
matter.  If  the  matters  to  be  settled  by 
the  Commission  could  be  dealt  with  very 
easily,  then  I  think  there  would  bo  no 
difficulty  in  agreeing  to  the  Amendment; 
but  I  must  point  out  that  these  Assistant 
Commissioners  will  have  to  discharge  a 
great  variety  of  functions,  and  that,  in 
all  pirobabUity,  it  would  lead  to  very 


serious  difficultios  if  you  endeavoured  to 
anticipate  all  tho  qualifications  which 
would  be  required  for  the  administration 
of  this  Bill.  In  the  first  place,  the 
Assistant  Commissioners  would  have  to 
deal  with  the  relations  between  landlord 
and  tenant,  and  it  would  be  most  de- 
sirable that  they  should  have  some  prac- 
tical knowledge  of  the  management  of 
land.  But  that  was  only  the  beginning. 
In  the  next  place,  they  woiild  nave  to 
deal  with  the  purchase  of  estates,  and 
here  a  different  class  of  qualifications 
would  be  requisite — namely,  the  know- 
ledge possessed  by  land  agents — persons 
engaged  in  the  transfer  of  land.  Then 
comes  the  question  of  reclamation  of  land, 
and  here  we  should  want  not  merely 
agricultural  knowledge,  but  something 
in  the  nature  of  engineering  and  scien- 
tific knowledge.  All  these  matters  require 
a  knowledge  that  is  totally  distinct  from 
legal  knowledge,  and  which  must  be 
possessed  by  those  who  would  make 
good  Assistant  Commissioners.  The  hon. 
Member  seems  to  assume  that  these 
Assistant  Commissioners  are  all  to  join 
in  the  decisions  of  the  Land  Commission. 
But  I  take  it  that  we  should  have  a  sub- 
division of  labour,  and  that  there  are  to 
be  a  great  diversity  of  qualifications 
amongst  them.  These  are  the  grounds 
upon  which  I  hope  the  Committee  will 
be  satisfied  to  leave  this  matter  to  be 
dealt  with  in  the  manner  provided  by 
the  clause. 

Mu.  ERRINGTON  said,  he  had  given 
Notice  of  an  Amendment  which  had 
been  moved  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
East  Sussex.  As  that  Amendment  was 
now,  in  his  opinion,  unnecessary,  he 
trusted  that  the  hon.  Member  would 
withdraw  it. 

Mr.  GIBSON  said,  he  looked  upon 
this  part  of  tho  Bill  as  being  of  supreme 
importance.  By  no  previous  Act  of  Par- 
liament had  such  extensive  powers  ever 
boon  given  to  a  Commission  as  those 
which  would  be  given  by  the  present 
Bill  to  the  Commissioners,  and  far  less 
had  it  over  been  proposed  that  Commis- 
sioners should  be  able  to  delegate  their 
important  powers  to  an  inferior  tribunal. 
It  was,  therefore,  not  only  right,  but  the 
absolute  duty  of  the  Committee,  to  criti- 
cize and  examine  with  the  utmost  care 
every  line  of  the  present  clause,  because 
hon.  Members  would  find  the  phraseo- 
logy of  the  Bill  so  large  that  it  was 
impossible  to  set   any  bounds  to  the 
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jurisdictiou  of  the  Commission,  or  any 
limits  to  the  powers  which  the  Com- 
missioners were  authorized  to  dele- 
gate to  the  Assistant  Commissioners. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Prime 
Minister  had  pointed  out  that  it  was 
necessary  that  the  Assistant  Commis- 
sioners should  have  a  variety  of  qualifi- 
cations, and  the  truth  of  that  statement 
would  commend  itself  to  everyone  who 
heard  it ;  but  that  did  not  at  all  dispose 
of  the  Amendment,  or  of  the  objections 
to  the  clause  in  its  present  form.  There 
was  nothing  in  the  clause  to  indicate  to 
the  Commissioners  that  they  were  to 
have  regard  to  any  special  qualifications 
of  the  person  to  be  appointed.  He  did 
not  say  that  barristers  alone  should  be 
appointed  to  the  exclusion  of  solicitors, 
who,  in  many  cases,  might  be  able  to  do 
the  work  better  than  barristers.  But  surely 
it  was  right  to  indicate,  at  some  point  or 
other  of  the  clause,  the  qualifications 
which  should  be  possessed  by  the  Assistant 
Commissioners.  He  ventured  to  say  that 
would  meet  the  great  difficulty  suggested 
by  the  Prime  Minister.  Again,  he  trusted 
that  the  Bill,  before  it  left  the  Committee, 
would  contain  a  provision  that  the  doings 
of  the  Land  Commission  should  be  pre- 
sented to  Parliament  in  an  annual  Ke- 
port.  There  was  no  Amendment  on  the 
Paper  to  that  effect ;  and,  therefore,  he 
asked  the  Government  within  a  reason- 
able time  to  prepare  a  clause  which 
would  give  effect  to  his  wish  that  the 
Commissioners  should  make  an  annual 
Report  of  their  proceedings,  containing 
in  a  Schedule  the  names  of  the  parties 
appointed  as  Assistant  Commissioners, 
as  well  as  the  duration  of  their  appoint- 
ments and  the  nature  of  their  qualifi- 
cations. There  was  another  point  which 
impressed  him  very  much  in  connection 
with  this  clause — namely,  the  dependent 
position  of  these  Assistant  Commissioners. 
Unbounded  power  was  given  to  them ; 
but  there  was  nothing,  except,  perhaps, 
the  words  **  from  time  to  time,  to  indi- 
cate the  length  of  their  employment  by 
the  Commissioners.  According  to  the 
clause,  the  Assistant  Commissioner  might 
be  appointed  for  the  job  or  for  six  months, 
or  he  might  be  appointed  to  revise  the 
rental  of  a  district  or  hear  the  appeals 
of  a  particular  Session.  It  was  to  the 
last  degree  inconvenient,  and  calculated 
to  excite  uneasy  feelings  in  the  minds 
of  persons  intrusted  with  the  control  of 
property,  to  find  themselves  absolutely 
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dependent.  Their  equitable  and  judicial 
functions  were  immense,  and  the  Govern- 
ment were  sending  them  down  without 
one  atom  of  the  protection  which  the 
whole  history  of  our  Constitution  showed 
it  was  necessary  to  throw  around  every- 
one invested  with  judicial  powers.  He 
therefore  trusted  that  the  Government 
would  furnish  this  protection  in  some 
other  way  than  by  merely  saying  that 
the  Assistant  Commissioners  might  be 
appointed  from  time  to  time.  He  thought 
that,  in  their  Report,  the  Commission 
should  state  the  names  and  qualifications 
of  the  Assistant  Commissioners,  and  that 
some  information  should  also  be  given 
therein  as  to  the  stability  of  their  tenure 
of  office.  Looking  at  the  drafting  of  the 
Bill,  he  was  bound  to  say  there  was 
nothing  in  the  clause  to  prevent  the 
delegation  of  the  right  and  power  of 
appeal  by  the  Commissioners  to  the  As- 
sistant Commissioners.  He  was  certain 
that  it  was  not  the  intention  of  the 
Government  that  those  powers  should 
be  delegated,  and  therefore  urged  that 
the  matter  should  be  made  clear  before 
the  Bill  left  the  Committee. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  There  has  never 
been  anv  intention  that  the  Commis- 
sioners should  have  the  power  of  dele- 
gating their  power  as  a  Court  of  Appeal 
to  the  Assistant  Commissioners,  although 
if  a  large  development  of  business  oc- 
curs it  might  be  right  that  the  sub- 
Commissioners  should  have  the  power 
of  hearing  appeals  from  the  Assistant 
Commissioners.  The  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  desires  that  there 
should  be  a  general  description  of  the 
qualifications  of  the  Assistant  Commis- 
sioners, as  an  indication  to  the  Commis- 
sioners and  the  Government.  This  ap- 
pears to  be  reasonable,  and  my  learned 
Friends  will  do  their  best  to  prepare 
words  with  that  object.  But  I  think  it 
will  not  be  possible  to  do  so  with  mathe- 
matical precision,  and  therefore  it  may 
be  necessary  to  add  such  words  as  "or 
otherwise."  It  is  undoubtedly  right 
and  necessary  that  the  Commission 
should  make  regular  Reports  of  its  pro- 
ceedings. I  think  I  can  improve  on  the 
suggestion  of  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  that  the  names  and  qualifi- 
cations of  the  Assistant  Commissioners 
should  be  included  in  the  Reports  of  the 
Commission.  Without  waiting  for  the 
annual  Report,  which  would  neoessanlj 
take  some  time  in  preparation,  I  think 
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it  would  be  desirable,  as  an  improve- 
ment  on  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Oentleman's  suggestion,  that  the  ap- 
pointment of  the  Assistant  Commis- 
sioners should  be  made  known  at  once 
to  Parliament.  I  have  no  objection  to 
undertake  that  they  and  their  qualifi- 
cations should  be  made  known  to  Par- 
liament. There  is  a  mode  by  which  I 
think  the  Qovemment  could  meet  the 
news  of  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  with  regard  to  the  dismissal 
of  any  Commissioner — namely,  to  take 
care  Uiat  it  be  done  in  the  most  formal 
manner  by  Order  in  Council.  I  do  not 
exclude  any  other  suggestion  that  may 
be  forthcoming ;  but  one  of  the  greatest 
Administrators  ever  known  in  this  coun- 
tiy — Sir  James  Graham — held  that  an 
Order  in  Council  was  a  form  which 
would  stamp  the  affair  with  a  character 
of  gravity  and  importance  which  would 
at  once  bring  home  the  responsibility  to 
the  Administration. 

8iK  WALTER  B.  BARTTELOT  said, 
he  thought  the  Prime  Minister  had 
made  a  statement  which  would  be,  on 
the  whole,  satisfactory  to  the  Committee ; 
but  he  was  bound  to  say — and  he  be- 
liered  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
recognize  the  truth  of  the  statement — 
that  these  Commissioners  would  have 
an  enormous  power  in  their  hands — 
such  a  power  as  had  never  until  then 
been  given  to  any  body  of  men  of  a  like 
character.  As  it  was  necessary,  both 
in  the  interest  of  the  landlord  and  in 
the  interest  of  the  tenant,  that  absolute 
confidence  should  be  reposed  in  them, 
he  was  glad  to  hear  that  the  Prime 
Minister  proposed  that  the  requisite 
qualifications,  so  far  as  they  could  be 
put  into  an  Act  of  Parliament,  should 
be  inserted  in  the  present  Bill.  With 
regard  to  the  appointment  and  removal 
of  the  Commissioners,  he  saw  that  the 
words  as  they  now  stood  in  the  clause 
were — 

''The  Lord  Lieutenant  may  from  time  to 
time,  with  the  consent  of  the  Treasury  as  to 
number,  apx)oint  and  remove  Assistant  Com- 
miBrioners;" 

and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
merely  said  that  the  dismissal  of  any 
of  them  should  take  place  by  Order  in 
Council.  He  wished  to  know  for  what 
period  of  time  these  appointments  would 
oe  made,  and  on  what  principle  their 
duration  was  to  depend,  because,  as  he 
understood  it,  it  was  not  the  regulation 


of  the  appointments,  but  simply  the  dis- 
missal of  the  Commissioners,  that  was 
to  be  effected  by  Order  in  Council — two 
things  entirely  different  from  each  other. 
He  trusted  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man would  not  only  give  some  infor- 
mation on  that  point,  but  also  that  he 
would  place  before  the  Committee  the 
number  of  appointments  that  would  be 
made.  He  asked  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man whether  ho  could  show  any  Act  of 
Parliament  authorizing  an  unlimited 
amount  of  money  to  be  expended, 
which  did  not  contain  some  provision 
for  controlling  that  expenditure.  The 
expenditure  here  was  absolutely  un- 
limited. They  might  have  to  pay  for  a 
number  of  Commissioners  to  administer 
what  he  would  call  the  '^  landlord  and 
tenant"  portion  of  the  Bill,  besides 
Emigration  Commissioners  and  Recla- 
mation Commissioners,  all  appointed  at 
the  same  time.  He  felt  sure  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  would  look  closely  into 
the  matter ;  but,  in  the  meantime,  the 
Committee  knew  nothing  of  the  amount 
of  money  that  would  bo  expanded. 
Again,  if  the  appointments  were  not 
made  for  a  certain  time  it  would  be 
impossible  to  obtain  the  services  of  good 
men ;  and,  under  those  circumstances,  it 
would  be  impossible  that  the  sub-Com- 
missioners should  possess  the  confidence 
which  ought  to  be  placed  in  them. 
Again,  it  was  said  that  one  of  the 
Assistant  Commissioners  would  decide 
on  technical  points  in  the  Provinces, 
and  that  then  there  might  be  an  ap- 
peal. But  if  one  Assistant  Commissioner 
was  to  decide  in  the  most  difficult  and 
delicate  matters  between  landlord  and 
tenant,  and  an  appeal  was  then  to  be 
made  to  the  Commissioners,  he  could 
not  regard  the  arrangement  as  a  very 
satisfactory  one. 

The  CHAIEMAN  pointed  out  that 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  was  en- 
tering upon  the  discussion  of  subjects 
beyond  that  of  the  Amendment  before 
the  Committee.  There  were  other 
Amendments  on  which  those  subjects 
might  properly  be  discussed. 

Sir  R.  ASSHETON  CROSS  inquired 
how  the  appointment  of  the  sub-Com- 
missioners was  to  be  made.  Were  the 
sub-Commissioners  to  be  ordinary  Civil 
servants,  and  for  how  long  would  they 
be  appointed  ? 

Mk.  GLADSTONE :  I  wish  the  Com- 
mittee  to  understand  that  I  have  been. 
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and  am,  endeavouring  to  provide  that 
patronage  shall  not  be  brought  into  un- 
necessary existence.  With  reference  to  the 
objection  of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Baronet 
(Sir  Walter  B.  Barttelot),  I  am  bound 
to  say  that  it  is  the  almost  universal 
practice  in  Acts  of  Parliament  to  lay 
down  in  g^eneral  terms,  subject  to  the 
responsibuity  of  the  Treasury,  the  power 
of  appointing  the  officers  necessary  for 
the  carrying  out  of  the  Act.  In  the 
Endowed  Schools  Act,  it  is  provided 
that  the  Commissioners  of  Her  Majesty's 
Treasury,  beyond  the  power  assigned  to 
the  Commissioners,  may  allow  them  to 
employ  such  Assistant  Commissioners' 
officers  and  clerks  as  the  Commissioners 
of  Her  Majesty's  Treasury  may  think 
proper.  The  Assistant  Commissioners 
under  the  Endowed  Schools  Act  have  to 
exercise  functions  which  excite  as  much 
jealousy  as  is  likely  to  be  roused  in  any 
other  case. 

Mb.  H.  K.  BBAND  wished  to  say  a 
few  words  with  regard  to  the  important 
announcement  made  by  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister that  he  was  prepared  to  state 
some  of  the  qualifications  necessary  for 
Assistant  Commissioners.  There  was 
one  qualification  above  all  others  abso- 
lutely essential.  He  quite  admitted 
that  the  sub-Commissioners  would  have 
various  and  very  heavy  duties  cast  upon 
them,  and  among  these  would  be  the 
regulation  of  rent,  and  other  delicate 
and  intricate  matters  which,  up  to  the 
present  time,  the  landlord  and  tenant  had 
arranged  between  themselves.  There- 
fore, he  trusted  that  the  Government 
would  take  into  consideration  that  one 
qualification  which  was  absolutely  ne- 
cessary to  be  possessed  by  the  Assistant 
Commissioners  was  a  practical  know- 
ledge of  surveying  and  the  valuation  of 
landed  property. 

Lord  KANDOLPH  CHUECHILL 
suggested  to  Her  Majesty's  Government 
the  importance  of  freeing  these  appoint- 
ments of  all  connection  whatsoever  with 
politics.  He  thought  it  should  be  en- 
acted that  for  the  space  of  a  year,  or 
some  reasonable  time  from  the  date  of 
the  determination  of  the  appointment, 
the  person  so  appointed  should  not  be 
capable  of  sitting  in  Parliament.  Cases 
would  have  to  be  decided  by  the  As- 
sistant Commissioners  which  would,  no 
doubt,  excite  the  interest  of  the  whole 
country  side,  and  in  which  popular  feel- 
ing would  be,  perhaps,  largely  in  favour 

Mr*  Oladttone 


of  the  tenant — the  landlord's  view  of  the 
question  being  represented  by  but  a 
small  number  of  individuals ;  and,  under 
such  circumstances,  he  was  afraid  that  if 
the  Parliament  allowed  the  Assistant 
Commissioners  to  get  into  their  heads 
the  notion  that  they  could  achieve  the 
amount  of  popular  applause  and  con- 
fidence which  had  been  referred  to  by 
some  of  the  speakers  in  the  course  of  the 
debate,  it  would  be,  to  say  the  least  of 
it,  somewhat  unfortunate,  and  he  would 
therefore  suggest  that  the  appointments 
should  be  so  made  as  that  the  Assistant 
Commissioners  should  be  absolutely  free 
from  any  taint  of  the  kind,  as  also  from 
any  temptation  to  suppose  that  they 
might  lay  up  a  little  store  of  poli- 
tical popularity  which  would  later  on 
be  useful  to  them  as  candidates  for  seats 
in  Parliament. 

Mb.  LAING  said,  he  felt  confident 
that  the  success  of  this  experiment 
which  was  proposed  to  be  tried  by  Her 
Majesty's  Government  would  depend 
mainly  upon  its  being  carried  out,  not 
by  gentlemen  who  were  barristers  and 
nothing  more,  but  by  practical  men 
who,  if  they  added  a  knowledge  of  law 
to  practical  knowledge  of  the  subjects 
with  which  the  Bill  proposed  to  deal, 
would  have  an  advantage,  perhaps,  over 
men  who  did  not  possess  their  technical 
legal  knowledge. 

Mr.  H.  H.  fowler  said,  he  hoped 
the  Committee  would  not  assent  to  the 
insertion  in  the  clause  of  any  Amend- 
ment which  would  fetter  the  hands  of 
the  Government  in  selecting  men  for 
the  important  offices  of  Assistant  Com- 
missioners. In  saying  this,  he  wished 
to  say  also  that  he  did  not  think  lawyers, 
no  matter  to  which  branch  of  the  Pro- 
fession they  belonged,  were  the  most 
fitting  persons  to  fill  the  offices  of  Assist- 
ant Commissioners  contemplated  by  the 
Bill.  On  the  whole,  he  thought  it  would 
best  to  agree  to  the  clause  as  it  stood, 
leaving  the  selection  of  the  Assistant 
Commissioners  in  the  hands  of  the  re- 
sponsible Advisers  of  the  Crown,  who 
would,  he  was  sure,  discharge  their  re- 
sponsibility in  the  best  possible  manner. 

Mr.  MULHOLLAND  said,  he 
thought  it  a  mistake  to  suppose  that  the 
Government  of  the  day  might  be  allowed 
to  choose  the  sub -Commissioners  with 
a  feeling  of  certainty  that  the  selections 
they  might  make  would  be  the  best.  It 
would  not  be  possible  for  those  who 
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were  most  interested  in  the  matter,  if 
the  clause  were  let  pass  in  its  present 
form,  to  foresee  the  class  of  men  who 
would  be  appointed  to  the  positions 
of  Assistant  Commissioners.  They  all 
knew  what  the  Civil  Bill  Courts  were, 
and  they  had  also  great  confidence  in 
the  manner  in  which  the  Chief  Commis- 
^oners  would  be  appointed,  for  they 
would,  without  doubt,  be  gentlemen  of 
Boch  position  and  training  that  the  inte- 
rests of  landowners  and  tenants  would 
alike  be  safe  in  their  hands ;  but,  as  far 
as  the  sub-Commissioners  were  con- 
cerned, they  were  in  the  air.  Hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  seemed  to  think 
that  the  chief  function  of  the  Assistant 
Commissioners  would  be  the  valuation 
of  the  lands ;  but  he  was  quite  sure 
that  no  satisfactory  result  could  be  hoped 
for  unless  a  strong  staff  was  attached  to 
the  Valuation  Committee  in  Dublin,  in 
order  that  greater  uniformity  might  be 

S>i  at  in  the  decisions  as  to  valuation. 
e  was  bound  to  admit  the  truth  of  the 
statement  that  there  had  been  a  want  of 
uniformity  in  the  decisions  of  the  Civil 
Bill  Courts ;  but  that  was  owing  to  the 
fact  that  there  had  not  been  any  special 
system  of  training,  which  should  enable 
the  Judges  to  form  correct  conclusions 
as  to  the  value  of  land.  Experts  might 
be,  and  probably  were,  good  and  useful 

fentlemen  to  be  called  in  to  give  evi- 
ence  as  to  matters  which  they  had 
made  their  special  study  ;  but  he  could 
not  admit  that  they  were  likely  to  be 
the  best  judges  in  matters  of  this  kind. 
Mb.  GKEGOEY  said,  that,  after  the 
discussion  which  had  taken  place,  ho 
should  be  glad  to  withdraw  the  Amend- 
ment he  had  moved,  with  the  explana- 
tion that  his  conduct,  as  far  as  this  part 
of  the  Bill  was  concerned,  had  been  in 
the  nature  of  a  seK-denying  ordinance. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdraivn. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  moved  the  in- 
sertion in  the  clause  of  words  to  pro- 
vide that  the  dismissal  should  be  **by 
Order  in  Council." 

Mb.  BIGGAR  said,  he  hoped  the  Go- 
vernment would  not  preclude  themselves 
from  the  power  of  appointing  Assistant 
Commissioners  from  time  to  time,  who 
might  be  either  re-appointed  or  re- 
placed, as  the  higher  authorities  might 
think  best,  in  the  interest  of  the  public 
Bervicei  so  as  not  to  saddle  the  country 


with  the  cost  of  a  large  and,  perhaps, 
owing  to  circumstances,  useless  number 
of  public  servants. 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  said,  a  large 
discretion  would  be  used  in  order  to 
avoid  the  creation  of  a  too  large  body 
of  public  servants. 

Mr.  lewis  said,  he  regarded  this 
as  a  matter  of  great  importance,  and 
urged  that,  before  the  clause  was  allowed 
to  pass,  the  Committee  should  ascertain 
what  degree  of  non-permanence  was  to 
be  allowed  to  remain  in  connection  with 
these  appointments.  If  it  was  intended 
that  these  appointments  should  be  tem- 
porary, what,  he  should  like  to  ask, 
was  to  prevent  an  Assistant  Commis- 
sioner from  fixing  rents  in  view  of  a 
future  election  ?  This,  he  might  say,  was 
not  an  imaginary  case,  for  it  was  well 
known  that  in  the  United  States  ex- 
Judges  had  not  unfrequently  claimed 
the  votes  of  electors  on  the  ground  of 
the  decisions  they  had  themselves  pro- 
nounced in  a  certain  class  of  cases.  Was 
it  intended  to  say,  he  w^ould  ask  further, 
to  exclude  the  appointments  of  Commis- 
sioners for  temporary  purposes,  and  to 
say  to  gentlemen  who  accepted  appoint- 
ments to  fix  judicial  rents  that  they  were 
to  be  no  longer  employed  after  the  par- 
ticular business  they  had  in  hand  had 
been  completed  ?  This  would  open  the 
door  to  almost  every  conceivable  kind 
and  amount  of  jobbery ;  and  he  could  not 
conceive  that  the  Committee  would  be 
doing  right  in  passing  the  present  clause 
without  first  having  a  clear  statement  on 
the  part  of  the  Government  as  to  what 
was  to  be  the  nature  of  the  tenure  of 
office  enjoyed  by  the  Assistant  Commis- 
sioners 

The  *  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  said,  the  question 
which  had  been  put,  and  the  answer 
given,  could  not  be  held  to  justify  the 
construction  which  had  been  put  upon 
them  by  the  hon.  Member,  the  simple 
question  being  whether,  if  the  removal 
was  to  be  the  result  of  a  proceeding  as 
solemn  as  the  issuing  of  an  Order  in 
Council,  that  would  not  in  itself  stand 
in  the  way  of  a  decrease  in  the  number 
if  more  Assistant  Commissioners  were 
appointed  than  were  really  required. 
The  answer  to  this  was  that  the  Assistant 
Commissioners  would  know  on  appoint- 
ment that  when  so  appointed  they  could 
be  removed  by  an  Order  in  Council ;  but 
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this  was  by  no  means  an  extravagant 
statement,  nor  was  it  one  that  pointed 
to  uncertainty  in  the  tenure  of  their 
offices  by  gentlemen  who  might  be  ap- 
pointed to  Assistant  Commissionerships. 

Mb.  MITCHELL  HENRY  said,  that, 
in  his  view,  this  clause  was  being  dis- 
posed of  in  a  manner  which  was  not 
at  all  satisfactory,  for  the  appoint- 
ment of  the  Commissioners  and  the 
Assistant  Commissioners  was  one  of  the 
most  important  features  of  the  Bill. 
The  principal  duties  of  the  Commis- 
sion would,  without  doubt,  be  dis- 
charged by  the  Assistant  Commissioners, 
who  ought,  therefore,  to  be  appointed 
with  the  utmost  care,  unless  it  was  in- 
tended that  the  Bill  should  be  the  means 
of  continuing,  instead  of  diminishing, 
the  fearful  amount  of  litigation  which 
prevailed  in  Ireland.  It  was,  no  doubt, 
preferable  that  the  Assistant  Commis- 
sioners should  be,  at  the  outset,  few  in 
number ;  but  it  was  equally  important 
that  their  appointments  should  be  per- 
manent, and  that  they  should  not  be 
removable  except  on  the  ground  of  mis- 
conduct. He  must  say  that  he  could  not 
but  regard  with  regret  the  postpone- 
ment of  the  clause,  in  which  the  Govern- 
ment proposed  to  make  vital  changes 
affecting  the  constitution  of  the  Court, 
because  that  was  connected  closely  with 
the  appointmentof  the  Assistant  Commis- 
sioners. He  could  not  help  thinking 
that  temporary  appointments  would  be 
fatal  to  the  Bill;  and  he,  therefore, 
pressed  the  Government  to  say  whether 
the  Assistant  Commissioners  would  be 
liable  to  summary  dismissal  when  there 
was  no  more  pressing  work  for  them  to  do. 

The  CHAIEMAN  said,  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber was  wandering  a  little  wide  of  the 
Question,  which  was — whether  the  words 
*'  by  Order  in  Council,"  should  be  intro- 
duced in  the  clause. 

Sir  R.  ASSHETON  CROSS  said,  that 
when  a  short  time  back  be  put  a  Ques- 
tion to  the  Prime  Minister,  he  under- 
stood the  answer  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman to  mean  that  in  order  to  secure 
permanency  the  removal  from  office 
should  only  be  by  Order  in  Council.  If 
he  was  right  in  this  impression,  the  in- 
tention would  be  more  dearly  expressed 
by  introducing  the  words  *'or  miscon- 
duct" into  the  clause.  If  it  was  in- 
tended to  take  power  to  get  rid  of  the 
Assistant  Commissioners  in  a  few  months 
by  means  of  a  mere  Order  in  Counoili  he 

JH^  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 


could  only  say  that,  in  his  view,  it  was 
resorting  to  the  use  of  a  very  grave 
machinery  which  ought  only  to  be  put 
in  force  for  a  very  special  purpose. 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER  said,  he  did 
not  think  it  would  be  wise  to  insert  the 
words  suggested  by  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, because,  if  the  removal  of  an 
Assistant  Commissioners  were  rendered 
necessary  for  any  reason,  it  would  place 
the  Commissioners  in  a  difficulty.  The 
first  thing  to  be  done  would  be  to  ascer- 
tain as  nearly  as  possible  how  many 
Assistant  Commissioners  would  be  re- 
quired, and  it  was  known  that  the  best 
men  would  not  apply  for  appointments 
unless  they  had  a  prospect  of  per- 
manence in  their  engagements.  It  would 
be  exacting  too  much  to  say  at  the  out- 
set how  many  men  would  be  required, 
and  it  would  be  equally  unreasonable  to 
urge  that  if  the  number  required  should 
be  exceeded  the  Government  should  con- 
tinue to  employ  men  for  whom  they  had 
in  reality  no  work. 

LoBD  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
said,  the  solemnity  of  an  Order  in  Council 
was  a  little  diminished  when  it  was  re- 
membered that  a  few  years  ago  a  cow 
could  not  be  bought  without;  an  Order 
in  Council.  Was  it,  he  asked,  the  in- 
tention of  the  Government  to  appoint 
special  Commissioners  for  a  special  pur- 
pose. Did  they  intend  to  appoint  a 
special  Commissioner  in  the  same  way 
that  a  barrister  was  often  appointed  to 
go  on  an  Assize,  and  whose  services  came 
to  an  end  when  the  Assize  was  con- 
cluded ? 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  said,  they  cer- 
tainly did  not  intend  to  appoint  Com- 
missioners for  special  cases.  They  in- 
tended to  appoint  Commissioners  for  cer- 
tain periods. 

Mb.  GIBSON  said,  that  the  Prime 
Minister  had  intimated  that  he  would 
introduce  some  such  words  as  he  (Mr. 
Gibson)  had  suggested — namely,  that 
the  Commissioners  should  have  pre- 
scribed qualifications.  He  would  venture 
to  suggest  that  those  words  might  be 
supplemented  by  adding  that  the  Com- 
missioners should  hold  office  for  a  pre- 
scribed period.  That  would  enable  the 
Government  to  classify  those  who  held 
office  for  a  long  period,  those  who  held 
it  for  a  less  period,  and  those  the  dura- 
tion of  whose  office  the  Gt>vemment 
might  like  to  make  more  prolonged. 


1049 


Ztmi  Law 


(July  15,  1881] 


^Ireland)  Bill 


1050 


What  they  objected  to  was  the  absolute 
uncertain^  and  precariousness  o£  the 
tenure.  He  thougnt  that  there  should  be 
something  to  indicate  that  a  gentleman 
who  was  to  be  appointed  as  a  Commis- 
sioner should  hold  hisoffice  for  some  time. 
Tms  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  ^Mr.  Law)  said,  there  would 
be  no  objection  to  consider  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  the  University 
of  Dublin.  There  would  bo  an  annual 
Report,  not  only  giving  the  names  of 
the  sub-Commissioners  and  their  quali- 
fications, but  also  their  tenure  of  office. 
The  Govemment  would  also  undertake 
to  present  the  names  to  Parliament.  He 
thought  that  to  adopt  a  particular  form 
of  words  would  only  be  to  embarrass  the 
Gbvemment ;  but,  at  the  same  time,  ho 

Suite  appreciated  the  desire  to  render 
lie  position  of  the  sub -Commissioners 
less  variable  than  it  would  be  if  they 
were  at  the  mercy  of  any  Administration 
who  chose  to  dismiss  them. 

Ma.  WARTON  said,  he  did  not  think 
the  Government,  and  particularly  the 
Attorney  General  for  Lreland,  were 
really  conscious  of  the  importance  of 
the  question  under  dispute.  Every  Con- 
stitutional lawyer  would  remember  that 
perhaps  the  best  result  Ox  all  legislation 
m  past  ages  had  been  to  secure  the  per- 
manence of  the  position  of  Judges.  It 
was  one  of  the  differences  between  a 
Constitutional  and  a  Despotic  Monarchy 
that  in  the  latter  case  the  Judges  were 
liable  to  dismissal  on  arbitrary  grounds ; 
whereas,  in  the  former,  they  continued 
in  office  so  long  as  they  conducted  them- 
selves well.  He  thought  it  was  of  very 
great  importance  that  those  Judges  now 
under  discussion,  who  would  have  to 
discharge  functions  quite  as  difficult  and 
quite  as  important  as  the  Judges  of  this 
country,  should  hold  a  permauent  office. 
It  was  a  question  of  the  very  utmost 
importance,  and  not  one  to  be  dismissed 
lightly  or  carelessly.  What  he  regretted 
80  much  to  see  in  the  tone  of  the  Trea- 
sury Bench  was  that,  after  they  liad 
hei^  the  arguments  of  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
the  University  of  Dublin  put  before 
them  with  that  temperateness,  mode- 
ration, and  legal  knowledge  which  al- 
ways distinguished  him,  and  after  those 
observations  had  at  last  made  a  due  im- 
pression on  the  minds  of  the  Premier 
Qnd  of  the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland, 


that  impression  was  dissipated,  or  nearly 
so,  by  the  unusual  questions  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cavan  (Mr.  Biggar).  It  was 
the  invariable  course  of  the  Government 
to  listen  to  reason  for  a  time,  and  then 
to  listen  to  unreason  when  it  came  from 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cavan. 

The  CHAIRMAN:  Order,  Order! 
I  think  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
is  getting  very  general  in  his  remarks. 

Mr.  WARTON  said,  he  would  yield 
to  the  suggestion  of  the  Chairman,  be- 
cause that  was  a  matter  of  so  much  im- 
portance that  he  should  be  very  sorry  by 
any  slip  of  his  to  lose  the  opportunity  of 
saying  what  he  felt  bound  to  say. 
Without  making  any  observations  that 
were  too  general,  he  must  point  out 
that  on  that  very  Amendment  they  had 
had  from  tlio  Treasury  Bench  two  very 
different  kinds  of  expressions.  They 
bad  heard  the  Attorney  General  for  Ire- 
land with  solemnity  admitting  the  im- 
portance of  the  question,  and  they  had 
heard  him  with  levity  answering  the 
observations  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cavan.  It  seemed  to  him  that  the  com- 
mon sense  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Galway  (Mr.  Mitchell  Henry)  had  solved 
the  difficulty  of  the  question,  which  was, 
how  were  they  to  know  how  many  As- 
sistant Commissioners  would  be  wanted? 
That  was  the  secret  excuse  for  any  hesi- 
tation on  th'^  Treasury  Bench.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Galway  had  asked — *'  Why 
should  you  not  appoint  a  few  at  a  time 
as  they  are  wanted  ?  "  It  was  far  better 
to  have  even  a  few  appointed  if  their 
position  was  permanent  than  to  have  a 
greater  number  appointed  if  they  were 
to  be  summarily  dismissed.  It  was  a 
matter  of  g^eat  importance  that  every 
one  of  those  Judges  should  be  perma- 
nent, because,  if  not,  they  would  be 
subject  to  democratic  intimidation.  They 
had  had  it  brought  before  them  very 
distinctly,  and  the  Government  had  taken 
no  notice  of  it,  that  whatever  the  Courts 
might  determine  the  Land  League  would 
review  their  decision. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  ARNOLD  said,  with 
reference  to  the  remarks  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  South- 
West  Lancashire  (Sir  R.  Assheton Cross), 
that  he  had  learned  with  regret  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  indifference  to  the 
public  interests  on  that  matter.  Ho 
thought  it  must  be  clear  to  anyone  who 
had  attended  to  the  general  features  of 
the  Bill  that  under  ito  operation  within 
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a  period  of  five  or  ten  yean  there  would 
be  a  material  change  m  the  amount  of 
business  to  be  performed  by  the  Court ; 
and  it  was  surely  plain  that  if  the  Assist- 
ant'^Commissioners  were  appointed  for 
a  permanent  office,  at  the  end  of  five 
or  ten  years,  as  the  case  might  be,  they 
would  have  a  claim  for  permanent  en- 
dowment or  compensation  by  the  State 
on  removal.  He  thought  it  was  very 
much  better  to  leave  the  words  of  the 
clause  as  they  stood. 

Sib  R.  ASSHETON  CROSS  said,  he 
had  been  misunderstood  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Salford.  He  considered  an 
appointment  for  five  years  was  quite 
long  enough  provided  it  was  fixed. 

Mr.  p.  martin  said,  that  in  conse- 
quence of  the  remarks  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Salford  he  felt  compelled  to  say 
a  few  words.  He  considered  that  no 
more  grievous  mischief  could  practically 
arise  in  the  working  of  the  measure  than 
would  be  occasioned  by  the  adoption  of 
the  suggestion  that  the  tenure  of  the 
office  of  Assistant  Commissioner  was  to 
be  merely  temporary,  and  not  for  a  fixed 
period.  No  duty  more  delicate,  or  diffi- 
cult, or  which  more  demanded  tJie  exer- 
cise of  the  qualities  of  trustworthiness 
and  intelligence,  was  ever  imposed  by 
statute  on  a  body  of  gentlemen  than 
that  which  by  this  Bill  it  was  proposed 
to  intrust  to  these  Assistant  Commis- 
sioners. The  main  burdens  incident  to 
the  efficient  working  would  have  to  be 
tmdertaken  by  them.  They  would  be 
the  persons  who  would  have  to  go  down, 
value  the  lands  from  personal  inspec- 
tion, ascertain  what  ought  to  be  the  fair 
rent,  and,  from  oral  statements,  adjust 
the  relations  between  landlord  and  ten- 
ant. The  Chief  Commissioners  must 
necessarily  act  on  the  Report  of  their  As- 
sistants to  a  ffreat  extent.  It  was  abso- 
lutely impossible  that  the  Land  Commis- 
sion sitting  at  Dublin  could  discharge 
these  functions.  Let  them  look  at  what 
the  Land  Commission  had  to  do  under  the 
Bill.  They  all  saw  the  serious  character 
of  the  duties  imposed  upon  them,  which 
would  take  up  the  entire  of  their  time,  if 
they  were  to  be  performed  by  three 
Commissioners  with  any  efficiency.  He 
endorsed  every  word  that  had  been 
said  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Gal  way 
(Mr.  Mitchell  Henry),  and  also  by  Con- 
servative Members  on  the  other  side  of 
the  House,  that  nothing  could  be  more 
mischievous  in  the  working  of  that  Act 

Mr.  JrtAur  Arnold 


than  to  have  Assistant  Commissioners 
subject  to  influences  of  any  character  on 
the  part  of  the  tenant  or  of  the  landlord, 
or  on  the  part  of  the  Government.  More 
especially,  let  him  point  out  another 
practical  matter  which  would  result  from 
the  appointment  of  these  gentlemen  as 
Assistant  Commissioners  for  very  short 
and  temporary  periods.  A  great  temp- 
tation would  be  presented  that,  in  order 
to  retain  and  continue  in  office,  they 
would  be  disposed  to  create  and  encou- 
rage litigation  or  dispute.  He  did  not 
mean  to  say  that  every  officer  would  do  so ; 
but  they  should  remove,  as  far  as  pos- 
sible, this  temptation  to  make  work  for 
themselves.  He  thought  it  would  have 
been  far  better  if  they  had  had  a  smaller 
number  of  Assistant  Commissioners,  so 
long  as  their  appointments  were  per- 
manent. He  asked  the  Committee  very 
narrowly  to  scrutinize  the  clause,  and 
not  to  allow  it  in  any  way  to  leave  the 
Assistant  Commissioners  subjected  to 
influences  of  any  kind  coming  from  any 
source.  Personally,  he  should  have  con- 
sidered it  far  better  to  have  the  Assistant 
Commissioners  nominated  during  Her 
Majesty's  pleasure,  and  only  to  be  re- 
moved upon  good  ground  being  shown. 

Mb.  RATHBONE  said,  he  supposed 
it  would  be  agreed  by  every  Member  of 
the  Committee  that  it  was  of  great  im- 
portance that  the  Commissioners  should 
have  the  entire  confidence  of  the  coun- 
try. He  wished  to  point  out  that  the 
Inclosure  Commissioners  were  appointed 
for  five  years,  and  surely  the  Assistant 
Commissioners  were  not  of  less  import- 
ance, or  had  less  difficult  duties  to  dis- 
charge, than  the  Inclosure  Commis- 
sioners. 

Mb.  mac  IYER  said,  that  he  did  not 
think  even  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  South-West  Lancashire 
(Sir  R.  Assheton  Cross)  entirely  appre- 
ciated the  importance  of  the  Amendment. 
He  wished  not  merely  to  support  every 
word  that  had  fallen  from  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Kilkenny  (Mr.  P. 
Martin),  but  also  to  remind  his  right 
hon.  Friend  and  the  Committee  that 
it  was  not  unreasonable  to  regard  the 
Assistant  Commissioners  in  the  light  of 
Judges,  and  it  was  not  unreasonable  to 
look  on  every  side  and  see  what  the 
efl^ect  of  judicial  appointments  of  a  tem- 
porary character  was.  Everyone  knew 
that  the  English  Bar  and  the  English 
Bench  held  the  estimation  and  confidence 
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of  the  public  in  a  way  that  was  not 
equalled  by  any  judicial  body  in  the 
whole  world ;  and  he  thought  it  would 
be  the  greatest  possible  misfortune  if 
these  Assistant  Uommissioners  should 
be  appointed  for  any  temporary  period. 
He  considered  that  they  ought  to  be  in 
a  position  of  absolute  and  entire  inde- 
pendence, as  the  English  Judges  were. 
Unless  that  were  done,  he  felt  sure  that 
the  posts  would  be  used  for  purposes  of 
political  jobbery,  as  was  the  case  gene- 
rally with  temporary  Government  ap- 
pointments in  other  countries. 

Amendment  agreed  to, 

Mr.  GIBSON  moved  to  insert,  after 
the  word  **  Commissioners,**  the  follow- 
ing words: — **  Who  shall  have  prescribed 
qualifications  and  hold  office  for  a  pre- 
scribed period."  He  said,  he  did  not  wish 
to  press  the  Amendment  if  the  Gt)vern- 
ment  would  iindertake  to  introduce  some 
words  on  Heport  which  would  have  the 
tame  effect.  He  would  not  pledge  himself 
to  the  exact  words ;  but  it  was  not  very 
easy,  at  a  moment's  notice,  to  present  a 
better  form  of  words.  He  wished  to  be 
quite  dear  that  before  the  Bill  became  an 
Act  of  Parliament  the  clause  should  con- 
tain a  reference  to  qualification,  and  also 
a  reference  to  the  tenure  of  the  Commis- 
sioners. If  the  Governmeut  would  in- 
troduce such  words  on  Eeport  he  would 
not  press  the  Amendment. 

The  attorney  GENEEAL  fok 
IBELAND  (Mr.  Law)  ;  We  will  accept 
the  Amendment. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Mn.  BRODEICK  moved  to  insert, 
after  the  previous  Amendment,  the 
words  ''  and  valuers  of  knowledge  and 
experience  in  the  value  of  land.''  He 
wished  to  put  that  point  clearly,  be- 
cause it  had  been  suggested  that  it 
would  be  impossible  to  leave  to  a  local 
valuer  the  sole  adjudication  in  those 
matters.  He  did  not  wish  to  clog  the 
Commission  with  the  duty  of  deciding 
between  the  vast  body  of  valuers,  and  it 
seemed  to  him  most  important  that 
there  should  be  some  final  resort  in  the 
form  of  accredited  valuers  attached  to 
the  Commission. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  Undoubtedly,  a 
knowledge  of  the  value  of  land  would 
be  one  of  the  qualifications  for  some 
portion,  at  least,  of  the  Assistant  Com- 
miseioners;  but  these   words,  if  they 


were  added  to  the  Bill,  would  lead  to 
the  conclusion  that  it  is  intended  to  em- 
ploy a  staff  of  ofiicial  valuers  who  are 
to  be  valuers  and  nothing  else.  Well,  I 
do  not  know,  but  I  believe  that  it  is  ex- 
tremely doubtful  whether  official  valuers 
chosen  by  anyone  in  connection  with 
the  Government  would,  or  ought  to, 
attract  confidence  in  them.  I  should 
consider  it  a  most  doubtful  experiment. 

Mr.  lewis  said,  he  could  under- 
stand the  objection  of  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter ;  but  it  seemed  to  him  that  there  was 
some  virtue  still  left  in  the  Amendment 
of  his  hon.  Friend.  They  knew  that  in 
all  classes  of  cases  that  would  come  be- 
fore the  Court,  there  was  nothing  where 
there  would  bo  so  much  difference  of 
opinion  as  with  regard  to  the  value  of 
property.  They  would  ^^i  six  or  eight 
valuers  on  one  side,  and  six  or  eight  on 
the  other;  and  the  North  and  South  Polos 
would  not  be  further  apart,  practically, 
than  the  values  which  would  be  esti- 
mated by  one  side  and  the  other.  What 
was  the  course  commonly  pursued  in 
such  cases  ?  In  many  arbitration  cases 
in  England,  the  presiding  Judge  or  arbi- 
trator, after  hearing  both  sides,  would 
say  that  he  would  select  an  independent 
person  to  whom  he  would  send  the  case 
for  his  opinion.  Now,  ho  knew  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Prime  Minister 
would  say  that  that  was  exactly  the 
power  the  Land  Court  would  have,  with- 
out reference  to  anything  placed  in  the 
Bill ;  and  he  admitted  that  there  were 
arguments  which  went  to  show  that  it 
would  be  better  to  have  power  to  ap- 
point Keferees  for  specific  cases,  than  to 
appoint  a  class  of  valuers  who  should 
adjudicate  on  all  cases.  But  it  seemed 
to  him  that  there  was  still  some  virtue 
in  the  Amendment,  and  that  it  was  ne- 
cessary to  have  one  or  two  official  valuers 
of  the  highest  possible  standing,  who 
should  act  as  a  kind  of  assessors  with 
the  Court. 

Mr.  CALLAN  said,  he  did  not  think 
there  was  any  Amendment  which  would 
tend  more  to  diminish  confidence  in  the 
impartiality  of  the  tribunals  who  were 
to  decide  those  cases  than  the  proposir 
tion  which  had  just  been  made,  and 
which  had  only  been  supported  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
South-West  Lancashire.  Who  were  the 
official  valuers  of  Ireland  ?  They  were 
a  class  by  themselves,  who  had  been  in 
existence  for  the  last  40  years.     They 
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a  period  of  five  or  ten  ^ean  there  would 
be  a  material  change  m  the  amount  of 
business  to  be  performed  by  the  Court ; 
and  it  was  surely  plain  that  if  the  Assist- 
ant'^Commissioners  were  appointed  for 
a  permanent  office,  at  the  end  of  five 
or  ten  years,  as  the  case  might  be,  they 
would  have  a  claim  for  permanent  en- 
dowment or  compensation  by  the  State 
on  removal.  He  thought  it  was  very 
much  better  to  leave  the  words  of  the 
clause  as  they  stood. 

Sib  R.  ASSHETON  CROSS  said,  he 
had  been  misunderstood  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Salford.  He  considered  an 
appointment  for  five  years  was  quite 
long  enough  provided  it  was  fixed. 

Mb.  p.  martin  said,  that  in  conse- 
quence of  the  remarks  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Salford  he  felt  compelled  to  say 
a  few  words.  He  considered  that  no 
more  grievous  mischief  could  practically 
arise  in  the  working  of  the  measure  than 
would  be  occasioned  by  the  adoption  of 
the  suggestion  that  the  tenure  of  the 
office  of  Assistant  Commissioner  was  to 
be  merely  temporary,  and  not  for  a  fixed 
period.  No  duty  more  delicate,  or  diffi- 
cult, or  which  more  demanded  the  exer- 
cise of  the  qualities  of  trustworthiness 
and  intelligence,  was  ever  imposed  by 
statute  on  a  body  of  eentlemen  than 
that  which  by  this  Bill  it  was  proposed 
to  intrust  to  these  Assistant  Commis- 
sioners. The  main  burdens  incident  to 
the  efficient  working  would  have  to  be 
undertaken  by  them.  They  would  be 
the  persons  who  would  have  to  go  down, 
value  the  lands  from  personal  inspec- 
tion, ascertain  what  ought  to  be  the  fair 
rent,  and,  from  oral  statements,  adjust 
the  relations  between  landlord  and  ten- 
ant. The  Chief  Commissioners  must 
necessarily  act  on  the  Report  of  their  As- 
sistants to  a  ffreat  extent.  It  was  abso- 
lutely impossible  that  the  Land  Commis- 
sion sitting  at  Dublin  could  discharge 
these  functions.  Let  them  look  at  what 
the  Land  Commission  had  to  do  under  the 
Bill.  They  all  saw  the  serious  character 
of  the  duties  imposed  upon  them,  which 
would  take  up  the  entire  of  their  time,  if 
they  were  to  be  performed  by  three 
Commissioners  with  any  efficiency.  He 
endorsed  every  word  that  had  been 
said  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Galway 
(Mr.  Mitchell  Henry),  and  also  by  Con- 
servative Members  on  the  other  side  of 
the  House,  that  nothing  could  be  more 
mischievous  in  the  working  of  that  Act 

Mr.  Arthur  Ahiold 


than  to  have  Asaitftant  Oommissioners 
subject  to  influences  of  any  character  on 
the  part  of  the  tenant  or  of  the  landlord, 
or  on  the  part  of  the  Government.  More 
especially,  let  him  point  oat  another 
practical  matter  which  would  result  from 
the  appointment  of  these  gentlemen  as 
Assistant  Commissioners  for  very  short 
and  temporary  periods.  A  great  temp- 
tation would  be  presented  that,  in  order 
to  retain  and  continue  in  office,  they 
would  be  disposed  to  create  and  encou- 
rage litigation  or  dispute.  He  did  not 
mean  to  say  that  every  officer  would  do  so ; 
but  they  should  remove,  as  far  as  pos- 
sible, this  temptation  to  make  work  for 
themselves.  He  thought  it  would  have 
been  far  better  if  they  had  had  a  smaller 
number  of  Assistant  Commissioners,  bo 
long  as  their  appointments  were  per- 
manent. He  asked  the  Committee  veiy 
narrowly  to  scrutinize  the  danse,  and 
not  to  allow  it  in  any  way  to  leave  the 
Assistant  Commissioners  subjected  to 
influences  of  any  kind  coming  from  any 
source.  Personally,  he  should  have  con- 
sidered it  far  better  to  have  the  Assistant 
Commissioners  nominated  during  Her 
Majesty's  pleasure,  and  only  to  be  re- 
moved upon  good  ground  being  shown. 

Mr.  EATHBOInE  said,  he  supposed 
it  would  be  agreed  by  every  Memb^  of 
the  Committee  that  it  was  of  great  im- 
portance that  the  Commissioners  should 
have  the  entire  confidence  of  the  coun- 
try. He  wished  to  point  oat  that  the 
Indosure  Commissioners  were  appointed 
for  five  years,  and  surely  the  Assistant 
Commissioners  were  not  of  less  import- 
ance, or  had  less  difficult  duties  to  dis- 
charge, than  the  Inclosure  Commis- 
sioners. 

Mr.  mac  IYER  said,  that  he  did  not 
think  even  the  right  hon.  Qentleman 
the  Member  for  South-West  Lancashire 
(Sir  B.  Assheton  Cross)  entirely  appre- 
ciated the  importance  of  the  Amendment. 
He  wished  not  merely  to  support  every 
word  that  had  fallen  from  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Kilkenny  (Mr.  P. 
Martin),  but  also  to  remind  his  right 
hon.  Friend  and  the  Committee  that 
it  was  not  unreasonable  to  regard  the 
Assistant  Commissioners  in  the  light  of 
Judges,  and  it  was  not  unreasonable  to 
look  on  every  side  and  see  what  the 
effect  of  judicial  appointments  of  a  tem- 
porary character  was.  Everyone  knev 
that  the  English  Bar  and  the  English 
Bench  held  the  estimation  and  confidence 


1057 


ZaniZaw 


{ JlTLY  15,  1881 ) 


{i-ekmi)  BiU. 


1053 


froper  one ;  but  there  would  be  great 
practical  iDConyenience  in  the  attempt 
to  define  the  powers  of  a  sub-Commis- 
aoa  by  a  series  of  rules  to  operate  in  a 
vhole  class  of  cases.  It  was  quite  pos- 
■Ue  that  the  Court  might  take  a  county 
or  a  nrronp  of  cases  to  decide,  while  the 
fub-Oommission  would  be  detached  for 
die  purpose  of  going  to  a  certain  dis- 
trlott  and  there  could  not  be  a  series  of 
nlee  for  each  Sub- Commission — it  must 
be  guided  by  the  class  of  cases.  But 
he  thought  that  the  object  would  be 
met  if  they  accepted  the  qualification 
tiiat  there  would  be  always  the  power 
of  appeal  from  the  sub- Commission  re- 
nrred. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  22,  line 
6^  after  "  such,^'  insert  "  of  the.''— (i/r. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  22,  line  6,  after  "  powers,"  insert 
"eioept  u  to  appeals  hj  this  Act  conferred 
qioii  the  Land  Ck>mmis8ion."^irr.  OibMn.) 

Amendment  agreed  to, 

Hb.  HEALY  asked  would  this  be  the 
time  to  make  any  statement  as  to  whe- 
ther any  Vote  would  be  included  in  the 
Estimates  for  this  year  ? 

ICa.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  could 
only  answer  the  question  by  saying  that 
it  was  not  intended  to  ask  for  a  Yote 
this  year. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  37  (Quorum  of  Commission). 

M&.  GIBSON  said,  as  the  clause  was 
now  the  appeal  might  be  left  with 
one  Commissioner ;  but  that  power,  he 
tiiought,  should  be  exercised  by  more 
than  one.  In  the  Church  Act  it  was 
proTided  that  there  should  be  three. 
With  the  exception  of  the  appeal  power 
let  all  the  powers  of  the  Commission  be 
exercised  by  one  Commissioner.  He 
therefore  proposed  the  following  Amend- 
ment, in  which  he  apprehended  there 
would  be  no  inconvenience  in  the  draft- 
ing, as  it  was  taken  from  the  Church 
Act. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  22,  line  9,  before  ''any,"  insert 
"all  appeals  to  the  Land  Commission  under 
this  Act  shall  be  heard  by  aU  three  Commis- 
iKODflra  sitting  together,  except  in  the  case  of 

VOL.  OGLXin.    [third  sbbies."] 


illness  or  nnayoidable  absence  of  any  one  mem- 
ber, when  any  appeal  may,  with  the  oonsentof 
the  parties,  be  heard  by  two  Ck)mmis8ioner8 
sitting  together,  and  save  as  aforesaid." — (Jfr. 
Oibson.) 

The  ATTOENEY  GENEEAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  said,  the  Go- 
▼ernment  intended  to  provide  that  any- 
one objecting  to  an  order  made  by 
one  Commissioner  or  sub- Commissioner 
should  be  at  liberty  to  appeal  to  the 
Commissioners  themselves,  and  to  have 
the  case  heard  by  at  least  two  Commis- 
sioners. That,  he  thought,  would  meet 
the  whole  case  ;  and  the  proper  time  for 
introducing  this  provision  would  be  when 
the  45th  clause  was  reached. 

Mr.  GREGORY  asked,  would  there 
in  all  cases  be  an  appeal  from  the  sub- 
Commission  to  the  Commission  ?  * 

The  attorney  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  :  Yes,  certainly. 

Mb.  GIBSON,  on  the  understanding 
that  the  subject  would  be  raised  again, 
begged  leave  to  withdraw  the  Amend- 
ment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  22,  line  10,  after  "Commission," 
insert  "  except  the  power  of  hearing  appeals." 
— (Jfr.  Attorney  General  for  Ireland.) 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

And  it  being  ten  minutes  before  Seven 
of  the  clock,  the  Chairman  reported 
Progress;  Committee  to  sit  again  thie 
day. 

The  House  suspended  its  Sitting  at 
five  minutes  before  Seven  of  the  clock. 


The  House  resumed  its  Sitting  at  Nine 
of  the  clock. 

LAND  LAW  (IRELAND)  BILL. 
Progress  resumed. 
Clause  37  (Quorum  of  Commission). 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  22,  line  11,  to  leave  out  from  "  by  ** 
to  end  of  Clause,  and  insert  "  any  Sub- Com- 
mission, with  this  qualification,  that  any  person 
aggrieved  by  any  order  of  one  Commissioner, 
or  by  an^  order  of  a  Sub-Commissioner,  may 
require  his  case  to  be  returned  by  at  least  two 
CommissionerSi  one  of  whom  shall  be  the 
Judicial  Commissioner." — {Mr.  Attorney  Gene^ 
ralfor  Ireland.) 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to, 
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were  the  employ^  of  the  landlord,  and 
they  had  a  natural  Bympathy  with  their 
employers,  for  whom  they  went  down 
amongst  the  tenantry  and  raised  the 
rents.  There  was  no  landlord  who  had 
raised  his  rents  within  the  last  40  years 
who  had  not  brought  down  an  official 
valuer  to  re-value  his  estate.  The  very 
name  of  valuer  stank  in  the  nostrils  of 
the  Irish  people.  Whenever  there  had 
been  a  visit  of  a  valuer  to  an  Irish  estate, 
it  was  sure  to  be  followed  by  a  raising  of 
rent. 

Lord  JOHN  MANNEE8  said,  that 
the  hon.  Member  who  had  just  spoken 
had  argued  that  the  existing  race  of 
valuers  were  dependent  on  the  landlords. 
It  occurred  to  him,  therefore,  that  the 
Amendment  might  have  a  tendency  to 
diminish  that  objection,  because  valuers 
appointed  under  the  Bill  would  no  longer 
be  dependent  on  the  landlords,  but 
would  occupy  an  official  status,  and 
would  be  responsible  only  to  the  Govern- 
ment. It  seemed  to  him  that  in  propor- 
tion to  the  number  of  valuers  they  em- 
ployed they  might  diminish  the  number 
of  Assistant  Commissioners. 

Mr.  MULHOLLAND  said,  with  refer- 
ence to  a  previous  statement  made  by 
him,  that  it  had  been  called  forth  by 
what  the  Prime  Minister  himself  said, 
when  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  observed 
that  it  would  be  necessary  to  have  some 
Assistant  Commissioners  who  should  be 
qualified  to  value  land.  AlS  he  was  very 
anxious  to  limit  the  number  of  Commis- 
sioners, he  had  suggested  that  the  point 
might  be  met  by  having  some  gentle- 
men as  Commissioners  who  were  techni- 
cally acquainted  with  the  value  of  land. 

Mr.  DUCKHAM  said,  he  thought  the 
dause  had  really  better  remain  as  it  was. 
Some  very  grievous  mistakes  had  been 
made  in  England  by  valuers,  and  he 
thought  it  better  to  have  local  men  called 
in  by  the  Commissioners. 

Amendment  negatived. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  TiAw)  moved  to  insert, 
in  page  22,  line  5,  after  the  words 
'*  Assistant  Commissioners,"  the  words 
"  or  of." 

Amendment  agreed  to, 

Mr.  GREGORY  said,  he  wished  to 
move  an  Amendment  which  would  pro- 
vide that  the  powers  of  the  sub-Com- 
mission should  be  defined  by  the  Com- 

ifr,  Callan 


mission  and  approved  by  Parliament. 
The  effect  of  the  clause  as  it  stood  would 
be  that  the  Commission  might,  in  fact, 
delegate  all  its  powers  to  the  sub- Com- 
mission. There  was  no  restriction ;  the 
words  were  perfectly  general ;  they  might 
delegate  any  powers  they  thought  fit, 
and,  of  course,  any  powers  might  in- 
clude all  powers.  As  an  instance  of 
what  might  come  of  this,  he  referred  to 
the  Bankruptcy  Act  for  England.  Here 
the  Judge  had  the  same  power  which 
they  gave  to  the  Commission,  to  the  ex- 
tent of  delegating  the  whole  functions 
of  the  Court  to  the  Registrars,  and  he 
had  exorcised  it,  so  that,  in  fact,  an  appeal 
did  not  lie  to  the  Judge  in  the  London 
Court  of  Bankruptcy,  but  from  one 
Registrar  to  another.  He  did  not  say 
such  would  be  the  case  in  the  present 
instance;  but  it  might  be  the  effect  of 
the  clause ;  and  when  it  was  considered 
what  enormous  interests  would  come 
within  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Commis- 
sion, the  power  of  dealing  with  the 
whole  landed  property  of  Ireland  in 
adjudicating  on  the  rights  of  land- 
lord and  tenant,  the  relations  of  mort- 
gagers and  mortgagees,  and  the  expen- 
diture of  public  money  to  an  unlimited 
amount,  it  was  well  to  decide  what 
powers  should  be  delegated  to  the  sub- 
Commission.*  He  ventured  to  suggest 
that  the  powers  of  the  Commission 
should  be  modified  and  restricted,  and 
his  Amendment  would  provide  that  the 
delegation  should  be  made  by  rules 
having  the  assent  of  the  Lora  Lieu- 
tenant, and  that  these  rules  should  also 
be  laid  before  Parliament.  Then  the 
House  would  know  what  was  going  on. 
He  did  not  think  the  Amendment  would 
militate  against  the  Act — it  would  only 
prevent  abuses  that  might  be  likely  to 
arise. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  22,  line  5,  leave  out  from  **  may,*' 
to  end  of  Clause,  and  insert  "  by  rules  to 
be  made  from  time  to  time,  with  the  assent 
of  the  Lord  Lieutenant,  define  the  powers 
and  duties  of  such  sub-Commission,  and 
such  rules  shall  be  laid  before  Parliament, 
if  then  sitting,  forthwith,  or,  if  Parliament  be 
not  sitting,  then  within  three  weeks  after  the 
meeting  thereof.** — (J/r.  Gregory.) 

Question  proposed, ''  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  said,  the  object 
of  the  Amendment  was  a  reasonable  and 
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proper  one ;  but  there  would  be  great 
practical  ioconTenience  in  the  attempt 
to  define  the  powers  of  a  sub-Commis- 
lion  by  a  eeries  of  rules  to  operate  in  a 
whole  class  of  cases.  It  was  quite  pos- 
■ble  that  the  Court  might  take  a  county 
or  a  nrronp  of  cases  to  decide,  while  the 
sub-Oommission  would  be  detached  for 
the  purpose  of  going  to  a  certain  dis- 
trict, and  there  could  not  be  a  series  of 
rules  for  each  Sub-  Commission — it  must 
be  guided  by  the  class  of  cases.  But 
he  thought  that  the  object  would  be 
met  if  they  accepted  the  qualification 
that  there  would  be  always  the  power 
of  appeal  from  the  sub- Commission  re- 
red. 


6 


Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  22,  line 
i,  after  "  such,^'  insert  '*  of  the."— (i/r. 


Amendment  agreed  U, 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  22,  line  6,  after  V  powers,"  insert 
''eoKoept  u  to  appeals  by  this  Act  conferred 
vptm  the  Land  CommiB8ion."^irr.  Gibson.) 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Ma.  HEALY  asked  would  this  be  the 
time  to  make  any  statement  as  to  whe- 
ther any  Vote  would  be  included  in  the 
Estimates  for  this  year  ? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  could 
only  answer  the  question  by  saying  that 
it  was  not  intended  to  ask  for  a  Yote 
this  year. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  37  (Quorum  of  Commission). 

M&.  GIBSON  said,  as  the  clause  was 
now  the  appeal  might  be  left  with 
one  Commissioner ;  but  that  power,  he 
thought,  should  be  exercised  by  more 
than  one.  In  the  Church  Act  it  was 
provided  that  there  should  be  three. 
With  the  exception  of  the  appeal  power 
let  all  the  powers  of  the  Commission  be 
exercised  oy  one  Commissioner.  He 
therefore  proposed  the  following  Amend- 
ment, in  which  he  apprehended  there 
would  be  no  inconvenience  in  the  draft- 
ing, as  it  was  taken  from  the  Church 
Act. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  22,  line  9,  before  ''any,"  insert 
"  all  appeals  to  the  Land  Commission  under 
this  Act  shall  be  heard  by  all  three  Commis- 
■ioiian  Bitting  together,  except  in  the  case  of 

VOL.  OOTiXTn,    [third  sbries.I 


illness  or  unavoidable  absence  of  any  one  mem- 
ber, when  any  appeal  may,  with  the  oonsentof 
the  parties,  be  heard  by  two  Commissioners 
sitting  together,  and  save  as  aforesaid." — (Jfr. 
Oibson.) 

The  attorney  GENERAL  fob 
IREI.AND  (Mr.  Law)  said,  the  Go- 
vernment  intended  to  provide  that  any- 
one objecting  to  an  order,  made  oj 
one  Commissioner  or  sub- Commissioner 
should  be  at  liberty  to  appeal  to  the 
Commissioners  themselves,  and  to  have 
the  case  heard  by  at  least  two  Commis- 
sioners. That,  he  thought,  would  meet 
the  whole  case ;  and  the  proper  time  for 
introducing  this  provision  would  be  when 
the  45th  clause  was  reached. 

Mr.  GREGORY  asked,  would  there 
in  all  cases  be  an  appeal  from  the  sub- 
Commission  to  the  Commission  ?  ' 

The  attorney  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  :  Yes,  certainly. 

Mr.  GIBSON,  on  the  understanding 
that  the  subject  would  be  raised  again, 
begged  leave  to  withdraw  the  Amend- 
ment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  22,  line  10,  after  *'  Commission," 
insert  '*  except  the  power  of  hearing  appeals." 
— (Jfr.  Attorney  Oetieralfor  Ireland.) 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

And  it  being  ten  minutes  before  Seven 
of  the  clock,  the  Chairman  reported 
Progress ;  Committee  to  sit  agam  thie 
day. 

The  House  suspended  its  Sitting  at 
five  minutes  before  Seven  of  the  clock. 


The  House  resumed  its  Sitting  at  Nine 
of  the  clock. 

LAND  LAW  (IRELAND)  BILL. 
Progress  resumed. 

Clause  37  (Quorum  of  Commission). 
Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  22,  line  11,  to  leave  out  from  "  by  " 
to  end  of  Clause,  and  insert  *'  any  Sub- Com- 
mission, with  this  qualification,  that  any  person 
aggrieved  by  any  order  of  one  Commissioner, 
or  by  an^  order  of  a  Sub-Commissioner,  may 
require  his  case  to  be  returned  by  at  least  two 
Commissioners,  one  of  whom  shall  be  the 
Judicial  Commissioner.'' — {Mr.  Attorney  Oent" 
ralfor  Ireland.) 

Amendment  agreed  to. 
Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to, 
2  M  [Twenty-^i^hih  S\%U\ 
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Clanse  88  (Appointment  of  Officers). 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  22,  line  16,  to  insert  the  words 
"solicitor  and  a"  before  "secretary." — {Mr. 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland.) 

Amendment  agreed  to. 
Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  39  (Salaries  of  Commissioners). 

TitE  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  moved,  in  pape 
22,  line  23,  to  insert,  after  ''Commis- 
sioners," the  words  ''other  than  the 
Judicial  Commissioner.'' 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  supposed  that 
the  Judicial  Commissioner  was  to  be  the 
Chairman  of  the  Commission  ? 

The  attorney  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  :  No. 

Mr.  HEALY  :  Do  I  understand  that 
the  salaries  are  to  be  fixed  before  the 
Bill  leaves  the  House  ? 

The  attorney  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  :  Certainly. 

Mr.  GIBSON  asked  if  the  salaries  of 
the  President  and  the  other  Commis- 
sioners were  the  same  ? 

The  attorney  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law):  No. 

Mr.  GIBSON :  Perhaps  the  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  will  be  good  enough 
to  explain. 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law):  We  postpone 
lliat.  We  provide  for  the  salary  of 
the  Judicial  Commissioner.  He  is  en- 
titled to  be  a  Judge  of  the  Supreme 
Court.  The  other  two  Commissioners 
are  not. 

Mr.  LEWIS  :  This  observation  of  the 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  has  sug- 

fested  to  me  that  this  clause  should  not 
e  dealt  with  until  the  34th  clause  has 
been  disposed  of. 

The  chairman  :  The  clause  cannot 
be  postponed  until  the  Amendments  are 
moved. 

Mr.  lewis  observed,  that  the  Com- 
mittee was  placed  in  a  very  considerable 
difficulty,  because  they  had  not  decided, 
and  could  not  at  present  decide,  what 
should  be  the  status  of  the  Commission ; 
and,  therefore,  they  could  not  say  what 
should  be  the  salary  of  the  President  of 
the  Court.  They  ought  to  know  what 
was  the  class  of  persons  to  be  appointed 
as  Commissioners,  if  the  Committee  was 
to  make  an  alteration  from  £2,000  to 
£3,000  in  their  salaries, 


The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law):  It  would  he 
quite  impossible  to  do  that  now. 

Mr.  R.  N.  FOWLER  remarked,  that 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
had  made  some  alterations  in  the  pro- 
position, because  he  was  about  to  pro- 
pose that  the  salaries  of  each  of  the  lay 
Commissioners  was  not  to  exceed  £3,000 
a-year,  and  there  was  an  Amendment 
by  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Dundalk  (Mr.  C.  Russell)  to  make  it 
£5,000.  Certainly,  considering  the  im- 
mense powers  that  were  to  be  given  to 
these  Commissioners,  £2,000  seemed  to 
be  absurd. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law):  I  propose  to 
make  £2,000  into  £3,0G0.  That  is  the 
Amendment  I  intend  to  move  shortly. 

Mr.  GIBSON  wished  most  distinctly 
to  be  understood  as  not  criticizing  the 
propriety  of  postponing  Clause  34,  nor 
as  objecting  to  tne  Amendment  of  his 
right  hon.  and  learned  Friend.  But  a 
question  was  asked  as  to  whether  the 
judicial  member  of  the  Court  was  to  be 
the  President,  and  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  said  he  was  not.  He 
was  asked  this  question — Were  the  two 
other  Commissioners,  who  were  not  to 
be,  either  of  them,  the  President  of  the 
Court,  to  have  a  less  salary  than  the 
Judicial  Commissioner  ? 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  :  It  is  not  pro- 
vided for  in  the  Bill. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  asked  how 
the  President  of  the  Commission  was  to 
be  appointed  ?  For  his  part,  he  entirely 
objected  to  a  Judge  being  necessarily 
the  President  of  the  Commission.  They 
did  not  know  who  was  to  be  the  Presi- 
dent, and  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
GenUeman  was  about  to  ask  them  to  fix 
his  salarv 

The  ATTORNEY  GENFJtAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law):  I  am  suppos* 
infi^  a  Judge  who  has  the  rank  and 
salary  of  a  Judge  of  the  Supreme 
Court. 

Mr.  WARTON  protested  against  the 
extraordinary  haste  with  which  they 
were  now  going.  This  matter  of  salary 
ought  to  be  postponed  until  after  the 
34th  clause  was  passed.  They  had  got 
a  Judicial  Commissioner  in  the  37th 
clause,  and  now  they  were  about  to  fix 
his  salary  before  he  was  appointed  by 
the  Act,    It  was  perfectly  clear  that  the 
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jnAefil  CommiBrioner,  by  virtas  of  his  I 
•Ktra  aalary,  whaterw  the  Attorney  Oe-  j 
neral  for  Ireland  might  say  noir,  would 
be  the  President  of  the  Court,  and  that . 
waa  implied  by  the  Amendment.  Then 
they  mnet  remember  that  there  would 
be  ut  appeal  from  one  Commiiaionor, 
and  this  appeal  would  go  to  a  Court 
where  this  Judicial  Commissioner  would 
be  Mtting.  

Me.  E.  N.  fowler  aeked  if  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Qeutleman  would 
gire  the  reaenu  for  fixing  £3,000  ? 

Th»  chairman  ;  We  have  not  yet 
reached  that  Amendment.  The  Quee- 
tion  ia  to  insert  "other  than  the  Judi- 
cial Commissioner"  after  "  Commia- 
Bioners." 

Amendmeut  agre$d  to. 

Tm  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  tor 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  ;  I  propose  now, 
in  page  22,  line  24,  to  leave  out  "  two  " 
ana  insert  "  three."  The  hon.  Member 
(Mr.  B.  N.  Fowler]  has  asked  me  the 
t«aeon  for  fixing  £3,000.  [Mr.  R.  N. 
FowLSB  :  As  against  £4,000  or  £5,000.] 
We  think  it  euffloient,  and  we  do  not 
wish  to  give  more  than  is  required. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Hb.  ERRINQTON  moved,  in  page 
22,  line  25,  after  "Commissioners,''  to 
insert  "one  thousand  pounds  a-year, 
and  to  the."  He  had  had  an  Amend- 
ment down  to  enlarge  the  salaries  of  the 
fint  Commissioners.  He  did  not  know 
what  the  Government  thought  of  fixing 
the  salaries  of  the  Assistant  Commia- 
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Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  i2,  line  26,  after  "  Commissionere," 
iniert  "  oae  thouBaod  pDunds  a-year,  and  to 
tlvB."— (J^r.  ErritigUn.) 

Question  proposed,  "Thatthosewords 
be  there  inserted." 

The  attorney  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  fMr.  Law)  ;  I  think  it  much 
better  to  leave  the  appuintnient  and  the 
aalaries  of  the  Assistant  Commissioners, 
who  will  be  of  various  grades,  to  the 
Executive  under  the  control  of  Parlia- 
ment. 

Mb.  HFALY  asked  if  the  AsHstant 
Commissioners  were  to  get  one  salary, 
or  to  be  fised  according  to  what  they 
did? 

Ma.  ERRINGTON  said,  his  desire 
WAS  to  secure  a  eufficient  salary  to  th' 
Assistant  Oommiesi< 


Mb.  HEALY  said,  he  thought  it  was 
desirable  to  have  inserted  "  not  exceed- 
ing" a  certain  amount. 

Thb  attorney  GENERAL  tob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  :  The  money 
must  be  voted  by  this  House,  and  the 
salaries  will  all  be  brought  under  the 
review  of  the  House. 

Mh.  lewis  said,  he  did  not  know, 
before  the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
had  mentioned  it,  that  the  Assistant  Com- 
mianionera  might  have  salaries  according 
to  various  qualifications.  There  waa  an- 
other objection  to  the  very  wide  discre- 
tion given  to  these  Assistant  Commis- 
sioners. If  thev  had  some  indication  as 
to  the  views  of  the  Gorerameat  with 
reference  to  salaries,  they  might  under- 
stand  what  were  the  class  of  persons 
they  would  seek  to  appoint.  They  ought 
to  have  some  sort  of  indication  of  the 

^^The  attorney  general  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  :  I  think  that  I 
cannot  give  the  indication  of  salary.  It 
muat  be  left  to  the  discretion  of  the  Exe- 
cutive, on  their  own  responsibility,  to 
fix  such  moderate  salaries  as  the  exigen- 
cies of  the  ease  may  require.  It  is  un- 
desirable to  have  a  hanl-and-fast  line. 
After  all,  the  matter  is  entirely  under 
the  control  of  the  House. 

Mb.  HEALY  said,  he  scarcely  thought 
that  it  was  entirely  under  the  control  of 
the  House ;  and  for  this  reason,  that 
there  had  never  been  aa  instance  of  a 
salary  being  cut  down  by  the  House. 
They  had  to  bear  this  in  mind,  that  it 
put  a  whole  lot  of  patronage  not  merely 
in  the  hands  of  the  Government,  but  of 
Dublin  Castle,  and  the  favourites  would 
get  the  tit-bite,  and  those  who  were  not 
in  such  good  odour  would  get  the  worst 
jobs.  The  whole  thing  would  be  in  the 
bands  of  Dublin  Castle,  and  it  would 
have  passed  out  of  the  control  of  Par- 
liament. They  knew  that  it  would  be 
on  the  Estimate.  But  what  would  hap- 
pen ?  Perhaps  the  Prime  Miniater,  on 
Monday  next,  would  ask  the  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury  to  take  a  Yote  on  Ac- 
count, which  would  include  the  salaries 
of  the  Commissioners ;  and  a  month 
afterwards,  when  the  exact  item  cams 
up,  it  would  he  at  2  or  3  o'clock  in  the 
morning,  when  the  general  body  of  the 
House  would  be  away.  This  was  a 
matter  for  consideration.  They  viewed 
everything  with  suspicion  that  took  place 
in  Dublin  Castle.  They  knew  that  in  for- 
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xner  days  it  was  a  hot-bed  of  corruption, 
and,  at  the  present  time,  it  was  a  place 
that  they  required  to  watch;  and  he 
thought  that  when  matters  affecting  sala- 
ries came  before  the  House  they  should 
insist  upon  a  sum  not  exceeding  so  much 
being  placed  in  the  Bill.  Unless  they 
did  that,  they  would  place  the  whole 
matter  in  the  hands  of  the  Government. 
He  should,  therefore,  move  later  to  insert 
the  amount  in  the  clause. 

Mr.  EERINGTON  said,  he  would 
withdraw  his  Amendment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Mn.  PLTJNKET  (for  Mr.  Gibson) 
moved,  in  page  22,  line  27,  after  ''de- 
termine," to  insert— 

'<  The  salaries  of  the  Commissioners  shall  be 
charged  on  and  paid  out  of  the  Consolidated 
Fond  of  the  United  Kingdom  of  Great  Britain 
and  Ireland,  or  the  growing  produce  thereof ; 
such  salaries  shall  grow  due  from  day  to  day, 
but  shall  be  payable  to  the  persons  entitled 
thereto,  or  to  their  executors  or  administrators, 
on  the  usual  quarterly  day  of  payment,  or  at 
such  other  periods  in  every  year  as  the  Treasury 
may  from  tune  to  time  determine." 

The  object  of  his  Amendment  was  that 
the  salaries  of  the  Commissioners  should 
be  charged  on  the  Consolidated  Fund. 
He  wished  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
Committee  to  this — that,  as  far  as  re- 

farded  that  Commissioner,  who  was  to 
e  a  leffal  and  judidid  person,  his  salary 
would  DO  charged  on  the  Consolidated 
Fund,  for  that  was  the  practice  of  the 
law  in  such  cases.    In  the  case  of  high 

1'udicial  persons,  in  every  reform  that 
lad  taken  place,  now  for  a  lone  time 
that  principle  had  always  been  adhered 
to.  It  had  been  considered  in  the  in- 
terests of  the  community  that  any  person 
who  had  to  exercise  a  high  judicial  office 
should  have  the  salary  secured  on  the 
Consolidated  Fund,  and  that  his  salary 
should  not  be  a  question  to  be  raised 
every  year  on  the  Estimates  whenever 
they  came  to  be  passed.  What  he 
wanted  to  ask  was  this — were  not  the 
other  Commissioners  included  in  this 
Commission  not  practically  and  really 
judicial  persons  exercising  hieh  judicial 
functions.  They  had  heard  that  one  of 
these  Commissioners,  who  was  to  be  a 
Judge,  and  might  become  a  President  of 
the  Supreme  Court,  was  to  be  President, 
except  so  far  as  his  brother  Commis- 
sioners might  choose  to  give  him  a 
certain  conceded  precedence.  But  his 
brother  Commissioners  were  to  have  the 
right  and  power  to  exercise  all  judicial 

Mr,H9alif 


functions  quite  as  much  as  the  judicial 
person  who  was  separated  from  them  by 
the  description,  but  not  separated  in  any 
way  by  tne  authority  which  he  would 
have. 

The  chairman  :  I  must  point  out 
to  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
that  this  Motion  proposes  to  pay  the 
salaries  out  of  the  Consolidated  Fund 
of  Great  Britain  and  Ireland.  Moneys 
voted  by  Parliament  cannot  be  moved 
except  on  the  recommendation  of  one  of 
the  Ministers  of  the  Crown. 

Mb.  PLUNEET  :  Of  course  I  bow  to 
your  decision. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Mb.  HEALY  moved  an  Amendment 
in  page  22,  line  27,  after  the  word 
"  determine,"  to  insert  these  words — 

**  The  salaries  of  such  Assistant  Gommiasionen 
as  well  as  the  other  oflBoers  shall  in  no  case 
exceed  one  thousand  five  hundred  pounds.'* 

The  Attorney  General  for  Ireland  had 
given  them  no  statement  in  the  matter. 
The  salaries  as  fixed  for  the  Commis- 
sioners was  £3,000  per  annum,  and  he 
thought  that  it  was  necessary  to  put  in 
the  Bill  that  the  salaries  of  the  several 
officers  should  in  no  case  exceed  the  half 
of  that. 

Mb.  WABTON  said,  there  was  no 
such  terms  to  be  found  in  the  Bill  as 
"  sub- Commissioner."  The  term  was 
''Assistant  Commissioner."  A  "sub- 
Commission  "  was  mentioned,  but  not  a 
'<  sub-Commissioner." 

The  CHAIEMAN  :  The  word  "soli- 
citor "  is  also  mentioned. 

Mr.  HEALY  said,  the  word  "  solici- 
tor "  had  been  inserted  in  the  Bill.  The 
Amendment  was,  after  the  word  "de- 
termine," to  add — 

'*  And  the  salaries  of  such  Assistant  Ckmunis- 
sioners,  solicitor,  or  other  oflBcers,  shall  in  no 
case  exceed  one  thousand  five  hundred  pounds 
per  annum." 

Thb  ATTOBNEY  GENERAL  pob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  said,  he  hoped 
the  hon.  Member  would  not  press  this 
Amendment.  The  solicitor,  and  secre- 
tary, and  aU  the  other  officers  were  to  be 
appointed  by  the  Commissioners;  and 
£1,500  a-year  would  be  too  mudi  for 
most,  if  not  all,  of  those  officials  who 
were  to  be  appointed.  If  an  Act  of 
Parliament  stated  that  a  salary  was  not 
to  exceed  a  certain  amount,  that  amount 
usually  became  the  minimum  as  well  as 
the  maximum. 
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Mr.  HEALY  Baid,  he  would  not  press 
the  Amendment;  1>at  would  ask  leave 
to  withdraw  it. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  pag^  22, 
line  29,  leave  out  "  Gommissioners," 
and  insert  "Land  Commission." — {^Mr. 
AUmiMy  General  for  Ireland,) 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

On  Question,  "That  the  Clause,  as 
amended,  stand  part  of  the  Bill  ?  " 

Mb.  PLUNKET  said,  he  should  Hke 
to  know  if  he  could  now  raise  the  ques- 
tion to  which  he  had  already  referred. 
He  wished  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
Oommittee  to  the  inconvenience  and  in- 
conoistencj  in  making  a  difference  in 
the  salaries  of  the  Commissioners  who 
were  to  be  ooUeagues  and  equals.  He 
was  not  in  a  position  to  put  it  more 
JEdrly;  but  he  hoped  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  the  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  would  call  the  at- 
tention of  the  Prime  Minister  to  the 
matter. 

Mb.  MITCHELL  HENRY  said,  he 
thought  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman opposite  (Mr.  Plunket)  was  under 
a  mistake  in  supposing  that  the  Com- 
missioners were  to  be  equal,  because  an 
Amendment  had  been  placed  on  the 
Paper  to-day  which  showed  that  they 
were  to  be  totally  unequal.  That  showed 
the  ffreat  inconvenience  of  voting  sala- 
ries for  this  Commission  before  they  had 
determined  the  status  and  position  of 
the  Commissioners.  He  did  not  think 
such  a  case  could  ever  have  occurred  in 
Parliament  before.  In  this  matter  he 
was  obliged  to  refer  to  a  former  clause, 
and  the  truth  was  that  one  of  these 
Commissioners  was  to  remain  in  the 
position  in  which  they  were  assured  that 
all  the  Commissioners  were  to  be  in 
when  the  Bill  was  introduced — that  was 
to  say,  that  he  was  to  be  a  permanent 
official.  The  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland  very  fairly  said  that  he  assumed 
the  Commissioners  to  be  of  equal  rank ; 
but  it  was  clear  that  they  were  not  to  be, 
for  two  of  them  were  to  be  appointed 
for  only  seven  years. 

Thb  CHAIBMAN  :  I  must  point  out 
to  the  hon.  Member  that  that  is  not  the 
point  we  axe  now  upon. 

Mb.  MITCHELL  HENRY  said,  they 
were  diaewsiing  the  question  of  salaries. 


and  it  was  impossible  for  the  Committee 
to  form  an  opinion  as  to  the  salaries  of 
the  different  Commissioners  unless  th^ 
knew  what  their  status  was  to  be.  ff 
some  were  to  be  inferior  to  others,  he 
agreed  that  their  salaries  should  be 
smaller ;  but  that  had  not  yet  been 
determined.  He  would  not,  however, 
press  the  question,  beyond  saying  that 
this  was  a  most  serious  change  that  had 
been  made,  and  he  foresaw  that  a  serious 
difficulty  would  spring  up  if  the  change 
was  persisted  in.  They  were  told  that 
all  the  Commissioners  were  to  be  of  the 
highest  character  and  position ;  but  that 
was  certainly  not  the  case,  as  one  was  to 
be  paid  a  higher  salary  than  the  others. 
He  did  not  think  the  Committee  ou^ht 
to  allow  the  clause  to  pass  without  being 
told  what  was  the  position  of  these  offi- 
cials. 

Mb.  W.  E.  F0R8TER :  That  question 
will  come  on  later.  The  question  now 
is  whether  one  of  the  Commissioners  is 
to  have  a  higher  salary. 

Mr.  GREGORY  said,  they  were  now 
on  Clause  39,  which  provided  that  all 
the  expenses  should  be  paid  out  of 
monies  provided  by  Parliament.  The 
question  was  whether  this  was  a  proper 
mode  of  paying  persons  who  exercised 
judicial  functions. 

The  CHAIRMAN:  We  cannot  make 
a  charge  upon  the  Consolidated  Fund 
without  a  special  Resolution  of  the 
House. 

Mr.  GREGORY  said,  he  was  object- 
ing to  the  proposal  to  provide,  by  an 
annual  Parliamentary  Vote,  for  the  salary 
of  a  person  who  was  exercising  judicial 
functions. 

Mr.  W.  E.  F0R8TER:  I  rise  to 
Order.  The  hon.  Member  (Mr.  Gregory) 
was  not  present  when  this  question 
was 

Mr.  HEALY :  I  rise  to  Order.  What 
is  the  point  of  Order  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman (Mr.  W.  E.  Forster)  wishes  to 
raise  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER:  The  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  opposite  (Mr. 
Plunket)  wished  to  move  an  Amend- 
ment upon  this  question  ;  but  the  Chair- 
man ruled  that  he  could  not  do  so. 

Mb.  GREGORY  said,  that  what  he 
contended  for  was  that  a  person  exer- 
cising judicial  functions  ought  to  be  paid 
independently  of  Parliament,  and  that 
was  the  principle  on  which  they  dealt 
with  all  existing  judicial  offices,   the 
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salaries  being  charged  upon  the  Oon- 
Bolidated  Fund.  This  was  an  exception 
to  the  general  principle,  and  an  excep- 
tion which,  he  ventured  to  think,  was  in 
the  wrong  direction.  He  did  not  pro* 
pose  any  other  mode  of  payment  at  pre- 
sent ;  but  he  certainly  thought  that  that 
which  was  proposed  was  not  the  right 
mode. 

Mr.  GIBSON  said,  the  Question  was 
''That  the  Clause,  as  amended,  should 
stand  part  of  the  Bill ;  "  and,  therefore, 
an  Amendment  could  not  now  be  moved. 
But,  on  Heport,  having  regard  to  what 
had  taken  place,  and  knowing  now 
what  they  did  know  as  to  the  inten- 
tions of  the  Government,  they  might 
bring  up  an  Amendment.  The  Chair- 
man had  ruled  that  an  Amendment 
which  stood  on  the  Paper  in  his  (Mr. 
Gibson's)  name  was  out  of  Order, 
and  he  had  anticipated  that  that  might 
be  so ;  but  he  had  put  it  down  in  order 
to  direct  the  attention  of  the  Govern- 
ment to  the  question.  It  was  a  matter 
which  he  thought  it  would  be  well  to 
consider  on  Beport,  as  it  was  desirable, 
whatever  they  did,  to  preserve  the  in- 
dependence of  the  Commissioners.  They 
had  already  secured  the  independence  of 
the  legal  member  of  the  Commission  in 
a  proper  way,  and  it  seemed  to  him  that 
it  would  be  desirable  to  have  some  se- 
curity for  a  like  independence  of  the 
other  Commissioners. 

Mr,  ARTHUR  ARNOLD  said,  he  did 
not  understand  that  the  Judicial  Com- 
missioner would  stand  in  any  peculiar 
position.  Like  the  Railway  Commis- 
sioners, he  understood  that  each  of  the 
Commissioners  would  be  entitled  to 
£3,000  a-year,  and  that  the  Judicial 
Commissioner,  as  a  Judge,  would  stand 
in  quite  another  category. 

Mr.  MITCHELL  HENRY  said,  it 
was  not  wise  that  this  thing  should  be 
wrapped  up  in  this  ambiguity.  The 
Commissioner  was  not  to  be  a  Judge. 
It  was  a  most  unfortunate  practice  for 
the  Government  to  put  down  a  clause 
fixing  the  status  of  the  Commissioners, 
to  give  Notice  of  Amendments  to  that 
clause,  and  then  to  postpone  the 
whole  thinfl^,  refusing  the  Committee 
liberty  of  dicussing  it.  The  Commis- 
sioner would  not  be  a  Judge;  but  he 
was  to  be  a  barrister  of  10  years' 
standing. 

The  CHAIRMAN:  The  Committee 
have  already  decided   that  Clause  84 

Mr,  Oregory 


shall  be  postponed.  It  is  not,  therefore, 
competent  for  the  hon.  Gentleman  to 
discuss  it. 

Mr.  MITCHELL  HENRY  said,  it 
was  competent  for  him  to  discuss  the 
salaries.  The  Question  was  that  the 
clause  should  pass,  and  it  referred  to  the 
salaries  of  the  Commissioners. 

The  CHAIRMAN:  But  the  words 
which  the  hon.  Member  refers  to  in  that 
clause  have  been  passed.  This  refers  to 
the  Commissioners  other  than  the  Judi- 
cial Commissioner. 

Mr.  MITCHELL  HENRY  said,  he 
objected  then  to  the  proceeding — he  ob- 
jected to  something  which  looked  ex- 
ceedingly wrong.  He  would  ask  the 
Committee  to  look  at  the  Bill.  It  was 
introduced  in  a  particular  way,  and  then 
the  real  working  clause  upon  which 
everything  hung  was  postponed.  That 
was  not  the  way  in  which  an  Act  of 
Parliament  of  this  importance  ought  to 
be  discussed.  He  had  not  the  slightest 
objection  in  the  world  to  the  Commis- 
sioners receiving  £3,000  or  even  £5,000 
a-year;  but  what  he  wished  to  secure 
was  that  which  was  on  the  face  of  the 
Bill — namely,  that  the  Commissioners 
should  be  equal  in  status.  He  wished 
to  secure  that  they  should  have  equal 
salaries;  and  if  that  proposal  was  not 
adopted  he  did  not  think  the  measure 
would  prove  satisfactory. 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER  :  If  the  hon. 
Member  (Mr.  Mitchell  Henry)  considers 
these  matters  important,  he  can  go  into 
them  when  we  come  to  the  clause  that 
has  been  postponed.  I  am  sorry  that 
what  he  has  objected  to  has  been  done 
in  his  absence. 

Mr.  WARTON  said,  that  although 
the  words  •*  other  than  "  were  required 
in  line  23,  it  was  equally  the  fact  that 
they  were  wanted  in  line  28.  That  only 
showed  what  they  came  to  when  they 
went  too  fast.  They  were  proceeding 
with  these  clauses  with  the  most  in- 
decent haste,  and  were  landing  them- 
selves into  absurdities  which  by-and- 
bye  they  would  have  to  pay  for.  The 
Chairman  had  ruled  that  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  the  University  of  Dublin  could 
not  put  his  Amendment  as  to  the  proper 
way  of  paying  the  Judg^;  yet  the 
Committee  must  remember  that  it  was 
in  their  power  to  record  their  opinion 
by  refusing  to  pass  the  clause.  If  the 
Ck>mmittee  toot  that  oourse,  Her  Ma- 
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jesty's  Oovernment  would  soon  bring 
up  a  proper  proposal. 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'OONNOE  said,  he  could 
not  agree  with  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  (Mr.  Warton)  that  they  were 
proceeding  too  fast.  In  fact,  he  was 
of  opinion  that  for  some  days  they  had 
been  proceeding  much  too  slowly. 
["Hear,  hear  I"]  He  was  extremely 
glad  that  at  last  he  had  been  able  to 
say  something  with  which  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  At- 
torney General  for  Ireland  could  agree. 
With  reg^ard  to  what  had  been  said  in 
this  discussion  a  few  minutes  before 
1  o'clock  that  morning,  he  had  asked 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland — he 
had  asked  whether  or  not  the  Judge 
would  have  precedence  of  the  other  Com- 
missioners. He  did  not  know  whether 
he  rightly  interpreted  the  motives  which 
actuated  the  hon.  Member  for  the  County 
of  Galway  (Mr.  Mitchell  Henry) ;  but  it 
■eemed  to  him  that  for  some  reason  or 
other  the  hon.  Member  objected  to  there 
being  an  inequality  in  the  rank  of  the 
Commissioners.  Well,  he  (Mr.  T.  P. 
O'Connor)  strongly  objected  to  there 
being  any  difiference  in  rank ;  and, 
if  there  was  any  difference  in  rank, 
he  thought  that  the  last  person  to  whom 
they  should  give  precedence  should  be 
the  Judge.  If  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  County  of  Galway  would  move  an 
Amendment  to  the  clause  he  should  be 
very  happy  to  support  him. 

The  CHAIRMAN  :  We  have  passed 
the  point  at  which  the  clause  can  be 
amended. 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  said,  he  did 
not  know  whether  it  would  be  worth 
while  to  bring  up  a  new  clause  on  Re- 
port on  this  matter ;  but  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber opposite  (Mr.  Mitchell  Henry)  was 
quite  right  in  contending  that  equality 
in  the  position  of  the  Commissioners 
should  be  measured  by  equality  in  their 
aalariea. 

Mb.  HEALY  wanted  to  know  if  it 
was  intended  that  the  Judicial  Commis- 
sioner should  receive  a  less  salary  than 
the  other  members  of  the  Commis- 
sion? 

Thb  attorney  general  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  said,  he  had 
already  answered  that  question.  The 
Jadicial  Commissioner  was  to  be  a  mem- 
ber of  the  Supreme  Court  with  the  rank 
and  aakry  of  a  Judge. 


Mr.  HEALY  said,  he  was  glad  that 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  County  of  Gal- 
way (Mr.  Mitchell  Henry)  had  stuck  to 
this  matter  with  such  pertinacity.  The 
Judicial  Commissioner  would  certainly 
have  the  highest  status,  because  he  would 
be  learned  in  the  law,  and  he  would  have 
on  that  account  in  the  Court  a  status 
which  the  other  Commissioners  would 
not  possess.  He  did  not  object  to  this 
functionary  having  the  salary  of  £8,600, 
but  he  thought  that  the  other  Commis- 
sioners should  be  paid  an  equal  amount. 
If  this  matter  were  brought  up  on  Re- 
port he  was  sure  that  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  County  of  Galway  would  receive 
support.  Although  the  Judge  would  be 
a  barrister  of  10  years'  standing  and 
learned  in  the  law,  the  other  Commis- 
sioners, it  was  to  be  hoped,  would  have 
some  learning  on  the  Land  Question. 
Therefore,  they  might  be  equal,  in  point 
of  learning  and  of  real  utility,  as  Land 
Commissioners. 

Mr.  BIGGAR  said,  he  thought  that 
it  would  only  be  right  that  Parliament 
should  have  control  over  the  salaries  of 
the  Commissioners,  because  if  there  was 
any  fault  to  find  with  them  it  would  be 
easy  to  bring  their  conduct  under  criti- 
cism in  the  House. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  40  (Powers  of  Commission). 

Mr.  PLUNKET  said,  he  had  placed 
in  the  hands  of  the  Chairman  an  Amend- 
ment which  proposed  to  strike  out  the 
first  paragraph  of  the  clause.  He  wished 
to  ascertain  what  was  the  object  and  in- 
tention of  Her  Majesty's  Government  in 
inserting  that  paragraph.  He  must  say, 
as  far  as  he  understood  the  matter,  it 
would  place  the  Judges  of  the  Chancery 
Division  of  the  High  Court  in  rather  an 
ambiguous  position.  The  case  stood 
thus — the  Land  Commission  was  to  be 
composed  of  three  Commissioners,  ac- 
cording to  the  terms  of  the  BiU.  One 
of  those  was  to  be  supreme  Judge,  who 
would  act  with  equal  rank  with  one  of 
the  Judges  of  the  High  Court  of  Justice. 
Why,  then,  was  he  or  any  of  his  col- 
leagues to  tranfer  any  case  which  came 
before  them  to  the  Chancery  Division  of 
the  High  Court  ?  The  next  paragraph 
went  on  to  say — 

"  The  Land  Commission  shall  have  full  power 
to  decide  all  questions  whatsoever,  whether  of 
law  or  fact,  whidh.  it  may  he  necessary  to  decide 
for  the  purposes  of  this  Act,  and  they  shall  not 
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be  subject  to  be  restrained  in  the  execution  of 
their  powers  under  this  Act  by  the  order  of  any 
Court,  nor  shall  any  proceedings  before  them 
bo  removed  by  certiorari  into  any  Court." 

Why,  then,  were  they  to  have  the  power 
of  handing  over  part  of  their  duty  to 
another  Court  of  an  equal  authority  and 
dignity  to  themselves  to  entertain  and 
decide  for  them?  He  did  not  under- 
stand on  what  principle  it  was  proposed 
to  treat  the  Chancery  Division  of  the 
High  Court  as  if  it  was  subservient  to 
the  business  of  the  Land  Commission. 
They  did  not  know  yet  what  the  matters 
were  that  were  to  be  referred  to  the 
Court. 

The  ATTOENEY  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  said,  it  was  in- 
tended that  they  might  have  a  Land 
Court  for  investigating  titles  or  for  buy- 
ing and  selling.  It  might  be  very  con- 
venient that  the  Commission  should  have 
power  to  refer  such  matters  to  the  Land 
Court  in  case  they  were  overburdened 
or  did  not  feel  competent  to  do  this 
especial  work.  He  did  not  think  there 
would  be  any  practical  difficulty  in  the 
reference  to  the  Land  Judges. 

Mb.  GIBSON  said,  he  thought  the 
question  was  not  at  all  so  simple  as  his 
right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  suggested, 
and  he  could  see  difficulties  of  two  or 
three  kinds.  Was  it  intended  that  an 
Assistant  Commissioner  should  have  the 
power  to  send  to  the  Landed  Estates  Court 
for  determination  any  matter  that  oc- 
curred to  him  ?  If  not,  there  was  not  a 
syllable  in  the  Act  to  prevent  his  doing 
so,  for  the  powers  of  the  Commission 
were  to  be  delegated  to  a  single  Assist- 
ant Commissioner,  and  his  right  to  avail 
himself  of  the  Landed  Estates  Court 
was  left  absolutely  untouched.  He  was 
sure  that  could  not  be  the  intention  of 
the  Government,  and  he  would  therefore 
suggest  to  his  right  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  before  Report  to  make  that  point 
plain,  so  that  it  should  be  clear  that 
only  the  Commission,  sitting  in  a  judi- 
cial capacity,  should  have  the  power  to 
evoke  tne  judicial  aid  of  another  great 
Court.  There  must  also  be  something 
more  definite  than  *'  any  matter  "  to  in- 
dicate what  class  of  business  was  to  be 
dealt  with  by  the  Commission ;  and  it 
would  not  be  fair  that  the  Commission 
should  take  only  the  easy  cases  and 
leave  the  hard  cases  to  be  worked  out 
by  the  Landed  Estates  Court.  Then, 
again,  where   were    the  appeals  from 
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the  decisions  of  the  Land  Judges  in 
such  cases  to  go  ?    In  the  Irish  Judi- 
cature Act  of  1877,  there  was  a  special 
power    given  to    make  rules    regulat- 
ing the   whole   practice  of  the   Court. 
Was  that  power  to  be  overruled  by  this 
present  provision  ?  Under  that  Act  there 
was  an  absolute  right  of  appeal  from 
any  order  made  by  the  Land  Judges; 
but  was  it  now  intended,  if  the  power 
to  send  cases  to  the  Land  Judges  was 
exercised,  that  any  suitor  who  felt  ag- 
grieved might    appeal  from  any  order 
made  by  the  Land  Judges  to  the  Court 
of  Appeal  in  Ireland,  whether  the  Land 
Commission  liked  it  or  not  ?  If  that  was 
intended,  and  the  drafting  remained  as 
it  was,  the  Court  of  Appeal  might  be 
found   giving    decisions    absolutely  at 
right  angles  to  the  Commission.     The 
more  this  was  looked  at,  the  more  clear 
it  became  that  it  would  be  surrounded 
by  difficulties,  both  substantial  and  tech- 
nical.    He  did  not  think  that  was  the 
way  to  preserve  proper  respect  for  the 
Bench ;  for  they  were  to  have  no  power 
of  asking  the  assistance  of  the  Lord 
Chancellor  or  of  any  of  their  Colleagues 
in  the  preparation  of  rules  for  regulat- 
ing appeals.     If  the  GK>vemment  did 
not  care  to  give  this  opportunity  of  par- 
ticipating in  the  regulation  of  the  Court 
to  all  the  Judges  direct,  they  most  as- 
suredly should  give  it  to  the  Heads  of 
the  Divisions,  and,  at  all  events,  to  the 
Lord   Chancellor,   after  consulting  the 
Land  Judges,    in  order  to  control,   in 
a  moderate  way,  the  references  to  the 
Land  Court.  The  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Attorney  General  for  Ire- 
land thought  this  phin  would  enable  the 
Commission  to  send  to  the  Land  Judges 
to  dear  up  some  cases  in  order  to  insure 
that  a  clear  good  title  should  be  sold  ; 
but  could  that  be  accomplished  directly 
in  the  ordinary  way  in  regard  to  pri- 
vate purchasers  in  Ireland  ?    At  present 
peop^  in  Ireland  were  able  to  work  very 
well  with  the  existing  machinery,  and 
he  thought  it  would  greatly  simplify 
matters  if  the  same  system  were  adopted 
under  this  Bill.    It  was  absolutely  im- 
possible that  this  clause  could  emerge 
from  the  House  in  its  present  shape.   It 
was  too  wide  and  too  general.     It  con- 
tained nothing  at  all  to    restrain  the 
Land  Commission,  or   to    prevent    an 
Assistant  Commissioner  having  powers 
he  was  not  intended  to  have;   and  he 
thought  that  if  the  olaase  was  retained 
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there  ahould  be  power  given  either  to 
the  Heads  of  the  Divisions,  or  at  least 
to  the  Lord  Chancellor,  to  take  part  in 
oonjonction  with  the  Land  Judges  in 
making  the  rules. 

Thb  attorney  general  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  admitted  the 
force  of  some  of  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gientlenian's  observations,  and 
would  oonsider  the  matter  before  Report 
with  a  view  to  obviate  the  difficulties 
pointed  out.  It  was  not  intended  that 
the  power  of  reference  to  the  Land 
Judges  should  be  exercised  by  the  Com- 
mission by  delegation.  If  the  clause 
could  not  be  satisfactorily  amended  and 
reduced  in  its  operation,  he  would  con- 
sider whether  it  could  not  be  dispensed 
with. 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
asked  whether  the  Commission,  having 
become  owners  of  an  estate,  could  go 
into  the  Court  to  sell ;  or,  putting  the 
converse,  could  they  go  into  the  Court 
like  an  ordinary  purchaser  and  buy  an 
estate  ^m  the  Court  ?  He  wished  to 
get  at  the  relative  positions  of  the  Court 
and  the  Commission. 

Thb  attorney  general  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  replied,  that 
the  Commission  could  go  and  purchase 
an  estate  from  the  Landed  Estates 
Court.  

Sib  henry  HOLLAND  said,  he 
hoped  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman would  consider  before  the  Report 
whether  he  could  not  introduce  words 
making  the  decision  of  the  Chancery 
Division  final. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  said,  he  should 
consider  that  matter  also. 

Mr.  FINDLATER  observed,  that 
anyone  reading  this  clause  would  find 
that  exceptional  powers  were  given  to 
the  Commission ;  but  he  had  an  Amend- 
ment on  the  Paper  with  reference  to  the 
power  of  the  Commission  to  refer  to  the 
Court,  as  he  considered  the  terms  of  the 
danse  rather  wide. 

Mb.  PLUNKET  said,  he  would  not 
press  the  Amendment  to  a  division,  but, 
before  withdrawing  it,  he  wished  to  men- 
tion that  under  the  present  practice  the 
Court  gave  notice  to  the  tenants  of  an 
estate  about  to  be  sold ;  but  at  present 
it  was  not  clear  where  the  functions  of 
the  Commission  were  to  begin  in  the  way 
of  selling  holdings  on  estates  and  where 
the  Amraons  of  the  Court  ended.    At 


present  that  was  most  difficult  to  make 
out. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  22, 
line  36,  before  **  The,"  insert  '*  For  the 
purposes  of  this  Act." — {Mr.  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland.) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mr.  GREGORY  asked,  what  would 
be  the  functions  of  the  Commission  with 
respect  to  appeals  ? 

Colonel  STANLEY  inquired,  as  a 
point  of  Order,  whether  the  position  of 
the  Amendment  would  preclude  a  dis- 
cussion of  Clause  4 1  ? 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  :  No. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  22," 
line  36,  after  **  power,"  insert  "  and 
jurisdiction." — {Mr.  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland.) 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  22, 
line  36,  leave  out  ''decide,"  and  insert 
"hear  and  determine." — {Mr.  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland.) 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  22, 
line  37,  leave  out  "  questions  whatso- 
ever," and  insert  "matters."  —  {Mr. 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland.) 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  22, 
line  37,  leave  out  "they." — {Mr.  Attor- 
ney General  for  Ireland.) 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  moved  in  page 
22,  line  41,  insert  as  a  new  sub-sec- 
tion— 

**  3.  The  Land  Commission  may,  of  its  own 
motion,  or  on  tho  application  of  any  party  to 
any  procooding  pending  before  it,  state  a  case 
in  respect  of  any  question  of  Law  arising  in 
such  proceedings,  and  refer  th«  same  for  the 
consideration  and  decision  of  Her  Majesty's 
Court  of  Appeal  in  Ireland. 

'*  The  decision  of  the  said  Court  of  Appeal 
on  any  such  question  so  referred  to  it  shall  be 
final  and  conclusive. 

*'  Alter  the  numbers  of  subsequent  sub-sec- 
tions." 

Question  proposed,  ''That  this  new 
sub-section  be  tnere  inserted.'' 
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^Ir.  HEALY  suggested  the  insertion 
of  '* shall"  after  **or"  in  the  second 
line. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  said,  he  thought 
the  word  ''may"  was  sufficient,  and 
better  than  ^*  shall,"  for  he  could  ima- 
gine cases  in  which  an  application 
might  be  made  for  a  case  to  be  stated 
where  there  was  small  ground  for  it. 
It  would  be  better  to  leave  the  matter 
in  the  hands  of  the  Court,  and,  as  a 
rule,  the  Court  would  interpret  **  may  " 
as  **  shall." 

Mk.  GIBSON  said,  he  thought 
"  may  "  must  mean  either  may  or  shall, 
but  not  both,  and  he  thought  the  sug- 
gestion of  the  hon.  Member  reasonable. 
No  Court  worth  having  would  be  afraid 
of  having  its  decisions  reviewed.  The 
late  Mr.  Butt  had  urged  that  parties 
should  have  an  absolute  right  of  appeal 
whether  the  Court  liked  it  or  not,  and 
in  the  Judicature  Act  of  1877  that  right 
was  definitely  given.  He  did  not  say 
the  proposed  Commission  would  not  be 
satisfactory  on  questions  that  were 
non-legal ;  but  it  was  arrogatins^  an 
immense  power  to  say  that  the  Judicial 
Commissioner  was  so  absolutely  certain 
to  be  right  that  neither  the  landlord  nor 
the  tenant  should  have  the  right  of  ap- 
peal. That  would  be  clothing  him  with 
a  kind  of  infallibility,  requiring  the 
highest  type  of  man  ever  put  into  the 
exercise  of  judicial  functions.  His  right 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  said  that  in 
proper  cases  the  Judicial  Commissioner 
would  interpret  "may"  as  *' shall," 
and  in  improper  cases  he  would  inter- 
pret **may"  as  *'may."  In  other 
words,  the  Judicial  Commissioner  would 
not  allow  an  appeal  from  his  decision 
unless  he  liked.  That  was  a  "  sham," 
and  they  must  make  up  their  minds 
finally  whether  they  meant  that  there 
was  to  be  an  appeal  or  no  appeal.  Was 
it  intended  that  under  no  circumstances, 
without  the  sanction  of  the  Court,  should 
there  be  a  review  of  its  decision  on  a 
legal  question  in  which  many  thousand 
pounds'  worth  of  property  and  the  in- 
terests of  hundreds  of  tenants  might  be 
involved?  He  protested  against  that, 
and  would  raise  the  point,  not  only  now, 
but,  if  necessary,  also  at  subsequent 
stages. 

Mb.  SHAW  said,  he  thought  it  would 
not  be  wise  to  give  a  right  of  appeal  in 
all  oases,  where  there  might  benoqae«* 


tions  of  law  involved.  It  was  assumed 
that  the  Judicial  Commissioner  would  be 
a  man  of  some  standing,  and  that  he 
would  not  refuse  an  appeal  where  there 
was  some  legal  question.  The  proposal 
of  the  hon.  Member  would  enable  the 
man  with  the  longest  purse  to  appeal 
when  there  was  no  ground  for  it,  and 
on  the  broad  g^und  of  common  sense 
he  thought  it  would  be  most  objection- 
able. 

Sib  henry  HOLLAND  suggested 
as  a  way  out  of  the  difficulty,  and  to 
meet  the  case  of  a  man  with  a  long 
purse,  the  introduction  of  ''upon  such 
terms  as  to  costs  or  otherwise  as  the 
Court  may  think  fit."  That  would  in- 
sure justice  to  the  poorer  party. 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  said,  he  should 
be  disposed  to  accept  the  Amendment  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Wexford  (Mr. 
Healy)  if  the  words  **  unless  the  Court 
considers  the  application  frivolous  "  were 
introduced. 

Mb.  HEALY  said,  he  was  willing  to 
accept  that  proposal ;  but  he  pointed  out 
that  if  the  Committee  knew  who  would 
be  the  Commissioners,  they  could  better 
judge  whether  "shall"  was  necessary 
or  not. 

Mb.  FINDLATER  said,  he  hoped  the 
Government  would  adhere  to  their  own 
Amendment. 

Mb.  GIBSON  proposed  to  insert 
*'  shall "  after  the  words  *'  before  it." 

Amendment  proposed,  in  third  line 
of  proposed  Amendment,  after  the  words 
"before  it,"  insert  "  shall." —  (ITr. 
Gibson.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  word 
'  shall '  be  there  inserted." 

Mb.  WARTON  observed,  that  the 
Committee  were  about  to  create  a  Court 
composed  of  one  real  Judge  and  two 
pseudo-Judges,  and  he  thought  it  might 
often  happen  that  the  two  laymen  might 
overrule  the  judgment  of  the  legal 
member  of  the  Court,  on  the  ground 
that  they  were  right  and  the  lawyer  was 
wrong.  The  word  "  vexatious  "  would 
have  no  efifect  on  their  minds,  and  he 
thought  it  would  be  perfectly  absurd  to 
allow  such  a  state  of  things.  He,  there- 
fore, supported  the  Amendment. 

Amendment  to  proposed  Amendment, 
by  leave,  withdrawn. 
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Amendment  proposed,  ia  proposed 
Amendment,  after  the  word  ''or," 
ia  line  2,  to  insert  *<  shall."  —  {Mr. 
Jffmfy.) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  the  word 
'  shall '  be  there  inserted." 

Sib  GEOBGE  CAMPBELL  said,  he 
hoped  the  Qt>\remment  would  not  accept 
an  Amendment  which  would  enable 
every  litigious  person  to  insist  on  an 
appeal,  however  unreasonable.  Even 
in  accepting  the  words  "  unless  it  con- 
siders the  application  frivolous,"  the 
Government  were  going  too  far ;  and  he 
woold  rather  have  the  new  Court  in  the 
same  position  as  other  Courts. 

Mb.  H.  DAVEY  remarked,  that  he 
believed  no  Judge  would  deny  that  the 
knowledge  that  his  decisions  might  be 
reviewed  had  a  salutary  effect  on  those 
decisions ;  and  he  thought  it  would  bo 
unreasonable  to  refuse  to  the  parties  the 
right  now  proposed.  Very  difficult  ques- 
tions of  law  might  arise  before  the  Com- 
mission, and  the  two  lay  members  might 
overrule  the  legal  member,  although 
they  might  be  entirely  wrong.  He  sup- 
ported the  Amendment. 

Mb.  SHAW  preferred  the  words  pro- 
posed by  the  Attorney  General  for  Ire- 
land ;  but  suggested  the  insertion  after 
"  shall  "  of  the  words  "  provided  that 
the  Court  considers  the  application  rea- 
sonable." 

Mb.  DALY  said,  the  real  point  was 
to  insure  that  the  man  who  had  the 
most  sovereigns  should  not  be  able  to 
harass  the  poorer  man ;  and  ho  believed 
no  Judge  woidd  risk  his  reputation  by 
refusing  an  appeal  on  a  question  of  law 
when  he  entertained  any  reasonable 
doubt.  The  Amendment  was  not  neces- 
sary. 

Sib  PATRICK  O^BRIEN  said,  he 
oonld  understand  the  kind  of  bog^s  feel- 
ing of  lawyers  on  this  question ;  but  the 
tenant's  interest  would  not  suffer  if  this 
Court  were  conducted  on  the  usual 
principles  which  fuided  Courts,  and  he 
advised  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman to  insist  upon  the  Amendment  to 
insert  "  shall." 

LoBD  EANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
mentioned  that  one  of  the  appeals  now 
pending  before  the  House  of  Lords  was 
an  appeal  from  some  fishermen  tenants 
of  the  Duke  of  Devonshire ;  and  asked 
where  the  tenants  would  have  been  if 
ihey  had  not  the  right  of  appeal  ? 


Amendment  to  proposed  Amendment 
agreed  to. 

Amendment  proposed  in  proposed 
Amendment, 

In  second  line,  to  insert  **  unless  it  considers 
such  application  frivolous  and  vexatious.** — 
(.!//•  Attorney  General  for  Ireland.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Mil.  GIBSON,  observing  that  im- 
mense issues  might  be  involved  as  to 
rents,  suggested  that  before  Heport  the 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  should 
consider  the  desirability  of  providing 
that  the  decision  of  the  Commission 
should  only  be  final  up  to  a  certain 
limit  of  cases. 

Mii.  H.  DAYEY  suggested  the  adop- 
tion of  the  Bankruptcy  rule,  that  there 
should  be  no  appeal  to  the  House  of 
Lords  unless  the  Court  of  Appeal  deemed 
the  matter  sufiiciontly  important,  and 
supported  the  proposal  for  a  limitation 
made  by  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  (Mr.  Gibson). 

Mb.  CALLAN  remarked  that  this  dis- 
cussion was  kept  up  by  Chancery  law- 
yers, who  knew  nothing  about  Ireland 
and  Irish  property. 

Question  put,  "  That  the  Amendment, 
as  amended,  be  there  inserted.'' 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  23, 
line  25,  insert  '*any"  before  the  word 
"such.'*— (i/r.  Plunket,) 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  23, 
line  29,  leave  out  '*  aforesaid,"  and  in- 
sert "except  as  by  this  Act  provided." 
--{Mr.  Plunket,) 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  41  (Appeal  to  Laud  Commis- 
sion). 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  23,  lino  36,  after  **  Act,"  insert  «*or 
under  *Tho  Landlord  and  Tenant  (Ireland) 
Act,  1870.'  "— (Jfr.  Attorney  General  for  Ire- 
land.) 

Mb.  GIBSON  asked  how  this  appeal 
machinery  would  work,  observing  that 
at  present  the  Judges  of  Assizes  were 
the    appellate    tribunali   and,   through 
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tbem,  appeals  could  be  heard  in  the 
country  with  little  trouble  and  expense 
to  the  parties.  But  this  was  apparently 
to  be  cnanged,  and  he  would  be  glad  to 
know  how  the  Government  proposed 
that  the  new  tribunal  shoula  work — 
whether  in  Dublin,  or  in  the  country  ? 

The  attorney  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  said,  he  expected 
that  the  Commissionets  would  be  able 
to  go  round  the  country  and  hear  ap- 
peals from  Courts  of  First  Listance  at 
convenient  times.  The  idea  was  that 
the  appeal  work  should  be  generally 
done  in  the  country,  as  near  as  possible 
to  the  poor  man's  door. 

Mb.  HEALY  said,  he  thought  the 
Amendment  an  excellent  one ;  out  re- 
gretted that  the  21st  section  of  the  Act 
of  1870  was  to  be  repealed,  because  that 
would  cause  great  practical  inconve- 
nience. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  page  23,  line  40,  at  end  of  Clause,  add 
**  The  twenty-fourth  section  of  *  The  Landlord 
and  Tenant  (Ireland)  Act,  1870,'  is  hereby  re- 
pealed.*'— (Mr,  Attorney  General  for  Ireland.) 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Mb.  GIBSON  said,  he  wished  to  pro- 
pose an  Amendment  to  which  he  at- 
tached very  great  importance.  It  was 
to  suggest  that  decisions  of  the  Land 
Commission  sitting  in  an  appellate  capa- 
city should  not  be  final  in  certain  clearly 
defined  cases.  He  did  not  seek  to  en- 
courage or  facilitate  reckless  appeals, 
where  there  was  no  foundation  for  them; 
he  sought  only  to  give  an  appeal  in  cer- 
tain clearly  defined  cases,  where  every 
reasonable  man  would  say  it  was  only 
reasonable,  and  where  the  Land  Oom- 
missioli  were  not  unanimous.  The  Judi- 
cial Commissioner  might  be  overruled 
by  the  lay  Commissioners,  and  where 
there  was  a  difiference  on  a  point  of  law 
there  ought  to  be  an  appeal.  He  would 
also  give  the  right  of  appeal  in  cases 
where  a  certain  sum  of  money  was  in- 
volved ;  but  he  had  left  the  amount 
blank,  being  mainly  desirous  of  getting 
the  principle  accepted ;  the  amount  could 
be  agreed  on  afterwards.  The  third 
case  in  which  he  would  give  a  right  of 
appeal  was  when  the  Court  its^  de- 
sired it.  It  was  a  very  important  thing 
to  set  up  this  tribunal  to  aeal  with  im- 
portant legal  points,  and  to  say  there 

Mr.  GUion 


should  be  no  appeal  from  it  to  a  higher 
tribunal;  and  he  was  not  at  all  im- 
pressed by  the  contrary  argument  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  County  (Mr. 
Shaw),  whose  common  sense  he  would 
trust  in  any  matter  of  business,  but 
whose  judgment  he  would  not  equally 
accept  in  a  matter  of  law.  It  was  not 
unreasonable  to  give  such  appeal  where 
there  was  a  difference  of  opinion,  and  it 
was  not  unreasonable  to  give  an  appeal 
where  a  great  estate  was  aealt  with,  the 
owner  claiming  at  the  peril  of  costs. 
This  was  the  law  of  the  land  in  refer- 
ence to  every  other  tribunal;  and  he 
should  be  glad  if  the  Government  could 
see  their  way  to  modify  the  dause  so  as 
to  make  it  meet  the  cases  he  had  re- 
ferred to. 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  page  23,  line  40,  after  ''same,"  insert 
''Any  person  aggrieved  by  any  dedsion  or 
order  upon  any  question  of  law  made  by  the 
Land  Commission  under  this  Act  may,  in  case 
the  members  of  the  Land  Commission  were  not 
unanimous  as  to  such  decision  or  order,  or  in 
case  such  decision  or  order  affects  an  amount 
of  not  less  than  pounds,  or  in  case  the 

Land  Commission  consents  thereto,  require  the 
Land  Commission  to  reserve  such  question  of 
law  by  way  of  case  stated  for  the  consideration 
of  Her  Majesty's  Court  of  Appeal  in  Ire- 
land, and  the  same  shall  thereupon  be  heard 
accordingly  in  such  manner  and  form  as  may 
be  prescribed  by  Rules  of  Court  to  be  made  for 
carrying  into  effect  the  provisions  of  this  sec- 
tion with  respect  to  appeals  to  the  said  Court 
of  Appeal,  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of 
'The  Supreme  Court  of  Judicature  (Ireland) 
Act,  1877.' 

"  The  said  Court  of  Appeal  shall  make  such 
decision  or  order  as  ouffht  to  have  been  made 
by  the  Court  below,  and  sudi  decision  or  order 
shaU  be  of  the  like  effect  as  if  it  were  the  deci- 
sion or  order  of  the  said  Court,  or  the  said 
Court  of  Appeal  may  remit  the  case,  with  such 
directions  as  they  thmk  fit,  to  the  Court  below : 
Provided  always.  That  the  judgment  of  the  said 
Court  of  Appml  shall  be  subject  to  appeal  to 
the  House  of  Lords,  in  like  manner  and  under 
the  same  conditions  as  the  judgment  of  the  said 
Court  of  Appeal  in  cases  fnnn  the  Chancery 
Division  of  the  High  Court  of  Justice  ia  made, 
subject  to  appeal  to  the  House  of  Lords  bv 
'The  Supreme  Court  of  Judicature  ( Ireland) 
Act,  1877.' "— (ITr.  Gibton,) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  said,  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  had  con- 
fined his  remarks  to  the  earlier  part  of 
the  Amendment,  which  was  rendered 
unnecessary  by  the  Amendments  that 
had  been  already  made  in  the  BilL    It 
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had  been  already  provided-  that  either  The    ATTOBNEY  GENERAL   fob 

of  the  parties  concerned  should  have  a  IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  said,   although 

right  oi  appeal  provided  the  grounds  on  he  considered  the  addition  of  the  sub- 

which  it  was  asked  for  were  not  frivo-  section  unnecessary,  he  saw  no  objection 

Ions.    This  right  was  granted  without  to  it. 

reference  to  any  difference  of  opinion  in  Mb.  GIBSON  said,  he  was  very  sorry 
the  Court  or  to  the  value  of  the  property  to  find  the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
at  stake.  But  the  right  hon.  and  learned  assenting  to  an  Amendment  absolutely 
Gentleman  had  said  nothing  about  the  at  variance  with  existing  legislation  on 
concluding  part  of  his  Amendment,  the  subject.  The  hon.  Member  for 
which  was  the  most  important  of  all.  Wexford  had  gone  back  to  the  old  Bank- 
It  proposed  that  the  appeal  might  be  ruptcy  Act  of  1857,  and  the  sub-section 
carried  to  the  House  of  Lords,  and  he  had  abstracted  had  not  the  smallest  re- 
that  was  inconsistent  with  what  the  ference  to  Land  Courts.  The  68th  section 
Committee  had  already  done.  They  had  of  the  County  Officers  and  Courts  Act 
provided  that  a  man  could  have  his  case  of  1877  was  far  more  beneficial  to  the 
stated  in  the  Court  of  Appeal ;  but  they  suitors  than  the  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
had  also  enacted  that  the  decision  of  Gentleman  would  be,  for  it  enabled  the 
the  Court  of  Chancery  upon  his  case  so  parties  themselves,  or  the  fathers  or 
stated  should  be  final  and  conclusive,  brothers  of  the  parties,  by  the  sanction 
A  new  departure  was  now  proposed  by  of  the  Chairman,  to  appear  in  the 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman.  County  Court  to  argue  the  case,  or  it 
The  Government  could  not  accept  the  enabled  them  to  appear  by  solicitor,  or 

groposition,  bacause  they  thought  they  by  barrister,  if  instructed  by  a  solicitor. 
ad  provided  for  all  that  was  required.  If  the  Amendment  were  adopted,  taken 
Sib  GEOBGE  CAMPBELL  said,  he  as  it  was  from  an  old  Act  of  Parliament, 
had  a  strong  conviction  that  too  much  which  did  not  even  now  govern  the  pro- 
had  been  thrown  into  the  hands  of  the  ceedings,  it  would  lead  to  the  greatest 
lawyers,  and  that  if  the  Bill  was  tied  up  complications,  because  it  might  be  pos- 
by  too  many  legal  points  and  bonds  sible  that  the  tenants  would  desire  not 
great  injury  would  be  done  to  this  great  to  appear  by  counsel  or  attorney,  but  to 
Act  of  reconciliation.  appear  in  person,  or  by  father  or  other 

Amendment  n$gaiiv$d.  P®"^^-  ^^e  wanted  to  preserve  these 

rights  of  the  people  as  they  were  at 

Mb.  HEALY  moved,  in  page  23,  at  present.     Let  the  parties  come  in,   if 

end  of  Clause,  to  insert  the  rollowing  they  pleased,  without  any  professional 

sub-section : —  man ;  let  them  come  in  with  solicitors, 

**  Every  tolidtor  of  the  Court  of  Jadicature  if  they  so   desired ;    let  them  come  in 

in  IreUmd  may  appear,  act  in,  and  plead  any  with  counsel   if   they   so   desired,    and 

prooeedingi  t^fore  the  Land  Commission  or  they  sometimes  would  desire  to  do  one 

in  force  concerning  soHcitors  shaU  extend,  as  opinion,  the  Amendment  was  not  neces- 

far  as  the  same  may  be  applicable,  to  solicitors  sary,  and  it  would  not  be  advisable  to 

■o  practising  as  aforesaid."  accept  it  in  its  present  shape. 

-«     ,        n     XI                 1  •     J  xu  i.  xi-  Mi.  HEALY  said,  the  argument  of 

The  hon.  Gentleman  explained  that  the  ^^e  right  hon.  and  learned  Sentleman 

rab-eection  was  taken  from  the  Irish  ^^  ^  »j^j    ^^^^^^  ^^         ^j^,^    It  ^j^ 

Bankruptcy   Act     Of  course,  he  pre-  ^otmatter  one  pin  whetler  the  Amend- 

sumed  the  tenants  would  have  to  em-  ^^^^  ^^  taken  from  an  old  Act  or  not. 

ploy  lawyers  of  some  kind.    It  was  very  r^^    Committee  ought  to  make  it  clear 

aesirable     they     should     employ    the  ^^^    ^he    people    could    employ    the 

cheapest;  «^d  under  the  sub-section  he  ^1^3^  ^^  ^^  ^^^^^  ^  they  chose, 

now  proposed  the  Court  could  allow  any  rj^^J^  ^^  ^^^^^      i^  ^^^  Amendment 

johmtor  to  bring  a  tenant  s  case  before  ^^^               f,„^»t^^         1^  ^^^  ^ght 

A*"-;,   ^^f      /i*  i''^"  taken  from  ^    i»  ^  for  themselves  if  they  wisCed 

*i^«    t^^^^l  f°  T    1     /^"fj  *^!  to  do  so.    The  Attorney  General  for 

«i^f  S.?l        /   ^^1""^  ''""^^  °°*  Ireland  would  bear  him  out  that  if  the 

object  to  the  Amendment.  B^  p^^^^  ^j^j^^^^  Amendment  in  this 

Question  proposed,  **  That  the  sub-  respect  the  Court  might,  as  a  matter  of 

seotioii  be  there  inserted*"  practice,  exclude  solicitors  from  plead- 
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ing^  before  them,  and  might  insist  upon 
solicitors  emplo3ring  counsel.  What 
would  be  the  result  ?  If  a  claim  were 
made  in  the  Court  for  £5,  a  solicitor 
would  have  to  be  employed,  and  he 
would  have  to  employ  counsel,  and  the 
costs  would  exceed  the  original  claim 
by  hundreds  per  cent.  He  was  glad  to 
think  the  Q-overnment  had  accepted  the 
Amendment,  which  he  was  sure  would 
be  well  received  in  Ireland. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  said,  he  had 
already  stated  that  he  considered  the 
Amendment  entirely  unnecessary,  though 
he  did  not  thiuk  it  would  do  any  harm, 
indicating  as  it  did  the  spirit  in  which 
they  intended  the  Court  to  act. 

Mb.  HEALY  said,  he  understood  that 
the  Railway  Commissioners  excluded 
solicitors,  because  their  right  to  plead 
was  not  specified  in  the  Act. 

Mb.  MELDON  said,  he  was  afraid  the 
Amendment,  if  it  would  have  any  opera- 
tion at  all,  would  have  a  mischievous 
operation,  because  the  circumstances 
under  which  the  clause  under  discussion 
was  introduced  in  the  Bankruptcy  Act 
were  these — that  counsel  had  the  right 
of  audience  in  the  Bankruptcy  Court 
while  solicitors  had  not.  That  was  not 
the  case  with  the  proposed  Comminsion. 
In  his  opinion,  even  without  any  Amend- 
ment, solicitors,  and  counsel  employed 
by  solicitors,  and  even  the  parties  them- 
selves, would  have  the  right  to  come  in 
and  practice  before  the  Commission  ;  but 
to  remove  any  doubt  in  the  matter  there 
could  be  no  objection  to  the  insertion  of 
a  properly  framed  clause.  He  was  sure 
his  hon.  Friend  wished  to  lighten  the 
expenses  of  going  into  Court.  He  would 
not  like  the  Amendment  to  be  accepted 
for  fear  its  adoption  would  leave  it  open 
to  argument  that  no  other  persons  save 
counsel  instructed  by  solicitors,  or  soli- 
citors could  practice  before  the  Com- 
mission. 

Mb.  FINDLATER  said,  he  hoped  the 
Amendment  would  be  accepted.  It  was 
well  known  there  were  many  solicitors 
practising  in  the  County  Courts  who 
were  far  more  competent  to  cross-examine 
witnesses  and  address  the  Court  than 
any  junior  barrister  possibly  could  be. 
These  gentlemen  could  be  employed  at  a 
much  lesser  fee,  and  it  was  unjust  that  an 
humble  suitor  should  be  excluded  from 
availing  himself  of  their  services  for  the 
purpose  of  preserving  the  monopoly  of 

iff*  SeaUf 
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the  Bar.  The  Bar  had  had  matters  all 
their  own  way  for  a  long  time,  and  it 
was  hard  a  solicitor  should  not  have  as 
equal  a  right  to  address  a  Judge  as  any 
barrister. 

Mb.  p.  MARTIN  said,  he  was  in 
favour  of  the  principle  asserted  by  the 
Amendment.  He  could  not  ag^ee  in 
some  of  the  reasons  apparently  pressed 
against  tho  Committee  now  agreeing  to 
its  adoption.  It  was  not  desirable  that 
employment  of  counsel  by  the  attorney 
should  be  required  in  every  case  in  a 
Bill  of  the  character  of  the  present. 
A  suitor  could  appear  in  any  Court 
to  plead  his  own  cause,  and  there  was 
no  necessity  for  any  formal  words  to 
show  what  his  inherent  right  was  in 
this  respect.  There  was  nothing  in  the 
Bill  to  say  that  an  attorney  might  ap- 
pear without  being  required  to  employ 
counsel.  They  all  knew  that  counsel 
did  enjoy  peculiar  privileges,  including 
the  privileges  of  pre-audience.  It  might 
fairly  be  contended  that  the  words  of 
the  County  Court  Act  passed  in  1877 
would  not  refer  to  a  newly  constituted 
Court ;  and  what  they  did,  by  the  pro- 
posed clause,  was  to  say  that  an  attorney 
without — in  the  words  of  the  clause — 
''  being  required  to  employ  counsel " 
should  have  the  right  of  appearing  in 
Court,  that  he  should  have  the  right  of 
pre-audience  now  enjoyed  by  counsel. 

Sib  R.  ASSHETON  CROSS  said,  they 
were  all  agreed  that  it  was  desirable  to 
allow  solicitors  or  the  parties  themselves 
to  plead  before  the  Court.  His  right 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  (Mr.  Gibson) 
was  firmly  convinced  that  if  the  present 
Amendment  were  adopted  what  they  de- 
sired would  not  result ;  and  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Kildare  (Mr.  Mel- 
don)  had  also  doubts  upon  the  point.  He 
thought  that  if  the  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland  would  take  care  that  on  Report 
some  words  would  be  introduced  making 
it  perfectly  clear  that,  the  parties  could 
appear  themselves,  or  by  solicitors,  or 
counsel  instructed  by  solicitors,  they 
might  close  the  discussion  at  once,  for 
that  was  what  they  all  wanted. 

Mb.  HEALY  said,  he  would  prefer 
that  the  words  should  be  inserted  now, 
and  then,  if  the  Government  saw  any 
reason  to  make  them  more  precise  on 
Report,  it  would  be  competent  for  them 
to  do  so. 

Mb.  PLUNKET  said,  he  considered 
the  Amendment  highly  unnecessary  and 
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ako  misleading.  It  was  the  opinion  of 
the  Oommittee  that  the  parties  should 
he  allowed  to  appear  in  Court  them- 
•elves,  as  well  as  by  counsel  or  solicitor. 
The  Amendment  implied  that  a  solicitor 
was  the  natural  person  to  take  proceed- 
ings, and  it  added  that  he  should  be 
allowed  to  do  so  without  employing 
counsel.  If  the  Gt>yemment  thought  it 
necessary  to  insert  any  words  on  this 
subject,  he  trusted  the  words  adopted 
would  not  have  a  misleading  effect. 

Thb  attorney  general  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  said,  it  would, 

eirhaps,  be  more  convenient  if  the  hon. 
ember  for  Wexford  would  withdraw 
his  Amendment.  He  (the  Attorney  Ge- 
neral for  Ireland)  would  undertake  on 
Report  to  introduce  words  which  would 
improve  the  purpose  of  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, and  make  the  point  perfectly 
dear. 

Mb.  HEALY  said,  he  was  happy  to 
withdraw  the  Amendment  under  these 
circumstances. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  tctthdratcn. 
Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  42  (Rules  for  carrying  Act  into 
effect). 

Thb  attorney  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  said,  this  clause 
enabled  the  Committee  to  frame  rules 
for  the  regulation  of  their  proceedings. 
He  begged  to  move  in  page  24,  after 
line  3,  to  insert — 

**  (b.)  The  proceodingB  on  the  occasion  of 
applications  to  fix  judicial  rents  under  this 
Act." 

Question  proposed,  ''That  this  para- 
g^ph  be  there  inserted." 

Mb.  GIBSON  said,  the  Amendment 
appeared  quite  reasonable  as  far  as  it 
went ;  but  it  would  be  well  to  add  after 
rents  ''  and  the  withdrawal  of  such  appli- 
cations." 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  assented. 

Amendment,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  for 
IREL.\ND  (Mr. Law)  moved,  in  page  24, 
after  line  7,  to  insert — 

"(e.)  The  proceedinpfs  in  respect  of  cases 
•tated  for  the  decision  of  Her  ^lajesty's 
Coort  of  Appeal  in  Ireland  under  this  Act ; 

**  it.)  The  proceedings  on  the  occasion  of  ap- 
pUoationa  for  transfer  of  cases  for  the  Civil 


Bill  Court  to  the  Land  Commission  under 
this  Act. 

"Altering  the   letter    of    other  paragraphs 
accordingly." 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Mr.  HEALY  said,  in  proposing  the 
next  Amendment,  they  all  knew  that, 
under  the  present  unfortunate  circum- 
stances of  Ireland,  the  only  resource 
which  the  unfortunate  tenant  often  had 
was  that  he  was  obliged  to  compel  the 
landlord  to  incur  the  odium  of  sending 
down  3,000  or  4,000  police  and  soldiers 
to  serve  writs  where  exorbitant  rent  was 
exacted,  knowing  that  public  opinion 
was  so  strong  and  the  process-server  so 
obnoxious  that  no  landlord,  unless  pre- 
pared to  go  to  the  bitter  end,  would  care 
to  serve  writs  on  his  tenants.  This  was 
owing  to  the  influence  of  public  opinion 
brought  about  by  the  Land  League ; 
but,  in  former  days,  when  no  such  in- 
fluence existed,  despotism  was  only  tem- 
pered by  the  blunderbuss.  [**  Oh,  oh!  "J 
Hon.  Gentlemen  might  cry  **  Oh,  oh  !  " 
but  he  was  quoting  the  opinion  of  Mr. 
James  Anthony  Froude,  an  Englishman, 
whose  opinion  ought  to  be  accepted  by 
that  House.  Public  opinion  and  the  blun- 
derbuss had,  indeed,  been  the  only  force 
by  which  the  tenants  were  enabled  to 
redress  their  grievances.  The  Govern- 
ment said  that  the  mode  of  serving  civil 
bill  processes  for  the  recovery  of  rent 
should  be  placed  at  the  discretion  of  the 
Court,  and  that  not  merely  in  cases 
where  the  tenant  came  in  as  a  statutory 
tenant,  but  in  all  cases  it  was  provided 
that  the  Land  Commission  should  circu- 
late forms  of  application  and  directions 
as  to  the  mode  in  which  application  was 
to  bo  made,  and  they  might  even  amend 
or  add  to  the  rules  and  regulations. 
Now,  he  wished  to  understand  what, 
under  these  circumstances,  was  the  posi- 
tion of  the  learned  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland.  Did  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  mean  to  tell  the  Committee 
that  the  Land  Commission  was  to  be  con- 
stituted and  to  have  this  power  in  the 
case  of  men  who  wore  not  statutory  ten- 
ants at  all,  and  who,  therefore,  claimed 
none  of  the  benefits  under  the  Bill? 
Were  the  Land  Commission,  from  time 
to  time,  to  make  such  rules  as  would 
alter  the  mode  of  serving  writs  for  people 
altogether  outside  the  Bill?  If  so,  why 
did  not  the  Government  put  their  pro- 
posal into  the  Bill  honestly  and  fairly  ? 

[Twentjf'eighih  Nx^ht.\ 
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A  more  inmdioas  attempt  to  alter  the 
processes  of  law  in  Ireland  he  had  never 
seen.  He  should  move  an  Amendment 
to  omit  the  words  giving  the  Land  Com- 
mission power  to  make  rules  affecting 
the  service  of  civil  bill  processes  in 
ejectment  and  for  the  recovery  of  rent, 
and  he  expected  that  he  should  have  the 
support  of  both  the  Members  for  the 
University  of  Dublin,  because  they  all 
knew  that,  as  Conservatives,  those  Mem- 
bers had  fought  for  the  old  rigime  and 
must  be  in  favour  of  the  existing  order 
of  things.  Both  those  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentlemen  would  contend  that 
the  Land  Laws  of  Ireland,  from  their 
point  of  view,  had  worked  in  the  most 
excellent  manner;  and  the  method  of 
serving  writs  must,  as  part  of  those 
Land  Laws,  have  worked  excellently 
also.  However,  he  simply  wished  to 
learn  from  the  Government  whether  the 
provision  was  to  apply  simply  to  statu- 
tory tenancies,  or  whether  it  was  to 
apply  to  all  cases  in  Ireland,  and  he  was 
surprised  that  the  Gbvemment  should 
have  attempted  to  smuggle  through  in 
this  manner  a  most  important  provision 
which  would  have  a  most  far-reaching 
effect  upon  the  tenantry  of  Ireland. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  24, 
leave  out  lines  15  and  16. — {Mr.Seafy,) 

Question  proposed,  **  That  the  words 
proposed  to  oe  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Clause." 

The  attorney  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  pointed  out  that 
the  clause  had  reference  only  to  the 
serving  of  processes,  about  which  there 
had  been  difficulties  during  the  recent 
orisis.  He  was  sure  the  hon.  Member 
did  not  wish  to  oppose  the  enforcement 
of  the  payment  of  fair  rents;  and  he 
(the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland)  was 
perfectly  willing,  on  the  part  of  the 
Government,  to  confine  the  provision  to 
judicial  rents  under  the  Bill. 

Mb.  HEALY  said,  he  thought  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  had 
met  him  very  fairly.  He  agreed  that  if 
the  Act  worked  fairly  and  the  Court 
g^ve  satisfaction,  the  man  who  took 
land  from  a  landlord  ought  to  pay  a 
fair  rent  for  it.  It  was  desirable  that 
the  landlord  should  get  that  rent  in  the 
speediest  possible  way.  An  Amend- 
ment to  the  effect  that  the  provision 
should  simply  affect  the  case  of  a  judi- 
cial rent  would  entirely  meet  his  view. 

Mr.  BMy 


Mb.  PLTJNKET  said,  the  statement 
made  by  the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
led  to  a  very  curious  conclusion.  This 
Land  Law  Bill,  as  he  understood  it,  was 
supposed  to  cover  all  cases,  and  to  redress 
all  the  shortcomings  of  the  law,  and  to 
make  exceptions  in  the  way  now  pro- 
posed was  not  entirely  fair.  If  the 
present  method  of  serving  processes  of 
ejectment  was  inconvenient  in  the  case 
of  a  fair  or  judicial  rent,  he  did  not  see 
why  it  should  not  also  be  inconvenient 
in  the  case  of  other  rents,  which  were 
only  not  declared  to  be  judicial  rents 
because  they  were  believed  to  be  fair 
rents  without  any  such  declaration. 
Either  the  system  of  serving  these 
notices  was  or  was  not  a  good  and 
proper  one ;  and  if  it  was  not,  it  should 
be  put  an  end  to.  Now,  there  was  a 
fair  opportunity  of  putting  an  end  to  it. 
In  any  case,  both  classes  of  rents  should 
be  subject  to  the  same  system,  for  in 
future,  under  this  admirable  Bill,  there 
were  to  be  no  unfair  rents  at  aU. 

Mb.  HEALY  expressed  his  willing- 
ness to  withdraw  the  Amendment  now 
before  the  Committee. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  wiihdrawn. 

Mb.  HEALY:  I  now  heat  to  move 
that  before  the  word  "  rent ''  tiie  word 
''judicial "  be  inserted,  and  that  after 
the  word  ''rent"  the  words  "under 
this  Act "  be  inserted. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  pag^  24, 
line  16,  after  the  word  "of,"  to  insert 
the  word  "judicial."— (ifr.  ITMly.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  word 
'judicial'  be  there  inserted." 

Mb.  GIBSON  objected  to  the  Amend- 
ment, and  wished  to  know  why  the 
words  of  the  clause  had  been  put  in  the 
Bill?  They  must  have  been  put  in, 
because  it  was  well  known  last  year  that 
there  were  immense  difficulties  in  the 
way  of  the  serving  of  civil  bill  processes. 
The  section  was  deliberately  put  in,  and 
it  had  been  referred  to,  he  believed,  in 
the  course  of  debate  by  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary, who  had  pointed  out  the  simplicity 
of  service  that  might  be  effected  under 
this  measure.  That  must  have  been 
the  governing  principle  in  the  minds  of 
the  Government  when  the  section  was 
inserted  in  the  Bill.  There  was  no  at- 
tempt at  the  suggestion  of  any  distinc- 
tion between  the  two  cases;  but  the 
power  was  taken  of  drawing  up  rule« 
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for  the  semce  of  ejeotment  for  the  re- 
covery of  rent  in  all  cases.  They  all 
knew  that  there  was  a  power  in  the 
Superior  Oonrts  of  directing  substitu- 
tion of  service,  and  that  compelled  the 
landlord  to  go  to  the  great  expense  of 
suing  in  the  Superior  Courts.  The 
great  difficulty  of  proceeding  now  in 
the  cheaper  jurisdiction  of  the  County 
Courts  was  that  it  was  a  cumbrous 
and  roundabout  method  of  procedure. 
What  reason  was  there  for  cutting 
down  this  provision  and  limiting  it  to 
cases  where  there  was  a  judicial  rent 
declared  under  the  Bill?  What  justi- 
fication could  possibly  be  suggested? 
Th^  all  knew  that,  in  the  present  state 
of  !freland,  the  greatest  difficulty  which 
the  Executive  had  to  meet  was  found 
in  the  service  of  processes ;  and  yet,  in 
the  face  of  that,  the  Government  were 
deliberately  saying — **  We  will  leave 
all  these  difficulties  as  they  are  at  pre- 
sent ;  we  will  leave  the  Executive  face 
to  face  with  the  difficulties  they  have 
experienced  during  the  last  nine  months, 
and  we  will  not  simplify  the  service 
of  processes."  The  Government  were 
doing  this  with  their  eyes  wide  open, 
and  leaving  the  Executive  in  the  future, 
as  in  the  past,  to  be  put  to  endless  ex- 
pense and  trouble.  They  would  not  be 
able  to  say,  for  the  future,  that  this  was 
owing  to  any  defect  of  the  law  or  to 
any  obstruction  on  the  part  of  the  land- 
lords ;  but  they  were  deliberately  doing 
this  after  the  plainest  notice,  and 
excluding  the  possibility  of  the  sim- 
plicity of  service  from  being  applied  to 
the  present  system. 

Mb.  HEALY  said,  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  seemed  to  have  for- 
gotten that  the  Court  would  have  no- 
thing to  do  with  anything  except  judi- 
cial rents,  and  why  should  it  step  out- 
side its  own  domain  ?  It  had  been 
established  to  find  a  judicial  rent ;  why 
should  it  have  given  to  it  any  functions 
outside  that?  If  the  Court  were  con- 
fined to  the  matter  of  judicial  rent,  would 
any  landlord  in  Ireland  have  the  audacity 
to  apply  to  that  Court  for  a  special  rule 
with  regard  to  ordinary  rents  ?  The  posi- 
tion of  the  Government  should  be  this, 
that  the  Court  should  be  enabled  to  say 
to  any  such  landlord,  at  once — **  If  you 
want  your  writs  served,  you  must  bo 
able  to  show  that  your  rent  is  a  fair 
one ;  in  fact,  that  it  is  a  judicial  rent 
under  the    Act."     In    that   case,    the 
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Court  would  have  power  to  change 
the  mode  of  service  of  writs.  The  Bill 
was  intended  to  deal  with  cases  coming 
before  the  Court,  and  why  should  the 
Court  have  given  to  it  a  power  extrane- 
ous to  its  own  proper  duties  ?  The  Bill 
worked  in  a  particular  groove,  and  the 
objections  now  urged  from  the  Front 
Opposition  Bench  were  an  attempt  to 
shunt  it  off  the  track  to  a  siding  where 
it  had  no  business  at  all.  The  words 
**  judicial  rent  "  would  keep  the  matter 
exactly  within  the  scope  of  the  mea- 
sure 

Sir  E.  ASSHETON  CEOSS  said,  he 
wished  to  make  an  appeal  to  the  Chief 
Secretary.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
as  they  all  knew,  had  found  the  greatest 
possible  difficulty  in  the  service  of  these 
processes,  and  the  one  thing  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  wanted,  as  the 
Eepresentative  of  the  Executive  Govern- 
ment, was  to  get  rid  of  all  that  difficulty. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Wexford  had  said 
that  when  a  judicial  rent  was  fixed  the 
Court  had  power  to  fix  how  the  processes 
should  be  served ;  but  how  were  those 
rents  to  be  fixed  ?  Any  tenant  who  was 
dissatisfied  with  his  rent,  would  apply 
to  the  Court  and  get  a  judicial  rent 
fixed ;  but,  presumably,  unless  the 
tenant  did  so  apply,  ho  was  satisfied. 
The  effect  of  the  present  Amendment 
was  this — that  were  the  tenant  showed,  by 
not  applying  to  the  Court,  that  he  was 
content,  the  Executive  were  to  be  put  to 
all  the  trouble  that  now  existed  in  regard 
to  the  serving  of  these  processes  ;  and  it 
was  only  where  the  tenant  showed  ho 
was  dissatisfied  by  applying  to  the  Court 
that  the  Executive  were  to  be  relieved 
from  that  trouble.  He  (Sir  E.  Assheton 
Cross)  hoped  that  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Chief  Secretary  would  see  to 
this  matter. 

Mr.  W.  E.  FOESTEE  said,  he  did 
not  see  how  they  could  avoid  making 
this  matter  clear,  and  inserting  the  words 
which  were  thought  necessary,  and 
thereby  carrying  out  what  appeared  to 
him  to  be  the  intention  of  the  clause. 
If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  look 
at  the  beginning  of  the  clause,  he  would 
find  the  words  * '  application  to  be  made 
under  this  Act,"  and  it  was  quite  clear 
that  the  spirit  and  the  meaning  of  the 
clause  was  that  the  Court  were  to  make 
rules  with  regard  to  the  application  of 
the  Act.  It  would  be  a  good  thing  to 
have  rules  made  which  should  affect  the 
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serving  of  processes  generally;  but  he 
did  not  see  how  they  could  give  the 
Court  power  to  make  rules  for  some- 
thing quite  outside  its  jurisdiction. 

Mb.  MULHOLLAND  pointed  out 
that  the  words  "this  Act"  were  dis- 
tinctly mentioned  throughout,  except  in 
respect  of  these  rules  in  regard  to  the 
recovery  of  rent,  as  to  which  there  was 
no  such  limitation.  Surely,  nothing 
could  be  more  absurd  than  the  position 
to  *which  they  would  be  reduced  by  the 
insertion  of  this  Amendment.  Take,  for 
example,  the  case  of  two  neighbouring 
landlords.  One  let  his  land  at  20s,  an 
acre,  and  the  other  let  his  land  at  25«.  an 
acre  ;  but  the  rent  of  the  latter  had  been 
reduced  to  the  ''judicial  rent"  of  20«. 
an  acre  under  the  Act.  The  landlord 
who  had  had  his  rent  reduced  by  the 
interposition  of  the  Court  would  have 
facilities  for  the  recovery  of  that  rent ; 
but  the  other,  who  was  so  good  a  land- 
lord that  he  had  never  been  called  before 
the  Court  at  all,  would  be  without  such 
facilities.  Could  anything  be  more 
absurd  ?  He  wondered  that  the  Chief 
Secretary,  who  must  have  been  brought 
into  contact  with  all  the  difficulties  con- 
nected with  the  serving  of  processes, 
should  now  take  up  so  extraordinary  a 
position,  which  was  most  illogical.  He 
could  not  see  any  ground  whatever  for 
the  concession  announced  by  the  right 
lion,  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Attor- 
ney General  for  Ireland,  and  he  hoped 
the  Gt>vemment  would,  on  re-considera- 
tion, change  their  minds. 

Sm  GEOEGE  CAMPBELL  said,  he 
thought  the  functions  of  the  Land  Com- 
mission were  to  fix  a  judicial  rent,  and 
not  to  collect  it.  When  the  rent  was  fixed, 
the  parties  would  come  under  the  ordi- 
nary processes  of  the  law.  It  was  very 
difficult  to  make  any  distinction  between 
one  kind  of  rent  and  another.  If  they 
went  beyond  the  immediate  scope  of  the 
Bill,  where  were  they  to  stop  ?  He 
would,  however,  like  to  see  provided,  in 
reference  to  the  power  of  the  landlord  to 
carry  the  tenant  into  an  expensive  Su- 
perior Court,  and  to  loaa  him  with 
costs  that  both  parties  should  be  put 
on  the  same  footing,  and  that  the 
costs  of  the  Superior  Court  should  not 
be  allowed,  unless  that  Superior  Court 
certified  that  it  was  a  fit  case  to  take 
before  it. 

Mr.  PAENELL  said,  it  might  or 
might  not  be  desirable  to  make  a  reform 


which  in  effect  would  be  an  amendment 
of  the  County  Offices  and  Courts  Act  of 
1877 ;  but  such  an  amendment  would  be 
entirely  beyond  the  scope  of  this  Bill, 
and  if  amendments  in  one  direction 
tending  to  an  alteration  of  the  rules  and 
methods  of  procedure  of  the  local  Courts 
were  suggested  or  atteim)ted  by  Con- 
servative Gentlemen,  the  Irish  Members 
on  their  side  would  also  bring  forward 
amendments  and  suggestions  which  they 
would  otherwise  refrain  from  introducing, 
because  they  conceived  that  such  altera- 
tions were  entirely  beyond  the  scope  of 
the  measure. 

Mb.  WAETON  said,  he  wished  to  re- 
mind the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
that  this  was  a  Bill  **  To  further  amend 
the  Law  relating  to  the  Occupation  and 
Ownership  of  Land  in  Ireland."  The 
hon.  Member  for  Wexford  had  said  that 
a  fair  landlord  had  a  right  to  a  fair 
rent ;  but  it  must  be  remembered  that, 
in  the  22nd  section,  the  Government  had 
introduced  words  making  it  impossible 
for  a  landlord  to  go  into  Court  to  get  a 
fair  rent  unless  he  had  previously  de- 
manded an  increase  of  rent. 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  said,  he  hoped  the 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  and  the 
Chief  Secretary  would  consider  the  very 
grave  question  here  raised.  The  title  of 
the  Bill  distinctly  recognized  the  amend- 
ment of  the  law  generally,  and  here  was 
an  admitted  evil  which  required  to  be 
remedied,  and  which  was  intended  by 
the  draftsman  to  be  remedied  by  this 
clause,  or  else  he  would  not  leave  the 
terms  of  this  sub-section  general  while 
the  terms  of  all  the  other  sub- sections 
were  particular.  It  would  be  very  dis- 
astrous if  a  great  benefit  to  the  public 
and  relief  to  the  State  could  not  be 
accomplished  because  it  did  not  come 
within  the  assumed  purposes  of  this  par- 
ticular clause.  

Mr.  W.  E.  FOESTER:  It  is  true 
that  the  word  **  and  "  is  not  quoted. 
It  gives  the  Commission  power  entirely 
outside  their  general  jurisdiction,  and  it 
should  be  in  a  separate  clause. 

Sib  R.  ASSHETON  CEOSS  :  It  is 
clearly  an  admitted  evil ;  and  the  argu- 
ments of  those  behind  me  are  unanswer- 
able, and  the  Government  have  not  at- 
tempted to  answer  them.  It  is  the  most 
absurd  proposition  that  I  have  ever 
heard.  If  tne  Prime  Minister  had  been 
present  he  would  not  have  taken  up  the 
pofiitiout 
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Thb  80LI0IT0B  GENERAL  (Sir 
Fa&ber  'Kkbmcbxll)  :  The  matter  is  not 
00  simple  as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
woald  suggest.  Under  this  rule  jou 
would  be  regulating  the  process,  not  of 
this  Court,  not  of  the  Civil  Bill  Court 
under  this  Act,  but  regulating  the 
general  process  of  the  CivH  Bill  Court. 
The  Act  provides  that  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor and  the  Chairman  shall  regulate 
them.  That  being  so,  it  would  be  a 
strange  way  to  abrogate  that  power. 
Ton  cannot  have  one  procedure  fixed  by 
the  Chancellor  and  five  Chairmen,  and 
another  procedure  by  the  Land  Court, 
over-ruling  the  other.  I  do  not  mean  to 
.say  that  it  is  a  serious  question,  or  one 
of  importance ;  but  I  do  not  think  that 
it  is  so  simple  in  a  clause  of  this  kind  to 
give  the  power  of  the  Land  Commis- 
sion, not  the  process  of  the  Civil  Bill 
Court,  but  a  process  which  has  been 
already  regulated  by  another  body.  It 
is  a  matter,  of  course,  deserving  of  con- 
sideration ;  but  it  is  not  so  clear. 

Mb.  GIBSON  said,  he  had  never  known 
in  his  life  efforts  shown  by  a  Government 
to  induce  the  House  to  arrive  at  a  con- 
clusion that  the  Executive  were  entitled 
to  remain  encumbered  by  all  the  difficul- 
ties which  have  been  surrounding  them 
for  the  last  three  months.  They  deli- 
berately put  into  the  middle  of  the  clause 
sab-section  ''G,"  for  the  very  express 
purpose  of  getting  them  out  of  the  diffi- 
culty of  the  service  of  processes.  That  was 
a  statement  which  had  not  been  denied  ; 
and  he  ventured  to  think  that  it  could 
not  be  denied,  and  would  not  be  denied, 
before  this  debate  closed.  And  what  was 
the  meaning  of  this  remarkable  and  as- 
tounding and  absurd  change  of  front  ? 
They  had  in  their  Bill,  as  the  result  of 
deliberate  thought,  an  Amendment  to 
save  the  country  thousands  of  pounds  in 
the  employment  of  military  and  police, 
which  would,  at  the  same  time,  simplify 
the  service  process  and  save  the  chance  of 
outrage  ;  and,  having  all  these  advan- 
tages in  the  Bill  in  clear  Englisli  and 
in  unmistakeable  simplicity,  they  ac- 
cepted the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Wexford,  who  said  that  it  was 
not  fair  to  free  matters  from  existing 
complications.  [Mr.  Hilvly  :  I  never 
used  the  expression.]  He  admitted 
that  it  was  a  paraphrase.  But  if  that 
were  not  the  meaning  of  the  argument 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Wexford, 
he  was  at  a  loss  to  indicate   what  it 


was.  ^Vhat  was  the  argument  of  the 
last  Government  change  ?  It  was  that 
of  the  Solicitor  General.  He  said  that 
there  was  a  certain  want  of  jurisdiction 
here.  But  the  argument  that  he  had 
used  went  too  far,  and  did  not  go  far 
enough.  If  they  proposed  to  confine  it 
to  the  power  of  regulating  the  processes 
for  the  non-payment  of  judicial  rent 
merely,  that  was  a  matter  which  could 
be  equally  well  dealt  with  under  the  Act 
of  1877,  if  the  County  Court  Judges 
pleased  to  deal  with  it,  and  they  merely 
superadded  it  to  a  better  tribunal  in  a 
better  way.  What  were  the  absurd  re- 
sults? In  the  first  place,  they  saw  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant, 
who  was  the  Officer  answerable  for  the 
peace  of  the  country  and  the  adminis- 
tration of  the  law,  struggling  for  the 
Amendment  which  would  leave  him  in 
his  difficulties,  and  leave  the  country  ex- 
posed to  outrage  and  expense.  They  had 
the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland  and  the 
Solicitor  General  for  England  contend- 
ing for  an  Amendment  which  would 
leave  them  face  to  face  with  results  so 
absurd  that  they  could  not  and  would 
not  bo  defended,  because  the  position 
was  this — that  they  were  willing  to 
direct  the  service  of  civil  bill  process  for 
judicial  rents,  leaving  uncovered  under 
the  existing  law  "  the  service  of  pro- 
cesses other  than  judicial."  What  was 
the  result  ?  Whore  was  the  reason  which 
justified  the  distinction  ?  A  judicial  rent 
could  only  be  arrived  at  by  a  landlord 
if  he  asked  for  an  increase.  The  land- 
lord had  not  got  the  power  of  going  into 
Court  to  have  the  rent  measured  simpli- 
citer — he  must  ask  for  an  increase ;  so 
that  they  gave  the  landlord  whose  title 
to  it  was  that  he  asked  for  the  increase 
of  rent,  the  benefit  of  the  new  process, 
and  they  left  the  old  cumbrous  process 
to  the  landlord  who  had  not  asked  the 
tenant  to  pay  the  increase.  The  tenant 
who  brought  his  landlord  into  Court 
evidenced  by  that  act  that  he  was 
not  satisfied  with  what  he  had  to  pay, 
and  therefore  they  would  give  that 
tenant  who  had  so  shown  that  he  was 
not  satisfied  with  the  rent  that  he  had 
to  pay,  and  asked  to  have  it  re-assessed, 
the  benefit  of  a  simple  process  ;  but  they 
left  the  tenants  outside  this  clause  who 
did  not  make  any  complaint  with  re- 
ference to  the  rent  under  the  old  pro- 
cess. He  asked,  was  the  Bill  confined 
to  the  tenants  paying  judicial  rents  ?  It 

2  N  2       \^Tioenty-eighiK  i»%gKt.'\ 


1095 


Zand  Zaw 


(COMUONS) 


{Ireland)  Bill 


1096 


was  nothiDg  of  the  kind.  The  Govern- 
ment's own  glossary  made  a  distinction 
between  ordinary  and  other  tenants ;  and 
they  had  dealt  with  all  classes  of  tenants. 
They  dealt  with  tenants  paying  judicial 
rents  and  those  who  were  not — and  here, 
when  they  were  both  comprised  in  the 
same  class  and  in  the  same  sub-section, 
they  accepted  an  Amendment  from  the 
hon.  Member  for  Wexford,  who,  very  na- 
turally, moved  the  Amendment  from  his 
point  of  view,  which  would  make  a  dis- 
tinction which  the  Government  ignored 
in  the  previous  sections;  and  the  sole 
effect  was  to  leave  the  Executive  Go- 
vernment of  the  country  exposed  to  ex- 
pense, to  difficulty,  and  to  delay.  Let 
not  the  Government  say  hereafter,  if 
there  were  difficulties  in  the  way  of 
service  of  process,  if  it  led  to  outrage 
and  expenditure,  and  to  the  necessity  of 
sending  thousands  of  military  and  police, 
that  it  was  inconsequence  of  this  Amend- 
ment here  and  elsewhere,  that  these 
results  followed.  It  had  followed  by  the 
deliberate  acceptance  of  the  Gt)vem- 
ment  after  warning,  and  with  notice  of 
an  Amendment  that  prevented  them 
from  obtaining  a  simple  and  cheap  ser- 
vice of  process.  Let  the  matter  be  un- 
derstood by  the  country  and  the  Com- 
mittee that  the  Government  under  this 
clause  as  it  stood  unamended  were  en- 
titled to  have  a  simple  and  clear  service 
of  process  which  could  be  obtained  at  the 
expense  of  a  few  shillings,  which  could 
be  enforced  without  military  and  police, 
and  which  would  obviate  the  chance  of 
outrage;  and,  with  these  clear  advan- 
tages on  one  side,  the  Chief  Executive 
Officer  of  the  country,  advised  by  the  Law 
Officers  of  Ireland  and  of  England,  in- 
sisted on  remaining  imder  a  condition 
which  at  present  they  all  deplored.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Kirkcaldy  (Sir  George 
Campbell),  who  had  taken  an  intelligent 
interest  in  these  proceedings,  had  com- 
pared it,  not  very  happily,  to  a  Bill  which 
was  opposed  by  the  Conservatives  and 
thrown  out — a  Bill  for  the  Limitation  of 
Costs.  It  passed  this  House  without 
discussion  or  debate.  [Mr.  Healy  : 
No.]  He  was  present ;  and  he  would 
give  the  reason  in  one  minute.  It  was 
passed  on  a  Wednesday  afternoon,  in  that 
quarter  of  an  hour  which  was  such  an 
unhappy  time  for  some  people,  on  an 
occasion  when  he  himself  was  absent. 
He  would  be  quite  willing  that  it  should 
be  made  law  on  one  condition,  that  they 

Mr.  Oihson 


would  say  to  the  Civil  Bill  Court,  to 
whom  they  asked  the  landlords  to  have 
their  resort  in  certain  cases,  that  they 
would  give  to  them  the  same  power  for 
the  service  of  processes  that  existed  in 
the  Superior  Courts.  But  it  was  unjust 
and  unreasonable  to  tell  the  landlords 
that  they  would  penalize  their  applica- 
tion to  a  Superior  Court,  and,  at  the 
same  time,  to  deny  the  Inferior  Courts 
the  same  simplicity  of  service.  He 
feared  that  he  was  not  speaking  strictly 
in  Order,  and  therefore  he  would  not 

gursue  the  subject  further.  He  did  not 
imself  understand  the  reasoning — he 
supposed  that  was  the  word — which  had 
operated  on  the  mind  of  the  Govern- 
ment. They  had  not  explained  their 
action ;  they  had  not  defended  their 
conduct;  they  had  not  attempted  to 
show  that  they  were  not  doing  one  of 
the  most  inexplicable  things  that  ever 
was  done  by  a  responsible  Government. 
He,  for  himself,  could  say  something 
more  on  this  subject ;  but  he  forebore. 
He  was  sorry  that  the  Prime  Minister 
was  not  present.  He  believed  that  if  he 
were  he  would  suggest  some  way  out  of 
the  difficulty,  which  he  felt  himself  to 
be  very  serious,  and  which  he  would  be 
glad  to  see  his  way  out  of. 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER:  The  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  said  that  he 
forebore,  though  he  could  say  a  great 
deal  more.  Now,  I  really  do  not  think 
that  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man could  say  much  more.  I  should  say 
that  the  heat  of  the  day  must  rather 
have  affected  him  for  the  last  few 
minutes.  The  real  state  of  the  matter 
is  this.  Here  is  a  clause,  the  object  of 
which  is  to  give  the  Land  Commission 
power  to  make  laws  for  working  their 
Act.  There  is  one  section  of  it,  which,  it 
has  been  pointed  out  to  the  Government, 
goes  outside  the  object  of  the  Bill.  It 
seems  a  natural  and  reasonable  thing  to 
ask  that  it  should  not  be  put  in,  espe- 
cially when  we  bear  in  mind  that  I  do 
not  believe  there  is  a  single  other  case 
in  which  the  Land  Commission  have 
power  given  them  by  this  Bill  to  g^ 
outside  their  general  duties.  Now,  I 
quite  admit  that  it  would  be  a  good 
thing  to  have  a  change ;  but  I  cannot 
think  that  the  way  in  which  it  has  been 
pointed  out  to  us  is  the  right  way.  It 
seems  to  me  perfectly  clear  that  we  have 
no  right  to  be  smuggling  in  a  provision 
into  the  middle  of  Uie  clause  for  another 
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purpose.     I  do  not  see  how  wo  are  to 
support  the  arg;ument  that  the  civil  bill 
processes  are  to  be  made  to  apply  out- 
side  the  Act.     The  question  is  a  very 
important  one ;  and  1  am  not  sure  that 
this  Bill  is  the  right  place  to  deal  with 
it.  I  think  that  better  regulations  might 
be  made  than  under  the  present  law ; 
bat  I  do  not  think  that    in  a  matter 
which  would  affect  such  a  thing  as  the 
zeooYery    of  rent   in  Ireland,   that  we 
ought  to  change  it  in  a  clause  apparently 
for  another    purpose,   and    simply  by 
being  inserted  amongst  several    other 
dauses,  so  that  it  would  hardly  be  sus- 
pected by  anybody  that  it  meant  to  apply 
to  anything  outside.  If  the  thing  is  to  be 
done,  it  should  be  done  in  a  separate 
dause.     I  shall  certainly  bring  the  case 
before  the  Prime  Minister.     I  have  not 
had  any  conversation  with  him  about  it. 
The  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
thought  that  I  had  alluded  to  it  in  the 
debate ;  but  I  do  not  remember  having 
done  so.     I  think  that  the  matter  is  well 
worth  examining;    but  I  am  certainly 
still  of    opinion  that  if    it  should  be 
done  that  it  should  not  be  done  in  this 
dause. 

Sir  R.  ASSHETON  CROSS :  I  gatlior 
from  the  speech  of  the  right  hon.  (lon- 
tleman  who  has  just  sat  down  that,  at 
all  events,  he  agrees  with  us  as  to  the 
merits  of  the  case.     He  cannot  defend 
the  law  as  it  as  present  stands,  ns  ho 
suggests  that  it  should  be  amended,  and 
he  is  with  us   entirely  on  the  merits. 
[Mr.  W.  E.  FoRSTER  dissented.]     The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  says  that  he  does 
not  quite  admit  that.     But  he  says  that 
the  Law  is  in    an  unsatisfactory  state. 
Well,  it  is  in  an  unsatisfactory  state, 
and  it  would  be  in  a  still  more  unsatis- 
factory state  if  the  Amendment  is  allowed 
to  be  carried ;  and  the  only  ground  for 
not  retaining  the  section  in  the  clause  is 
that  it  does  not  belong  to  this  clause. 
All  that  we  ask  leave  to  say  is  that  the 
draftsman  intends  that  this  clause  shall 
meet  this  case.      Of  course,  any  Court 
would  naturally  say  that  these  words 
have  not  been  left  out  of  this  particular 
clause  for  this  special  purpose.  But  if  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  will  so  one  step 
further,  and  say  that  the  Government 
will  consider  this  matter,   and  that  he 
will  bring  in  a  separate  clause,  because 
he  does  not  admit  that  this  is  a  proper 
clause  for  it  to  be  inserted  in,  we  shall  be 
content.    The  whole  scope  of  the  Act  is 


relative  to  the  operation  of  land  in  Ire- 
land and  other  purposes.  It  is  absolutely 
within  the  scope  of  this  Act,  and  no 
one  can  possibly  think  otherwise.  What 
I  am  saying  is  that  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland  has  put  my  argument  before 
the  Committee.  The  Government  have 
admitted  the  whole  strength  of  our  case ; 
but  they  are  resting  their  defence  on 
this — that  this  clause  is  not  the  place  for 
it.  If  the  Government  will  say  that 
they  will  consider  this  matter,  and  bring 
up  a  separate  clause,  then  we  shall  be 
content.  If  they  will  not,  then  I  think 
that  it  is  necessary  for  us  to  report  Pro- 
gress, in  order  to  give  them  an  oppor- 
tunity to  re-consider  the  matter. 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER  :  I  cannot  say 
more  than  this,  that  I  shall  bring  the 
matter  before  the  Prime  Minister ;  but 
I  cannot  say  that  I  shall  bring  in  a  sepa- 
rate clause.  If  we  put  in  the  words  "ju- 
dicial rent,"  I  do  think,  with  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  that  it  will  leave  things 
worse  than  they  are  at  the  present  mo- 
ment. I  do  admit,  on  the  other  hand, 
that  there  is  an  objection  to  there  being 
two  forms  of  collection.  But  the  real 
question  to  be  considered  is  this — is  this 
a  matter  of  sufficient  importance  that 
we  should  introduce  it  as  a  separate 
clause  in  this  Bill,  independently  of  the 
general  Act?  That  is  not  so  peifectly 
easy  a  matter  to  decide,  and  it  is  a  matter 
which  me  and  my  right  hon.  Friend  will 
have  to  consider,  and  it  is  not  a  matter 
upon  which  the  Committee  will  expect 
mo  to  pledge  myself  at  present.  I  do 
not  suppose  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
objects  to  the  passiue  of  the  clause  with 
*'  judicial  rent.''  [Sir  R.  Assheton 
Cross  objected.]  Well,  if  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  objects,  wo  must  take  a 
division. 

Mr.  W.  II.  smith  :  Under  those 
circumstances,  I  have  no  alternative  but 
to  move  to  report  Progress,  and  with 
every  desire  to  promote  the  Bill.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  talks  of  introduc- 
ing the  words  **  judicial  rent;"  but  that 
deserves  vory  serious  consideration,  and, 
under  these  circumstances,  it  seems  to 
me  necessary  that  Progress  should  be 
reported. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'*That  the  Chairman  do  report  Pro- 
gress, and  ask  leave  to  sit  again." — {Mr. 
William  Menry  Smith.) 
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Mr.  W.  E.  FOESTER:  I  should  like 
to  understand  what  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman asks  us  to  report  Progress  for 
now?  Is  it  that  he  objects  to  these 
words  '*  judicial  rent"  being  in  ?  fMr. 
W.  H.  Smith  :  Yes.]  Well,  then,  there 
is  another  mode — namely,  to  strike  out 
the  words,  on  the  understanding  that 
they  will  be  brought  in  again,  but,  pro- 
bably, not  in  that  clause.  It  appears  to 
me  there  is  plenty  of  time  for  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  to  raise  the  question 
hereafter.  I  think  we  must  take  a  divi- 
sion. 

Mr.  PAENELL  said,  he  hoped  that 
when  the  Chief  Secretary  brought  the 
question  before  the  Prime  Minister  he 
would  also  bear  in  mind  the  admission 
made  by  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  the  Uniyer- 
sity  of  Dublin  (Mr.  Gibson)  that  he 
considered  this  matter  of  so  much  im- 
portance that  he  would  be  willing  to 
allow  the  Limitation  of  Costs  Bifi  to 
pass  if  he  could  retain  this  reform  in 
the  law ;  and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
also  would  recollect  that  if  he  opened 
this  gate  and  permitted  a  form  of  pro- 
cedure under  the  Civil  Bill  Court  in  one 
direction,  the  Irish  Members  would  be 
entitled  to  suggest  procedure  being 
made  in  other  directions,  and  also  of 
reforms  in  the  Superior  Courts. 

Mr.  GIBSON  said,  he  did  not  intro- 
duce the  Limitation  of  Costs  Bill  at  all. 
He  was  dealing  with  an  interruption, 
and  he  had  a  very  short  explana- 
tion of  the  matter.  He  would  say  one 
word  on  the  present  proceedings.  How 
and  why  did  the  Government  accept  the 
measure,  when  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  said  two  or  three  times  over  that 
he  would  like  to  consult  the  Prime 
Minister  on  the  subject?  They  had 
fully  a  right  now  to  have  Progress  re- 
ported. 

Mr.  W.  E.  FOESTER  :  What  I  did 
say  was  that  I  should  like  to  consult  the 
Prime  Minister  on  the  question  of  whe- 
ther I  would  answer  the  appeal  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (Sir  E. 
Assheton  Cross)  that  we  would  bring  up 
a  clause.     That  was  the  point. 

Mr.  GIBSON  said,  unquestionably, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  referred  to  a 
desire  to  consult  the  Prime  Minister 
who  was  in  charge  of  the  Bill,  and  who 
had  taken  a  most  active  interest  in  every 
single  one  of  these  clauses.  For  his 
own  part|  he  expressed  regret  that  the 


Prime  Minister  was  not  now  present ; 
and  he  considered  that  when  they  had 
got  through  1 5  clauses  with  rapidity  it 
was  a  tolerably  reasonable  request, 
after  having  given  their  reasons  on  the 
subject,  that  Progress  should  be  re- 
ported. 

Mr.  CHAPLIN  said,  he  hoped  it 
would  not  bo  necessary  to  take  a  division 
on  the  Motion  to  report  Progressv  He 
did  not  think  the  right  hon.  Gentlemen 
apprehended  the  position  which  had 
been  placed  before  him  by  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  the  University  of  Dublin  (Mr. 
Gibson).  The  position  was  this.  His 
right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  objected 
to  the  insertion  of  the  word  *' judicial" 
in  the  clause  now  before  the  Committee, 
unless  it  were  qualified  by  the  admission 
on  the  part  of  the  Government  that  they 
would  bring  up  a  clause  in  some  other 
part  of  the  Bill  more  appropriate  in 
their  view.  In  answer  to  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  said — '*  I  am  not  very 
dear  in  my  own  opinion ;  it  is  impossible 
to  decide  without  consulting  the  Prime 
Minister."  Well,  that  being  so,  could 
there  be  anything  more  reasonable  than 
that  Progress  should  be  reported  in 
order  to  enable  the  Gt)verment  to  con- 
sult their  Leader  and  Chief  on  this 
point  of  considerable  importance.  It 
was  the  more  necessary  to  do  this,  be- 
cause, as  everybody  knew,  no  important 
point  was  ever  raised  in  the  Bill  that 
any  Member  of  the  Government  would 
venture  to  decide  without  a  direct  ap- 
peal to  the  Prime  Minister.  Under  the 
circumstances,  he  hoped  Prog^ress  would 
be  now  reported. 

Mr.  MULHOLLAND  said,  he  would 
just  add  to  what  had  been  said  that  they 
were  not  suggesting  any  change  what- 
ever ;  they  were  resisting  change,  and 
supporting  a  proposal  that  had  received 
the  support  of  the  Prime  Minister  and 
the  Government  against  a  change  that, 
as  he  thought,  had  been  too  hastily 
admitted  by  the  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland. 

Mr.  W.  E.  FOESTEE  said,  he  would 
not  dispute  the  Motion  to  report  Pro- 
gress, tor  what  he  saw  induced  him  to 
think  that  they  would  not  be  allowed  to 
decide  the  question  raised. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Committee  report  Brogress;  to  sit 
again  upon  Mbni^  next. 
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fund]. 

Committee  to  consider  of  authorising  the 
Myment  out  of  the  Consolidated  Fund  of  the 
Salary  and  Betiring  Pension  of  the  Judicial 
Commiaaioner  of  the  Land  Commission,  to  be 
appointed  in  pursuance  of  axiy  Act  of  the  pre- 
sent Seaaion  relating  to  the  L<and  Law  of  Ire- 
land (Qaeen'a  Recommendation  sig^fied),  upon 
Jfomfay  next. 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter 

after  One  o'clock  till 

Monday  next. 


HOUSE    OP    LORDS, 
Mmday,  18M  Julyy  1881. 
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and  to  ask,  Whether  Her  M^'esty's  Qo- 
vernment  propose  to  take  any  steps  to 
enforce  the  regulations  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  ?  said,  the  subject  was  one  that 
had  lately  attracted  much  attention,  and 
he  should  not  have  brought  it  forward 
again  but  for  the  unsatisfactory  nature 
of  the  Ketums  just  issued.  It  would 
be  remembered  that  in  1878  an  Act 
was  passed  that  made  it  compulsory  for 
Railway  Companies  to  send  in  Returns 
every  six  months  specifying  the  kind  of 
brakes  used  by  them,  and  the  number 
of  carriages  and  engines  fitted  with 
brakes,  with  other  particulars  on  the 
subject.  Previously  to  this  the  Board 
of  Trade  had  made  a  very  careful  in- 
vestigation into  the  question  of  railway 
brakes,  acting  in  accordance  with  the 
recommendation  of  the  Railway  Acci- 
dents Commission ;  and  in  1877  a  Cir- 
cular was  issued  by  the  Board,  which 
referred  to  the  little  progress  which 
had  been  made  by  the  Companies  even 


MINUTES.]— PuBLicBiLL8—(7ow«ii'«<f«— Wild 
Birda  Protection  Act,  1880,  Amendment 
(118-166);    Burial  Grounds   (Scotland)    Act 

il866)  Amendment*  (131);  Sale  and  Use  of 
^oiaona  *  (159),  diicharged. 

ComrnitUe  —  Report  —  Tramways  Orders  Con- 
firmation (No.  2)  •  (126). 

Third  Readhig — Commons  Kogulation  (Shcn- 
field)  Provisional  Order*  (132);  Alsager 
Chapel  (Marriages)  •  (153),  an^  passed, 

Roffml  Assent — Newspapers  [44  &  45  Vict.  c. 
19]  ;  Married  Women's  Property  (Scotland) 
[44  &  46  Viet.  c.  21] ;  Post  Office  (Land)  [44  & 

45  Viet.  c.  20]  ;  Bankruptcy  and  Ceasioi  Scot- 
land] [44  &  46  Vict.  c.  22] ;  Court  of  Bank- 
ruptcy (Ireland)  (Officers  and  Clerks)  [44  & 

46  Vict.  c.  23] :  Summary  Jurisdiction  (l*ro- 
ceaa)  [44  &  45  Vict.  c.  24] ;  Local  Govern- 
ment ProvlBional  Orders  (Askem,  &c.)  [44  & 
46  Viet.  c.  xcviii] ;  Local  Government  Provi- 
sional Ordera  (UorEeld,  &c.)  [44  &  45  Vict. 
c.  xcix] ;  IncloBure  Provisional  Orders  (Thur- 
staston  Common)  [44  &  45  Vict.  c.  c] ;  Land 
Drainage  Provisional  Orders  [44  &  45  Vict. 
c.  ci]  ;  Local  Government  Provisional  Orders 
(Birmingham^  Tame,  and  Rca,  &c.)  [44  &  45 
Vict,  c.  ciil ;  Gas  Provisional  Order  [44  k  45 
Vict.  c.  ciii)  ;  Pier  and  Harbour  Orders  Con- 
firmation [44  &  45  Viet.  c.  civ] ;  Tramways 
Ordera  Confirmation  (No.  1)  [44  &  45  Vict. 
c  cv]. 

RAILWAYS-CONTINUOUS  BRAKES. 
OBSE&VATIOKS.      QUESTION. 

Eabl  DE  la  ware,  in  rising  to 
call  attention  to  the  Parliamentary  Be- 
tarn  ending  3l8t  December  1880,  re- 
la^Te  to   mlway  continuous    brakes; 


in — 

*'The  first  step  of  agreeing  upon  what  are 
the  requirements  which  in  their  opinion  are 
essential  to  a  good  continuous  brake 

The  Circular  then  proceeded  to  specify 
certain  conditions  or  requirements  for 
an  efficient  brake,  which  were  these — 

**  The  brakes  to  be  efficient  in  stopping 
trains,  instantaneous  in  their  action,  and  capable 
of  being  applied  without  difficulty  by  engine- 
drivers  or  guards. 

*'  In  case  of  accidents  to  be  instantaneously 
self-acting. 

**  The  brakes  to  be  put  on  and  taken  off  with 
facility  on  the  engine,  and  every  vehicle  in  the 
train. 

"  The  brakes  to  be  regularly  used  in  daily 
working. 

**  The  materials  employed  to  be  of  a  durable 
character,  so  as  to  be  easily  maintained  and 
kept  in  order/* 

Such  wore  the  conditions  laid  down  by 
the  Board  of  Trade  as  indispensable  for 
an  efficient  brake.  This  took  place  in 
1877.  It  was  then  added  in  tnis  Cir- 
cular— 

**  There  can  be  no  reason  for  further  delay, 
and  the  Board  of  Trade  feel  it  their  duty  again 
to  urge  upon  the  Railway  Companies  the  ne- 
cessity for  arriving  at  an  immediate  decision 
and  united  action  in  the  matter.*' 

But  what  had  been  done  ?  These  Ee- 
tums  of  the  Eailway  Companies  had 
been  carefully  and  periodically  made  ; 
but  he  regretted  to  say  that  they  showed 
comparatively  but  little  progress.  It 
was    true     there  were    Bom6    of  the 
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large  Companies  which  were  conspi- 
cuous for  the  good  example  they  had 
set.  The  Brighton  and  South  Coast 
Hailway,  among  these,  were  successfully 
employing  efficient  continuous  brakes — 
the  Westinghouse — throughout  their  sys- 
tem. He  might  also  mention  the  North- 
Eastern,  the  Great  Western,  and  the  Mid- 
land Companies,  as  taking  active  steps  to 
comply  with  the  requirements  of  the 
Board  of  Trade ;  also  the  Glasgow  and 
South  Western  and  North  British,  in 
Scotland.  But  ifthey  looked  to  the  gene- 
ral result,  as  shown  by  the  last  Return 
to  the  3 1  st  of  December,  1 880,  they  would 
arrive  at  a  very  unsatisfactory  conclusion, 
which  was  this — that  of  the  61  English 
Companies,  there  were  only  10  which 
had  in  use  any  brakes  that  fully  com- 
plied with  the  requirements  of  the  Board 
of  Trade ;  of  the  eight  Scotch  Companies 
five  so  complied,  but  of  the  21  Irish 
Companies,  not  one  complied.  Thus,  of 
the  90  Companies  of  the  United  King- 
dom, there  were  only  15  who  had  com- 
plied to  some  extent  with  the  require- 
ments of  the  Board  of  Trade.  But  from 
these  15  must  be  deducted  those  whose 
compliance  was  little  more  than  a  mat- 
ter of  form,  running  only  a  few  trains 
with  continuous  brakes,  as  if  only  to 
show  by  the  Eetums  that  they  were 
giving  them  a  trial.  Among  these 
were  the  Great  Northern,  the  Lancashire 
and  Yorkshire,  the  Manchester,  Shef- 
field, and  Lincolnshire,  the  London  and 
South- Western,  the  London,  Chatham, 
and  Dover — all  of  them  important  lines. 
Thus,  as  appeared  by  the  Eeturn,  the 
Great  Northern  had  only  four  engines 
and  35  carriages  fitted  with  brakes  as 
required  by  the  Board  of  Trade;  the 
London,  Chatham,  and  Dover  had  only 
six  engines  and  31  carriages  so  fitted; 
the  South- Western  had  only  two  en- 
gines and  10  carriages  so  fitted.  It 
furthur  appeared  that  the  London  and 
North- Western,  one  of  tho  most  import- 
ant lines,  had  from  the  first  made  no 
attempt  to  adopt  a  brake  as  recom- 
mended by  the  Board  of  Trade,  and 
were  now  compelled  to  admit  that  the 
brake  which  they  had  been  using  was  a 
failure.  Upon  the  whole  it  would  ap- 
pear that  there  were  only  about  seven 
Companies  out  of  90  who  were  actively 
carrying  out  the  recommendations  of  the 
Board  of  Trade,  and  the  number  of  pas- 
senger carriages  so  fitted  with  continuous 
brales  amounted  to  11  per  cent  of  the 
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passenger  carriages  in  the  United  King- 
dom. He  thought,  therefore,  there  was 
but  one  conclusion  at  which  they  could 
arrive,  which  was  that  the  repeated 
warnings  and  recommendations  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  had  hitherto  failed  to 
produce  any  real  efifect  upon  the  great 
bulk  of  Bfidlway  Companies  in  the 
United  Kingdom  with  reference  to  the 
use  of  continuous  brakes.  These  facts 
would  bear  him  out  in  the  appeal  which 
he  wished  to  make  to  Her  Majesty's 
Government  as  to  the  course  which  they 
intended  to  pursue.  There  were  differ- 
ences of  opinion  as  to  what  was  the  best 
kind  of  brake,  and  this  was  not  a  mat- 
ter which  could  be  discussed  with  ad- 
vantage in  their  Lordships'  House.  It 
was  a  matter  which  Kailway  Companies 
ought  themselves  to  decide  as  they  had 
the  means  and  opportunities  of  doing 
so ;  but  he  would  urge  that  the  time 
was  come  when  some  decision  ought  to 
be  arrived  at,  either  individually  or  col- 
lectively, by  Railway  Companies,  that 
an  efficient  brake  in  accordance  with  ad- 
mitted principles  of  construction  should 
be  adopted.  The  question  had  been 
much  considered,  and  many  eminent 
engineers  and  others  had  expressed 
their  opinions  with  regard  to  it.  He 
believed  there  was  not  one  of  them  who 
would  not  say  that  efficient  railway 
brakes  were  essential,  not  only  on  the 
ground  of  utility,  but  also  for  the  actual 
safety  of  the  public.  Railway  Com- 
panies deserved  praise  for  the  manner 
in  which  their  lines  were  conducted  ge- 
nerally ;  but  with  regard  to  the  me- 
chanical appliances  to  which  he  had 
drawn  attention,  they  ought,  he  held, 
to  bestir  themselves.  Voluntary  action 
on  their  part  would  be  preferable  to 
Parliamentary  interference.  The  noble 
Earl  concluded  by  asking,  Whether  the 
Government  proposed  to  take  any  steps 
to  enforce  the  regulations  of  the  Board 
of  Trade,  and  whether  they  would  lay 
on  the  Table  of  tho  House  a  Copy  of 
any  Correspondence  between  that  De- 
partment and  the  Railway  Companies^ 
Lord  SUDELEY  said,  he  would  not 
attempt  to  follow  the  noble  Earl  through 
his  detailed  analysis  of  the  Return  ;  but 
he  thought  it  would,  perhaps,  have  been 
fairer  not  merely  to  have  stated  that 
only  seven  out  of  90  Companies  were 
carrying  out  the  recommendations  of 
the  Board  of  Trade,  but  to  have  shown 
the  number  of  carriageB  and  engines 
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fitted  with  continuous  brakes.  An  ex- 
amination of  the  Eetums  relating  to 
continuous  brakes  on  railway  trains 
showed  that  1,645  engines  and  17,654 
carriages  used  in  passenger  trains  were 
00  fitted  on  the  31st  of  December,  1880  ; 
or,  in  other  words,  that  of  the  entire 
stock  used  in  passenger  traffic  33  per 
cent  of  the  engines  and  4 1  per  cent  of 
the  carriages  were  fitted  with  continuous 
brakes,  and  that  10  per  cent  of  such 
fittings  were  effected  during  the  year 
1880.  Although  some  of  the  Companies 
had  wholly  and  others  partially  adopted 
a  brake  which  fully  complied  with  the 
conditions  specified  in  the  Schedule  to 
theEailwayltetums(ContinuousBrakes) 
Act,  1878,  yet  others,  and  notably  one 
of  the  largest  Companies,  used  brakes 
which  did  not  fulfil  the  suggestions 
contained  in  the  Board  of  Trade  Cir- 
cular of  1877  with  regard  to  continuous 
brakes.  The  Board  of  Trade  had  been 
in  communication  with  the  London  and 
North-Westem  Railway  Company,  who 
up  to  the  present  time  had  not  adopted 
a  continuous  brake,  but  used  a  sectional 
brake.  They  were  informed  by  that 
Company  that  the  chairman  (Mr.  Moon) 
had  a  meeting  with  several  of  the  chair- 
men of  the  largest  Railway  Companies, 
and  the  result  of  that  interview  was 
that  directions  were  g^vcn  to  the  loco- 
motive  superintendent  of  the  London 
and  North- Western  Railway  to  consult 
with  the  locomotive  superinton clouts  of 
some  of  the  other  Lines  in  the  matter. 
The  first  question  to  which  that  com- 
mittee devoted  itself,  as  shown  in  a 
letter  from  Mr.  Webb,  the  locomotive 
superintendent  of  the  London  and  North- 
Westem  Railway,  of  the  10th  of  March 
last,  was  to  obtain  a  standard  coupling 
which  would  make  it  possible  for  the 
carriages  of  one  Company  to  interchange 
with  the  carriages  of  another  C(»mpany, 
whatever  continuous  air  -  brake  they 
might  have  adopted.  In  the  opinion  of 
the  London  and  North- Western  Railway 
Company,  an  universal  coupling  was  the 
principal  thing  to  be  brought  about  to 
insure  the  interchangeability  of  stock. 
The  Board  of  Trade  were  informed 
that  when  the  question  of  this  coupling 
should  have  been  arranged,  there  was 
every  reason  to  believe  that  the  Lon- 
don and  North- Western  Railway  Com- 
pany would  see  their  way  to  adopt- 
ing a  continuous  air-brake  of  some  de- 
•oription.    Although  the  Company  were 


not  in  a  position  to  give  any  pledge  ou 
the  subject,  yet  the  negotiations  were 
being  actively  pressed  forward,  and 
there  was  reason  to  hope  that  before 
many  months  should  have  passed  a 
great  stride  would  have  taken  place 
with  regard  to  the  use  of  continuous 
brakes  all  over  the  United  Kingdom. 
In  these  circumstances,  and  while  fully 
recognizing  the  necessity  for  continuous 
brakes  for  providing  for  the  safety  of 
the  travelling  public,  the  Board  of  Trade 
did  not  think  it  desirable  at  the  present 
moment  to  take  any  further  steps  in  the 
matter.  The  inquiries  into  the  acci- 
dents of  the  last  few  months  had  again 
shown  that  many  of  them  might  have 
been  mitigated,  if  not  altogether  pre- 
vented, had  continuous  brakes  been 
adopted ;  and  that  fact,  combined  with 
the  pressure  of  public  opinion,  and  with 
the  fact  that  the  Board  of  Trade  were 
urging  on  the  Companies  to  allow  no 
delay  in  the  matter,  would,  it  was 
hoped,  bring  about  the  end  which  the 
noble  Lord  had  in  view,  and  would  pre- 
vent the  necessity  of  any  further  legisla- 
tion in  the  matter. 

Lord  COLVILLE  of  CULROSS  said, 
he  thought  that  the  noble  Earl  (Earl  I)e 
La  Warr)  had  gone  out  of  his  way  in 
complaining  of  the  Great  Northern  Rail- 
way Company,  as  instead  of  that  Com- 
pany having  done  loss  than  any  other  in 
England,  it  had,  in  his  opinion,  done 
more  to  fulfil  the  wishes  of  the  noble  Earl 
than  any  other  Company.  Ninety  per 
cent  of  their  carriages  were  fitted  with 
continuous  brakes.  A  few  weeks  ago 
12  railway  engineers,  representing  the 
London  and  North-Western  Railway, 
the  Manchester,  Sheffield,  and  Lincoln- 
shire Railway,  the  Great  Northern  Rail- 
way, the  Soutli-Eastem  Railway,  the 
Great  Southern  and  Western  Railway 
(Ireland),  the  London,  Chatham,  and 
Dover  Railway,  the  London  and  South- 
western Railway,  the  Midland  Railway, 
the  Great  Western  Railway,  the  Lan- 
cashire and  Yorkshire  Railway,  and  the 
Metropolitan  Railway,  had  met  to  con- 
sider the  question  of  continuous  brakes, 
and  their  expressed  impression  was  that 
the  simple  vacuum  brake  became  spoilt 
when  converted  into  an  automatic  brake. 
Vacuum  brakes,  however,  could  be  made 
automatic  at  an  expense  of  £lO  in  the 
case  of  an  engine  and  of  £5  in  the  case 
of  a  carriage.  The  London  and  North- 
Westem  Railway  Company  had  given 
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up  the  chain  brake,  and,  like  the  other 
Companies,  were  going  to  adopt  the 
simple  vacuum  brake. 

Lord  HOUGHTON,  speaking  on  be- 
half of  Bailwaj  Companies  with  which  he 
was  connected,  said,  they  greatly  appre- 
ciated the  manner  in  which  the  Board 
of  Trade  had  exercised  its  powers.  Had 
those  powers  been  enforced  with  prag- 
matic severity,  the  cause  of  railway 
science  would  have  suffered  seriously. 
He  submitted  that  they  had  every  reason 
to  be  satisfied  with  the  progress  which 
had  been  already  made  in  the  use  of 
continuous  brakes,  and  in  the  case  of  the 
Company  with  which  he  was  chiefly  con- 
nected, everything  desired  by  the  noble 
Earl  opposite  would  soon  be  carried  into 
effect. 

Lord  NORTON  observed  that,  though 
90  per  cent  of  railway  carriages  might 
be  now  fitted  with  continuous  brakes, 
the  question  was  rather  what  number  of 
Railway  Companies  might  have  adopted 
those  improvements;  and  it  would  be  but 
small  satisfaction  to  people  living  on 
lines  where  the  insecure  1 0  per  cent  of 
carriages  were  used,  to  know  that  in 
other  parts  of  the  Kingdom  the  lives 
of  travellers  were  in  less  danger.  He 
thought  the  noble  Earl  opposite  (Earl 
De  La  Warr)  was  incorrect  in  stating 
that  the  Act  of  1878  prescribed  any 
particular  form  of  brake.  On  the  con- 
trary, the  Board  of  Trade  had  wisely 
abstained  from  doing  so.  Its  Cir- 
cular, issued  in  1877,  called  upon  the 
Railway  Companies  to  state  what  brakes 
they  used,  in  order  to  bring  the  subject 
before  the  public ;  but  it  had  not  directed 
the  use  of  any  one  brake  lest  it  should 
take  upon  Government  a  dangerous  re- 
sponsibility, and  practically  preclude  the 
adoption  of  mechanical  improvements. 
The  Westinghouse  brake,  which  was 
generally  considered  the  best  at  that 
time,  had  been  already  improved  upon 
three  or  four  times.  Nor  was  it  the 
case  that  the  Board  had  laid  it  down  im- 
peratively that  brakes  should  be  con- 
tinuous and  automatic,  though  five  spe- 
cific qualities  were  declared  in  their 
opinion  to  be  required,  a  deficiency  in 
any  of  which  would  entail  a  heavy  re- 
sponsibility on  the  Company  in  the  event 
of  an  accident  by  collision.    The  pro- 

gress  made  in  brakes  might  be  slow ;  but 
e  thought,  on  the  whole,  that  any  im- 
perative Parliamentary  action  would 
make  it  slower.    All  that  could  be  done 
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was  to  call  the  attention  of  the  public  to 
the  subject,  require  annual  statements 
of  what  was  being  done  to  be  published, 
and  leave  the  Companies  to  find  out  the 
best  brake  to  be  used. 

MILLS   AND   FACTORIES    (INDIA)  — 
LEGISLATION.— QUESTION. 

The  Eabl  of  SHAFTESBURY  asked 
the  Under  Secretary  for  India.  Whether 
any  Bill  for  the  regulation  of  labour  in 
mills  and  factories  in  India  has  been 
brought  in  by  the  Supreme  Government? 

Viscount  ENFIELD,  in  reply,  said, 
that  an  Act  to  regulate  labour  in  fac- 
tories had  been  passed,  and  had  re- 
ceived the  assent  of  the  Governor  Gene- 
ral on  the  15th  of  April  this  year.  It 
applied  to  the  whole  of  British  India, 
and  was  compulsory  therein.  Its  chief 
provisions  were — the  determination  of 
the  age  of  children  employed,  seven 
years  being  the  minimum ;  the  limita- 
tion of  the  hours  of  employment  to  nine 
hours,  with  one  hour's  interval  of  rest ; 
the  prohibition  of  the  employment  of 
children  on  certain  dangerous  work ;  the 
fencing  of  dangerous  machinery ;  the  re- 
porting of  accidents,  and  the  appoint- 
ment of  Government  Inspectors.  While, 
however,  the  Act  applied  to  the  whole 
of  British  India,  some  discretion  was 
left  to  local  Governments  to  make  their 
own  rules  regarding  the  fencing  of  dan- 
gerous machinery,  ventilation,  inspec- 
tion, heariDg  of  appeals,  sanitary,  and 
minor  matters.  The  Act  regulated  Grown 
Factories,  except  in  certain  emergen- 
cies; but  indigo  factories  and  tea  and 
coffee  plantations  were  exempt.  He 
might  add  that  the  restrictions  on  the 
hours  of  labour  applied  to  children  only. 

WILD  BIRDS    PROTECTION  ACT,  1880, 

AMENDMENT  BILL.— (No.  118.) 

{The  Earl  of  DalJwusie.) 

COMMITTEE. 

House  in  Committee  (according  to 
Order). 

Clause  1  (Amendment  of  s.  3  of  43 
&  44  Vic.  c.  35). 

On  the  Motion  of  Lord  Aberdabb, 
Amendments  made,  in  page  1,  line  23, 
by  leaving  out  (**  or  taken  ") ;  line  25, 
by  leaving  out  (*'  or  taking  ") ;  line  27, 
by  leaving  out  ('*  or  taken")  ;  by  leav- 
ing out  lines  28  and  29. 

Lord  WALSINGHAM,  in  moving, 
in  page  1,  line  18,  after  (''repealed'') 


1109  J?oyff7  Unk$r9Uy  f Tult  IB,  1881  \ 


of  Ireland, 


1110 


to  insert  (''save  and  except  any  wild 
bird  named  in  the  schedule  annexed 
unto  the  said  Act ") ;  and  after  line  29, 
to  insert : — 

"  (3.)  Provided  always,  that  tho  present  Act 
■hall  not  apply  to  any  wild  bird  named  in  the 
ichedule  annexed  onto  the  Wild  Birds  Protec- 
tion Act,  1880/' 

said,  that  if  the  Act  passed  in  its  present 
shape  it  would  be  practically  doing  away 
with  all  protection  to  wild  birds,  and 
particularly  wild  duck,  snipes,  and  plo- 
vers. His  Amendments  would  leave  to 
owners  and  occupiers  of  land  the  right 
to  dispose  of  such  birds  as  they  had 
now  a  right  to  kill  on  their  own  ground, 
such  as  rooks,  pigeons,  and  so  forth ; 
but  they  would  tend  to  maintain  the 
protection  extended  to  wild  fowl  and 
other  birds  named  in  the  schedule  of  the 
Act  of  1 880. 

Earl  DE  LA  WAER  said,  ho  under- 
stood the  noble  Earl  to  say  that  foreign 
wild  birds  could  be  sold  under  the  Act 
unless  it  was  amended,  and  that  would 
open  the  door  to  selling  native  birds. 

The  Earl  of  ABERDEEN  said,  he 
agreed  that  unless  some  Amendment  of 
this  kind  were  made  the  Act  might  be 
evaded  and  the  birds  left  unprotected. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

The  Report  of  the  Amendments  to 
be  received  To-morrow;  and  Bill  to  be 
/»rfn/«(^  as  amended.     (No.  166.) 

ROYAL    UNIVERSITY    OF    IRELAND— 
THE  SCHEME  OF  THE  SENATE. 

QUESTION. 

Earl  CAIRNS,  who  had  the  follow- 
ing Notice  on  the  Paper  : — 

**  To  ask  Her  Majesty's  Government  Whether 
the  scheme  for  the  organization  of  the  Royal 
University,  Ireland,  has  been  presented  to  this 
House,  and,  if  so,  -why  it  has  not  boon  printed  ; 
and  whether,  before  anv  Bill  is  introduced 
affecting  the  surplus  funds  of  the  Irish  Church 
an  estimate  will  be  laid  before  Parliament  of  the 
amount  which  will  be  appropriated  for  the  Royal 
Irish  University,  showmg  the  expenditure  esti- 
mated under  separate  heads  P  " 

said,  since  he  had  given  Notice  of  this 
Question,  he  had  ascertained  that  the 
scheme  for  the  organization  of  the  Royal 
University  was  presented  by  the  Senate 
to  this  House  in  the  last  Parliament ; 
and  that,  although  it  was  not  printed  at 
the  time,  copies  had  been  supplied  to  the 
Hoote  since  .then.  He  would,  there- 
Ibire,  confine  his  Question  to  the  latter 


part  of  the  Notice.  What  ho  wanted  to 
ask  the  Government  was  this — a  scheme 
had  been  prepared  and  money  would  be 
required  to  work  it.  No  statement  had 
been  made  as  to  the  amount  which 
would  be  appropriated.  He  should  like 
to  ask  whetner  the  Government  could 
produce  any  estimate  of  the  amount  of 
money  which  would  be  required  to  carry 
out  the  proposed  scheme  ? 

Lord  CARLINGFORD  said,  before 
answering  the  Question  of  the  noble  and 
learned  Earl,  he  should  like  to  say  one 
word  about  the  nature  of  the  scheme. 
It  did  not  appear,  as  he  understood  it, 
that  the  scheme  had  any  binding  force 
whatever  upon  anyone.  He  did  not 
understand  that  the  scheme  had  any 
legislative  character  whatever.  It  was, 
of  course,  of  great  importance  on  ac- 
count of  the  information  which  it  con- 
veyed to  the  Government  and  to  Parlia- 
ment, but  no  legislative  power  was 
contained  in  the  scheme.  It  was  possible 
that  the  germ  of  legislation  would  be 
found  in  it ;  but  the  matter  must  come 
before  Parliament  in  the  shape  of  sta- 
tutes, rules,  and  orders,  which  would  be 
made  by  tho  Senate  of  the  University 
as  soon  as  they  were  aware  of  the  means 
which  would  be  at  their  disposal ;  and, 
under  the  Act  of  Parliament  of  1879 
and  under  the  Charter,  these  rules  and 
orders,  before  they  had  any  validity, 
would  require  the  Royal  Assent  under  the 
Sign  Manual,  and  would  have  to  be  laid 
before  both  Houses  of  Parliament.  Thus 
by  the  provisions  of  the  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment and  the  Charter,  both  the  Govern- 
ment and  Parliament  would  have  very 
ample  means  of  control  over  the  action 
of  the  University.  If,  indeed,  the 
scheme  had  anything  in  it  essentially 
objectionable,  or  if  the  Senate  of  the 
University  had  violated  the  conditions 
laid  down  in  the  Act  of  1 879,  it  would 
before  now  have  been  the  duty  of  Her 
Majesty *8  Government  to  make  objec- 
tions, and  the  Senate  would  have  no 
power  of  revising  the  scheme  or  of  pre- 
senting a  now  scheme  ;  but,  as  a  matter 
of  fact.  Her  Majesty's  Government  had 
not  found  it  necessary  to  make  any 
objections  of  the  kind.  All  that  could 
be  said  against  the  scheme,  he  thought, 
was  that  there  was,  perhaps,  a  certain 
amount  of  largeness  in  it,  an  apparent 
want  of  limit,  which,  it  might  be,  would 
require  some  notice  and  control  on  the 
part  of  the  GN>yeniment.    He  thought 
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the  noble  and  learned  Earl  did  not  need 
to  have  much  occasion  for  alarm,  be- 
cause the  Government  and  Parliament 
had  control  over  the  rules  and  orders 
which  might  be  hereafter  made  with  re- 
spect to  the  standard  of  examination;  and 
if  that  standard  was  not  sufficiently  high 
it  would  not  be  accepted.  The  prizes  would 
depend  upon  the  standard  to  be  selected, 
and  the  standard  would  be  included  in 
the  rules  and  orders.  The  Government 
would  shortly  be  prepared  to  lay  before 
Parliament,  both  in  their  Lordships' 
House  and  in  the  House  of  Commons, 
a  communication  with  the  Royal  Univer- 
sity, stating  the  sum  which  the  Govern- 
ment would  propose  to  Parliament  as 
sufficient  for  the  University,  and  express- 
ing the  views  of  the  Government  upon  the 
scheme  and  the  allocation  of  the  Ainds. 
At  the  same  time,  he  would  say  that  he 
thought  it  would  not  be  well  to  pledge 
the  Government  as  to  details  in  a  matter 
of  this  kind.  He  thought  that  the 
document  which  he  should  shortly  be 
able  to  lay  before  Parliament  would 
plainly  show  what  was  the  opinion  of 
the  Government  on  the  subject,  and  he 
believed  it  would  satisfy  the  noble  and 
learned  Earl  and  others  who  felt  in- 
terested in  the  matter. 

Earl  CAIRNS  said,  he  quite  agreed 
with  the  noble  Lord  that  the  scheme 
communicated  by  the  Senate  had  no 
binding  efifect  of  itself;  but,  of  course,  if 
the  Government  were  to  present  that 
scheme  to  Parliament,  and  to  accompany 
it  with  a  request  that  Parliament  would 
provide  out  of  the  Church  Surplus,  or 
any  other  fund,  a  certain  amount  of 
money  to  give  effect  to  that  scheme,  that 
would,  of  course,  be  an  endorsement,  in 
the  first  place,  by  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment, and,  in  the  second  place,  by  Par- 
liament, of  the  scheme  of  the  Senate. 
If  the  Government  were  able  to  lay  the 
communication  on  the  Table,  it  would  be 
so  far  satisfactory. 

LoBD  CARLINGFORD  said,  that  was 
what  he  understood.  The  Government 
and  Parliament  would  be  perfectly  free 
to  deal  with  the  rules  and  orders  of  the 
University  when  they  came  before  them. 

LoBD  EMLY  said,  he  had  put  a  Ques- 
tion the  other  evening  to  his  noble  Friend 
the  Lord  Privy  Seed  as  to  whether  the 
Government  would  undertake  to  put  the 
Senate  of  the  Royal  Irish  University  in 
a  position  to  hold  their  matriculation 
examination  daring  the  present  year. 
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His  noble  Friend  stated  that  the  Go- 
vernment would  do  so ;  but  he  thought 
there  was  some  misapprehension  out-of- 
doors  on  the  subject.  He  would  be 
much  obliged  if  his  noble  Friend  would 
now  repeat  the  statement  he  made  the 
other  evening. 

Lord  CARLINGFORD  said,  he  was 
not  aware  how  there  could  be  any  doubt 
about  his  words.  He  had  said  that  it  was 
the  intention  of  the  Government  within 
a  very  short  time  to  bring  in  a  Bill  for 
the  purpose  of  simply  charging  an 
annual  sum  on  the  Irish  Church  Fund 
for  the  Royal  Irish  University. 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  past 

Six  o'clock,  till  To-morrow, 

Eleven  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Monday,  l^th  July,  1881. 


MINUTES.]— New  Memuer  Sworn— Alexan- 
der Asher,  esquire,  for  the  Elg^n  District  of 
Burghs. 

Supply — considered  in  Committee — Civil  Ser- 
vices, £1,686,600— Class  II.— Salaries  axd 
Expenses  op  Civil  Departments  ;  Class  III. 
— Law  and  Justice  ;  Class  IV. — Edv cation, 
Science,  and  Art  ;  Class  V. — Foreign  and 
Colonial  Services;  Class  VI. — Non-Epfec- 
tive  and  Charitable  Services;  Class  VII. 
— Miscellaneous  ;  Revenue  Departments, 
£660,000. 

Public  Bills  —  Ordered — First  Reading — Seed 
Supply  and  other  Acts  (Ireland)  Amend- 
ment [217]. 

Second  Heading — PubUc  Loans  (Ireland)  Kerais- 
sion*  [212];  Veterinary  Surgeons  [214]; 
Metropolitan  Board  of  Works  (Money) 
[204]  ;  Incumbents  of  Benefices  Loans  Ex- 
tension [213]. 

Committee — Land  Law  (Ireland)  [136] — r.p. 

Committee  —  Report  —  Third  Reading — ^Metallic 
Mines  (Gunpowder)  *  [196],  and  passed. 

Third  Reading — Turnpike  Acts  Continuance* 
[206],  and  passed. 

^MrfratTfi— Bankruptcy*  [137]. 

QUESTIONS. 
— ^o^  — 

PIERS  AND  HARBOURS  (IRELAND)- 
BUMATROSHAN  PIER. 

Mb.O'DONNELL  asked  the  Financial 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  in  reference 
to  works  on  Bumatroshan  Pier,  co. 
Donegal,  If  he  oould  state  what  is  the 
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amount  of  the  contract  for  this  work ; 
the  date  at  which  contractor  was  bound 
to  complete  work ;  the  total  amount 
actaally  paid  to  contractor;  and  the 
several  amounts  paid  on  account  of  such 
works,  and  to  whom  and  for  what  such 
amounts  were  paid  ;  if  the  work  is  yet 
completed ;  and,  if  not,  how  soon  it  will 
be;  if  time  of  contract  has  already 
run  over ;  and,  in  this  case,  if  Board  of 
Works  will  levy  any  penalties;  if  any 
extra  works  besides  those  mentioned  in 
contract  have  been  ordered  to  be  exe- 
cuted by  the  contractor,  the  nature  of 
such  works,  and  the  price  paid  or  to  be 
paid  for  them ;  and,  how  soon  the  extra 
works,  amounting  to  £980,  mentioned 
in  Return  244,  will  be  commenced,  as 
the  people  in  the  district  are  in  sore  need 
of  employment  ? 

Lord  FREDEEICK  CAVENDISH: 
Sir,  the  amount  of  the  contract  for  this 
work  was  £1,900,  and  £1,898  has  been 
paid  to  the  contractor,  besides  which 
only  some  £16  has  been  paid  for  ex- 
penses. The  work  is  all  but  completed, 
although  the  contract  time  does  not  ex- 
pire until  the  1st  of  October  next.  Extra 
works  were  required  to  the  value  of  £68  ; 
on  the  other  hand,  there  were  savings 
of  £70.  The  extra  works  referred  to  in 
the  last  paragraph  of  the  Question  will, 
I  am  informed,  be  commenced  imme- 
diately. 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE  (IRELAND)— 
WATERFORD  TRINITY  SESSIONS. 
Me.  O'DONNELL  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, Whether  the  recent  Trinity  Quarter 
Sessions  for  the  city  of  Waterford  and 
for  the  division  of  Lismore,  county 
Waterford,  were  legally  fixed  for  the 
20th  June  and  Ist  July  respectively; 
whether  accordingly  the  suitors  in  all 
cases  before  the  court,  with  their  wit- 
nesses and  the  professional  gentlemen 
who  practise  at  those  sessions,  attended 
in  due  course  to  transact  their  business  ; 
whether  the  sessions  were  immediately 
adjourned,  notwithstanding  that  no  no- 
tice had  been  given  to  the  public  of  any 
intention  to  adjourn  the  court ;  whether 
this  was  done  solely  to  suit  the  conveni- 
ence of  the  county  chairman,  Mr.  Waters; 
whether  this  gentleman,  being  chairman 
of  the  county  Waterford,  was  recently 
appointed  chairman  of  the  amalgamated 
counties  of  Gavan  and  Leitrini ;  whether 
his  appointment  in  this  double  capacity 


has  not  caused  the  utmost  inconvenience 
to  the  two  districts  so  remote  from  each 
other ;  whether  immediately  on  being 
appointed  to  Cavan  and  Leitrim,  Mr. 
Waters  attempted  to  adjourn  the  Easter 
Quarter  Sessions  there  in  the  same  way ; 
whether,  notwithstanding  that  several 
weeks'  notice  of  the  adjournment  was 
duly  given,  the  Law  Officers  of  the 
Crown  did  not  decide  that  such  a  course 
was  quite  illegal;  whether  this  attempt  at 
adjournment  was  accordingly  abandoned 
in  consequence  of  the  remonstrances  in 
this  House  of  the  county  Members. ;  whe- 
ther the  adjournment  of  the  sessions  for 
the  county  Waterford  is  equally  illegal ; 
and  why  it  was  that  no  previous  notice  of 
the  intended  postponement  was  afforded 
as  in  the  Leitrim  case;  whether  Mr. 
Waters,  having  been  made  aware  that 
his  action,  re  Leitrim,  was  illegal,  gave 
no  notice  of  postponement  to  prevent 
protest ;  if  so,  what  notice  the  Govern- 
ment propose  to  take  of  Mr.  Waters' 
conduct ;  and,  whether  the  appointments 
in  question  are  in  the  gift  of  the  Lord 
Chancellor  ? 

Tfte  SOLICITOE  GENERAIi  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  Johnson)  :  Sir, 
the  first  four  Questions  involved  in  this 
inquiry  relate  to  the  Trinity  Sessions  of 
this  year  for  the  City  of  Waterford  and 
for  the  Lismore  Division.  The  City  of 
Waterford  Sessions  were  fixed  for  the 
23rd  of  June,  and  held  on  that  day  by 
the  County  Court  Judge,  who  disposed 
of  all  the  business.  The  Lismore  Ses- 
sions were  fixed  for  the  1st  of  July,  and 
held  on  that  day  by  the  County  Court 
Judge,  who  disposed  of  all  the  business 
in  which  there  was  any  attendance,  and 
then  adjourned  the  Sessions  to  the  8th 
of  July.  This  adjournment  was  necessi- 
tated by  the  public  exigency,  because 
the  County  Court  Judge  had  to  sit  else- 
where ;  it  was  not  for  his  convenience. 
Previous  notice  was  given  to  the  prac- 
titioners, and  I  am  not  aware  that  incon- 
venience was  occasioned  by  it.  With 
respect  to  the  last  eight  Questions,  Mr. 
Waters,  the  County  Court  Judge  of 
Waterford,  was  transferred  in  December 
last  to  the  County  C-ourt  group  of  Cavan 
and  Leitrim,  then  vacant  by  the  death  of 
theJudge,  and  as  Waterford  cannot  atpre- 
sent  be  united  to  the  counties  with  which 
it  is  to  be  grouped,  Mr.  Waters,  whose 
counties  were  as  near  as  those  of  any 
Judge  who  could  have  been  appointed 
under  the  Statute,  was  appointed  terapo« 
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raiy  County  Court  Judge  of  Waterford. 
These  appointments  are  not  in  the  g^ft  of 
the  Lora  Chancellor.  No  attempt  was 
made  by  Mr.  Waters  to  adjourn  the  Easter 
Sessions  in  Cavan  and  Leitrim,  and  no 
opinion  given  by  the  Law  Officers  on 
such  attempt.  What  occurred  was  this 
— The  dates  were  altered  by  a  Privy 
Council  Order;  but  the  hon.  Member 
for  Leitrim  (Mr.  Tottenham)  drew  at- 
tention to  the  circumstance  that  suffi- 
cient time  was  not  given  for  service  of 
certain  classes  of  process,  and  the  dates 
were  accordingly  altered  by  a  subse- 
quent Order.  The  adjournment  of  the 
sessions  for  the  division  of  Waterford 
was  legal  and  pursuant  to  statute,  and 
I  am  not  aware  of  anything  illegal  in 
the  action  of  the  County  Court  Judge. 

Mb.  TOTTENHAM  asked  whether 
the  sessions  at  Lismore  and  at  Carrick- 
on-Shannon  were  not  fixed  for  July  Ist, 
at  the  same  hour ;  and  also  whether  the 
Chairman  of  Leitrim,  instead  of  coming 
at  12  o'clock  on  the  1st,  came  at  1  o'clock 
on  the  2nd  ? 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  Johnson)  :  I  am 
afraid  I  cannot  answer  the  Question 
now.  I  will  inquire,  if  the  hon.  Mem- 
her  dosires  it 

Mb.  O'DONNELL  asked  where  Mr. 
Waters  was  sitting  on  the  day  appointed 
for  holding  the  sessions  at  Lismore  ? 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  Johnson)  :  I  am 
not  certain  which  of  the  divisions  in  the 
group  it  was,  and  therefore  cannot  an- 
swer specifically ;  but  if  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber desires  to  know,  I  will  ascertain. 

NAVY— H.M.S.  "  VANGUARD." 

Mb.  O'SULLIYAN  asked  the  Secre- 
tary to  the  Admiralty,  If  it  is  true  that 
after  Captain  Coppin  was  refused  the 
extension  of  time  asked  for  the  lifting  of 
H.M.S.  **  Vanguard,"  that  he  then  wrote 
to  the  Admiralty  on  the  3rd  of  December 
1878,  offering  to  purchase  the  ship  as 
she  lay  for  the  sum  of  ten  thousand 
pounds,  and  to  give  security  therefor  in 
the  usual  way  as  soon  as  the  offer  was 
accepted ;  and,  if  so,  why  was  the  offer 
80  made  refused  which  thereby  entailed 
a  loss  of  ten  thousand  pounds  to  the 
Country  ? 

Mb.  TREVELYAN  :  Sir,  on  the  19th 
of  October,  1878,  Captain  Coppin  offered 
to  purchase  the  Vanguard  for  £10,000, 
ana  to  pay  for  her  in  90  days  from  date 

The  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland 


of  acceptance  of  his  offer,  providing  the 
''  customary  contract  ^iretiee."  The 
usual  practice  in  sales  is  to  require  cash, 
but  Captain  Coppin  was  requested  to 
furnish  the  names,  addressee,  and  call- 
ings of  the  gentlemen  who  would  be 
willing  to  stand  sureties  for  the  payment 
of  £10,000  in  three  months.  On  the 
14th  of  November  he  declined  to  do  so, 
on  the  ground  that  acceptance  of  his 
offer  should  precede  the  production  of  his 
sureties.  The  experience  which  the  Ad* 
miralty  had  had  in  their  previous  rela- 
tions with  Captain  Coppin — an  expe- 
rience which  I  related  the  other  day — 
led  them  to  consider  his  proposal  unsatis- 
factory. I  need  not  remind  the  House 
of  the  grave  inconveniences  that  might 
arise  if  a  Gk)vernment  Department  was 
to  give  bargains  out  of  which  money 
might  direcUy  or  indirectly  be  made  to 
persons  of  whose  financial  position  they 
were  not  assured. 

ARMY— DECEASED  SOLDIERS' 
EFFECTS. 

Mb.  eraser-mackintosh  asked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  If  he 
can  explain  why  the  pay  and  effects  of 
Robert  Maclean,  private  72nd  Foot,  who 
died  at  Cabul  6th  December  1&79,  haye 
not  been  paid  to  the  father  of  the  de- 
ceased, notwithstanding  several  applica- 
tions, and  that  the  War  Office  instruc- 
tions are  very  plain  on  the  point  of  delay 
in  such  cases  ? 

Mb.  CHILDERS:  Sir,  in  reply  to 
my  hon.  Friend,  I  do  not  think  that  the 
delay  in  this  case  has  been  so  g^reat  as 
might  appear.  Private  Madean  died  in 
Afghanistan,  and  his  regiment  did  not 
return  to  India  till  the  end  of  1880.  It 
is  not  possible,  with  due  regard  to  the 
interests  of  the  man's  representatives,  to 
dispose  of  a  soldier's  effects  until  they 
can  be  bought  at  a  fair  price ;  and  this 
cannot  often  be  got  on  active  service,  or 
until  the  return  of  the  regiment.  The 
account  in  this  case  is  expected  daily, 
and  the  proceeds  will  be  duly  dealt  with ; 
but  I  cannot  say  that  there  has  been  no 
delay,  and  I  have  called  for  explanations. 
If  it  is  not  satisfactory,  the  responsible 
officer  will  be  censured.  I  may  repeat 
what  I  have  said  before  in  the  House, 
that  the  instructions  on  this  subject  are 
quite  precise,  and  that  I  intend  to  take 
serious  notice  of  every  case  of  non-com- 
pliance. 
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. ^^  .  „,^    «^»^«„,^«  «^. .  X  T^  itt  Great  Britain  or  Ireland  between 

STATE  OF  TBEL^-S^RffFS  SALE  ^^^^^^^  ^^^  p^^„^^  ^^^.^^^  ^^  ^^^^ 

AT  HED  CROSS.  pj^^£  ^£  compliance  with   the  French 
Mb.  W.  J.  COEBET  asked  the  Chief  Marriajro  Laws  ? 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire-  Siu  WILLIAM   H ARCOURT :   Sir, 
land,  Whether  it  is  true  that  a  force,  we  have  done  all  we  could  in  the  matter 
oonsistiDg  of  a  resident  magistrate,  two  by  making  as  public  as  possible  the  pro- 
officers,  and  eeyenty-two  policemen,  was  visions  of  the  French  Marriage  Laws, 
sent  down  to  a  Sheriff's  Sale  at  Red-  and  warning  persons  against  the  risks  of 
croes,  in  the  county  Wicklow,   on  the  marrying  French  subjects  in  this  coun- 
30th  June,  in  direct  opposition  to  the  try ;  but  I  do  not  know  that  we  could 
publicly  expressed  desire  of  the  sheriff,  go  to  the  extent  of  making  persons  who 
Mr.  W.   H.   Brownrigg ;   whether  his  celebrate  marriages  in  this  country  en- 
attention  has  been  called  to  a  corre-  force  the  conditions  of  a  foreign  law. 
spondence  printed  in  the  ''  Daily  Ex-  ^Ir.  LEEMAN  asked  the  Under  Se- 
press "  newspaper  between  the  sheriff,  eretary  of    State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
the  secretary  of  the  Emergency  Com-  Whether,  having  regard  to  the  misery 
mittee,  and   the  solicitors  of  the  Rev.  and  distress  constantly  occurring  through 
Mr.  Johnson,   the  landlord,    at  whose  the    dissimilarity  between   the   French 
suit  the  sale  took  place  ;  whether  he  has  and  English  Marriage  Laws,  Her  Ma- 
noticed    the  following  passage  in  the  jesty's  Government  is  prepared  to  re- 
sheriff's  letter  of  1st  July  : —  commend  to  the  Government  of  France 
•'  As  I  anticipated,  the  entire  amounts  of  the  such  a  modification  of  the  French  Mar- 
nipective  write  were  willingly  and  peaceahly  riage  Laws  as   sliall  in  future  prevent 
pid,  not  as  the  result  of  the  attendance  of  the  English  Women   being  entrapped  into 
Emenrency  Committee,  hut  the  good  faith  and  °  .              'i.!,    t?         it                i     *     v 
honS^ol  the  parties  I  had  to  deal  with,  and  marriage    with  Frenchmen    only  to  be 

of  which  I  was  well  assured  before  I  wrote  the  dishonoured  and  cast  off  at  will  r 

ktter  your  article  referred  to.    I  cannot  help  SiB    CHARLES    W.    DILKE  :    Sir, 

idding  that  in  my  mind    such   unnccessarj-  Her  Majesty's   Government   appreciate 

diiDUys  of  physical  force    are   calculated  to  y^^  ^^^.j^^^  ^^^^^^  ^^  ^^^  ^.^^^^3  ^^  ^|^^ 

inflame  the  minds  of  the  people,  and  add  verv  -n         i    i        •               ^    . 

much  to  the  difficulties  of  the  sheriff  in  the  pro'-  Frencli  law  m  regard  to  marriages  con- 

per  discharge  of  his  duties; "  tracted  by  English  women  with  French 

and,  whether  he  wUl  inform  the  House  ^^^i^f^'   b»t  do  not  consider  that  it 

on  whose    information  or  application,  r,''"^^'^."^  "">'  P™   1      "'**      ^    ^^ 

and  by  what  authority,  the  county  of  trench  Government  to  propose  to  the 

Wicklow  has  been  subjected  to  the  ex-  ^''^'"'^  Parliament  to  alter  the  law. 
pease  consequent  on  the  movement  of 

this  force?  EVICTIONS  (IRELAND)— MRS.  BLAKE'S 

Mn.  W.  E.  FORSTER,  in  reply,  said,  ESTATE  AT  RENTYLE. 

that  the  hon.  Menaber  was  asking  this  ^^      ^    p    q-CONNOR    asked    tho 

Question  underamisapprehension.  There  ^^^^  Secretary  to  tho  Lord  Lieutenant 

TCuld  bono  expense  to  the  county  of  „£  Iceland,  Whether  he  has  received  in- 

Wicklow  for  the  movement  or  the  force.  «         x-       •        e     ««^  4.^  4.1,^  ««4.«4.^  «r 

•p        •  £         x.             •     J   i.1.    r«  formation  in  reierenco  to  tne  estate  of 

From  information  received,  the  Goveni.  ^       ^j^           Eenvyle,  to  the  effect 

ment  had  reason  to  believe  that  but  for  ^        ^          j  j^^^  jjeany  and  Pat- 

the  precautions  taken  there  would  have      .  1    tt  a^     ^^*- ««  ^c  ^^^ 

X      *^         .        J-  i.     u            t,  ^x.       1  nek  Heany,  are  under  sentence  of  evic- 

been  a  serious  disturbance  at  the  sale.       x-       r  >  *  4.1.^  ^  4,^ * 

tion  for  one  year  s  rent,  these  tenants 

_  beins:  clothed  in  racfs,  havinc:  all  the 

FRAN-CE-THE  FREXCH  MARRIAGE  ^pp /trance  of  starvation,  and  *iweUing 

LAWS.  jjj  wretched  cabins ;  whether  it  is  a  fact 

Mb.  LEEMAN  asked  the  Secretary  of  that  the  majority  of  the  tenants  on  the 

State  for  the  Home  Department,  Whe-  entatehave  as  their  only  food  Indian  meal, 

ther,  having  regard  to  the  misery  and  and,  in  some  cases,  a  little  milk ;  and, 

distress  arising  out  of  the  dissimilarity  whether  he  still  adheres  to  the  statement 

now  existing  between  the  English  and  that  the  tenants  have  potatoes  for  sale  ? 

French  Marriage  Laws,   Her  Majesty's  The  hon.  Member  further  asked  whether 

Oovemment  will   introduce  a  measure  the  Chief  Secretary  had  seen  a  letter 

rendering  it  incumbent  upon  any  legally  written  by  Mr.  William  Thompson,  who 

ftnthorised  person  celebrating  a  marriage  was  the  Special  Gorrespondont  of  ' '  The 
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Standard"  last  year  in  Ireland,  con- 
cerning the  statements  made  by  Mr. 
Bernard  Becker,  the  Special  Corre- 
spondent of  '*  The  Daily  News?  " 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER,  in  reply,  said, 
that  he  had  seen  the  letter  referred  to  ; 
but  before  seeing  it  he  had  ordered  special 
inquiries  to  be  made  into  this  subject, 
and  he  must  therefore  ask  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber to  put  the  Question  off  for  a  few 
davs 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  said,  he  had 
put  the  Question  upon  the  Paper  several 
days  ago,  and  that  it  was  practically  a 
repetition  of  one  to  which  he  had  got  an 
answer  which  proved  to  be  incorrect. 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER  thought  that 
if  the  hon.  Member  said  the  answer  was 
iucorrect,  he  was  taking  matters  for 
eranted.  He  wished  the  inquiry  should 
be  made  by  some  person-  not  living  on 
the  spot,  and  had  thus  been  obliged  to 
give  some  time  to  it. 

PROTECTION  OF  PERSON  AND  PRO- 
PERTY  (IRELAND)  ACT,  1881— MR.  J. 
A.  MACAULAY,  A  PRISONER  UNDER 
THE  ACT— CONDITIONAL  RELEASE. 

Mr.  HEALY  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  Mr.  T.  A.  Macaulay,  a  matri- 
culated student  in  arts  of  the  Queen's 
University,  confined  under  the  Coercion 
Act  in  Kilmainham  Gaol,  was  on  the 
9th  instant  informed  that  he  would  be 
released  on  signing  a  document  then  pre- 
sented to  him ;  whether  Mr.  Macaulay 
refused  to  sigpi ;  whether  he  is  still  de- 
tained in  gaol ;  if  so,  whether  he  is  now 
confined  for  refusing  to  sign  this  docu- 
ment, or  for  being  '^reasonably  sus- 
pected ; "  if  the  latter,  would  he  state 
on  what  grounds  the  Government  pro- 
posed to  release  him ;  if  the  former, 
whether  there  is  anything  in  the  Coer- 
cion Act  authorising  the  Government  to 
keep  a  man  in  gaol  for  refusing  his  sig- 
nature to  conditions;  whether,  in  con- 
sequence of  Mr.  Macaulay's  refusal,  it  is 
intended  to  keep  him  the  full  eighteen 
months  in  gaol ;  and,  if  it  is  the  fact 
that,  after  his  refusal  to  sign,  he  was 
dismissed  by  the  prison  doctor  from  the 
hospital  where  he  previously  was,  and 
sent  back  to  his  cell  ? 
.  Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER:  Sir,  Mr. 
Macaulay  was  offered  his  release  if  he 
would  sign  the  undertaking  now  usually 
Bigpied  by  such  persons  on  their  release. 

Mr.  T.P.  0^  Connor 


His  release  was  offered  him  chiefly  on 
account  of  his  health,  and  partly  because 
it  was  considered  safe  for  the  public 
peace  to  set  him  at  liberty.  But  he  re- 
fused to  sign  the  undertaking,  and  con- 
sequently he  is  still  detained  in  prison. 
When  I  read  to  the  House  what  the 
undertaking  is,  I  think  the  House  will 
understand  that  a  refusal  upon  the  part 
of  prisoners  to  sign  it  is  proof  that  it  is 
not  safe  to  release  them.  It  is  simply 
this — 


"I 


now  a  pnsoner  in 


Jaa 


under  the  Protection  of  Person  and  Property 
(Ireland)  Act,  hereby  undertake,  on  being  re- 
leased from  custody  under  the  said  Act,  not  to 
commit  any  treasonable  practices  or  to  commit 
any  act  of  violence  or  intimidation  against  any 
of  Her  Majesty's  subjects,  or  in  any  manner, 
directly  or  indirectly,  to  incite  others  to  the 
commission  of  such  an  act ;  and  I  hereby  ac- 
knowledge and  I  shall  bo  liable  to  be  re-arreet€Kl 
if  I  fail  to  comply  with  this  undertaking." 

It  is  an  argument  against  liberating  a 
man  that  he  refuses  to  sign  such  a  docu- 
ment. On  the  11th,  Mr.  Macaulay  and 
two  others  were  discharged  from  the  in- 
firmary, but  his  discharge  had  no  connec- 
tion with  his  refusal  to  sign  the  docu- 
ment. 

Mb.  HEAXiY  asked  whether  it  was 
not  the  fact  that  Mr.  Macaulay  said  he 
would  not  sign,  because  that  would  have 
been  an  admission  of  guilt ;  and  if  he 
was  suffering,  as  the  Chief  Secretary 
had  admitted,  as  he  was  about  to  release 
him  on  account  of  ill  health,  from,  some 
form  of  pulmonary  disease  ? 

Mji.  W.  E.  FORSTER :  Sir,  I  am  not 
aware  that  he  made  such  a  statement, 
and  I  do  not  see  how  he  could  have 
made  such  a  statement.  The  document 
is  purposely  drawn  up  so  as  to  avoid 
giving  the  impression  that  there  is  any 
acknowledgment  of  guilt  in  signing  it. 
Such  an  impression  is  an  extraordinary 
one,  and  on  consideration  it  will  be  seen 
that  it  is  a  mistaken  one.  As  to  the 
state  of  his  health,  I  am  informed  that 
he  was  well  enough  to  be  discharged 
from  the  infirmary,  and  that  is  all  the 
information  I  have. 

Mr.  HEALY  asked  how,  if  Mr.  Ma- 
caulay was  not  well  enough  to  be  kept 
in  prison,  he  was  well  enough  to  be  dis- 
charged from  the  infirmary  and  sent  to 
a  cell,  and  whether  it  was  the  intention 
of  the  Government  to  keep  him  in  prison 
till  the  end  of  the  term  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER  said,  the  idea 
of  this  man ' 
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IfB.  HEALY :  Thia  gentleman.  He 
IB  a  matrionlated  student. . 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER,  resuming, 
Bsid,  the  idea  of  Mr.  Macaulay  on  this 
matter  had  nothing  to  do  with  the  ques- 
tion of  his  release.  The  reason  for 
offering  him  his  release  was  the  condi- 
tion of  his  health ;  and,  secondly,  be- 
cause it  was  deemed  safe  for  the  public 
peace  to  release  him ;  but  his  extraor- 
dinary refusal  to  sigpi  the  undertaking 
rather  removed  the  latter  impression. 

JA34AICA  — ADMINISTRATION  OF  THE 
LAW  — FLOGGING. 

Mr.  FIBTH  asked  the  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Colonies,  Whe- 
ther his  attention  has  been  called  to  a 
lentence  of  fourteen  days'  imprisonment 
md  twenty  lashes  with  the  cat,  recently 
passed  by  Judge  Ernst  in  the  Northern 
Distriot  Court  of  Jamaica  upon  a  man 
named  Evans,  charged  with  stealing  a 
dogwood  tree  of  the  value  of  two  shil- 
lings ;  whether  it  is  the  fact  that  such 
imprisonment  and  flogging  were  in- 
flicted, but  that  afterwards  upon  an 
appeal  to  the  Court  of  Appeal,  the  judg- 
ment was  reversed,  and  the  Court  held 
that  there  was  no  right  to  inflict  flogging 
for  such  an  offence;  and,  whether  the 
conduct  of  Judge  Ernst  has  been  re- 
viewed, or  Evans  compensated ;  or  whe- 
ther it  is  proposed  that  either  of  these 
things  shall  be  done  ? 

Sir  CHAELES  W.  DILKE,  in  reply, 
said,  his  attention  had  been  called  to  this 
subject  by  paragraphs  in  the  newspapers, 
ana  those  paragraphs  confirmed  and 
fully  bore  out  the  statements  contained 
in  the  first  two  branches  of  his  hon. 
Friend's  Question.  No  Beport  had 
been  received  from  the  Colony  on  the 
subject,  but  a  Heport  had  now  been 
called  for. 


THE    NEWFOUNDLAND   FISHERIES  — 
FRENCH  RIGHT  OF  FISHING. 

Captain  AYLMEE  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Afiairs, 
What  is  the  present  position  of  the 
question  between  this  Country  and 
France  as  to  the  west  shore  of  New- 
foundland ;  and,  if  the  statement  in  the 
**  Standard  "  is  correct  that  the  French 
Commandant  on  the  Coast  expressed  his 
approval  of  the  conduct  of  the  residents 
there  in  resisting  the  officials  of  the 
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Newfoundland  Government  in  the  exe- 
cution of  their  duty  ? 

Sir  CHAELES  W.  DILKE:  Sir, 
a  Commission  consisting  of  Admiral 
Pierre,  representing  the  French  Go- 
vernment, and  Admiral  Miller,  repre- 
senting Her  Majesty's  Government,  is 
now  silting  in  London  for  the  considera- 
tion of  the  questions  which  require  set- 
tlement in  connection  with  the  French 
rights  of  fishery  on  the  coast  of  New- 
foundland. The  French  Commandant 
appears  to  have  expressed  the  opinion 
that  the  residents  in  St.  George's  Bay 
are  not  liable  to  the  payment  of  Customs 
duties  to  the  Newfoundland  Govern- 
ment. Explanations  have  been  asked 
for,  and  it  is  not  yet  possible  to  state 
precisely  what  has  occurred. 

Captain  AYLMEB  asked  when  it 
was  likely  that  Papers  on  the  subject 
would  be  laid  on  the  Table  ? 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  said, 
that  the  Commission  had  been  now 
sitting  for  three  months,  and  he  did  not 
know  when  its  labours  would  be  con- 
cluded. He  was  not,  therefore,  in  a 
position  to  give  an  answer  to  the  Ques- 
tion. 

LANDLORD  AND  TENANT  (IRELAND) 
ACT,  1870  —  THE  BESSBOROUGIl 
COMMISSION. 

Sir  WILLIAM  PALLISER  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  Whether  the  Report 
of  Lord  Bessborough's  Commission  was 
altered  after  the  4th  of  January  last,  the 
date  on  which  it  was  signed,  in  conse- 
quence of  the  study  by  the  Commission 
of  the  rebutting  evidence  subsequent  to 
that  date ;  and,  if  so,  what  alterations 
were  introduced ;  and,  whether  he  will 
request  the  Commission  to  supply  the 
dates  of  the  **  Statements  in  reply  to  or 
in  explanation  of  evidence,"  as  well  as 
the  dates  at  which  those  statements  were 
received  back  from  the  printers  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER,  in  reply,  said, 
he  had  no  information  which  would 
enable  him  to  answer  the  Question,  and 
did  not  know  that  he  had  any  authority 
to  call  upon  the  Secretary  to  the  Com- 
mission for  any  explanation  on  the  sub- 
ject. The  Question  ought  to  be  ad- 
dressed to  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
County  of  Cork  (Mr.  Shaw),  who  was  a 
Member  of  the  Commission,  and  would, 
no  doubt,  be  perfectly  ready  to  an- 
swer it. 
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CTTST0M8— CLERKS  IN  THE  WARE- 
HOUSING DEPARTMENT. 

Mb.  LALOE  asked  the  Financial 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  Whether,  in 
the  event  of  the  contemplated  changes 
in  the  Warehousing  Departments  of 
the  Customs  leading  to  the  displacement 
of  any  of  the  Upper  Division  or  Kedun- 
dant  Clerks,  the  Government  will  make 
every  effort  to  provide  them  with  suit- 
able clerical  situations,  either  in  the 
proposed  Department  of  Agriculture 
and  Commerce,  should  it  be  formed,  or 
in  other  branches  of  the  Public  Service ; 
and,  whether  the  Government  will  ask 
Parliament  for  power  to  grant  to  those 
clerks  who  may  have  to  retire  similar 
terms  of  retirement  to  those  recently 
granted  to  the  clerks  of  the  Admiralty 
and  War  Office  ? 

LoBD  FEEDEEICK  CAVENDISH : 
Sir,  in  the  event  of  the  contemplated 
changes  in  the  Warehousing  Depart- 
ments of  the  Customs  leading  to  the  dis- 
placement of  any  of  the  clerks,  the  Trea- 
sury would  much  prefer  providing  for 
such  clerks  by  transfer  rather  than  by 
pension  on  retirement.  The  Superannua- 
tion Act  provides  for  the  case  of  clerks 
compulsorily  retired ;  and  there  is,  con- 
sequently, no  intention  of  applying  to 
Parliament  for  additional  power. 

ARMY  (AUXILIARY  FORCES)— THE 
WORCESTER  MILITIA. 

Mb.  a.  MOOEE  asked  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War,  Whether  it  is  true 
that  three  Subaltern  Officers  of  the  Wor- 
cester Militia,  anxious  to  present  them- 
selves for  examination  for  the  Line  in 
September,  are  debarred  from  so  doing 
by  reason  of  not  having  completed  their 
second  training  previous  to  Ist  July; 
whether  these  officers  were  informed  by 
the  Adjutant  of  the  Eegiment  that  he 
had  distinct  instructions  from  the  War 
Office  to  the  effect  that  they  might  bo 
permitted  to  train  with  their  Eegiment 
m  July,  and  present  themselves  for  exa- 
mination in  September,  this  having  been 
done  in  a  similar  case  in  the  previous 
year,  and  that  consequently  they  need 
take  no  steps  to  train  with  another  Ee- 
giment at  an  earlier  date ;  whether  the 
adjutant  has  since  written  to  the  War 
Office  acknowledging  that  he  was  the 
cause  of  the  whole  mistake  ;  and,  whe- 
ther these  young  officers  are  to  suffer  in 
consequence   of   the  mistake   of   their 


superior  officer,  notwithstanding  that 
they  took  the  proper  course  and  made 
the  necessary  inquiries  ? 

Mb.  CHILDEES  :  This  is  a  very  pe- 
culiar and  difficult  case.  Under  the 
plain  directions  of  the  Army  Circular, 
dated  January  1  last,  subaltern  officers 
of  Militia  desiring  to  compete  for  direct 
commissions  must  complete  two  train- 
ings before  the  date  at  which  their  ap- 
plications should  be  received,  and  this 
date  for  the  September  examination  is 
the  1  st  of  July.  The  colonel  and  adjutant 
of  the  Militia  battalion  of  the  Worces- 
tershire regiment  appear  to  have  acted 
in  direct  contravention  of  this  Eegula- 
tion,  and  to  have  misled  the  officers  con- 
cerned, who  have  represented  that  they 
made  every  inquiry,  and  who  seem  to 
have  been  prepared  to  complete  their 
training  with  other  regiments.  Under 
these  circumstances,  I  have  decided  that 
if,  on  further  inquiry,  the  Commander- 
in-Chief  should  be  satisfied  that  the 
allegations  of  these  officers  are  borne 
out,  and  blame  attaches  solely  to  the 
colonel  and  adjutant,  the  latter  shall  be 
severely  censured,  and  the  Eeg^ations 
will  be  relaxed  in  this  as  a  very  special 
and  exceptional  case. 

ARMY— WIDOWS'    PENSIONS— THE 
NEW  ROYAL  WARRANT. 

Mr.  J.  COWEN  asked  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War,  If  in  previous  War- 
rants treating  of  pensions  it  was  pro- 
vided that  a  pension  might  be  awarded 
to  the  widow  of  an  officer  who  was 
twenty-five  years  younger  than  her  late 
husband  should  the  officer  have  lived 
for  seven  years  after  the  marriage ;  and, 
will  he  in  the  new  Warrant  provide  that 
the  wives  of  those  officers  who  have 
married  previous  to  the  Ist  July  1881 
may  be  allowed  the  same  advantages  as 
they  would  have  possessed  under  the 
old  Warrants  ? 

Mb.  CHILDEES  :  Yes,  Sir ;  any  offi- 
cer's widow  who  married  him  before  the 
Ist  of  July  instant  will,  in  this  respect, 
retain  any  claim  she  might  have  had 
under  former  Warrants. 

ISLANDS  OF  THE  WESTERN  PACIFIC 
—THE  SOLOMON  ISLANDS— PUNISH. 
MENT  OF  NATIVES. 

Mr.  EICHAED  asked  the  Secretary 
to  the  Admiralty,  Whether  he  can  state 
by  what  authority  Commodore  Wilson 
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de8|MttoIied  Oaptain  Maxwell  with  Her 
Majesty's  ship  "Emerald,"  to  attack 
the  inhabitants  of  the  Solomon  Islands  ; 
whether  Her  Majesty's  Government  ap- 
prove of  the  manner  in  which  the  attack 
was  carried  out,  when,  according  to 
Captain  Maxwell's  Beport,  without  pre- 
liminary inquiry  into  the  alleged  guilt 
of  those  assailed,  without  any  resistance 
on  the  part  of  the  natives,  flourishiug 
villages  were  burned,  crops  were  de- 
stroyed, fences  were  levellea,  large  num- 
bers of  the  cocoa-nut  trees  were  cut 
down, and  houses  shelled,  although  these 
houses  did  not,  in  one  instance  at  least, 
even  in  the  opinion  of  Captain  Maxwell 
himself,  belong  to  the  culprits  against 
whom  the  expedition  was  nominally  di- 
rected ;  and,  whether  hostilities  have 
been  concluded  with  these  islanders,  or 
whether  any  further  attack  is  in  contem- 
plation? 

Mb.  TREVELYAN  :  Sir,  Commodore 
Wilson,  when  he  despatched  the  Emerald^ 
acted  in  communication  with,  and  with 
the  full  approval  of.  Sir  Arthur  Q-ordon, 
the  High  Commissioner  of  the  South 
Pacific.  I  am  bound  to  state  a  fact 
which  is  not  referred  to  in  my  hon. 
Friend's  Question.  The  Emerald  was 
sent  in  consequence  of  five  different  out- 
rages, in  which  27  unoffending  people, 
induding  a  woman,  had  been  barbar- 
ously murdered  in  cold  blood.  In  the 
case  of  the  Sandfly,  we  have  reliable 
evidence  now  in  England  that  the  Chief 
whose  tribe  butchered  our  people  was 
thoroughly  aware  that  they  belonged  to 
a  race  which  did  not  encourage,  but 
had,  as  far  as  its  power  would  go,  sup- 
pressed the  abuses  of  the  labour  trafTic. 
As  a  result  of  the  expedition,  only  one 
hfe,  so  far  as  we  know,  was  taken ;  but 
acts  of  war  of  a  very  rigorous  nature 
were  inflicted,  the  only  method  of  check- 
ing and  punishing  these  outrages  which 
at  present  exists.  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment regret  that  no  other  meth(jd 
exists,  and  are  doing  their  best  to  find 
one  ;  but  they  believe  that  Commodore 
Wilson  and  Captain  Maxwell  did  their 
best  under  the  very  trying  circumstances 
in  which  they  were  placed.  No  further 
acts  of  war  are  in  contemplation ;  but 
two  of  Her  Majesty's  ships,  the  Cormorant 
and  the  Beaghy  are  now  in  and  about 
the  Island,  with  Mr.  Komilly,  a  Deputy 
Commissioner,  on  board,  and  Mr.  Komilly 
will  visit  all  the  principal  trading  and 
misaion  stations  in  those  seas. 


Mr.  GOEST  asked  whether  the  House 
was  to  understand  that  Sir  Arthur 
Gordon,  the  Governor  of  New  Zealand, 
had  authority  from  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment to  declare  war  upon  the  in- 
habitants of  the  Island  in  question  ? 

Mr.  TREVELYAN  said,  that  Sir 
Arthur  Gordon  undoubtedly  had  autho- 
rity to  send  a  ship  of  war  to  exact  re- 
tribution for  violence  of  the  nature  to 
which  reference  had  been  made. 

Mr.  O'DONNELL  asked  if  the  hon. 
Gentleman's  attention  had  been  called 
to  a  passage  in  the  Eeport  of  Captain 
Maxwell,  which  stated  that  troubles 
were  not  infrequently  caused  by  the  vio- 
lence of  the  captains  of  so-called  trading 
vessels  ? 

Mr.  TREVELYAN,  in  reply,  said, 
that,  undoubtedly,  several  outrages  had 
been  caused  owing  to  the  conduct  of  the 
captains  of  trading  vessels ;  but  it  was 
well  known  that,  so  far  as  this  country 
was  concerned,  the  abuse  of  that  traffic 
had  boon  entirely  brought  to  an  end. 
The  outrages  to  which  he  referred  were, 
he  repeated,  committed  when  it  was 
known  quite  well  that  the  people  at- 
tacked had  no  connection  with  this 
trafiic. 

ROYAL    UXIVERSITY    OF    IRELAND- 
DEGREES. 

Mr.  O'SHAUGHNESSY  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  What  are  the  steps  necessary 
to  place  the  Royal  University  of  Ireland 
(in  the  words  of  the  eleverfth  section  of 
*'The  University  Education  (Ireland) 
Act,  1879,")  *'in  a  position  to  confer 
degrees ; ''  when  it  is  proposed  to  take 
those  steps  ;  if,  having  regard  to  the 
interest  felt  in  Ireland  in  the  working  of 
'*The  University  Education  (Ireland) 
Act,  1879,"  Her  Majesty's  Government 
will  proceed  to  arrange  for  the  dissolu- 
tion of  the  Queen's  University  within  the 
time  primarily  fixed  for  its  dissolution 
by  the  eleventh  section  of  the  Act, 
namely,  before  the  *27th  April  1882, 
when  two  years  will  have  elapsed  from 
the  date  of  the  charter  of  the  Royal  Uni- 
versity ;  and,  if,  for  the  guidance  of  the 
I  large  number  of  young  men  who  desire 
j  to  matriculate  in  the  Royal  University 
as  soon  as  possible,  he  will  inform  the 
House  whether  the  Royal  University 
will  hold  a  matriculation  examination 
before  the  close  of  1881  ? 
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H*.  W.  E.  FOBtflKK,  in  nplj,  nid. 
Hut  b)' the  1 0th  wetum  of  die  UniTenntiM 

Act  rmea  wen  nude  bj  the  S«)>t«  which 
iDDst  hsre  the  spprorsl  of  Her  Kajeetj. 
The  Senate  wonld  not  be  able  to  place 
the  BoTsl  ITiuTeMt]' "  io  a  podtion  to 
eonfer  degreea  "  witlu>at  fnnds ;  bnt  Loid 
CmtHngtorA  veajnat  aboot  to  inttodace 
m  Bill  into  the  Hoom  of  Lorda  to  bdli- 
tate  the  carrTing  out  of  thia  object.  Bj 
the  11th  Hction  of  the  Act  referred  to 
Ibn  Qneen'fl  Univerntf  could  not  be  dia- 
•olred  until  the  new  Unirnrnty  waa  in 
a  position  to  confer  degreea.  The  hold- 
ing of  a  matricnlation  examination  de- 
pended upon  the  passing  of  the  Bill  he 
referred  to  ;  bnt  he  hoped  one  would  be 
held  before  the  cloae  of  the  year. 

THE  ISDIAS  VEBNACCLAB  PRESS 
ACT,  1878. 

Ub.  STTHUERS  aaked  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  India,  Whether  he  ie  able 
to  giro  the  Hooee  an  awnrance  that 
"  The  Vemaeolar  Preae  Act,  1878,"  wiU 
be  repealed  without  any  nnoeceseary 
delay? 

The  Uabquesh  op  HABTINOTON 
aaid,  the  only  answer  he  could  give  to 
the  hon.  Member  was  to  refer  him  to  the 
Despatch  of  the  GoTemment  of  India, 
date^  28th  Februaty  last,  which  had 
been  laid  on  the  Table  of  the  House. 
In  that  Despatch  it  was  stated  that  the 
Act  in  question  would  be  repealed  on  the 
re-assembling  of  theGoTemment  of  India 
early  next  winter. 

MALTA— TAXATION— FOOD  AND 
GBAIN  TAXES. 
Mn.  UAO  IVEB  asked  the  Under  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  If 
it  is  true  that  the  entire  cost  of  the  Mili- 
tary Serricea  of  His  Eioollenoy  the  Go- 
remor,  who  is  at  the  same  time  the 
Commander  of  the  Garrison,  is  cast  upon 
the  Maltese ;  whether  it  is  true  that  the 
native  inhabitants  are  subjected  to  taxa- 
tion upon  food  ^m  which  Her  Majesty's 
Government  claim  exemption  in  respect 
of  the  British  garrison  and  of  the  fleet ; 
if  the  attention  of  Her  Majeaty'a  Go- 
Temment has  been  called  to  a  petition 
from  the  inhabitants  of  Malta  to  this 
honourable  House  which  waa  presented 
a  few  days  ago ;  and,  whether  it  is  in- 
tended by  Her  Majesty's  Government  to 
give  any,  and  what,  attention  to  the 
prayer  of  that  petition  ? 


9a  CHABLE8  W.  DILKE.  in  reply, 
said,  the  Gatvmor  General  of  Malta 
received,  out  of  the  military  Ainds 
voted  by  Pariiament.  pay  and  allowances 
amotinting  to  £l.ODO  a-year.  The  rest 
of  his  emMnments  were  de^ycd  by  (he 
Colony  of  ICaha.  There  were  taxee  on 
grain  imported  into  Malta,  wluch  the 
Government  had  desired  to  see  reduced 
or  abolished.  This  tax  was  not  levied 
upon  food  imported  for  the  Military  Ser- 
vice. This  was  the  ordinary  practice  in 
the  Colonies.  Lord  Kimberley  had  not 
yet  had  an  opportunity  of  perusing  the 
Petition  presented  to  die  House  on  Fri- 
day last  from  the  inhabitants  of  Malta ; 
bat  another  Memorial,  which  was  be- 
lieved to  be  identical,  had  been  received 
at  the  Colonial  Office,  and  wonld  at  once 
be  considered.  The  enbject  of  the  re- 
daction or  abolition  of  the  tax  apon 
grain  waa  also  being  oooadered. 

LAW  AXD  JTSnCE— THE  SIAGISTRACT 
— COHXISH  MAGISTRATES. 
Ma.  BETDGES  WILLTAM8  asked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 
partment, Whether,  now  that  his  atten- 
tion has  been  called  to  the  very  serious 
charge  brought  in  his  Beport  by  the  In- 
spector of  Metalliferous  Mines  for  Oom- 
wall,  Devon,  Ac.  against  "  a  veiy  larve 
number"  of  the  magistrates  for  the 
county  of  Cornwall,  and  which  reada  as 
follows :  — 

"  On  looking  down  tbe  list  ot  Adm,  one  can- 
not help  bemg  (track  by  the  fact  thmt  moat  of 
them  are  atnardlj  Bmsll.  It  almost  aeemi  that 
some  msgiatrata  think  more  of  the  life  of  a 

tba&sant  than  they  do  that  of  a  man,  for  I 
elieve  that  if  a  liiiiilar  number  of  oonvictiona 
for  poaching  cases  were  taken  at  Tandom,  the 
BTerage  fine  would  be  greater ; 

"  The  tact  ia,  a  very  Urge  namber  of  the 
magiitiatea  are  interested  directly  oi  indirectly 
in  mining.  Many  of  them  tu«  ownen  of  mining 
property,  and  have  been  troubled  by  repeated 
noticea  to  fence  dangerooB  abandoned  shafts, 
and  hare  thereby  been  put  to  conrnderable  ex- 
pense, Bome  indeed  have  been  prosecuted  for  , 
neglecting  to  attend  to  these  noticea,  othern  are 
shareholders  in  mines  in  the  district,  and,  as 
such,  are  not  digpiaed  to  look  fuToorably  upon 
Qoverament  restricliona  which  they  think  may 
interfere  with  their  profits.  As  a  natural  con- 
sequence fines  have  on  the  whole  been  light,  and 
the  inspector's  labours  have  been  increased  eon- 
■iderably ; 

"  If  the  offences  had  been  punished  with 
greater  sererity,  mine  agents  would  have  at- 
tended to  the  provisions  of  the  Act  with  mnch 
mora  diligence.  I  am  convinced  that  thia  mis- 
taken leniency  on  the  part  of  the  n 
D  carrying  o  '     " 
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rinona  of  the  Act,  and  thereby  tcncU  to  keep  u])  ' 
the  death  rate  from  accidents ;  '* 

and,  whether  he  will  cause  immediate 
and  aearching  inquiry  to  be  made  as  to 
the  truth  or  otherwise  of  the  charge, 
and,  in  the  event  of  the  allegations  made 
in  the  Beport  not  being  substantiated, 
whether  he  will  relieve  the  Inspector 
from  further  service  in  his  present  ca- 
pacity?      

Mb.  a.  YIYIAN  asked  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department, 
Whether,  in  making  so  serious  a  charge 
against  the  Magistrates  as  that  contained 
in  the  Mines  Inspector's  Eeport  for 
Devon  and  Cornwall,  and  quoted  by  the 
honourable  Member  for  Stafford  yester- 
day, he,  the  Mines  Inspector,  should  not 
have  substantiated  and  justified  it  by 
actual  facts,  and  that  as  this  was  not 
done,  whether  he  will  not  now  call  upon 
him  to  do  so,  and  will  lay  such  further 
Seport  upon  the  Table  of  the  House  ? 

Mk.  MACDONALD  said,  that  before 
these  Questions  were  answered  he  had 
another. to  ask.  He  wished  to  know 
whether,  in  the  event  of  the  charges 
made  by  the  Inspector  being  substan- 
Btiated,  he  would  direct  the  attention  of 
the  Lord  Chancellor  to  the  fact,  with  the 
view  of  having  every  magistrate  in  the 
county  of  Cornwall  who  valued  human 
life  at  not  more  than  5«.,  or  7*.  6rf.,  or 
10«.  to  be  removed  from  office? 

Sib  WILLIAM  HARCOURT  said,  he 
was  not  surprised  at  this  Question,  be- 
cause the  Report  of  the  Inspector  in- 
volved a  very  serious  charge.  He  would 
Hot  weary  the  House  by  going  into  the 
Report ;  but  he  might  just  mention  two 
of  the  examples  given  by  the  Inspector 
in  support  of  his  charge,  in  one  of  which 
a  fine  of  5».  had  been  imposed  for  an 
offence  at  a  place  where  no  other  offence 
had  been  previously  reported,  while  in 
the  other,  for  the  filling-in  of  a  facing, 
the  fine  was  only  10«.  There  wore  other 
cases  in  which  the  tines  were  only  28. 
and  2s,  6d.  Upon  these  facts  the  In- 
spector had  made  the  charge  in  question, 
and  in  the  circumstances  he  (Sir  William 
Harcourt)  considered  that  the  matter 
was  one  deserving  of  further  inquiry, 
and  he  had  called  for  a  special  Report 
from  the  Inspector  on  the  matter. 

STATE  OF  IRELAND— AGRARIAN 

CRIME  IN  KERRY. 
Mb.  TOTTENHAM  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 


land, Whether  his  attention  has  been 
directed  to  the  charge  of  Mr.  Justice 
Lawson  in  opening  the  Kerry  Assizes  on 
the  1  dth  instant,  wherein  he  states  that 
there  have  been  155  agrarian  offences  in 
the  county  since  the  Spring  Assizes; 
whether  he  is  correctly  reported  to  have 
said  as  follows : — 

'*  The  character  of  these  ofifencefi  is  still  more 
alarming,  when  they  came  to  look  into  every 
case,  because  they  consisted  of  outrages  of  a 
most  dreadful  kind — crimes  upon  persons,  pro- 
perty, cattle,  houses.  And,  in  fact,  he  could 
only  say  that  the  picture  they  presented  was 
really  and  truly  an  appalling  one,  and  demon- 
strated that  the  reign  of  law  in  this  county  is 
practically  suspended  and  superseded  by  some 
other  dififerent  authority ;  '* 

And,  whether,  in  view  of  the  oft-repeated 
assertions  to  the  same  effect  by  Her 
Majesty's  Judges  and  others  best  quali- 
fied to  form  an  opinion,  the  Government 
intend  to  take  such  action,  in  the  inte- 
rests of  the  Country,  as  shall  no  longer 
permit  the  Land  League  to  terrorize 
peaceable  and  well-disposed  subjects  of 
the  Queen  ? 

Mr.  O'DONNELL  rose  to  Order.  The 
Question  of  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
County  Leitrim  conveyed  very  serious 
imputations ;  and  he  (Mr.  O'Donnell) 
wished  to  ask  Mr.  Speaker  whether  it 
was  not  in  its  terms  contrary  to  the 
Standing  Orders  of  the  House  ?  These 
statements  wore  in  reference  to  the  Land 
League,  to  which  Judge  Lawson  did  not 
refer  in  any  way  in  the  speech  from 
which  the  hon.  Member  for  Leitrim 
quoted.  He  wished  to  ask  whether  these 
statements  made  by  the  hon.  Member 
against  the  Land  League  did  not  require 
to  be  proved  before  they  were  asserted 
as  facts  in  a  Question  in  this  House  ? 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  said,  he  rose  to 
a  point  of  Order  also.  He  would  venture 
to  recall  to  the  memory  of  Mr.  Speaker 
the  fact  that  a  similar  attempt  was  made 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  the  County  Lei- 
trim on  a  former  occasion  to  drag  in 
debatable  matter  respecting  the  Land 
League,  and  his  Question  was  ruled  out 
of  Order. 

Mr.  SPEAKER:  My  attention  has 
been  called  to  this  Question  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Par- 
nell).  I  examined  it,  and  it  has  been, 
to  a  considerable  extent,  revised  at  my 
direction  by  the  Clerk  at  the  Table.  At 
the  same  time,  I  think  that,  having 
quoted  the  extract  from  the  Charee  of 
the  Judge,  the  passage  to  which  objec- 
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tioQ  is  taken  is  naturally  the  consequence 
of  that  Charge. 

Me.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  rose  to  a  point 
of  Order.     [  Crtes  q/  *  *  Order  !  "] 

Mb.  speaker  :  The  point  of  Order 
has  already  been  settled. 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR :  But  I  wish  to 
raise  another  point  of  Order,  and  to  ask 
whether,  in  the  quotation  from  the 
Judge's  Charge,  any  allusion  whatever, 
by  name  or  implication,  is  made  to  the 
Land  League  ? 

[The  Speaker  did  not  reply.] 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER  :  Sir,  I  have 
seen  the  Report  to  which  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  CountyLeitrim(Mr. 
Tottenham)  refers.  I  am  no  better  able 
to  state  than  the  hon.  Member  is  whe- 
ther it  is  correct.  The  Judges,  as  I  have 
often  stated  in  this  House,  furnish  no 
official  Report  of  their  Charges;  but, 
having  seen  it  in  several  newspapers,  I 
have  no  doubt  in  my  own  mind  that  it  is 
a  correct  report.  The  quotation  in  the 
hon.  Gentleman's  Question  says  that 
Judge  Lawson  states  that  there  have 
been  155  agrarian  offences  in  Kerry 
since  the  Spring  Assizes.  I  do  not  find 
that  he  said  agrarian  offences.  I  believe 
what  he  said  was  very  serious  offences. 
As  regards  the  last  quotation,  I  can  only 
say  that  this  statement  of  Judge  Lawson 
and  some  other  similar  statements  have 
occupied,  and  do  occupy,  the  serious  and 
anxious  attention  of  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment ;  and  we  are  using  our  best 
endeavours,  with  the  powers  which  the 
law  has  placed  in  our  hands,  to  protect 
person  and  property  and  prevent  in- 
timidation. 

LoBD  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
asked  whether  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  would  cause  to  be  procured,  and 
lay  on  the  Table  of  the  House  copies  of 
Judges'  Charges  at  the  recent  Summer 
Assizes  in  Ireland  ? 

[No  answer  was  given  to  this  Ques- 
tion.] 

TURKEY-- ASIATIC  TERRITORIES  OF 
THE  SULTAN. 

Mb.  FITZPATRICK  asked  the  Un- 
der  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
Whether  it  is  not  a  fact  that  representa- 
tions have  been  made  to  Her  Majesty's 
Gt)vernment  by  the  British  Embassy  at 
Constantinople,  stating  that  it  is  advis- 
able to  increase  the  Consular  Staff  in 

J^-.  Speaker 


Asia  Minor ;  and,  if  so,  what  the  inten- 
tions of  Her  Majesty's  Government  are 
on  this  subject ;  and,  whether,  having 
reference  to  Article  I.  of  the  Constanti- 
nople Convention,  dated  June  4th  1878, 
Her  Majesty's  Government  propose  to 
take  any  steps  for  the  introduction  of 
reforms  into  the  Asiatic  territories  of  the 
Sultan  ? 

Sib  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  :  Sir,  no 
such  representations  have  been  made.  Her 
Majesty's  Government  will  continue,  in 
concert  with  the  other  Powers,  to  urge 
upon  the  Porte  the  introduction  into  the 
Provinces  inhabited  by  Armenians  of 
the  improvements  and  reforms  stipu- 
lated by  the  61st  Article  of  the  Treaty 
of  Berlin,  and  also  to  counsel  the  intro- 
duction of  reforms  throughout  the  Otto- 
man Empire. 

BULGARIA  (POLITICAL  AFFAIRS). 

Mb.  LABOUCHERB  asked  the  Un- 
der Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
Whether  his  attention  has  been  called 
to  a  Renter's  telegram  from  Sistova, 
published  yesterday,  in  which  Prince 
Alexander  is  reported  to  have  said,  in 
addressing  the  Diplomatic  Body  ac- 
credited to  Bulgaria,  **  I  thank  you  for 
the  lively  sympathy  you  have  displayed 
towards  me  during  the  Crisis ;  "  whe- 
ther Mr.  Lascelles,  Her  Majesty's  Re- 
presentative in  Bulgaria,  did  display^ 
**  lively  sympathy"  with  the  Prince  in 
his  endeavours  to  replace  the  Constitu- 
tion by  seven  years  of  personal  power  ; 
and,  whether,  if  he  did  not  do  so,  or  if 
he  did  so  without  instructions,  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  will  take  steps  to 
acquaint  the  Prince  as  to  the  views  of 
the  Government  in  regard  to  his  recent 
proceedings  ? 

Sib  CHARLES  W.  DILKE :  Sir,  I 
have  seen  the  telegram  to  which  my  hon. 
Friend  refers.  Mr.  Lascelles  has  not, 
as  far  as  I  am  aware,  displayed  lively 
sympathy  with  the  recent  proceedings 
of  the  Prince.  The  action  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  and  of  Mr.  Lascelles 
will  be  shown  by  the  Papers  which  will 
be  presented  to  the  House  as  soon  as  a 
full  report  of  the  last  proceedings  has 
been  received  and  considered.  Any  fur- 
ther communications  to  Prince  Alex- 
ander will  be  in  favour  of  His  Highness 
exercising  with  moderation  and  liberality 
the  powers  which  have  been  intrusted 
to  bim  by  the  Assembly. 
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Mb.  J.  OOWEN  asked  the  Under  Se-  yond  recovery,  lie  did  not  think  it  worth 

oretaiy  of   State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  the  expenditure  to  remove  it. 
whether  it  was  to  be  understood  from 

die  answer  that  he  had  given  to  the  CHARITABLE  TRUSTS  BILL, 

hon.  Member  for  Northampton  that  Her  „      x-romTT      i.  j  xv     o       x          i. 

Majesty's  Government  approved  or  dis-  a,'*''/^^^*'''''!*^*  S^!**?^  "^^ 

approved  of  the  action  taken  by  the  ?^'**«./?'"  **'®.Home  Department  Whe- 

Prince  of  Bulgaria  in  suspending  the  *^«'Al" -^'l,'"*^^**"?  %.S^^  "^^^ 

Constitution  wd  establishing  personal  *^®  Chantable   Trusts  Bill  during  the 

rule,  and  whether  the  intimition  that  Pf^f      ®®«««? '   J?}?*'^®'  ^?  "  """T 

had  been  served  on  him  meant  that  if  S**'    ^^^t    *?^  x?'"   ''"  ''®^*"^  *h® 

he  did  not  conduct  the   affairs  of  his  ?""'«'  °^  H  ?'  *''^'*  TT  "2*"^  P®**' 

State  with  their  approval,  they  would  *'°°«   ?'T''**i  *«*,'"^*  1*.   ^'Z'^  ?°'- 

withdraw    Her    Majesty's  Eepresenta-  P*»™*®  ^°.<1?«''  throughout  the  Country 

Hy-p                          ""                 "^  such  petitions    having  been  procured 

Sib  CH ABLES  W.  DILKE  :  Sir,  Her  t^'o"«l»,  ^^^  agency  of  the  Corporation 

Majesty's  Government    have  not  been  ""f  Jfrxion ;    and,  whether,  m  view  of 

caUed  upon  to  express,  as  to  the  main  ""^i^"    proceedings    beine    repeated, 

portion   df  the  acLn  of  the    Prince,  ^\<f°    state    whether   there    is   any 

other  approval  or  disapproval.      They  statutory  or  other  authority  justifying 

expreewd^ their  opinion  with  regard  to  *">«  expenditure  of  municipal. funds  m 

the  constitution  o^  the  MiUtary  Courts  promoting  through  the  Country  an  agi- 

in  Bulgaria,  and  tiieir  general  attitude  ***ir  *S?T?*i^li^A'xf°  l"^*T?^      *u 

wai  be  eeei  by  the  Paper,  which  will  ^*-  I'^LESTON  asked  whether  the 

almost  immediately  belaid   upon  the  suggestions  reflecting  on  the  Corpora- 

m  1^1                          "^                      ^  tion  m  question  were  m  Order  r 

Mb.' T.  p.  O'CONNOR  asked  the  hon.  ^^^    AVILLIAM    HARCODET,    in 

Baronet  whether  the  Prince  had  given  '^P'y-  T^'  ^«    '!'^.l°7u    nf*'".^?^ 

ordersfor  the  openingof  letters  addressed  S?"^'  «ir°??      ^^^a  *^^  ^'^f"*"^^^t 

to  private  individuafs?  Trusts  Bill.     He  should  have  thought 

*^  that  measure  was  one  which  would  not 

^  [No  answer  was  given  to  this  Ques-  have  met  with  serious  opposition,  and 

tion.]  any  which  had  arisen  was,  he  imagined, 

due  to  an  entire  misapprehension  of  the 

METROPOLIS- ST.  JAMES'S  PARK—  scope   of  the  Bill,  which   was   only  to 

DAMAGE  TO  THE  TREES.  remove  some  obstacles  to  the  action  of 

,,     arrvxTTT      i    j  xi_    -r.-    i.  i-i         •  ^^0  Commissioners.     He  had  no  official 

Mb.  monk  asked  the  First  Gommis-  i,„,,^i«j„^  ^c  xu^  «^„«o,v  ^i,;«i,  ♦i*^  r«^« 

^  TXT    ^      TTTi    J.I      r  •      I.J.     .-  knowleaffe  oi  the  course  which  theOor- 

noner  of  Works  Whether  his  attention  p^ration  had  taken  in  this  matter  ;  but 

has  been  directed  to  the  serious  injui^  ^^^  ^j  ^■^^^  ^^^^^^  ^^  t^^  BjH  ^eing  to 

done  to  many  of  the  trees  in  St.  James's  ^^^^  ^-^^^  ^^^{  ^^-^^  ^j   tj^^   parochial 

Park   on  the  side  nearest  to  the  Bird  etarities,  he  should  think  the  Corpora- 

Cag^  Walk  by  large  heaps  of  rubbish  y^^  ^f  '^^^^^^  ^^^j^  be  exceedingly 

having  been  deposited  against   them ;  yL^dvised  if  they  were  to  make  them- 

whether  he  is  aware  that  many  of  those  g^j^^^  ^y^^  champions  of  a  maladminis- 

trees  are    dead,    and   that  others   are  i.«„i.'  „  «<?  ,^.,ki;o  *.,r*/ifl 

J  .         ,         ,    '         J      -i^i       t_  tration  oi  public  funds. 

dying ;  by  whom,  and  with  whose  au-  ^ 

thoritj,   die  rubbish  has  been  so    de- 

poeited  ;  and,  whether  he  is  prepared  to  ARMY-THE  ARMY  HOSPITAL  CORPS. 

take  immediate  steps  for  the  preserva-  Mr.  G'DONNELL  asked  the  Secre- 
tion of  the  trees  which  are  still  suffering  tary  of  State  for  War,  Whether  he  is 
from  the  formation  of  the  mounds  about  aware  that  the  officers  of  the  Army 
them  ?  Hospital  Corps,  more  than  fifty  in 
Me.  SHAW  LEFEVRE,  in  reply,  number,  who  have  enjoyed  the  rank  of 
said,  this  *^  rubbish,"  which  consisted  Captains  and  Lieutenants  down  to  the 
of  the  mud  taken  from  the  bottom  present,  consider  themselves  to  be  cruelly 
of  the  lake  in  Buckingham  Palace  Gar-  wronged  by  the  proposal  to  reduce  them 
dens,  was  placed  in  St.  James's  Fark  13  to  the  position  of  Hospital  Quartermas- 
years  ago,  and  as  its  removal  would  cost  ters  under  the  new  Organisation  scheme ; 
£2,000,  and  the  trees  which  it  was  sup-  and,  whether  he  will  consider  the  case 
posed  to  injure  were  now  hopelessly  be-  of  this  body  of  most  deserving  officers, 
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who  bciye  all  earned  and  obtained  their 
promotion  by  merit  ? 

Mr.  CHILDERS  :  Sir,  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Duogarvan  cannot  have  been  in 
the  House  when  I  answered  a  similar 
Question  on  Thursday  last.  He  is  in 
error  in  supposing  that  the  rank  of  cap- 
tain has  been  taken  from  these  officers. 
On  the  contrary,  what  was  relative  rank 
has  now  become  honorary  rank,  which, 
as  I  before  stated,  is  really  better,  so 
far  as  their  social  and  military  status  is 
concerned.  As  to  the  "cruel  wrong" 
done  to  these  officers,  I  do  not  suppose 
that  any  one  of  them  would  prefer  his 
former  title,  rank,  pay,  and  pension  to 
what  the  Warrant  gives  him.  I  have 
no  intention  whatever  to  alter  the  War- 
rant in  this  respect. 


LAND  LAW  (IRELAKD)  BILL-DEFINI- 
TION OF  THE  TERM  "  TOWN  PARK." 

Mb.  HEALY  asked  Mr.  Attorney 
Oeneral  for  Ireland,  Whether  there  is 
any  legal  definition  for  a  ''town  park" 
in  Ireland  ;  if  so,  what  it  is  ? 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  said,  a  legal  de- 
finition of  the  term  ''town  park"  was 
given  in  the  Land  Act  of  1870.  It  must 
consist  of  not  less  than  four  acres,  be 
called  a  "town  park,"  and  belong  to 
the  residents  in  the  town. 

THE  COMMISSIONERS  OF  PUBLIC 
WORKS  (IRELAND)— REPORT  FOR 
1880-81. 

Mb.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  asked 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  If  the 
Report  of  the  Commissioners  of  Public 
Works  (Ireland)  have  submitted  to  the 
Treasury  their  Report  for  1880-81,  if  he 
can  say  when  the  same  will  be  presented 
to  Parliament ;  and,  whether  the  require- 
ments of  the  12th  s.  of  the  1  and  2 
Will.  rV.  c.  33,  in  respect  of  Account  of 
Proceedings  of  the  Commissioners  have 
been  complied  with,  as  also  the  require- 
ments of  6  and  6  Vic.  c.  89,  s.  cxxix.  ? 

LoBD  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH: 
Sir,  the  Report  in  question  was  pre- 
sented on  the  7th  of  July,  and  a  Copy 
of  it  is  in  the  Library.  It  will,  I  hope, 
be  generally  distributed  before  long.  Of 
the  two  sections  of  Acts  named  in  the 
latter  part  of  the  Question,  the  latter 
has  been  repealed  and  the  former  is 
more  than  complied  with  by  the  exist- 
ing practice  in  rendering  accounts  and 
«aakmg  reports  to  the  Tr^oxy. 


SOUTH   AFRICA— NATAL  —  PROMISED 
LIBERATION  OF  LANGALIBALELE. 

Mb.  summers  asked  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury,  Whether  Her  Majesty's 
Government  will  consider  whether  the 
time  has  not  arrived  when  Langalibalele 
might  be  justly  and  safely  permitted  to 
return  to  Natal  ? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  Sir,  it  is  quite 
correct  to  suppose  that  my  noble  Friend 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies 
was  desirous  to  have  ordered  the  release 
of  Langalibalele ;  but  the  very  serious 
dangers  which  have  arisen  from  com- 

Elications  with  the  Natives  have  forced 
im  to  the  conclusion  that  it  would  not 
be  prudent  to  order  him  to  be  set  free 
until  a  more  settled  state  of  affairs  arises. 
The  particular  district  to  which  this  Chief 
belongs  has  not  been  agitated,  but  it  is 
the  neighbourhood  of  those  which  have 
been  agitated,  and,  therefore,  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Colonies  could  not 
assume  the  responsibility  of  setting  him 
free;  but  he  very  heartily  desires  the 
arrival  of  a  time  when  such  a  step  could 
be  taken. 

RIVERS   CONSERVANCY   AND   FLOODS 
PREVENTION  BILL. 

Mb.  EVANS  WILLLA.MS  asked  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whether, 
considering  that  the  number  of  Amend- 
ments on  the  Notice  Paper  to  the  Rivers 
Conservancy  and  Floods  Prevention  Bill 
show  that  Bill  to  have  the  character  of 
"contentious  business,"  it  is  intended 
now  to  proceed  further  with  the  Bill  ? 

Visoouirr  FOLKESTONE  asked  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whether, 
considering  the  amount  of  opposition 
that  will  be  given  to  the  passing  of  the 
Rivers  Conservancy  and  Floods  Preven- 
tion Bill,  he  intends  to  proceed  with  that 
measure  this  Session  ? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  Sir,  I  have  really 
nothing  to  add  to  what  I  have  said  in 
reference  to  this  subject  on  a  former 
occasion.  The  question  is  a  yqtj  serious 
one  for  the  districts  concerned,  and  it 
is  extremely  desirable  that  these  dis- 
tricts should  be  brought  under  some 
central  control  by  legislation';  but  until 
we  get  further  advanced  with  the  Public 
Business,  or,  at  all  events,  until  we  get 
clear  of  the  Land  Bill,  it  is  not  possible 
for  me  to  g^ve  any  further  answer  on 
the  subject. 
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CURRENCY  —  INTERNATIONAL  MONE- 


TARY    CONFERENCE 
BI-METALLISM. 


AT     PARIS— 


Mb.  WILLIAMSON  asked  Mr.  Chan- 
cellor  of  the  Exchequer,  If  he  will  cause 
an  English  translation  of  the  proceed- 
ings of  the  Monetary  Conference  at 
Paris,  prior  to  its  recent  adjournment, 
to  be  printed  without  delay  for  the  in- 
formation of  the  commercial  and  manu- 
facturing classes  throughout  the  Country  ? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE:  Yes,  Sir;  we 
shall  be  prepared  to  order  the  docu- 
ments to  which  the  hon.  Member  refers 
to  be  printed  with  an  English  translation. 

CURRENCY— THE  SCOTCH  CHARTERED 

BANKS. 

Mb.  MACLIYER  asked  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury,  If  the  Government  is 
prepared  to  carry  out  the  proposal  made 
to  the  Scotch  Chartered  Banks  for  re- 
placing their  private  issue  of  notes  by  a 
publio  issue  framed  to  meet  the  special 
requirements  of  Scotland ;  and,  whether 
a  similar  provision  will  be  made  for 
England  in  any  future  legislation  on 
the  subject  ? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  Sir,  this  Ques  • 
tion  refers  to  a  subject  of  great  interest 
in  Scotland,  and  is  of  considerable  im- 
portance as  a  matter  of  principle.  I  am 
afraid  that  I  cannot  undertake  to  give 
an  answer  on  the  subject,  until  wo  may 
see  our  way  a  little  as  to  the  time  when 
we  may  be  able  to  act.  On  subjects  of 
this  kind  it  is  not  desirable  to  announce 
positive  intentions  on  the  part  of  the 
uovemment  until  the  time  when  thoy 
can  be  acted  on.  I  may,  however,  say 
that  undoubtedly  the  convictions,  in- 
tentions, and  desires  of  the  Government 
are  in  the  direction  indicated  by  the 
hon.  Member's  Question. 

Sib  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE:  I 
do  not  know  whether  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  can  answer  the  Question 
without  Notice ;  but  I  should  like  to 
know  whether  it  is  true  that  the  Scotch 
unlimited  banks  have  agreed  to  re- 
register under  the  Companies'  Act  of 
1879  ?  I  see  it  has  been  mentioned  in 
the  papers. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE:  Yes,  Sir;  we  are 
inclined  to  believe  that  is  so ;  but  we  have 
notany  official  information  on  the  subject. 

Sib  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE:  I 
will  put  a  Question  on  the  subject  in  a 
day  or  two. 


COMMERCIAL  TREATY  WITH  FRANCE 
(NE(JOTIATIONS). 

Mil.  J.  K.  CROSS  asked  whether  it 
was  true,  as  stated  in  the  newspapers  of 
to-day,  on  the  authority  of  The  Repuh- 
lique  Frafigaise,  that  England  had  ad- 
mitted, without  contest,  the  principle  of 
specific  duties,  aud  demanded  the  re- 
newal of  the  negotiations  ? 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE :  Sir,  the 
statement  that  has  appeared  in  several 
newspapers  seeuis  to  suppose  that  there 
has  been  some  communication  on  the 
subject  since  the  French  Commissioners 
left  this  country.  That  is  not  the  case ; 
but  we  are  expecting  a  communication 
from  the  French  Government  which  was 
foreshadowed  by  the  Commissioners. 
Nothing  has  taken  place  since  they  left 
England. 

LAND  LAW  (IRELAND)  BILL-TllE 
COMMISSION. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  I  beg  to  give 
Notice  that  I  sliall  move  to  insert  in 
Clause  34  of  the  Irish  Land  Bill,  the 
clause  constituting  the  Commission,  the 
following  names: — As  Judicial  Commis- 
sioner, Mr.  Serjeant  O'Hagan ;  and  as 
other  Commissioners,  who  are  to  be  on 
a  footing  of  equality  with  the  Judicial 
Commissioner,  Mr.  Edward  Falconer 
Litton,  the  Member  for  Tyrone,  and 
Mr.  John  E.  Vernon,  of  Mount  Merrion, 
Booterstown. 

Mr.  O'DONNELL:  I  beg  to  give 
Notice  that  on  the  discussion  on  the 
34th  clause  I  shall  take  a  division 
against  every  one  of  the  names. 

WAYS  AND  MEANS— INLAND  REVENUE 
—FORGED  STAMPS  (IRELAND). 

Mr.  A.  M.  SULLIVAN  asked  Mr. 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland,  whose 
name  all  missed  with  sorrow  from  the 
list  which  had  been  just  read.  Whether 
he  had  seen  the  statement  in  the  news- 
papers that  there  had  been  a  discovery 
in  Dublin  of  very  serious  frauds  with 
regard  to  stamps  and  legal  forms ;  whe- 
ther it  was  correct  that  several  thou- 
sands of  legal  documents  were  now  in- 
valid, having  been  used  by  officials  ; 
and,  whether  he  would  recommend  the 
Gk)vernment  to  bring  in  a  short  Bill  to 
legalise  the  documents  in  question  ? 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.   Law)   said,   he   had 
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Been  the  statement ;  but  he  had  no  offi- 
cial information  on  the  subject.  If  the 
statement  was  true,  the  subject  deserved 
consideration,  and  he  would  draw  at- 
tention to  it. 

INDIA— THE  INDIAN  ARMY  STAFF. 

In  reply  to  an  hon.  Member, 

The  Marquess  of  HARTINGTON 
said,  that  the  conditions  of  service  for 
the  Staff  in  the  Indian  Army  differed  in 
many  respects  from  those  of  officers  in 
British  regiments  in  the  Indian  Artil- 
lery, and  in  the  Engineers — some  to 
their  advantage,  and  others  to  their  dis- 
advantage. It  was  not  desirable  to  as- 
similate their  conditions.  There  was  no 
intention,  in  revising  the  scale  of  offices 
in  the  Indian  Army,  to  make  any 
changes  in  the  conditions  under  which 
they  were  at  present. 

THE  PARKS  (METROPOLIS). 

Sir  THOMAS  BATESON  gave  Notice 
of  his  intention  to  ask  the  Chief  Com- 
missioner of  Works  whether  his  atten- 
tion had  been  called  to  the  deplorable 
condition  of  Botten  Bow,  owing  to 
clouds  of  irritating  dust;  whether  he 
would  explain  the  reasons  for  the  cessa- 
tion of  almost  any  attempt  to  allay  the 
dust  by  watering  the  ride,  especially  in 
the  morning;  and,  whether,  when  the 
Irish  Land  Bill  had  passed  through 
Committee,  he  would  undertake  to  con- 
sider seriously  the  desirability  (taking 
into  consideration  the  present  low  prices 
of  iron)  of  laying  down  piping  alongside 
the  ride,  with  hydrants  at  proper  inter- 
vals, on  the  same  principle  as  has  been 
so  successfully  adopted  in  Paris  ? 

ORDERS   OF  THE  DAY. 


LAND  LAW  (IRELAND)  BILL.— [Bill  136.] 
{Mr,  Gladstone f  Mr,  Forster,  Mr,  Bright ,  Mr^ 

Attorney  General  for  Ireland^    Mr.  Solicitor 

General  for  Ireland.) 

COMMITTEE.      [tWENTY-NINTH  NIGHT.] 

[Progress  \bth  July."] 
Bill  considered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

Pabt  YI. 

Court  and  Land  Commission. 

Appointmetit  and  Proceedings  of  Land 
Commiiiion. 

The  Attorney  Oenerdlfor  Ireland 


Clause  42  (Eules  for  carrying  Act 
into  effect). 

Amendment  again  proposed,  in  page 
24,  line  16,  after  the  word  "of,"  to  in- 
sert the  word  **  judicial." — {Mr,  Sealy,) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  word 
'judicial'  be  there  inserted." 

The  ATTOENEY  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  stated  that  he 
proposed  to  withdraw  from  the  clause 
the  sub- section  giving  the  Commissioners 
power  to  make  rules  for  regelating  civil 
bill  processes  on  ejectments  and  for  re- 
covery of  rent.  He  would  then  move 
the  introduction  at  another  place  of 
a  clause  enabling  the  Lord  Chancellor 
and  the  five  County  Court  Judges  to 
make  the  rules  required. 

Mr.  GIBSON  said,  he  did  not  con- 
sider the  proposal  satisfactory,  and  that 
the  clause  as  it  stood  was  sufficiently 
clear  and  distinct.  An  Amendment  was 
put  down  a  few  days  ago  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  County  of  Wexford 
(Mr.  Healy)  to  remove  the  sub-section, 
and  the  proposal  was  met  by  the  At- 
torney General  for  Ireland  proposing  a 
kind  of  compromise.  It  was  not  pro- 
posed to  strike  out  the  whole  thing,  and 
he  admitted  that  that  left  the  matter  in 
a  very  illogical  position  ;  but  what  was 
the  substitute  now  proposed  by  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  ?  He  pro- 
posed that  the  Lord  Chancellor  and  five 
County  Court  Judges  should  make  rules 
in  reference  to  this  matter.  That  was 
not  satisfactory.  Why  should  it  not  be 
enacted  that  every  County  Court  Judge 
should  have  the  same  power  as  to  serv- 
ing process  the  moment  the  Bill  passed 
as  the  Superior  Court  had  ?  That  would 
be  clear  and  intelligible  and  immediate ; 
but  the  plan  suggested  would  be  contin- 
gent, uncertain,  and  remote.  There  was 
nothing  whatever  to  compel  the  County 
Court  Judges  to  make  these  rules. 
There  was  nothing  to  indicate  when 
they  were  to  meet,  and  their  duties 
might  prevent  their  meeting  for  many 
months.  That  created  an  element  of 
uncertainty ;  but  the  right  hon.  Gentle-* 
man  balanced  all  that  by  the  absolute 
certainty  of  insuring  that  the  moment 
the  Bill  passed,  whether  the  rules  were 
made  or  not  by  the  County  Court 
Judges,  the  landlord  who  appealed  to 
the  Superior  Court  as  to  the  serving  of 
processes  should  be  oompelled  to  undergo 
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the  chances  of  being  denied  all  his 
costs.  He  did  not  think  that  was  fair 
or  reasonable,  and  until  there  was  some- 
thing more  satisfactory  he  should  prefer 
the  easy  and  intelligible  simplicity  of 
the  existing  drafting  of  the  Bill. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  explained  that 
there  was  no  more  obligation  imposed 
by  the  clause  on  the  Commission  to  make 
roles  than  on  the  Judges.  It  simply 
provided  that  the  Commission  might 
make  rules,  and  that  the  Chairman  of 
the  County  Courts  might.  The  only 
doubt  entertained  hitherto  was  a  doubt 
as  to  whether  it  covered  the  79th  sec- 
tion. He  thought  those  doubts  were 
hardly  justified;  but  the  Government 
proposed  to  remove  them  by  a  declara- 
tory clause,  and  that  was  the  only  object 
of  the  Amendment  he  had  now  pro- 
posed. He  recommended  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman to  withdraw  the  Amendment  at 
present  before  the  Committee,  and  the 
Qovemment  would  strike  out  the  clause  ; 
but  they  must  in  one  way  or  other  get 
rid  of  that  which  really  ought  to  have 
no  place  in  the  clause  at  all. 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
wanted  to  know  whether,  if  this  Amend- 
ment were  withdrawn,  it  would  be  com- 
petent for  the  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland  to  move  the  Amendment  he  pro- 
posed, because  the  Committee  had  now 
arrived  at  the  word  "of"  in  the  16th 
line,  and  he  submitted  it  was  not  com- 
petent for  the  Attorney  General  for  Ire- 
land to  go  back  to  line  15. 

Mb.  WARTON  wished  to  raise  the 
same  point,  and  desired  the  Committee 
to  remember  the  fact  that  they  had  passed 
all  the  words  down  to  the  word  **  or  '* 
inline  16. 

The  CHAIRMAN:  The  only  Amend- 
ment which  has  been  proposed  hitherto 
was  to  insert  the  word  **  judicial."  Un- 
less that  is  withdrawn  there  can  bo  no 
proposal  to  omit  the  words  under  con- 
sideration; but  if  it  is  withdrawn  the 
Committee  can,  no  doubt,  go  back  to  the 
last  Amendment. 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
said,  that  was  not  the  point  he  wished  to 
raise.  The  Chairman  had  called  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Wex- 
ford in  line  16,  and  the  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland  had  intimated  that  if  that 
were  withdrawn  or  decided  upon  he  would 
ask  the  Committee  to  go  back  to  line  1 5 
and  omit  the  words  from  the  word  ' '  the  " 


to  the  word  "rent."  He  (Lord  Ran- 
dolph Churchill)  submitted  that  was 
wholly  and  completely  out  of  Order. 

TuE  CHAIRMAN :  As  far  as  I  re- 
collect, the  original  Amendment  was  to 
leave  out  lines  15  and  16;  that  was 
withdrawn,  and  afterwards  an  Amend- 
ment was  moved  to  introduce  the  word 
*'  judicial "  before  the  word  **  rent."  If 
that  is  pressed  to  a  division  it  will  be 
impossible  to  strike  out  those  lines ;  but 
if  the  Amendment  is  withdrawn  it  will 
be  possible. 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL: 
Then  I  may  as  well  say  I  shall  not  allow 
the  Amendment  to  be  withdrawn. 

Sir  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE :  Of 
course,  if  my  noble  Friend  objects  to 
the  withdrawal  of  the  Amendment  the 
question  cannot  be  put  in  the  form  sug- 
gested by  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland;  but  on 
the  merits  of  the  point  I  wish  to  say 
that  while  I  do  not  like  to  interfere  with 
questions  of  a  technical  character,  it  is 
of  the  very  greatest  importance  for  the 
working  of  this  Bill  that  there  should, 
concurrently  with  the  new  system,  when 
it  comes  into  operation,  be  a  means  and 
a  certainty  that  those  means  should  be 
used  for  the  making  of  proper  arrange- 
ments for  the  serving  of  processes,  be- 
cause we  cannot  help  feeling  that  a 
great  part  of  all  the  troubles  and  out- 
rages of  which  so  many  complaints  have 
been  made,  and  which  have  so  deeply 
struck  the  public  mind,  have  arisen 
from  attacks  made  on  process-servers. 
We  shall  all  agree  that  if  we  are  to 
have  this  legislation,  which  is  sure  to 
lead  to  increased  litigation,  we  should 
have,  at  all  events,  some  advantages, 
and  especially  this  advantage,  which 
should  at  once  be  secured,  of  the  intro- 
duction of  a  better  system  of  serving 
processes.  It  seems  to  me  that  this  is  a 
consideration  which  must  have  been  pre- 
sent to  the  mind  of  the  Government  and 
to  the  mind  of  the  draftsman  when  this 
clause  was  drawn,  because,  whereas  in 
every  other  part  relating  to  the  Commis- 
sion it  is  said  that  they  are  to  take  this 
or  that  step  or  proceeding  **  under  this 
Act,"  with  regard  to  the  serving  of 
civil  bill  processes,  they  are  not  con- 
fined by  any  such  limitation,  and  the 
power  is  given  to  them  generally.  It  is 
not  difficult  to  see  that  in  reference  to 
the  general  working  of  the  system  it 
would  be  desirable  and  not  unnatural 
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that  this  power  should  be  given  to  the 
Land  Commission,  and  that  they  should 
exercise  it.  My  right  hon.  Friend  has 
pointed  out  that  that  power  can  be  more 
conveniently  and  quickly  exercised  if  you 
intrust  it  to  the  Land  Commission  than 
if  you  allow  it  to  stand  over  and  be 
dealt  with  as  the  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland  suggests — in  a  clause  to  be  put 
upon  the  Paper.  It  seems  to  me  there 
is  great  reason  and  force  in  that  sugges- 
tion. We  know  the  great  object  of 
bringing  this  Court  into  operation  would 
be  frustrated  to  a  considerable  extent  if 
opportunities  are  still  left  for  collisions 
such  as  we  see  so  much  cause  to  lament 
between  the  people  and  process-servers. 
Even  the  hon.  Member  for  the  County 
of  Cork  (Mr.  Shaw),  who  has  never  used 
violent  language  in  regard  to  this  point, 
has  told  uie  people  that  he  felt  his 
blood  boil  when  he  saw  process-servers 

going  about ;  and  we  do  not  want  to 
ave  the  blood  made  to  boil  by  process- 
servers  going  about.  If  any  improve- 
ment in  the  manner  of  serving  can  be 
devised,  I  think  we  should  act  most  rea- 
sonably if  we  retained  this  sub-section 
as  it  was  originally  drawn  by  the  Go- 
vernment and  placed  in  the  Bill ;  and  if 
subsequently,  when  we  get  on  with  the 
remainder  of  the  Bill,  the  Government 
can  suggest  any  other  method  equally 
effective  and  rapid  of  carrying  out  t)ie 
object  in  view,  it  would  be  possible  to 
consider  it  and,  if  necessary,  subse- 
quently to  amend  the  clause ;  but  we 
should  not  part  with  these  words,  which 
are  really  valuable,  inasmuch  as  they 
show  it  is  the  intention  of  the  Govern- 
ment to  preserve  the  spirit  of  the  recom- 
mendation of  my  right  hon.  and  learned 
Friend. 

Mr.  W.  B.  FORSTER  said,  he  agreed 
with  the  right  hon.  Baronet  that  the 
present  system  of  serving  processes  was 
most  disadvantageous ;  but  he  doubted 
whether  the  method  now  proposed  to 
deal  with  the  matter  was  the  best,  and 
whether  it  would  not  almost  certainly 
lead  to  disaster.  The  right  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  the  University  of 
Dublin  (Mr.  Gibson)  had  thought  the 
matter  a  perfectly  clear  one;  but  he 
(Mr.  W.  E.  Forster)  was  bound  to  take 
the  advice  of  the  Legal  Advisers  of  the 
Government,  and  they  told  him  it  was 
not  perfectly  clear,  and  that  if  the  Bill 
were  passed  in  the  form  in  which  it  now 
stood,  one  of  two  things  might  happen 

Sir  Stafford  Nartheote 


— either  that  the  Land  Commission,  in 
reading  the  words  of  the  preamble  of  the 
clause,  would  not  consider  that  a  mere 
omission  of  the  word  **.  Act "  would  give 
them  the  power  which  it  was  urged  they 
would  have,  or  if  they  did,  and  they 
made  rules  and  regulations  for  the  serv- 
ing of  these  notices  by  other  Courts 
than  themselves,  and  if,  in  consequence, 
a  landlord  acted  under  those  rules  and 
the  tenant  subsequently  disputed  his 
right  to  do  so,  and  said — "  You  were 
not  acting  legally,"  he  (Mr.  W.  E. 
Forster)  was  informed  that  an  interest- 
ing law  suit  would  probably  arise,  and 
that  that  law  suit  might,  after  all,  be 
decided  against  the  new  rules  and  make 
them  of  no  avail.  He  was  perfectly 
willing  to  admit  that  there  had  been 
a  mistake  in  the  drafting,  which  the 
Government  ought  to  have  found  out 
before ;  but  he  thought  they  would  be 
to  blame  if,  with  their  eyes  open,  they 
incurred  that  danger  of  almost  certain 
litigation,  which  might  entirely  defeat 
the  object  they  had  in  view.  He  thought 
the  better  plan  would  be  to  let  these 
words  now  be  withdrawn  and  to  permit 
his  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  to 
bring  up  a  clause,  and  then  would  be 
the  proper  time  for  taking  a  discussion 
upon  it. 

Mr.  HEALY  said,  he  thought  the 
little  arrangement  which  had  evidently 
been  come  to  between  the  two  Front 
Benches  must  really  have  been  rehearsed, 
and  certainly  the  Tory  Party  ought  to 
be  delighted  with  the  concession  they 
had  got  from  the  Government,  especially 
as  the  skilful  Member  for  the  University 
of  Dublin  had  succeeded  so  well  in  his 
obstructive  course.  Now  that  he  had 
been  so  successful,  no  doubt  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  wanted  to 
get  something  more  out  of  the  Govern- 
ment ;  but  he  (Mr.  Healy)  would  like 
to  remind  those  who  sat  on  the  Front 
Bench  that  there  were  other  sections  of 
the  House,  insignificant  though  they 
might  be,  who  intended  to  make  them- 
selves heard,  and  who  were  deeply  in- 
terested in  this  question.  He  wished 
to  remind  the  Government  of  what  took 
place  on  Friday  night.  On  that  occa- 
sion he  (Mr.  Healy)  moved  an  Amend- 
ment striking  out  these  two  lines.  The 
Government  said,  fairly  enough,  through 
the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland,  that 
it  would  not  be  desirable  that  the  Court 
should  not  have  the  power  in  the  oase  of 
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a  judicial  rent.  He  ( Mr.  Healy)  at  once 
Accepted  that  suggestion,  and  moved  an 
Amendment  insertinfi:  the  word  '^  judi- 
cial "  before  rent.  The  riji^ht  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  the  University  of 
Dublin  (Mr.  Gibson)  spoke  against  the 
proposal ;  but  the  Government  put  up 
man  after  man  to  defend  the  Amend- 
menty  and  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land— though  without  much  enthusiasm, 
for  he  knew  he  was  defending  some- 
thing his  heart  was  not  in — gave  his 
argument,  and  the  Solicitor  General  for 
England  did  the  same.  The  Tory  Party 
then,  in  the  exercise  of  the  function 
they  were  always  happy  to  use  when  it 
suited  them,  moved  that  Progress  be 
reported.  When  the  Irish  Members  did 
that,  they  were  accused  of  wasting  the 
time  of  tne  House ;  but  it  was  very  dif- 
ferent when  a  Member  of  the  Tory 
Party  proposed  such  a  Motion.  What 
did  the  Chief  Secretary  say?  Why, 
that  the  Government  must  take  a  divi- 
sion. But  did  they  take  it  ?  No  ;  be- 
cause several  others  got  up  and  made  it 
perfectly  clear  that  they  would  keep  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  and  his  Colleagues 
here  all  night.  Then  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary, seeing  that  there  was  a  spirit  of 
accommodation  among  hon.  Members 
below  the  Gangway,  gave  up.  Now, 
the  Government,  seeing  that  the  Tory 
Party  had  made  a  demand,  and  were 
strong  enough  to  impose  it  upon  the 
Government,  had  asked  the  Government 
to  recede  from  their  position  and  to 
accept  an  Amendment  which  was  a  sop 
to  Cerberus.  But  what  would  happen 
if  the  proposal  were  accepted?  The 
proposal  now  before  the  House  would, 
no  doubt,  pass  in  **  another  place ;  "  but 
what  security  would  they  have  that 
"another  place  "would  not  throw  out 
the  clause  suggested  by  the  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland,  and  when  the  Bill 
came  back  to  this  House  in  the  genial 
days  of  August,  when  there  were  only 
some  two  or  three  score  persons  present, 
what  guarantee  had  they  that  the  Go- 
Temment  would  provoke  a  legislative 
crisis  by  sticking  to  the  words  wliich 
they  had  offered  as  a  sop  to  the  Irish 
Members?  There  was  no  guarantee 
whatever.  Let  the  Government  stick  to 
the  arguments  which  they  thought  so 
strong  on  Friday.  What  had  happened 
since?  Why,  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  consulted  the  Prime  Minister. 
When  the   Irish    Members   suggested 


that  the  Prime  Minister's  absence  was 
inconvenient,  on  a  former  occasion,  they 
were  told  that  they  were  insulting  him  ; 
that  he  was  taking  his  necessary  rest; 
but  now,  when  right  hon.  Gentlemen  on 
the  Front  Bench  spoke  of  it,  there  was 
no  insult  sup^gested.  Oh,  no  ;  that  came 
from  the  Tory  Party,  who  were,  of 
course,  infallible,  and  whose  actions 
were  at  all  times  to  be  approved.  They 
had  in  the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
a  man  who  sympathized  with  the  ten- 
ant ;  but  the  Prime  Minister  was  the 
evil  genius  of  this  Bill,  as  far  as  the 
acceptance  of  Irish  Amendments  were 
concerned,  because  they  found  that, 
whenever  the  Tories  wanted  an  Amend- 
ment accepted,  they  wanted  the  Prime 
Minister  present;  but  whenever  the 
Irish  Members  wanted  to  have  an 
Amendment  of  theirs  accepted,  they 
wanted  to  have  the  Prime  Minister 
absent.  He  put  it  to  the  Government 
whether,  seeing  that  this  Amendment 
had  been  accepted,  not  by  any  single 
Member  of  the  Government,  but  by 
three  of  them,  all  in  a  bunch,  on  Friday, 
they  would  not  now  stick  to  the  words 
that  they  themselves  proposed  ? 

Sir  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  said,  it 
seemed  to  him  that  the  course  which 
the  Government  proposed  was  entirely 
logical.  The  proper  course  was,  as  the 
words  now  in  the  Bill  were  not  within 
the  scope  of  the  clause,  that  they  should 
be  left  out ;  but  if  the  Amendment  was 
not  to  be  withdrawn,  the  best  course 
for  the  Government  to  take  was  the 
course  they  proposed  the  other  evening, 
and  when  a  new  clause  was  proposed 
these  words  could  be  struck  out. 

Mu.  PARNELL  said,  that,  as  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Woodstock 
(Lord  Randolph  Churchill)  would  not 
allow  the  Amendment  to  be  withdrawn, 
the  hon.  Member  for  Wexford  fMr. 
Healy)  would  be  obliged  to  go  to  a  aivi- 
sion  upon  it.  He  regretted  very  much 
that  tlio  Government  should,  by  the 
course  they  had  taken  to-day,  have 
mixed  up  two  questions.  He  agreed  it 
was  desirable  that  there  should  be 
power  to  frame  special  rules  for  the 
service  of  processes  and  resuming  pos- 
session of  holdings  in  the  case  of 
tenants  who  came  into  Court  and 
applied  to  the  Court  to  fix  a  judicial 
rent.  But  the  other  proposal  which 
came  from  the  Front  Opposition  Bench 
—  namely,   that    there    should    bo    an 
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amendment  of  the  County  Officers  and  Thb  ATTOENEY  GENERAL    fob 
Courts  Act  of  1877,  would  necessarily  lEELAND  (Mr.  Law)  said,  he  had  no 
introduce  a  great  variety  of  controversial  objection  to  the  insertion  of  the  words 
matter  into  this  portion  of  the  Bill  which  for  the  reasons  stated  by  the  hon.  and 
was  entirely  beyond  its  scope.     It  would  learned  Member, 
be  better  if  the  Committee  would  agree  Amendment  agreed  to. 
to  the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  ^,                         ,   .            ,  . 
for  Wexford.     The  Committee  should  ^^^"8®'  ^»  amended,  agreed  to. 
bear  in  mind  that  it  was  evidently  the  Clause  43  (Existence  of  Land  Com- 
intention   of  the   draftsman    that   this  mission  not  to  create  vested  interests), 
power  should  only  have  reference  to  Lobd  RANDOLPH    CHURCHILL, 
judicial  tenures,  and  that  the  extension  in  moving,  in  page  24,  line  36,  after 
to  the  Act  of  1877  was  not  in  the  mind  "otherwise,"  to  insert — 
of  the  Government,  or  of  the  draftsman,  ,,^^   Commisrioner   or    Sub-Commiasioner 
when  the  Bill  was  being  framed.     Ihey  appointed  under  this  Act  shaU,  daring  his  con- 
should  also  bear  in  mind  that  ejectment  tinoance  in  office,  be  capable  of  being  elected 
for  non-payment  of  rent  for  yearly  ten-  or  sitting  as  a  Member  of  the  House  of  Com- 
ants  did  not  exist  in  England  at  all ;  and  ™o^» 

if  the  Gx)vernment  accepted  the  invita-  said,  the  words  of  his  Amendment  were 
tion  of  the  Front  Opposition  Bench,  they  taken  from  the  Irish  Church  Act  of  1869; 
would  fi^ive  a  facility  which  did  not  exist  and  he  hoped  that,  in  moving  them,  he 
in  England  at  all.  should  have  equal  success  with  the  hon. 
Mr.  W.  E.  FOESTER  said,  he  should  and  learned  Member  for  Bridport  (Mr. 
prefer  the  omission  of  the  sub-section  Warton),  who  seemed  always  to  be  sue- 
on  the  understanding  that  they  brought  cessful  in  getting  his  Amendments  ac- 
up  a  clause  in  accordance  with  the  sug-  cepted  by  the  Government. 

festions  of    the  Attorney  General  for  The  ATTORNEY    GENERAL    for 

reland ;  but  as  they  were  not  able  to  do  IRELAND  (Mr.  Law),  said,  he  admitted 

that  by  the  Forms  of  the  House,  unless  the  principle  of  the  noble  Lord's  Amend- 

the  Amendment  were  withdrawn,  they  ment  to  be  sound,  and  would  himself 

should  vote  for  the  insertion  of  the  word  incorporate  it  in  a  later  clause  of  the 

"judicial,'' because  they  thought  it  was  Bill,  as  he  proposed  to  withdraw  the 

quite  clear  that  the  Government  were  present  one. 

open  to  the  objection  of  not  having  Mr.  WARTON  said,  the  Amendment 
found  out  the  defect  of  drafting  before,  spoke  of  sub- Commissioners ;  it  ought 
and  that  this  clause  should  not  contain  to  be  Assistant  Commissioners, 
any  enactment  as  to  the  power  of  the  Mr.  T.  P.  O'CONNOR  wished  to 
Land  Commission,  other  than  those  in-  know,  as  a  matter  of  Order,  whether  he 
tended ;  they  should,  therefore,  vote  for  was  to  understand  from  the  right  hon. 
the  insertion  of  the  word  on  the  under-  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Attorney 
standing  that  they  would  hereafter  move  General  for  Ireland  whether  it  was  in- 
to settle  the  matter  in  the  way  sug-  tended  by  the  Government  to  propose  to 
gested  by  the  Attorney  General  for  Ire-  render  it  impossible  for  a  Commissioner 
land,  by  proposing,  at  a  future  stage,  appointed  under  the  Bill  to  sit  as  a  Mem- 
the  insertion  of  a  sub-section.  ber  of  Parliament? 

Thb  chairman  said,  the  question 

Question  put.  p^^lj  ^^s  not  relevant  to  the  Question  be- 

The  Committee  divided: — ^Ayes  214  ;  fore  the  Committee,  which  was,  not  as 

Noes  102:    Majority  112.  —  (Div.  List,  to  the  capacity  of  Commissioners  to  sit 

No.  310.)  in  Parliament,  but  whether  this  par- 

tr      TTT  A  -orrrkXT            j  x     •        i.    •  ticular  clauso  be  ordered  to  stand  part 

Me.  WAKTON  moved  to  insert,   m  n  ,*     js-y,                                          ^ 

Une    25    after  the  word    "  Act,';    the  ^^  HEALY  wished  to  aak  whether, 

words   ''or  any  part  of  any  Act  incor-  .^  ^j^j^  principle  wa«  to  apply  to  every 

porated  herewith.       The  words,  he  said  ^^^j^,  \^  ^^^^  ^^^  ^^  ^^^^^  f^  tt^ 

occurred  earlier  in  the  clause,  and  ought  Government  to  make  some  statement  a* 

obviously  to  be  repeated  here,  in  order  ^^  ^^^  f^,  j,^^  principle  of  superannua- 

to  make  the  clause  complete.  ^j^^  ^^  abolition  of  office  would  apply  ? 

Question  proposed,  "That  those  words  Before  agreeing  to  strike  out  the  clause, 

be  there  inserted."  he  thought  the  Committee  had  a  right 
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to  information  on  this  point — namely,  as 
to  the  class  of  officers  to  whom  superan- 
nuation allowances  were  to  be  made 
when  the  offices  to  which  they  had  been 
appointed  were  abolished. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  the  Chief  or 
Judicial  Commissioner  would,  without 
doubt,  be  entitled  to  compensation  or  a 
pension  in  the  circumstances  referred  to  ; 
but  there  would  be  no  other  person  so 
entitled  by  virtue  of  the  office  which  he 
held.  The  matter  was,  however,  one 
worthy  of  consideration,  and  he  thought 
that  if  it  was  left  over  until  the  Heport 
it  might  probably  be  settled  in  a  satis- 
fiictory  manner. 

Sir  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  hoped  it 
would  be  made  clear  whether  the  salaries 
to  be  fixed  were  to  be  held  to  include  all 
titles  to  superannuation  or  compensation 
on  the  abolition  of  the  offices  which  were 
held. 

Clause,  by  leave,  withdrawn, 

Pabt  VII. 

Definitions,  Application  of  Act, 
AND  Savings. 

Clause  44  (Definitions). 

On  the  Motion  of  the  Attorney  Ge- 
NEBAii  for  Ireland  (Mr.  Law),  Amend- 
ment made,  in  page  25,  after  line  5,  by 
inserting  **  *  county  '  includes  a  riding  of 
a  county." 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  25,  line  14,  after  the  word  *' land- 
lord*' to  insert  the  following  sub-HOction: — 
"  The  expressions  *  limited  owner/  *  tenant  for 
life,*  and  cognate  words  used  in  this  Act,  shall, 
xa  addition  to  the  interpretation  of  same  given 
W  the  twenty-sixth  and  thirty-third  sections  of 
•ITie  Landlord  and  Tenant  (Ireland)  Act,  1870/ 
include  the  assignees,  whether  such  by  ope- 
ration of  law  or  otherwise,  or  any  such  limited 
owner  or  tenant  for  life,  and  the  said  '  Landlord 
and  Tenant  (Ireland)  Act,  1870/  shall  be  for  the 
future  read  and  be  held  to  apply  in  all  respects 
in  the  same  manner  as  if  this  extended  definition 
of  the  above  expressions  had  been  there  origin- 
ally inserted  in  both  said  twenty-sixth  and 
thirty -third  sections  thereof/' — {3fr.  Findlater.) 

Question  proposed,  *'  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted/' 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  IjAw)  said,  he  could 
not  assent  to  the  introduction  of  the 
words  proposed  by  the  lion.  Member,  if 
for  no  other  reason  than  that  they  were 
rendered  unnecessary  by  other  provi- 
nons  of  the  Bill  which  had  been  inserted 
in  order  to  answer  the  object  which  the 
hon.  Member  desired  to  attain. 


Mr.  GIBSON  said,  the  matter  was 
far  wider  than  his  right  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  considered  it  to  be.  It  was  asked 
that  anyone  who  came  under  the  opera- 
tion of  the  law  should  have  all  the  powers 
given  to  a  tenant  for  life  or  to  a  umited 
owner.  A  man,  who  might  be  a  petty 
shopkeeper  in  a  neighbouring  town, 
might  be  given  the  immense  powers 
conferred  under  this  Bill.  The  matter 
would  not  stand  argument.  He  did  not 
object  to  the  courteous  undertaking  of 
his  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  to 
consider  the  matter  before  Report ;  but 
he  hoped  the  result  of  that  consideration 
would  be  to  leave  the  matter  very  much 
as  it  was. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Mr.  HEALY,  in  moving,  in  page  25, 
to  leave  out  linos  24  to  27,  and  in- 
sert— 

"  Present  tenancy  means  a  tenancy  subsisting 
at  the  time  of  the  passing  of  this  Act.  For  the 
purposes  of  this  Act  any  tenancy  created  within 
two  years  after  the  first  day  of  January,  1882, 
shall  also  be  doomed  to  be  a  present  tenancy, 
and  shall  be  subject  to  all  the  provisions  of  this 
Act  which  are  applicable  to  such  a  tenancy. 
'  Future  tenancy '  means  a  tenancy  beginning 
after  the  first  day  of  January,  1885,*' 

said,  he  did  think  it  would  be  a  very 
hard  tiling  that  after  this  Act  passed 
there  should  be  no  such  thing  created 
as  a  present  tenancy.  Yet  that  was 
what  would  be.  Suppose  a  landlord 
desired  to  confer  on  his  tenants  a 
present  tenancy  under  a  new  letting, 
he  actually  had  not  the  power  to  do 
so.  Surely  the  Government  did  not 
mean  to  say  that  if  a  landlord  evicted  a 
tenant,  and  put  him  back  for  good  rea- 
sons, he  could  not  confer  on  that  man 
the  right  to  go  into  Court  and  get  back 
his  status.  What  was  wanted  was  in  all 
the  cases  for  which  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  had  such  sympathy  that  it  should 
be  in  the  power  of  the  landlord  to  confer, 
if  necessary,  upon  his  tenants  the  right 
to  have  present  tenancies — that  was,  the 
restoration  of  status.  There  were  men 
who  had  suffered  from  bad  years,  and 
whose  farms  were  lying  idle.  Was  the 
landlord  to  be  prevented  by  Act  of  Par- 
liament from  giving  back  these  men  their 
status  ?  If  the  Government  were  now 
willing  to  settle  the  Land  Question 
they  must  do  sometliing  to  quiet  the 
existing  state  of  things  in  Ireland.  There 
were  hundreds  of  farms  lying  vacant; 
but  he  hoped  it  was  the  aim  of  the 
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Ooremment  that  in  time  equitable  oondi- 
tions  would  be  patched  up  between  land- 
lord and  tenant.  No  one  could  think  it 
was  desirable,  under  the  Bill  as  it  at 
present  stood,  that  the  landlord  should 
be  shut  out  from  giving  back  to 
the  tenants  the  status  they  had  had 
hitherto.  The  Conservative  Party  would 
recoji^nize  the  justice  of  that  proposal 
equally  with  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite. 
Another  thing  he  would  like  to  say  was 
that  suppose  this  Bill  passed  on  the  31st 
of  August,  a  man  to  whom  land  had  been 
let  would  be  a  present  tenant ;  but  if  a 
man  took  land  on  the  1st  of  September 
he  would  not  have  the  right  or  status  of 
a  present  tenant.  The  relations  of  land- 
lord and  tenant  were  rent  asunder.  There 
were  standing  dangers  in  consequence ; 
and  it  was  very  desirable  that  the  land- 
lord should  have  the  right  of  conferring 
something  like  present  tenancy.  What 
advantage  was  it  to  a  man  who  was  in 
arrears  to  be  told  that  he  had  six  months' 
equity  of  redemption.  That  man  would 
be  in  no  better  position  to  pay  his  arrears 
at  the  end  of  six  months  than  at  the 
present  time.  Probably  he  might  be  in 
New  York,  in  the  slums  of  Liverpool, 
or  on  the  plains  of  Manitoba.  The 
Government  should,  at  least,  g^ve  the 
men  who  were  now  wandering  about 
homeless  some  chance  to  make  condi- 
tions and  terms  with  their  landlord. 
Perhaps  he  was  proposing  a  little  longer 
period  than  the  Government  could  ac- 
cept. Perhaps  they  would  give  1 2  months 
or  a  year  and  a-half ;  but,  at  least,  let 
them  give  something  like  hope  to  those 
who  were  now  being  driven  out  without 
hope. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  25,  leave  out  lines  24  to  27,  and  in- 
tert  "Present  tenancy  means  a  tenancy  sub- 
tisting  at  the  time  of  the  passing  of  this  Act. 
For  the  purposes  of  this  Act  any  tenancy  created 
within  two  years  after  the  first  day  of  January, 
1882,  shall  also  be  deemed  to  be  a  present  ten- 
ancy, and  shall  be  subject  to  all  the  provisions 
of  this  Act  which  are  applicable  to  such  a  ten- 
ancy. '  Future  tenancy  '  means  a  tenancy  be- 
ginning after  the  first  day  of  January,  1885." 
— (ilTr.  Healy,) 

Question  proposed,  *  *  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  was  will- 
ing to  receive  with  indulgence  many 
suggestions;  but  this  Amendment  was 
out  of  place.  Its  proper  place  would 
be  in  the  next  clause.  It  was  distinctly 
an  enacting  Amendment,  and  this  was 

Mr.  Healy 


simply  a  defining  clause.  As  to  the 
arguments  of  the  hon.  Member,  he 
might  say  that  the  principal  point  was 
the  proposition  that  the  landlord  should 
have  the  power,  if  he  thought  fit,  of 
conferring  a  present  tenancy  on  his 
future  tenant.  By  the  insertion  of  a  few 
words  in  the  .  Bill,  the  object  of  the 
Amendment  might  be  attained,  and  the 
Government  were  quite  disposed  to  enter- 
tain the  proposal,  or  to  make  a  proposal 
for  attaining  the  object. 

Mr.  HEALY  said,  he  quite  recog- 
nized the  force  of  what  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister had  said  as  to  the  wrong  place ; 
and  if  it  was  considered  desirable  that 
he  should  move  the  Amendment  in 
another  place,  he  would  do  so.  Might 
he  ask  if  it  was  the  intention  of  the  Go- 
vernment to  make  the  proposal  them- 
selves  r 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  that,  on  the 
part  of  the  Government,  he  could  not  say 
that  they  could  accept  the  whole  of  this 
Amendment. 

Mr.  MAOFARLANE  said,  he  hoped 
the  Government  would  consider,  when 
the  time  came,  on  Clause  45,  the  desir- 
ability of  making  it  a  little  wider  than 
was  proposed  in  the  Amendment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdraum. 

"'Mr.  J.  N.  RICHARDSON  said,  he 
proposed  to  move  an  Amendment  in  the 
interest  of  farmers  principally  in  the 
North  of  Ireland,  who  had  erected  upon 
their  holdings,  either  they  or  their  pre- 
decessors, scutch  mills  for  the  purpose 
of  scutching  flax,  for  which  the  farmer 
in  the  North  of  Ireland  was  noted. 
This  was  not  by  any  means  a  manufac- 
turing process.  It  was  in  the  nature  of 
the  process  of  a  threshing  machine,  or 
as  a  man  threshed  com  before  carrying 
it  to  the  market.  Formerly,  untU  15 
years  ago,  or  a  little  more,  this  scutch- 
ing of  flax  was  done  by  the  family  of 
the  farmer  on  winter  nights,  by  the  use 
of  wooden  knives,  and  that  was  how  it 
was  principally  done  in  Belgium  at  the 
present  time.  But  gradually  the  power 
of  water  came  into  use.  Farmers  erected 
these  scutch  mills,  first  of  all  with  two  or 
three  handles  or  revolving  pins  to  scutch 
the  flax  for  themselves.  Then  they  gra- 
dually commenced  to  scutch  for  their 
neighbours  also.  He  found  from  tlie 
Returns  of  last  year  that  there  were 
1,182  scutch  mills  in  Ireland,  of  which 
1,140  were  in  Ulster.     Most  of  these 
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mills  were  built  in  Ulster  on  the  faith  of 
the  old  Ulster  Custom,  because  it  was 
to  the  interest  of  the  farmer  and  to  the 
interest  of  the  community  that  flax 
should  be  grown.  Before  1870  they 
felt  secure  ;  but  since  1870,  on  account 
of  their  fear  that  landlords  would  stand 
more  upon  their  rights  than  formerly, 
they  became  very  uneasy.  But  he  must 
say  for  the  landlords  in  the  North  of 
Ireland,  that  when  they  brought  the 
matter  before  him,  he  did  not  find  one 
single  instance  in  which  that  Act  had 
been  taken  advantage  of.  Now,  when 
this  Bill  was  coming  into  law,  they  were 
still  more  afraid  that  the  landlords  would 
stand  upon  their  rights  ;  and  on  account 
of  the  scutch  mills  not  being  actually 
suitable  to  the  holding  itself,  they  feared 
that  advantage  might  be  taken.  A  depu- 
tation from  Ireland  called  on  the  Chief 
Secretary,  at  which  he  had  the  honour 
of  being  present ;  and  he  did  hope  the 
CK>vemment  would  allow  some  such 
words  as  those  he  was  about  to  propose 
to  g^  into  the  Bill  in  order  to  make  the 
position  of  those  industrious  and  enter- 
prizing  farmers  thoroughly  secure. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  25,  after  line  38,  insert  new  para- 
graph '*  ImpTOvements  shall,  in  addition  to  the 
interpretation  of  same  by  section  seventy  of  the 
Landlord  and  Tenant  Act  (Ireland),  include 
any  haildings  or  machinery  erected  on  the 
holding  by  the  tenant  or  his  predecessors  in 
title,  for  the  purpose  of  rendering  the  agricul- 
tural produce  of  the  holding  or  neighbouring 
holdings  suitable  for  market."— (jV?-.  J.  X. 
Eithardson.) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

The  attorney  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  said,  there  was  a 
great  deal  worthy  of  consideration  in 
what  the  hon.  Member  had  mentioned. 
The  tenant  ou^ht  to  have  the  power  of 
selling  his  holding  as  it  stood,  and  no- 
body doubted  that  the  construction  of 
these  mills  was  valuable.  Still,  he  did 
not  think  this  Amendment,  as  it  stood, 
could  be  safely  introduced ;  but  if  the 
hon.  Member  would  trust  him  to  take 
charge  of  it,  he  would  see  to  the  inser- 
tion of  suitable  words  in  the  Report. 

Mr.  W.  H.  smith  said,  the  2nd 
section  of  the  Act  of  1870  defined  an 
improvement  to  be  a  work  which,  being 
executed,  added  to  the  letting  value 
of  land  on  which  it  was  executed  if 
suitable  for  such  land.     They  could  not 
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go  beyond  these  words.  Either  the 
work  did  add  to  the  value  of  the  land 
or  it  did  not  add  to  the  value  of  the 
land.  If  it  did,  the  tenant  should  be 
compensated ;  if  it  did  not,  it  was  very 
hard  tliat  it  should  be  added  to  the  lia- 
bilities of  the  landlord. 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  said,  the  appre- 
hension that  was  felt  was  that  the 
scutching  mill,  not  being  confined  to  the 
use  of  the  holding,  might  be  held  not 
suitable  for  the  holding. 

Colonel  BARNE  said,  this  appeared 
to  him  to  be  a  fair  Amendment.  He 
did  not  like  the  words  '*  for  the  purpose 
of  rendering  the  agricultural  produce  of 
the  holding  or  neighbouring  holdings 
suitable  for  market."  Although  this 
machinery  might  be  put  up  for  the  pur- 
pose of  rendering  the  produce  suitable 
for  market,  it  might  not  have  that  effect ; 
and,  of  course,  it  would  be  very  hard  to 
make  the  landowners  pay  for  some  ma- 
chine put  up  by  the  tenant  which  might 
do  more  harm  than  good.  If  this  Amend- 
ment was  to  be  pressed  he  should  move 
an  Amendment  to  the  Amendment,  after 
the  word  **  market,"  the  words  **will 
have  the  effect  of."  That  would  allow 
the  Court  to  give  full  value  to  the  ten- 
ant for  the  value  of  the  mill,  and  would 
prevent  the  landlord  from  paying  more 
than  he  ought  to  pay. 

Mr.  r.  MARTIN  said,  he  did  trust  the 
Government  would  accept  the  Amend- 
ment. It  was  most  desirable  that 
farmers  should  be  stimulated  and  en- 
couraged to  develop  small  local  in- 
dustries. The  limitations  imposed  by 
the  definition  in  the  Act  of  1870  had 
been  found  to  bo  most  injurious.  In 
some  of  the  cases  County  Court  Judges 
had  been  unwillingly  compelled  to  de- 
prive tenants  of  the  benefits  of  expendi- 
ture made,  on  the  ground  that  the  build- 
ings did  not  add  to  the  letting  value  of 
the  farm  as  an  agricultural  holding.  If 
the  landlord  derived  benefit  from  im- 
provements made  by  the  tenant,  and 
those  improvements  were  held  to  increase 
the  letting  value  of  the  holding,  in  equity 
and  justice,  then,  fair  value  ought  to  bo 
allowed  to  the  tenant.  The  argument 
was  stronger  in  favour  of  the  tenant, 
under  the  provisions  of  the  present  Bill, 
when  such  value  was  realized  by  sale 
and  not  by  2)ayment,  as  in  the  Act  of 
1870.  It  was  a  novel  matter,  and  ought 
to  encourage  the  Government  to  grant 
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the  concession  asked  and  thus  supported 
from  the  Conservative  side.  If  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland  did  not  accept  the  whole  of  the 
Amendment,  he  trusted  he  would  accept 
the  suggestion  of  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  on  the  other  side  (Colonel 
Bame). 

Mr.  J.  N.  RICHARDSON  said,  that, 
on  the  understanding  that  suitable  words 
would  be  introduced  by  the  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland,  he  would  withdraw 
the  Amendment. 

Mr.  GIBSON  said,  he  did  not  under- 
stand th^t  the  Attorney  General  for  Ire- 
land undertook  to  introduce  any  words  at 
aU.  He  said  he  would  consider  the  matter 
before  the  Report.  Under  the  Land  Act 
of  1870,  everything  was  an  improvement 
which  added  to  the  letting  vcuue  of  the 
land,  and  was  suitable  to  the  land.  Was 
it  reasonable  to  go  beyond  that  ?  They 
were  asking  that  that  was  to  be  regarded 
as  an  improvement  which  might  not 
add  to  the  letting  value  of  the  land, 
and  was  not  necessary  to  the  holding. 
They  could  not  argue  in  a  circle.  As 
he  understood,  the  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland  left  it  open,  and  did  not  accept 
the  Amendment.  [The  Attorney  Gene- 
ral for  Ireland  (Mr.  Law) :  I  do  not 
accept  it.]  In  that  case,  he  did  not  un- 
derstand the  position,  because  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  County  of  Armagh  (Mr. 
Richardson)  had  said  he  had  had  the 
undertaking  of  the  Government  that 
they  would  introduce  words  that  would 
have  the  effect  of  carrying  out  the  prin- 
dple  of  the  Amendment  he  had  moved. 
He  (Mr.  Gibson)  did  not  know  whether 
such  an  undertaking  was  given  or  not ; 
but  what  he  understood  the  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  to  promise  was 
merely  that  he  would  consider  the  matter 
before  the  Report,  which  was  a  much 
more  hazy  undertaking.  As  the  law 
stood  under  the  Act  of  1870,  everything 
was  an  improvement  that,  first  of  all, 
added  to  the  letting  value  of  the  holding ; 
and,  secondly,  that  was  suitable  to  it. 
If  the  completeness  of  this  definition 
were  challenged,  he  had  a  right  to  ask 
whether  they  challenged  as  incomplete 
the  thing  that  added  to  the  letting  value 
of  the  holding,  or  that  which  was  suited 
to  the  holding?  No  one  desired  to 
damage  the  Ulster  tenant,  or  any  other 
tenant,  and  he  was  merely  testing  the 
words  in  which  this  object  was  pre- 
sented. Let  them  take  it  both  £:om  the 
tenant's  point  of  view  and  from  the 
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landlord's  point  of  view.  This  was  an 
Amendment  that  sought  to  include  as 
improvements  against  the  landlord  any 
buildings  or  machinery  that  might  have 
been  erected,  not  necessarily  for  the 
holding  itself,  but  which  might  have  been 
put  there  as  a  speculation  on  the  part  of 
the  tenant,  who  might  have  maintained 
it  simply  for  his  own  profit,  although  it 
might  not  come  within  the  definition  of 
the  Act  of  1870,  under  which  the  landlord 
might  be  asked  to  pay  compensation. 
Was  this  j  ust  to  the  landlord  ?  Let  them 
take  the  case  of  a  future  tenant.  Was 
the  landlord  to  be  compelled  to  pay  for 
things  which  were  not  suited  to  the 
holding ;  because,  otherwise,  it  was  not 
necessary  to  give  the  definition?  The 
landlord  might  not  succeed  in  getting 
an  equally  speculative  tenant,  or  he 
might  go  into  the  market  to  look  for  a 
new  tenant,  and  come  upon  a  lot  of  men 
eligible  to  take  the  holding  in  its  ordi- 
nary condition,  but  none  of  them  willing 
to  pay  the  extra  amount  in  respect  of 
the  buildings  and  machinery  erected  by 
the  speculative  tenant, Jand  that  were  not 
necessary  to  the  holding.  Another  reason 
that  ought  to  make  the  Government 
hesitate  to  accept  the  Amendment  in 
its  present  shape  was  that  the  tenant 
might  go  into  the  market,  and,  if  he 
met  with  an  equally  speculative  tenant, 
might  get,  in  addition  to  the  purchase 
money,  what  might  recoup  nim  for 
his  expenditure;  and  he  thought  he 
had  a  right  to  ask  that  the  landlord 
should  not  be  called  upon  to  pay  for 
what  did  not  really  come  under  the  head 
of  improvements.  He  would  only  add  that 
he  had  not  understood  his  right  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  the  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland  to  undertake  to  alter  the  clause  in 
the  sense  of  the  Amendment ;  and  it  was 
only  because  of  the  silence  of  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  when  the 
hon.  Member  for  Armagh  (Mr.  Richard- 
son) had  put  a  different  interpretation  on 
what  had  been  said,  that  he  (Mr.  Gibson) 
had  thought  it  right  to  speak. 

The  ATTORNEY  GmERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  said,  no  land- 
lord in  Ulster  had  ever  contested  his 
liability  to  pay  for  as  improvements  such 
buildings  as  were  contemplated  by  the 
Amendment. 

Lord  JOHN  MANNERS  said,  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Kilkenny 
(Mr.  Martin)  had  stated  that,  in  a  county 
in  the  South  of  Ireland,^  there  was  a  oaae 
m  which  a  mfm  had  erected  a  very  large 
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bnQding  for  tlie  storage  of  wood,  not  for 
the  use  of  his  own  farm,  but  for  his 
neighbours,  and  under  the  operation  of 
the  Act  of  1870  he  claimed  compensation 
for  that  building,  and  compensation  was 
not  awarded  to  him.  Such  a  building  could 
do  no  possible  good  to  the  holding  on 
which  it  was  erected ;  and  if  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Armagh  were  adopted^  the  result 
would  be  that  they  would  have  a  com- 
plete change  in  the  Act  of  1 870,  and  all 
sorts  of  claims  would  be  allowed  which, 
under  the  present  law  were,  very  pro- 
perly, disallowed.  He  must  say  that 
ne  thought  the  reasons  alleged  for  the 
adoption  of  the  Amendment  constituted 
a  very  poor  ground  for  so  serious  a 
change  of  the  law,  and  he  trusted  that 
the  nght  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland  would, 
on  re-consideration,  consent  to  leave  the 
law  where  it  stood  at  present,  and  where, 
on  the  whole,  it  worked  well. 

Mb.  W.  E.  FOESTER  said,  he  hoped 
the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Armagh  would  withdraw  his  Amend- 
ment, in  order  that  his  right  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  the  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland  might  suggest  something  that 
would  meet  the  case. 

Mb.  p.  martin  said,   before  the 
Amendment  was  withdrawn,  he  wished 
to  briefly  comment  on  the  statement  just 
made.     When  the  Bill  was  introduced, 
the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  North 
Leicestershire    (Lord   John    Manners), 
and  others,  had  said  that  they  would 
not  be  able  to  pacificato  Ireland  by  im- 
provements of  the  Land  Act  of  1870, 
but  rather  by  the  promotion  of  indus- 
trial enterprize  among  the  Irish  people ; 
Yet,  when  an  opportunity  was  now  pre- 
sented of  stimulating  the  creation  of  local 
industries  in  Ireland  by  giving  the  tenants 
the  right  to  claim  for  valuable  buildings 
and  machinery  erected  on  their  holdings 
in  view  of  their  well-founded  apprehen- 1 
sion  that  they  would  otherwise  be  do-  \ 
prived  of  their  interest  in  that  industrial : 
enterprize  under  the   definition   of  the 
present  Land  Act,  the  noble  Lord  op- 
posed such  a  concession  on  the  part  of 
the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland.     He  | 
trusted,  however,  that  notwithstanding 
the  opposition  they  had  had  put  forward 
against  the  Amendment,  the  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  would  adhere  to  what , 
he  had  said.   The  right  hon.  and  learned  i 
Gentleman  had  approved  of  a  decision 
oome  to  by  Mr.  Justice  Lawson — a  name 


that  ought  to  command  the  respect  of 
the  noble  Lord — and  if  that  were  a  wise 
!  decision  as  applied  to  Ulster,  he  (Mr. 
i  Martin)  thought  that  now  they  were  ex- 
I  tending  the  Ulster  Custom  all  over  Ire- 
i  land   they  ought  to  take  care  not  to 
allow  any  words  in  the  Definition  Olause 
that  would  deprive  the  tenants  of  rights 
!  which    were    conferred  on  the    Ulster 
tenants.     The  noble  Lord  spoke  of  the 
case  of  a  wood  store.     He  (Mr.  Martin) 
I  would  remind  the  noble  Lord  that  these 
I  wood   stores   were  used  partly  for  the 
purposes  of  the  tenants  and  partly  for 
ensuring  a   supply  of  wood  for  their 
neighbours.     Under  the  restricted  De- 
finition Clause  of  the  Land  Act  of  1870, 
the  tenant  was  deprived  of  all  right  to 
claim  for  such   buildings,  and  he  cer- 
tainly trusted  that  the  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland  would  not  go  back  upon  the 
assurance  he  had  given  that  he  would 
bring  up  on  the  Report  of  the  Bill  a 
form  of  words  that  would  substantially 
put  an  end  to  what  was  rightly  con- 
ceived to  be  a  great  grievance  by  tenant 

Mr.  J.  N.  RICHARDSON  said,  he 
wished  it  to  be  clearly  understood  that 
it  was  only  on  account  of  the  undertaking 
on  the  part  of  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Attorney  General  for  Ire- 
land, that  he  had  offered  to  withdraw 
his  Amendment. 

Mil.  H.  R.  BRAND  objected  to  the 
proposed  Amendment,  and  contended 
that  the  words  of  the  Land  Act  of 
1870  were  quite  suflB-cient.  If  the 
scutching  mills  that  had  been  spoken 
of  were  additions  to  the  letting  value 
of  the  land,  and  were  suitable  to  the 
holding,  they  would  come  within  the 
definition  of  tho  Land  Act,  and  if  they 
did  not  come  within  that  category  the 
landlord  ought  not  to  be  compelled  to 
pay  compensation ;  while,  in  the  ma- 
jority of  cases,  the  tenant  would  be  able 
to  sell  the  buildings  and  machinery  he 
had  put  up.  Under  these  circumstances, 
he  thought  the  better  course  would  be 
for  the  Committee  to  negative  the 
Amendment. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  the  general 
rule  laid  down  by  the  Land  Act  of  1870 
was  perfectly  safe,  sound,  and  just;  but 
here  was  a  peculiar  and  exceptional  case. 
He  entirely  appro vod  of  the  pledge  which 
his  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  had  given 
to  bring  up  a  provision  that  would  meet 
the  case. 
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Sib  GEOEGE  CAMPBELL  hoped 
tliat  some  such  proyision  would  be  added 
to  the  Bill,  always  proyided  there  was  an 
addition  to  the  letting  yalue  of  the  pro- 
perfy. 

Mr.  MULHOLLAND  said,  the  ques- 
tion was  how  the  yalue  was  to  be  de- 
termined. The  improyements  were  all 
against  the  incoming  tenant,  and  in  that 
case  their  market  price  would  determine 
their  yalue  ;  but  he  did  not  see  how  the 
yalue  was  to  be  assessed  as  against  the 
landlord. 

Mr.  H.  E.  BEAND  said,  after  the 
statement  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Prime  Minister,  he  should  not  challenge 
the  withdrawal  of  the  Amendment. 

Amendment,  byleaye,  withdrawn. 

Clause,  as  amended,  ordered  to  stand 
part  of  the  Bill. 

Clause  45  Eules  as  to  determination 
of  tenancy). 

Mr.  GIBSON  said,  he  had  put  an 
Amendment  on  the  Paper,  but  he  had 
mentioned  the  matter  before  in  speaking 
on  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill.  It  was 
maintained  that  this  Bill  was  to  be  read 
as  one  with  the  Land  Act  of  1 870 ;  but 
he  thought  it  would  be  seen  that  the 
last  paragraph  of  the  clause  required 
amendment  as  a  matter  of  drafting,  in 
order  that  the  intention  of  the  Goyern- 
ment  might  be  fully  carried  out.  He 
hoped  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
would  consider  the  matter  before  the 
Beport. 

Mr.  FINDLATEE,  on  behalf  of  Mr. 
GiyAN,  moyed  as  an  Amendment,  in 
page  26,  line  2,  to  leaye  out  from  the 
word  ** determined"  to  the  word  "  when- 
eyer  "in  line  6.  He  said  his  object  was 
to  omit  the  proyision  that  a  tenancy 
should  be  determined  wheneyer  it  was 
sold  in  consequence  of  a  breach  by  the 
tenant  of  a  statutory  condition,  or  in 
case  of  a  tenancy  not  subject  to  statutory 
conditions  of  an  act  or  default  on  the 
part  of  a  tenant  which  would,  in  a  tenancy 
subject  to  such  conditions,  haye  consti- 
tuted a  breach  thereof.  It  struck  him  as 
rather  anomalous  that  a  tenancy  should 
be  declared  to  be  determined  on  a  sale, 
when,  in  order  to  make  his  purchase  of 
any  yalue  to  the  buyer,  the  tenancy 
should  still  exist.  There  was  some 
amendment  required  if  the  words  were 
to  be  retained. 


Amendment  proposed,  in  page  26, 
line  2,  leaye  out  from  '*  determined  "  to 
"wheneyer"  inline  6. — {Mr,  Findlater.) 

Question  proposed,  **  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Clause." 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  could  not 
accept  the  Amendment,  as  he  held  it  to 
be  right  and  politic  that  a  substantial 
breach  of'coyenant  should  lead  to  the 
creation  of  a  future  tenancy.  Future 
tenancies  might  arise  in  three  ways — 
either  from  the  resumption  of  the  land 
by  the  owner,  or  from  the  exercise  of  his 
right  of  pre-emption,  or  from  a  breach 
of  coyenant  on  the  part  of  the  tenant. 
If  there  were  to  be  future  tenancies  at 
all,  it  was  quite  as  reasonable  that  they 
should  result  from  the  last  cause  as  from 
either  of  the  others,  and  he  must  decline 
to  alter  the  Bill  in  this  respect.  It 
would,  he  belieyed,  be  found  that  the 
proyision  to  which  his  hon.  Friend  ob- 
jected would  g^ye  the  tenant  a  motiye 
for  the  exact  obseryance  of  his  engage- 
ments. The  Goyemment  were  not,  as 
at  present  adyised,  disposed  to  part  with 
that  portion  of  the  clause. 

Mr.  GIBSON  said,  the  Goyemment 
had  intimated  that  it  was  their  intention 
to  recognize  the  early  part  of  the  clause, 
and  preserye  the  substantial  identity  of 
the  meaning.  He  understood  that  the 
Amendment  was  in  manuscript,  and  he 
expected  it  to  be  carried  out  with  the 
modification  of  the  Chief  Secretary's 
Amendment. 

Mr.  HEALY  regretted  that  the  Prime 
Minister  should  haye  expressed  himself 
in  such  strong  terms  with  regard  to  this 
Amendment.  He  thought  that  freedom 
of  contract  was  the  lite  noire  of  this 
Bill.  The  whole  contention  in  Ireland 
had  been  caused  by  want  of  security  of 
tenure,  and  by  the  exorbitant  rents  ex- 
acted by  the  landlords ;  and  he  certainly 
did  not  want  to  see  those  eyils  arising 
again  and  again  in  connection  with 
future  tenancies,  and,  therefore,  he  ob- 
jected to  the  multiplication  of  these 
opportunities  for  contention  in  the  man 
ner  proposed  by  the  Goyemment.  The 
Goyemment  admitted  the  necessity  in 
Ireland  of  some  one  to  interpose  between 
the  landlord  and  tenant  for  the  purpose 
of  fixing  rents,  and  that  something  like 
security  of  tenure  was  desirable  for  the 
great  body  of  present  tenants  He 
asked  was  not  that  also  desirable  for  the 
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future  tenants?  He  ventured  to  say 
that,  within  a  few  months  after  the  pass- 
ing of  this  Bill,  hundreds  of  future  ten- 
ancies would  be  created,  which  would 
nve  rise  to  more  burning  questions  for 
Enelish  statesmen  to  deal  with.  He 
oomd  not  conceive  why  this  system  of 
freedom  of  contract  was  put  forward  by 
the  Prime  Minister.  It  appeared  that  if 
he  (Mr.  Healy)  desired  to  buy  a  farm  which 
was  being  sold  for  breach  of  statutory 
conditions,  his  tenancy  would  be  a  future 
tenancy.  But  that  would  not  be  what 
he  wanted ;  he  wanted  a  present  ten- 
ancy— that  was  to  say,  something  that 
would  stand  between  him  and  future 
exactions  on  the  part  of  the  landlord. 

Sir  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  said,  he 
regarded  the  provision  sought  to  bo 
struck  out  as  a  serious  blot  on  the  Bill. 
An  earlier  provision  of  the  Bill  provided 
that  the  landlord  should  receive  rent  and 
damages  due  from  the  tenant  out  of  the 
purchase  money,  and  that  rule  had  been 
found  to  work  well  in  the  North  of  Ire- 
land in  the  interest  both  of  the  landlord 
and  tenant.  But  what  did  the  Govern- 
ment propose  in  this  clause  ?  It  was  not 
only  that  the  tenant  should  pay  rent  and 
damages,  but  that  he  should  also  forfeit 
his  tenancy  at  the  same  time.  The  dif- 
ference between  present  and  future  ten- 
ancies appeared  to  him  enormous.  The 
future  tenancy  was  a  tenancy  from  which 
a  man  might  be  turned  out  in  a  week, 
subject  only  to  compensation  for  dis- 
turbance, and,  so  far  as  this  clause  was 
concerned,  the  landlord  might  continue 
this  practice  ad  infinitum.  But,  although 
he  wished  to  see  the  privileges  of  the 
futare  tenant  enlarged,  ho  was  much 
more  concerned  with  the  position  of  the 
present  tenants;  and  he  confessed  he 
viewed  with  great  apprehension  the 
words  of  the  Prime  Minister  uttered  that 
day,  as  well  as  on  a  former  occasion, 
that  this  clause  of  the  Act  would  have  a 
wide  operation.  He  understood  from 
the  Prime  Minister,  that,  after  having 
elevated  the  present  tenants  to  a  higher 
stage  by  the  present  Bill,  it  was  intended 
to  strew  pitfalls  in  their  way  in  order  to 
entrap  them  into  a  lower  position.  The 
clause  would  bear  very  harshly  on  many 
of  the  smaller  tenants  who  would  not  be 
able  to  fulfil  the  condition  of  paying  the 
rent.  He  regretted  that  the  Govern- 
ment did  not  see  their  way  to  making 
the  desired  concession. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  :  I  know  not  how 
to  interpret  what  has  fallen  from  my 


hon.  Friend,  except  by  supposing  that 
he  means  that  we  ought  to  extend  the 
intervention  of  the  Court  to  the  transac- 
tions of  private  life.  I  imagine  that  is 
so  because  the  intervention  of  the  Court 
is  somewhat  different  in  the  case  of  the 
present  and  future  tenants  under  this 
Bill,  and  it  is  that  intervention  of  the 
Court  which  my  hon.  Friend,  applying 
rather  too  readily  his  Indian  experience, 
regards  as  such  a  permanent  security 
for  the  dignity  and  well-being  of  Ire- 
land, not  only  now,  but  for  all  time. 
From  the  way  in  which  my  hon.  Friend 
spoke  of  the  advantage  of  everyone 
being  able  to  apply  to  the  Court,  one 
would  suppose  that  a  new  view  of  the 
garden  of  Eden  was  before  us,  by 
simply  saying  that  every  transaction  of 
life  shall  be  subject  for  ever  to  the  in- 
tervention of  a  Court,  so  that  if  a  man 
buys  a  coat  from  a  tailor  the  Court 
shall  intervene  to  fix  the  price.  This 
the  hon.  Member  describes  as  pro- 
gress and  advancement.  But  if  once 
we  venture  to  narrow  this  intervention 
of  the  Court  so  as  to  provide  individuals 
with  the  means  of  coming  together  to 
settle  matters  that  can  be  very  well 
settled  without  the  intervention  of  the 
Court,  my  hon.  Friend  pronounces  on  the 
consequence  in  the  most  dorolous  terms. 
Our  view  is  that  the  Court  is  a  remedy  for 
serious  and  intolerable  evils.  It  is  upon 
that  ground  alone  that  we  bring  it  in  ; 
and,  consequently,  it  is  no  unnatural  de- 
duction to  say  we  will  not  ask  Parlia- 
ment to  affirm  in  the  year  1881  that 
this  intervention  of  the  Court  is  to  be 
stereotyped  perpetually  and  universally 
throughout  Ireland.  I  have  some  hope 
that  my  hon.  Friend  has  not  exactly 
measured  what  the  condition  of  future 
tenants  will  be,  because  the  future  ten- 
ant, notwithstanding  the  opinion  of  my 
hon.  Friend,  is  by  no  means  relegated 
to  the  provisions  of  the  Act  of  1870, 
oven  with  the  alteration  which  has  been 
made  in  the  scale  of  compensation  for 
disturbance.  That  is  not  the  case  at 
all.  The  future  tenant  will  have  ex- 
actly the  same  right  of  disposing  of  his 
tenant  right,  and  in  the  same  manner 
as  the  present  tenant,  and,  in  my  opi- 
nion, will  be  on  a  better  footing  than 
the  present  tenant  in  one  important 
respect,  inasmuch  as  the  present  tenant, 
if  he  goes  to  Court,  is  liable  to  have  a 
judicial  price  put  upon  his  rights  which 
will  stand  for  the  whole  of  his  statutory 
term,  whereas  the  man  who  does  not 
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go  to  the  Court  will  obtain  the  market 
price.  The  latter  has,  therefore,  a  more 
free  enjoyment  of  his  tenant  right, 
and  along  with  that  he  has  the  protec- 
tion given  to  him  by  this  Bill  against 
the  augmentation  of  his  rent.  That  is 
the  position  of  the  future  tenant ;  and, 
undoubtedly,  while  in  some  respects  his 
position  is  in  my  opinion  improved,  un- 
questionably it  is  not  deteriorated  in 
any  one  thing  except  that  of  the  de- 
lightful privilege  of  going  to  law,  which 
would  seem  to  be  my  hon.  Friend's 
compensation  for  all  the  ills  of  life. 
This  intervention  of  authority  is,  I 
think,  proposed  by  my  hon.  Friend  more 
in  accordance  with  Indian  than  English 
views.  It  is  hard  to  say  whether  the 
loss  of  that  privilege  is  now  a  greater 
boon  to  the  tenant  than  the  landlord  ; 
but  20  or  40  years  hence  the  privilege 
would,  I  am  perfectly  sure,  be  a  greater 
loss  to  the  tenant  than  the  landlord.  It 
must  be  remembered  that  this  modifica- 
tion of  the  conditions  of  tenancy  will  be 
by  an  enactment  under  which  not  only 
the  tenant  can  take  the  landlord  into 
Court  but  under  which  the  landlord  can 
take  the  tenant  into  Court.  That  is  no 
slight  consideration.  As  a  general  rule, 
in  such  cases,  one  of  the  parties  is  a 
rich  man  and  the  other|a]poor  man,  and, 
undoubtedly,  the  man  who  stands  at  the 
door  of  a  Court  of  Justice  with  a  long 
purse  has  an  advantage  over  the  man 
with  a  short  purse.  I  say  it  is  a  hasty 
assumption  that  it  will  be  an  unmixed 
loss  to  the  tenant  that  he  is  not  able  to 
g^  to  law.  I  hope  I  have  removed  some 
of  the  apprehensions  with  regard  to  the 
Bufferings  of  these  future  tenants,  which 
I  am  afraid  have  disturbed  the  slum- 
bers of  my  hon.  Friend  for  some  time 
past.  At  any  rate,  I  have  desired  to 
ao  so.  This  is  a  matter  on  which  the 
Government  have  arrived  at  their  pre- 
sent conclusion,  after  much  considera- 
tion, and  without  being  idolatrous  be- 
lievers in  freedom  of  contract.  We  have 
thought  that  it  would  be  a  very  serious 
matter  indeed  to  ask  Parliament  to  ex- 
tinguish it  for  ever  in  consequence  of 
circumstances  which  are  wholly  ab- 
normal and  belong  to  the  present  very 
peculiar  position  in  Ireland,  and  with 
regard  to  which  we  are  sanguine  enough 
to  believe  that  they  will  not  be  per-  I 
manently  established  from  generation  to 
generation.  I 

8i&  QEOROE  CAMPBELL  admitted  ' 
readily  that  his  great  fear  was  with  re- 

J/r.  Gladstone 


gard  to  the  degradation,  so  to  speak, 
of  present  and  future  tenants.  Ho  had 
also  no  hesitation  in  saying  that  his 
own  view  was  that  freedom  of  contract 
might  best  be  attained  in  Ireland  by 
making  future  tenancies  as  free  as  pos- 
sible, subject  only  to  compensation  for 
improvements,  and,  unless  a  very  long 
lease  was  granted,  then  compensation 
for  disturbance.  His  wish  was  that 
present  tenants  should  not  be  degraded, 
and  up  to  the  present  time  he  had  been 
under  the  impression  that  it  was  in- 
tended by  this  Bill  to  give  that  which 
existed  in  one  part  of  Ireland  to  the 
other  parts  —  to  allow  the  tenants  in 
those  parts  of  the  country  to  regulate 
their  condition  by  fixity  of  tenure,  with 
fair  rents  and  free  sale  of  their  tenant 
right.  His  impression  was  that  the  old 
tenants  of  Ireland  were  to  be  given  the 
'*  three  F's,"  and  that  a  property  in  the 
soil  was  to  be  created  for  them.  His 
idea  was  certainly  not  that  their  property 
was  to  be  the  subject  of  continual  liti- 
gation between  themselves  and  their 
landlords — for  he  was  no  more  en- 
amoured than  was  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Prime  Minister  of  litigation 
— ^but  that  they  should  follow  the  ex- 
ample of  the  tenants  of  the  other  coun- 
tries of  Europe,  and  progress  without 
that  expense.  On  the  whole,  he  felt  much 
disappointed  at  the  words  which  had 
fallen  from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 

Mr.  BIGGAE  said,  he  had  always 
failed  to  understand  the  object  of  the 
Government  in  making  a  distinction  be- 
tween present  and  future  tenancies, 
because,  according  to  their  contention, 
they  wished  to  get  rid  of  what  they  called 
a  crying  evil — namely,  the  possibility  of 
landlords  charging  exhorbitant  rents. 
The  Prime  Minister  said  that  the  future 
tenant  was  in  a  very  grand  position. 
But  would  anyone  affirm  that  he  would 
get  a  fair  price  for  his  tenancy  if  the 
landlord  was  known  to  be  extortionate  ? 
It  was  the  object  of  the  Amendment  to 
prevent  that  loss  to  the  tenant,  and  the 
result  of  the  clause  as  it  stood  would 
undoubtedly  be  that  the  incoming  ten- 
ant would  say — '^  I  cannot  give  a  hi^h 
price  for  the  holding,  seeing  that  the 
rent  is  very  much  higher  than  the 
judicial  rent  would  probably  be."  He 
and  his  Colleagues  did  not  suppose  that 
there  would  be  any  great  number  of 
changes  of  tenancy.  They  wished  the 
alterations  contemplated  by  the  Bill  to 
take  place,  and  to  see  a  soooeadon  of 
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more  or  less  prosperous  tenants ;  but 
they  certainly  did  not  desire  that  the 
land  should  be  changing  hands  every 
day  and  hour.  For  his  own  part,  he 
did  not  value  as  highly  as  some  persons 
appeared  to  do  the  power  of  free  sale, 
Mcause  he  regarded  it  as  a  minor  part 
of  the  question.  But  suppose  a  man, 
who  perhaps  did  not  hold  on  statutory 
conditions,  by  some  accident  committed 
an  act  that  would  amount  to  a  breach 
of  statutory  conditions  in  the  case  of 
a  tenancy  so  held,  he  would  bo  in 
this  position,  that  he  must  sell  the  hold- 
ing, and  that  subject  to  any  increase  of 
rent  the  landlord  might  choose  to  de- 
mand. That  seemed  to  him  to  be  too 
heavy  a  penalty  to  impose  upon  a  tenant 
for  the  breach  of  a  statutory  condition. 
Take  the  statutory  condition  relating  to 
the  dilapidation  of  farm  buildings.  The 
damage  might  amount,  perhaps,  to  £100 
or  £200  ;  but  the  loss  to  the  tenant 
under  this  provision  would  be  many 
hundreds  of  pounds  more  than  the 
damage  resulting  from  dilapidation  of 
the  premises.  Then  in  the  case  of  the 
tenant  becoming  bankrupt,  if  the  ten- 
ant would  not  join  in  the  sale  of  the 
tenancy  for  the  benefit  of  the  creditors, 
one  of  the  creditors  would  probably 
make  him  bankrupt,  and  the  land  would 
be  sold,  no  doubt  by  collusion  witli  the 
landlord,  in  such  a  way  that  the  re- 
maining creditors  would  got  almost 
nothing.  A  very  great  injustice  would 
therefore  be  done  to  the  creditors,  and 
a  substantial  benefit  to  the  landlord  by 
enabling  him  to  extort  from  the  incom- 
ing tenant  an  amount  of  rent  abovo  that 
which  would  probably  be  fixed  by  the 
Court.  In  this  respect,  then,  the  clause 
would  do  a  great  deal  of  harm.  It  would 
also  be  mischievous  in  the  case  of  future 
tenants,  because  it  was  a  matter  of  cer- 
tainty that  the  number  of  future  tenants 
would  constantly  increase,  while  that  of 
the  present  tenants  would  be  decreasing. 
The  result  of  all  this  would  bo  con- 
tinuous agitation  for  a  now  Land  Act — 
an  agitation  as  strong  as  there  had  been 
during  the  last  1 0  years. 

Mb.  gill  said,  as  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter had  explained  the  matter,  there  was 
a  considerable  difference  between  the 
position  of  present  and  future  tenants, 
and,  neither  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man nor  the  Attorney  General  for  Ire- 
land being  present,  he  desired  to  ask 
the  Ohief  Secretary  for  Ireland  for  some 


further  information  on  this  point.  There 
appeared  to  exist  a  voir  considerable 
misconception  with  regard  to  future  ten- 
ancies, and  he  had  quite  recently  read 
two  pamphlets  on  the  subject  which 
took  diametrically  opposite  views  of  the 
position  of  the  future  tenant.  One 
writer  was  of  opinion  that  as  soon  as  he 
obtained  the  statutory  term  of  15  years 
by  accepting  a  rise  of  rent,  he  became 
for  the  future  in  exactly  the  same  posi- 
tion as  the  present  tenant;  that  he 
could  at  the  end  of  1 5  years  apply  to 
the  Court  for  a  revision,  and,  if  neces- 
sary, a  reduction,  of  his  rent.  The 
other  writer  was  of  opinion  that  at  the 
end  of  15  years  he  must  accept  anotlier 
increase  of  rent  in  order  to  get  another 
1 5  years.  If  the  future  tenant  was  in 
that  position,  he  could  not  regard  him 
as  dwelling  in  that  paradise  described 
by  the  Prime  Minister ;  on  the  contrary, 
he  thought  he  was  in  a  lamentable 
position.  He  would  be  in  a  worse 
position  than  the  leaseholder  of  the 
present  time,  because  at  the  end  of 
every  15  years,  in  order  to  hold  his 
farm,  he  would  have  to  accept  an  in- 
crease of  rent.  There  were  many  hon. 
Members  sitting  around  him  who  had 
all  along  thought  that,  according  to  the 
language  of  the  .Bill,  after  having  ac- 
cepted a  rise  in  rent,  the  future  tenant 
would  have  all  the  advantages  which 
wore  connected  with  the  statutory  term ; 
and,  therefore,  as  the  Attorney  Genoral 
for  Ireland  was  now  in  his  place,  he 
desired  very  much  that  ho  would  state 
tlio  exact  difference,  if  any,  between  the 
position  of  a  future  tenant  who  obtained 
statutory  tenure  by  accepting  an  increase 
of  rent,  and  the  position  of  a  present 
tenant  who  obtained  it  by  an  appeal  to 
the  Court. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  was  understood 
to  say  that  of  the  two  descriptions  given 
of  the  position  of  the  future  tenant,  the 
latter  was  the  correct  one. 

Mr.  THOMASSON  said,  he  thought 
the  matter  would  have  been  better  dis- 
cussed on  the  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Wexford  to  the  last  clause, 
the  latter  portion  of  which  provided  that 
future  tenancies  should  begin  on  the 
1st  day  of  June,  1885.  He  should  have 
been  prepared  to  support  a  proposal 
fixing  a  still  later  date  for  their  com- 
mencement ;  indeed,  it  seemed  to  him 
that  it  would  have  been  better  to  de- 
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fine  a  future  tenancy  as  one  commencing 
15  years  after  the  passing  of  the  Act. 
During  that  time  landlord  and  tenant 
would  haye  found  a  modus  vivendi;  we 
should  have  peace  and  quiet  in  Ireland ; 
and  the  tenant  having  obtained  a  sense 
of  security,  future  tenants  might  at  the 
end  of  that  time  haye  been  left  to  make 
their  own  contracts  with  their  land- 
lords. 

The  ATTOENEY  GENEEAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  suggested  that 
they  should  get  rid  of  the  present 
Amendment.  He  would  afterwards 
move  an  Amendment  at  the  end  of  the 
46th  section. 

Mr.  GIBSON  said,  he  understood  it 
to  be  absolutely  clear,  from  the  previous 
statement  of  the  Prime  Minister,  that 
although  the  words  under  discussion 
were  to  be  struck  out,  the  Government 
were  pledged  to  introduce  words  exactly 
of  the  same  sense,  but  in  an  altered 
form. 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  signified  assent. 

Sir  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  remarked, 
that  when  the  Attorney  General  for  Ire- 
land introduced  an  Amendment,  no 
amount  of  argument  would  induce  him 
to  agree  to  any  alteration  of  it. 

Question  put,  and  negatived, 

Mr.  HEALY  said,  he  had  an  Amend- 
ment to  propose  which  was  not  on  the 
Paper.  He  had,  at  a  former  part  of 
the  discussion,  raised  the  question  as  to 
whether  it  would  not  be  desirable  to 
give  the  landlord  power  to  re-create  a 
present  tenancy  by  writing  under  his 
hand.  It  was  said  that  the  power 
already  existed  to  do  this ;  but  he  had 
not  had  time  to  go  thoroughly  into  that 
matter,  and  had  prepared  an  Amend- 
ment to  give  the  necessary  power.  He 
did  not  say  that  the  reading  was  the 
best  that  could  be  arranged  for  the 
purpose. 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  page  26,  line  9,  add  **  Provided,  That  not- 
withstanding any  such  determination,  the  land- 
lord may  by  writing  under  his  hand,  or  by  re- 
instating the  former  tenant  or  his  legal  re- 
presentative, rehabilitate  and  ro-establi^  the 
tenancy  preWously  subsisting."— (if r.  Mealy.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

The  attorney  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  said,  the  hon. 

Mr,  Thomasson 


Member  for  Wexford  had  fairly  stated 
that  he  did  not  expect  the  Government 
to  adopt  the  exact  wording  of  his 
Amendment.  Adopting  its  pnnciple, 
however,  he  would  bring  up  a  clause  on 
Report,  with  the  object  of  enabling  the 
landlord  to  do  in  a  simple  way  what  he 
might  already  do  by  a  cumbrous  and 
roundabout  process. 

Sir  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE  :  We 
understand  that  the  principle  is  that  the 
landlord  may  voluntarily  re-instate  a 
tenant. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  :  Yes. 

Mr.  HEALY  said,  in  asking  leave  to 
withdraw  his  Amendment,  he  must  re- 
mind the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man that  he  had  given  no  explanation 
with  rogard  to  present  and  future  tenan- 
cies. Irish  Members  were  in  an  awkward 
position  from  not  having  received  some 
statement  from  the  Gx)vemment  with  re- 
gard to  the  suggestion  contained  in  his 
Amendment  to  the  last  clause — namely, 
that  present  tenancies  should  be  created 
until  within  two  years  after  the  passing 
of  this  Act. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn, 

Mr.  HEALY  said,  the  Amendment 
he  was  about  to  move  was  a  corollary  to 
Clause  6.  Under  the  old  law,  if  a  man 
made  improvements,  he  could  not  obtain 
compensation  except  on  notice  to  quit. 
As  ne  held  it  to  be  undesirable  that 
there  should  be  any  creation  of  future 
tenancies  upon  what  he  called  ''  techni- 
calities," he  begged  to  move  the  Amend- 
ment standing  in  his  name. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  26,  line  13,  after  the  word  *' ten- 
ancy, insert  new  sub-section  —  "A  present 
tenanc}'  shall  not  be  converted  into  a  future 
tenancy  by  reason  only  of  the  determina- 
tion by  surrender  or  otherwise  of  such  pre- 
sent tenancy,  and  the  acceptance  by  the 
tenant  for  tne  time  being  of  a  new  tenancy. 
Notwithstanding  any  such  determination  of  any 
present  tenancy  by  surrender  or  otherwise,  and 
such  acceptance  uf  a  new  tenancy,  such  present 
tenancy  shall  bb  deemed  for  the  purposes  of  this 
Act  to  be  still  subsisting  so  long  as  the  tenant 
for  the  time  being  ana  his  successors  in  title 
continue  in  possession  of  the  holding,  whether 
the  incidents  of  his  or  their  tenure  be  varied  or 
not.'* — {Mr,  Healy.)- 

Question  proposed,  "That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  said,  he  did  not 
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think  ttie  OoTernment  could  adopt  tbis 
Amendment.  He  pointed  out  tliat  tlie; 
htd  provided  by  the  let  eub-aection  tliat 
the  surrender  to  the  landlord  of  a  ten- 
incy  for  the  purpose  of  the  aoooptance 
or  admission  of  a  tenant,  or  otLecwise, 
bj  way  of  transfer,  should  not  be  deemed 
to  be  a  determination  of  the  tenaucy. 
That  operated  as  a  eurrendor  to  the 
Undlord,  and,  of  course,  it  vas  under- 
stood that  the  provision,  which  morolj 
acted  as  a  piece  of  machinery,  created 
no  legal  title.  But  the  Amendment  of 
the  hon.  Member  -went  further  than  that 
provision.  He  could  not  see  the  object 
of  the  Amendment  clearly.  Suppose  a 
man  held  five  acres,  and  aurrendered 
them  to  get  60,  it  would  be  hard  to  eay 
that  that  should  not  be  a  future  tenancy. 
Taking  either  less  or  a  great  deal  more 
most,  of  necessity,  make  a  new  tenancy. 
AgaiB,  mere  change  of  rent  did  not  ope- 
rate to  change  the  tenancy,  as  was 
obvious,  when  it  was  proposed  to  fix 
a  judicial  rent.  The  hon.  Member's 
Amendment  referred  to  determination 
by  surrender  "or  otherwise,"  and  it 
was,  therefore,  objectionable  on  that 
ground,  because  it  could  not  be  ex- 
pected that  the  Government  should  re- 
verse the  Common  Law.  They  would, 
however,  provide,  on  Eeport,  for  tech- 
nical breaches  of  statutory  conditions. 

Mb.  HEALY  said,  upon  that  under- 
taking on  the  part  of  the  QoTemment, 
be  should  ask  leave  to  withdraw  his 
Amendment.  It  was  only  natural  that 
Irish  Members  should  be  suspicious  of 
the  pitfalls  contained  in  the  clause ;  and 
he  asked  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Oentleman  to  give  the  matter  bis  serious 
consideration  between  that  time  and 
Beport. 

Mb.  BIGGAR  remarked,  that  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  had  put 
the  case  of  a  person  who  gave  up  five 
acres  of  land  in  order  to  get  50  acres. 
But  he  wished  to  take,  also,  the  con- 
verse of  that  position,  and  suppose  the 
case  of  a  tenant  who  wanted  to  get  a 
smaller  piece  of  land  than  ho  had  in 
possession,  Xow,  in  both  these  cases 
the  dimensions  of  the  tenant's  holdings 
would  be  more  or  less  changed ;  and  he 
asked  the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
whether  or  not  in  both  cases  the  tenancy 
would  be  determined  ? 

Th2  attorney  general  for 
TRTTT.ATm  (Mr.  Law)  said,  he  proposed 


to  deal  with  the  points  raised  by  the 

hon.  Member  for  Cavan  at  a  later  stage. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Mr.  W.  H.  smith  said,  he  proposed 
to  move  to  leave  out  sub-section  2,  which 
restrained  a  landlord  from  exercising 
lis  rights  for  1 5  years  after  he  had  pur- 
ihasod  the  tenant's  interest  in  his  hold- 
ng.  The  sub-section  in  question  ran 
IS  follows: — 

"  \\Tiero  a  proBcnt  tenBttcy  in  a  holding  is 
purchasud  Ly  the  iHiiilIord  (inia  Qm  t«Diiiit  in 
■\»a  of  his  right  uf  pre-emption  under  this 
,  and  not  on  the  application  or  by  the  wish 
of  tlio  trnHnt,  ur  as  a  bidder  in  the  open  market, 
then  if  the  landlord  within  Hfteen  yean  from 
the  pauing  of  thia  Act  rc-lutB  thti  s.ime  holding 
to  another  tenant,  the  same  shull  be  suhji>ct, 
from  and  after  the  time  when  it  has  been  bo  re- 
let, to  nil  the  provisions  of  this  Act  which  are 
applicttblo  to  present  tenancies." 

That  was  a  restriction  upon  freedom  of 
contract  to  n  degree  which  he  could 
have  hardly  expected  from  the  framers 
of  this  Bill.  The  present  occupier  had 
received  the  full  value  of  his  interest  in 
the  holding,  as  determined  by  the  Land 
Commissioners ;  he  had  exercised  his 
right  of  pre-emption  from  a  desire  of 
benefiting  his  property  ;  he  had  a 
strong  opinion  tnat  it  was  not,  on  the 
whole,  desirable  that  the  tenancy  should 
be  charged  with  the  interest  on  the  pur- 
chase ;  ho  desired  to  let  the  land  again, 
and  did  not  wish  to  get  a  large  pre- 
mium from  the  tenant,  because  he  pre- 
ferred that  the  tenant's  money  should 
rather  be  invested  in  the  land  itself  by 
way  of  improvements.  In  short,  he  had 
no  wish  to  embarrass  the  tenant.  But 
under  this  sub-section  he  would  be 
absolutely  prohibited  from  taking  the 
course  which  an  English  landlord  would 
take  of  enabling  the  tenant  to  apply  all 
his  capital  to  develop  the  resources  of 
the  land.  This  appeared  to  bim  so  great 
a  restriction  on  freedom  of  contract  that 
he  hoped  the  Government  would  agree 
to  strike  out  the  sub-section,  the  omis- 
sion of  which  he  be^ed  to  move. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  26,  lino  14,  to  leave  out  from  the 
word  "where,"  to  the  word  "tenancios,"  in 
Hne  21,  both  inclusive.— (.Wr.  William  Sttiru 
Smilh.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
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Bection.  As  he  understood  it,  it  drew 
a  distinction  between  the  first  term  of 
15  yeara  and  the  subsequent  term;  in 
fact,  it  raised  a  tenant,  who  otherwise 
would  be  a  future  tenant  during  the  first 
15  years,  into  the  position  of  a  present 
tenant.  The  Attorney  General  for  Ire- 
land would,  perhaps,  inform  him  whe- 
ther he  understood  the  sub- section  cor- 
rectly, when  he  believed  that  whereas  a 
man,  after  the  exercise  of  pre-emption 
by  the  landlord,  would  otherwise  oe  a 
future  tenant,  and  would  not  be  able  to 
go  to  the  Court  to  get  the  rent  fixed  and 
the  term  determined  during  the  first  15 
years,  he  would,  under  this  sub-section, 
be  able  to  do  so  ?  The  point  was  ger- 
mane to  the  section.  He  had  previously 
raised  it ;  but  he  was  not  prepared  to 
raise  the  question  over  again  or  press  it 
to  a  division.  It  did,  however,  seem  to 
him  that  all  these  small  distinctions  and 
differences  did  unnecessarily  encumber 
and  complicate  the  Bill,  and  he  believed 
it  would  be  a  great  improvement,  and 
the  tenant  would  not  suffer  in  the  least, 
if  they  were  omitted.  He  respectfully 
pressed  on  the  Government  to  consider 
whether  there  was  any  substantial  ad- 
vantage to  the  tenant  in  keeping  up 
these  distinctions,  or,  at  least,  to  consider 
whether  the  small  advantage  accruing 
to  the  tenant  was  not  outweighed  by 
the  amount  of  matter  by  which  the  Bill 
was  encumbered. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  I  must  own  we 
are  not  at  all  prepared  to  agree  to  the 
removal  of  this  sub-section.  My  noble 
Friend  says  it  would  be  well  to  do  away 
with  these  minute  distinctions  ;  but  then 
he  should  recollect  that  earlier  in  the 
evening  there  was  application  made  of 
that  principle  by  others  in  a  very  dif- 
ferent sense,  and  that  was  that  it  would 
be  well  to  abolish  the  differences  be- 
tween present  and  future  tenancies.  It 
was  argued  that  if  we  wanted  to  simplify 
the  Bill  we  must  do  this.  But  we  de- 
cline to  simplify  the  Bill  at  the  cost  of 
such  a  change  as  that.  AVo  must  con- 
sider whether  this  proposition  in  sub- 
section 3  is  a  proposition  fit  to  be 
maintained  or  not.  I  think  the  noble 
Lord  and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  op- 
posite (Mr.  AV.  H.  Smith)  attach  to  the 
omission  of  this  sub-section  a  greater 
consequence  than  really  belones  to  it. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  spoke  as  if 
upon  the  omission  of  this  sub-section  it 
would  be  in  the  power  of  the  landlord  to 
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get  rid  entirely  of  the  provision  which 
enables  the  tenant  to  whom  the  land  is 
re-let  to  sell  his  tenant  right.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  spoke  of  the  landlord's 
desire  to  relieve  the  land  from  the  burden 
of  this  price  of  the  tenant  rifi^ht,  paid  on 
interest ;  he  thought  it  would  empower 
the  landlord,  if  this  sub- section  were 
omitted,  after  the  exercise  of  pre-emp- 
tion, to  get  rid  of  the  tenant  right  when 
he  let  a  holding  again.  Of  course  he 
might,  if  he  thought  fit,  put  such  a  rent 
on  it  as  would  absorb  it.  That  is  an- 
other thing.  But  after  all,  you  must 
remember  you  cannot  absorb  so  much  of 
the  tenant  right  in  rent  as  you  suppose. 
The  Irish  tenant  is  willing  to  pay  for  the 
tenant  right  what  he  is  not  willing  to 
pay  for  in  the  form  of  rent.  Now,  Sir, 
suppose  we  were  to  omit  this  sub-section, 
what  might  happen  ?  I  reckon  this 
power  of  pre-emption  exercised  by  the 
landlord  to  be  a  very  large  power  indeed 
left  in  his  hands  by  the  Bill,  and  a  par- 
ticular landlord  might  have  a  great  fancy 
for  the  exercise  of  this  pre-emption,  and 
might  take  advantage  of  the  position  of 
the  tenants  to  change  extensively  the 
tenure,  and  to  re-introduce  the  tenants 
as  future  tenants.  We  do  not  think  it 
would  be  wise,  having  regard  to  the 
general  tranquillity  of  Ireland,  that  there 
should  be  a  large  introduction  of  these 
future  tenancies  until  such  time  has 
elapsed  as  the  Act  generally  shall  have 
had  a  fair  trial.  That  is  really  the  motive 
which  led  us,  when  we  came  to  consider 
the  Pre-emption  Clause,  to  determine  that 
it  was  necessary  we  should  guard  the 
clause  so  as  to  prevent  its  being  used, 
even  by  particular  persons  —  perhaps 
eccentric  parties  when  compared  with  the 
general  mass  of  landlords — for  the  pur- 
pose of  a  rapid  and  early  introduction  of 
a  considerable  number  of  future  ten- 
ancies. That  would  not  give  the  Act 
fair  play.  We  do  not  think  it  would  be 
to  the  interest  of  the  general  settlement 
of  the  Irish  Land  Question,  which  we 
take  to  be  a  matter  equally  for  the  ad- 
vantage of  landlord  and  tenant,  that  this 
sub-section  should  be  omitted.  These 
are  the  main  grounds  on  which  we  sup- 
port the  sub- section,  and  on  which  we 
must  adhere  to  it. 

Mr.  WALTEE  said,  he  was  anxious 
to  hear  what  the  Gt)vemment  had  to  say 
in  defence  of  this  sub-section.  He  could 
not  help  thinking  that  on  the  face  of  it 
it  bore  a  construction  extremely  illogical. 
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They  gave  the  landlord,  in  tbo  very  first 
clause  of  the  Bill,  the  right  to  pre-emp- 
tion. That  was  not  a  right  to  be  exer- 
cised on  his  mere  motion  ;  it  could  only 
eome  into  existence  when  the  tenant  had 
sifnified  to  the  landlord  his  desire  to  sell 
hu  holding.  Upon  that  the  landlord 
came  in  and  sought  to  exercise  his  right 
of  pre-emption.  Firdt  of  all,  they  gave 
him  the  opportunity  of  coming  to  a 
friendly  agreement  with  his  tenant,  and 
if  this  agreement  could  not  be  arrived  at, 
the  parties  go  to  Court.  He  wanted  to 
know,  therefore,  in  what  respect,  upon 
the  Ghovemment's  own  hypothesis,  was 
the  outgoing  tenant,  anxious  to  sell  his 
holding,  injured?  If  they  had  any 
faith  in  their  Court— and  he  had  faith 
in  it — for  the  future  adjustment  of  these 
difficulties,  why  could  they  not  be  con- 
tent with  its  decision?  Eecollect  the 
whole,  or  the  greater  part  of  this  Bill, 
80  far  as  it  related  to  present  tenancies, 
turned  upon  the  existence  of  certain 
existing  relations  between  two  particular 
persons  or  their  representatives.  But 
there  were  no  existing  relations  between 
the  landlord  and  future  tenants.  Why, 
therefore,  should  they  attach  something 
of  a  penal  character  upon  the  action  of 
the  landlord?  It  was  argued  that,  in 
consequence  of  his  having  taken  an  un- 
fair advantage  of  the  outgoing  tenant, 
the  landlord  was  to  be  precluded  for  1 5 
years  from  making  a  contract  with  an- 
other tenant.  Now,  that  was  illogical. 
There  were  three  possible  ways  in  which 
a  landlord  might  acquire  the  exorcise  of 
the  right  of  pre-emption.  He  might  do 
80  upon  the  application  of  the  tenant, 
or  in  the  open  market,  or  by  the  settle- 
ment of  the  Court.  Why  was  the  third 
course  to  be  considered  so  much  less  safe, 
less  secure,  less  just  to  the  tenant,  that 
it  was  to  involve  the  forfeiture  of  the  15 
years'  freedom  to  begin  a  new  contract  ? 
As  a  mere  matter  of  policy,  there  might 
be  a  great  deal  in  favour  of  the  Prime 
Minister's  statement ;  he  would  not  say 
that  policy  might  not  be  sufficiently 
strong  to  outweigh  other  considerations. 
As  a  mere  matter  of  justice  between  man 
and  man,  he  could  not  see  how  the  sub- 
section could  be  defended. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  asked  hon.  Mem- 
bers to  recollect  that,  in  the  present  state 
of  Ireland,  whatever  value  might  be  set 
upon  the  power  of  going  to  Court,  a 
tenant  right  which  conveyed  the  power 
of  going  to  Court  and  the  tenant  right 


which  did  not  convey  that  power  would 
fetch  very  different  prices  indeed.  He 
api)rohended  there  was  little  doubt  about 
that,  and  that  was  a  matter  which  the 
Court  would  have  to  take  into  considera- 
tion in  fixing  the  tenant  right.  As  far 
as  justice  was  concerned,  it  was  not  a 
question  of  the  defence  of  the  future 
tenant,  who  would  pay  a  price  propor- 
tionate to  the  value,  but  it  was  for  the  de- 
fence of  the  present  tenant,  with  whom 
the  landlord  had  relations,  that  this  sub- 
section was  inserted. 

Mr.  W.H.  smith  said,  he  understood 
that  a  present  tenant  had  now  the  right 
to  go  to  Court  in  order  to  have  his  rent 
fixed  before  he  sold  his  interest  in  the 
holding.  The  present  tenant  sold  his 
interest  in  the  holding  by  agreement 
with  the  landlord,  or  at  a  rate  ascer- 
tained by  the  Land  Commission  to  be  a 
fair  price  for  the  holding.  For  what 
reason  were  they  to  prevent  the  landlord 
doing  what  he  felt  to  bo,  on  the  whole, 
in  the  interest  of  his  holding  and  in  the 
interest  of  the  future  tenant,  in  making 
a  contract  with  the  future  tenant?  Why 
were  they  to  penalize  the  action  of  the 
landlord?  Why  were  they  to  prevent  him 
coming  to  an  arrangement  with  his  ten- 
ant under  the  Ist  section  of  this  Act  ?  If 
they  told  the  landlord  that  he  was  to  bo 
held  under  the  conditions  of  this  sub-sec- 
tion in  coming  to  an  arrangement  with  a 
tenant,  they  put  him  under  great  difficulty 
in  exorcising  his  power  of  pre-emption. 
They  would  almost  make  it  impossible 
for  him  to  exercise  his  power  of  pre- 
emption, because  a  tenant  coming  in 
would  know  perfectly  well  that  he  had 
his  landlord  completely  at  his  mercy. 
AVhy  should  they  not  leave  the  land- 
lord's hands  perfectly  free  ?  Having  done 
everything  so  far  as  the  present  tenant 
was  concerned,  why  should  they  not 
leave  the  landlord  to  make  the  best 
terms  he  could  with  the  future  tenant  ? 

The  attorney  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  said,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  stated  that  this  sub- 
section would  interfere  with  the  power 
of  the  landlord.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man would  observe  the  clause  was  con- 
fined to  the  exercise  of  seignorial  right 
of  pre-emption,  and  did  not  apply  to 
where  the  landlord  bought  on  the  appli- 
cation or  with  the  consent  of  the  tenant. 
If  the  landlord  lay  by  until  the  tenant 
signified  his  intention  to  sell,  and  then 
stepped  in  and  said  he  woidd  buy,  that 
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would  be  a  different  thing.  The  object 
of  the  clause  was  to  put  a  restraint  on 
the  landlord  for  a  certain  very  obvious 
purpose.  If  the  landlord  wanted  the 
land  for  himself,  or  for  his  demesne,  or 
for  some  other  like  purpose,  the  clause 
would  not  apply ;  but  if  he  bought  the 
tenant  right  for  the  purpose  of  defeat- 
ing one  of  the  provisions  of  this  Act,  if 
he  exercised  his  right  of  pre-emption 
for  the  purpose  of  turning  present  ten- 
ancies into  future  tenancies,  if  he  used 
his  power  for  the  benefit  of  his  own 
estate,  and  to  deprive  his  tenants  of  the 
protection  of  this  Bill,  and  to  produce 
m  a  few  years  a  recurrence  of  the  misery 
which  now  prevailed  in  Ireland,  the 
clause  would  apply.  Very  few  landlords 
would  do  that,  but  there  were  some 
landlords  who  would  take  a  sort  of  plea- 
sure in  defeating  the  purposes  of  the  Act 
in  this  matter.  The  Government  did 
not  desire  that  the  provisions  of  the  Act, 
which  were  meant  to  secure  a  certain 
amount  of  quiet  and  contentment  to  the 
Irish  tenant,  should  be  defeated  by  the 
landlord  exercising  his  power  of  pre- 
emption in  order  to  turn  present  tenants 
into  future  tenants.  There  was  no  in- 
terference with  the  power  of  the  land- 
lord to  buy  if  the  tenant  was  willing  to 
sell  in  the  ordinary  way  ;  the  clause  ap- 
plied only  when  the  landlord  intervened 
on  notice  of  sale  being  given,  and  said 
that  nobody  else  should  buy. 

Mr.  WALTER  said,  inasmuch  as  one 
case  had  been  put,  he  might  be  allowed 
to  put  another.  Suppose  a  landlord 
having  exercised  the  right  of  pre-emp- 
tion kept  the  farm  in  his  own  hands  for 
&Ye  or  six  years,  and  then  sold  it,  was 
the  purchaser  to  be  bound  by  this  limita- 
tion— could  he  not  create  future  ten- 
ancies ? 

Sir  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE  said, 
the  more  he  listened  to  the  explanations 
given  by  the  Government  the  more 
puzzled  he  was  to  know  what  the  point 
was  the  Government  insisted  on.  Their 
real  object  seemed  to  be  to  debar  the 
landlord,  as  far  as  possible,  from  exer- 
cising the  right  of  pre-emption,  and  not 
to  do  justice  as  between  landlord  and 
tenant ;  their  purpose  seemed  to  be  to 

f)revent  the  landlord  dealing  with  his 
and  hereafter  upon  a  system  over  which 
Government  had  no  control.  He  quite 
understood  that  the  Government,  in 
making  the  proposals  contained  in  this 
Bill,  were,  to  a  very  considerable  ex- 

The  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 


tent,  departing  from  what  they  recog- 
nized as  the  sound  and  normal  conditions 
of  free  contract  between  landlord  and 
tenant.  They  did  so  in  the  belief — and 
there  were  certain  grounds  for  that 
belief — that  it  was  necessary  to  make 
provisions  for  the  protection  of  tenants 
as  against  their  landlords.  The  Govern- 
ment began  the  Bill  by  saying  that  they 
gave  to  the  tenant  the  right  of  freely 
selling  his  interest  in  his  holding,  and 
that  they  gave  to  the  landlord  the  right 
of  pre-emption.  But  the  landlord  could 
only  exercise  that  right  if,  in  the  first 
instance,  the  tenant  had  chosen  to  take 
the  step  of  saying  he  would  sell,  and,  of 
course,  the  promoters  of  the  Bill  had 
taken  steps  to  guard  the  interests  of  the 
tenant  so  that  he  would  have  no  injus- 
tice done  by  the  landlord  exercising  the 
right  of  pre-emption.  The  landlord 
would  pay  that  which  the  Court  con- 
sidered fair,  and  would  pay  it  upon 
the  tenant's  own  motion.  The  tenant, 
therefore,  could  have  no  further  interest 
in  the  holding.  He  had  had  no  injus- 
tice done  him,  and  the  holding  was  in 
the  hands  of  the  landlord,  who,  if  he 
chose  to,  had  a  perfect  right  to  hold  and 
cultivate  it.  The  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland  had  said  they  meant  to  refuse 
the  right  of  pre-emption  to  the  landlord 
if  he  intended  to  use  it  for  the  purpose 
of  benefiting  his  own  estate.  AVell,  but 
how  might  he  benefit  it?  He  might 
benefit  it  by  converting  large  holdings 
into  small  holdings ;  he  might  benefit 
it  by  taking  a  holding  and  joining  it  to 
another ;  he  might  benefit  it  by  re- 
adjusting his  land ;  and  each  of  these 
courses  would  be  to  the  interest  of  the 
tenants  on  his  estate,  and  of  the  ten- 
antry in  that  part  of  the  country.  Then 
why  was  he  to  be  restrained,  when  he 
had  got  land  in  his  own  hand,  from 
doing  that  which  might  appear  to  be 
the  very  best  thing  he  could  do — namely, 
letting  it  on  fair  and  reasonable  terms  ? 
*'  Oh,"  said  the  Government,  '*  that 
will  interfere  with  the  system  which  we 
contemplate  as  the  best  system  to  be  in 
future  adopted  in  Ireland,  and  we  do 
not  want  to  have  any  of  this  free  con- 
tract, because  it  may  prejudicially  affect 
the  relations  of  present  tenants  with 
their  landlords  in  every  part  of  the 
country."  The  Government  did  not 
want  free  contract  lest  it  should  inter- 
fere with  the  good  working  of  their  new 
patent  system.    It  was  not  the  injustice 
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done  to  existing  tenants,  or  the  harm 
done  to  anybo^,  that  the  Government 
feared ;  but  it  was  the  harm  that  might 
possiblj  be  done  to  their  new  system 
if  there  was  free  contract.  That  was 
the  only  meaning  he  could  attach  to  the 
explanation  of  the  Government — an  ex- 
planation which  was  so  unsatisfactory 
to  him  that  he  was  bound  to  ask  for 
more  instruction. 

Ix)RD  RANDOLPH  CnURCHILL 
said,  it  was  very  possible  that  under  this 
sub-section  they  might  arrive  at  a  very 
ridiculous  complication.  Suppose  that 
after  the  passing  of  the  Act — say,  next 
year — a  landlord  created  a  future  ten- 
ancy, that  the  present  tenant  of  a  farm 
of  30  acres  adjoining  was  obliged  to  soli, 
that  the  landlord  exercised  his  right  of 
pre-emption,  and  wished  to  let  the  farm 
to  the  future  tenant,  with  whom  ho  had 
contracted  for  the  adjoining  farm,  under 
this  sub-section  he  could  not  dispose  of 
it  in  the  way  he  wished. 

Colonel  COLTHURST  said,  the 
question  seemed  to  be  whether  the  in- 
tention of  the  Bill  was  to  be  more  or 
less  frustrated  by  the  omission  of  this 
sub-section,  because  the  whole  Bill  pro- 
ceeded on  the  assumption  that  it  was 
necessary  to  restrain  the  competition  for 
land  in  Ireland,  and  this  was  one  of  the 
means  of  restraining  it.  He  did  not 
think  the  argument  of  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  (Sir  Stafford  Northcoto)  was  at 
all  applicable.  If  a  landlord  wished  to 
take  land  into  his  own  hands,  and  was 
willing  to  pay  a  proper  price  for  it, 
there  was  nothing  to  prevent  his  doing 
so;  but  he  thought  the  Government 
were  perfectly  justified  in  restraining 
any  attempt  on  the  part  of  the  land- 
lord to  create  future  tenancies  with  the 
object  of  defeating  the  Bill.  He  was 
fflad  to  hear  the  Government  did  not 
mtend  to  make  any  concession  on  this 
point. 

Mr.  BRODRICK  said,  the  Bill  seemed 
to  him  to  be  inconsistent  with  itself.  The 
original  demand  was  that  future  ten- 
ants should  be  altogether  exempt  from 
the  operation  of  the  measure  ;  and  when 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  talked 
of  standing  as  arbiter  between  the  par- 
ties, he  forgot  that  he  had  already  made 
terms  with  one  side,  who  were  now  ask- 
ing only  half  of  what  they  asked  before. 

Mr.  a.  MOORE  said,  this  was  vital 
to  the  principle  of  the  Bill,  and  he  did 
jici  know  that  he  could  add  anything  to 


that  which  had  fallen  from  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  County  of  Cork.  It 
was  perfectly  evident  that  there  was  un- 
derlying all  these  criticisms  a  conscious- 
ness of  what  would  be  done  if  further  con- 
cessions were  made ;  the  landlords  would 
go  into  the  Court  and  exercise  the  right 
of  pre-emption  at  as  low  a  value  as  poa- 
sibe,  and  they  would  realize  the  prttium 
ajectionis  from  incoming  tenants.  In 
that  way  in  a  very  short  time  there 
would  not  be  a  single  present  tenant  in 
the  whole  of  the  country.  It  was  essen- 
tial, if  this  Bill  was  to  have  a  chance, 
that  those  provisions  should  remain. 

Mr.  PLUNKET  wished  to  know  on 
what  ground  this  had  been  put  forward 
as  the  policy  of  the  Bill  ?  It  was  said 
that  if  it  was  struck  out  any  landlord 
could  go  into  the  Court  and  would  have 
the  right  of  pre-emption.  Hon.  Mem- 
bers must  know  that  the  landlord  would 
not  have  a  chance  of  exercising  his  right 
of  pre-emption  unless  the  tenant  wished 
to  sell.  How  was  the  landlord  to  get 
all  his  tenants  to  give  him  the  oppor- 
tunity of  exercising  his  right  of  pre- 
emption in  the  way  contemplated  by  the 
clause  ?  The  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Attorney  General  for  Ire- 
land (Mr.  Law)  objected  that  by  the  ex- 
cision of  this  clause  the  unfortunate  ten- 
ant would  be  left  without  protection,  and 
that  they  would  in  that  way  defeat  the 
policy  of  the  Bill.  But  the  tenant  was 
already  protected,  for  he  had  the  Com- 
pensation for  Disturbance  Clause,  and  he 
cdso  had  the  advantage  that  before  this 
terrible  transaction  he  would  have  seen 
the  rent  fixed  for  the  former  tenant.  He 
would  know  what  was  a  fair  rent,  and 
he  would  have  a  very  fair  standard  to 
go  by  in  order  to  judge  what  was  a  fair 
amount  which  he  himself  should  be 
asked  to  pay.  The  present  tenant  would 
be  there,  or,  if  he  desired  to  sell,  they 
must  assume  that  he  had  had  his  rent 
fairly  fixed  by  the  Court. 

TuE  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  tor 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  :  He  may  or 
may  not  have  had  his  rent  fixed. 

Mr.  PLUNKET  said,  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  must  see  that 
if  he  had  not  a  fair  rent  he  would  go  to 
the  Court  and  have  the  rent  ascertained. 
How  could  it  be  maintained  that  the 
tenant  was  unprotected  if  this  sub-sec- 
tion was  struck  out  ?  The  tenant  would 
know  very  well  what  kind  of  rent  he 
ought  to  be  asked  to  pay,  and  he  would 
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be  better  protected  than  be  was  at  pre- 
sent. It  was  said  tbej  would  defeat  the 
object  of  the  Bill,  which  was  to  en- 
courage free  sale,  if  the  sub-section  were 
struck  out.  Well,  he  admitted  that  the 
policy  of  the  Bill  was  to  encourage  a 
system  of  free  sale,  but  it  was  not  to 
encourage  a  system  of  free  sale  at  ex- 
orbitant prices,  and  what  he  understood 
to  be  the  great  boon  given  to  the  landlord 
in  this  right  of  pre-emption  wets  that  he 
would  thereby  have  the  power  of  pre- 
venting the  interest  in  the  holding  being 
sold  at  an  exorbitant  price  —  that  the 
landlord  might  step  in  and  say,  **  I  pre- 
fer to  have  the  fair  price  estimated  for 
me  and  I  will  pay  it  myself."  If  the 
policy  of  the  sub-section  were  to  be  to  en- 
courage reckless  bidding  amongst  would- 
be  tenants,  the  excision  of  the  clause 
would  put  a  check  upon  the  practice ; 
but  it  all  came  back  to  this,  in  the  end, 
that  the  clause  was  inconsistent  in  its 
various  members.  He  could  not  see  how 
the  arguments  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Berkshire  had  been  in  the  least  degree 
answered;  it  seemed  to  him  that  the 
clause  was  not  only  inconsistent  in  its 
various  members,  but  was  contrary  to 
the  policy  of  the  Bill. 

Mr.  MABUM  wished  to  say  a  word 
with  regard  to  the  justice  of  this  trans- 
action from  the  point  of  view  of  the 
tenant.  Supposing  there  was  no  1st 
clause  in  the  Bill,  the  tenant  would  have 
a  Common  Law  right  to  sell  his  tenancy 
at  the  highest  price  he  could  obtain  for 
it.  The  1st  clause  rather  cut  him  down, 
and  what  the  tenant  enjoyed  was  not 
free  sale,  but  restricted  sale — restricted 
by  the  right  of  pre-emption  on  the  part 
of  the  landlord.  As  an  equivalent  for 
that  restriction  this  sub-section  was  re- 
quired. So  far  as  the  landlord  was  con- 
cerned, it  was  voluntary.  He  could  come 
in  unfettered  by  conditions  if  he  liked  ; 
but,  from  the  statement  of  the  Prime 
Minister,  it  was  quite  evident  that  in 
justice  to  the  tenant  this  provision  should 
be  inserted. 

Mr.  GIBSON  said,  the  argument  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Kilkenny  (Mr. 
Marum)  certainly  had  the  advantage  of 
being  logical ;  his  argument  was  en- 
tirely against  any  such  thing  as  the  right 
of  pre-emption.  The  hon.  Member 
seemed  to  think  that  pre-emption  was 
80  bad  that  the  more  it  was  watered 
down  and  killed  the  better;  and  that 
the  provision  under  discussion   really 

Mr.  Plunhet 


would  have  the  effect  of  emascalating 
the  right  of  pre-emption  given  in  the  1st 
clause.     From  his  (Mr.  Gibson's)  point 
of  view  the  right  of  pre-emption  should 
either  not  have  been  given  at  all,  or,  if 
given,  it  should  have  been  preserved  and 
strengthened.     When  it  was  given  no- 
thing was  heard  about  a  landlord  want- 
ing to  exercise  it  for  selfish  purposes, 
such  as  increasing  the  demesne.    On  the 
contrary,  it  was  said  it  was  one  of  the 
means  by  which  a  landlord  might  exer- 
cise some  influence  over  the  manage- 
ment of  his  property.     They  had  been 
reminded  that  the  right  of  pre-emption 
was  one  of  the  means  g^iven  to  the  land- 
lord by  which  he  could  moderate  some 
of  the  disturbing  influences  that  might 
be  brought  about  on  his  property  by  a 
reckless  use  of  the  privileges  of  free 
sale.     The  Government  expressly  took 
away  from  the  clause  those  words  en- 
abling the  Court  to  moderate  the  price, 
and  allowed  it  to  remain  so  as  to  confer 
upon  the  Court  the  humble    function 
merely   of  ascertaining  the  fair  price. 
The  landlord   could  only   exercise  the 
right  of  pre-emption,  therefore,  by  pay- 
ing the  proper  price  ascertained  by  the 
Court.     If  the  Court  had  ascertained 
what  was  the   fair  price,  why  should 
not  the  landlord  be  restored  to  perfect 
property  in  what  he  had  bought  ?    Do 
not  let  him  buy  if  they  did  not  want  him 
to  have  the  rights  of  property,  and  if 
they  did  let  him  buy  do  not  restrict  him 
in  this  way.     The  noble  Lord  the  Mem- 
ber   for    Woodstock   (Lord    Bandolph 
Churchill)  had  put  a  case  to  the  Com- 
mittee which  had  rather  reduced  this  to 
an    absurdity,    and   he    (Mr.   Gibson) 
would  give  another  which  would  have 
the  same  effect.     Supposing  a  landlord 
had   bought   a  farm  on  the  conditions 
under  the  Bill,  and  he  then  said,  "family 
reasons,"  or  *'  my  own  health  compel 
me  to  give  up  the  farm,"  he  (Mr.  Gib- 
son) would  contend  that  they  would  not 
allow  that  person  to  go  into  the  market 
to  make  a  new  letting,  but  they  com- 
pelled   him    to   make    a   letting   with 
a  present  tenancy.     Was  that  just  or 
reasonable  ?    AVhere  was  the  equity  of 
the  provision  ?    This  was  a  proposition 
which,  if  defended  at  all,  shoula  be  de- 
fended in  the  interest  of  the  future  ten- 
ant.    The  old  tenant  was  not  in  ques- 
tion ;  he  had  been  paid — he  had  gone 
away,  be  was  done  with,  and  it  was  im- 
material to  him  what  became  of  the  let* 
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ting.  The  Prime  Minister  had  said  that 
the  object  of  this  provision  was  to  avoid 
changes  which  a  few  years  after  the 
passing  of  the  Bill  the  landlord  might 
otherwise  effect.  The  landlord  might 
acquire  the  land  by  pre-emption,  and 
might  endeavour  to  make  a  letting  in 
the  nature  of  a  future  tenancy.  But 
the  landlord  could  only  buy  from  a  ten- 
ant who  desired  to  leave  the  holding ; 
therefore,  the  interest  of  the  old  tenant, 
who  voluntarily  announced  that  he  did 
not  wish  to  stay  and  could  not  stay,  would 
not  be  affected.  The  old  tenant,  there- 
fore, was  out  of  the  question.  This 
was  in  effect  to  penalize  the  right  of 
pre-emption  which  the  Government  had 

fiven  at  the  outset.  They  should  not 
ave  given  it  at  all  if  they  were  not  pre- 
pared to  allow  the  landlord  to  exercise 
the  right  with  freedom.  Having  given 
the  right  the  Government  was  bound  to 
leave  the  landlords  in  possession  of  it, 
and  not  to  fetter  them  in  the  extra- 
ordinary way  proposed  by  the  sub-sec- 
tion. 

Mb.  LALOB  said,  he  quite  agreed 
with  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man who  had  just  sat  down,  that  the 
right  of  pre-emption  was  a  very  incon- 
sifltent  right  to  put  in  the  Bill ;  and  not 
only  was  it  inconsistent,  but  it  was  a 
most  dangerous  power  to  have  left  in 
the  hands  of  the  landlords  of  Ireland. 
Hon.  Gentlemen  belonging  to  the  Oppo- 
sition had  maintained,  in  the  course  of 
this  discussion,  that  the  sale  was  a  free 
sale  between  the  landlord  and  tenant. 
This  very  thing  showed  the  opposite.  It 
was  not  a  free  sale  between  the  landlord 
and  tenant.  What  did  the  sub-section 
say  ?  It  said — "  That  whore  a  present 
tenancy  in  a  holding  was  purchased  by 
the  landlord  from  the  tenant  in  exercise 
of  his  right  of  pre-emption  under  this 
Act,  not  on  the  application  or  by  the 
wish  of  the  tenant,  or  as  a  bidder  in 
the  open  market,  then  if  the  landlord, 
within  1 5  years  from  the  passing  of  this 
Act,  re-lets  the  same  holding  to  another 
tenant,  the  same  shall  be  subject,  from 
and  after  the  time  when  it  has  been  so 
re-let,  to  all  the  provisions  of  this  Act 
whieh  are  applicable  to  present  tenan- 
cies." Surely  that  was  a  free  contract 
between  the  landlord  and  tenant ;  but  it 
would  be  more  candid  if  hon.  Gentle- 
men on  the  Opposition  Benches  argued 
the  question  on  a  different  basis  alto- 
gether.    Why  did  they  not  say  at  once 


that  the  application  of  future  tenancies 
as  compared  with  present  tenancies  was 
the  best  form  in  which  the  tenantry  of 
Ireland  could  hold  the  land?  Now,  if 
future  tenancies  were  the  best  for  the 
tenant  farmers  of  Ireland,  why  did  not 
hon.  Gentlemen  say  so  at  once,  and 
argue  against  present  tenancies  alto- 
gether ?  Hon.  Gentlemen,  however,  did 
not  say  so  ;  and  if  they  allowed  that  tlie 
present  tenancies  were  better,  was  it  not 
right  on  the  part  of  the  Government  to 
try  and  prevent  landlords  creating  ten- 
ancies without  having  something  b6na 
fide  at  the  bottom  of  them?  Hon.  Mem- 
bers were  not  prepared  to  argue  in  that 
way,  because  they  wished  to  throw  dust 
in  the  eyes  of  those  who  were  in  favour 
of  present  tenancies.  They  wished  to 
show  hon.  Members  that  they  were  not 
against  future  tenancies,  but  that  they 
were  fighting  entirely  for  justice  to  the 
landlords  as  between  them  and  the  ten- 
ants. 

Mr.  MULHOLLAND  said,  the  hon. 
Gentleman  who  had  just  spoken  had 
declared  that  Gentlemen  on  the  Con- 
servative side  of  the  House  were  not 
prepared  to  argue  that  future  tenancies 
were  not  better  than  present  tenancies 
for  the  people  of  Ireland.  He  must  say 
for  his  own  part  he  thought  they  were. 
They  were  told,  with  reference  to  pre- 
sent lettings,  that  it  was  necessary  to 
appeal  to  the  Court  because,  in  many 
cases,  they  had  been  over- rented.  It 
was  said  that  the  tenants  under  such 
circumstances  might  have  become  at- 
tached to  their  farms,  and,  in  spite  of 
the  heavy  charge  made  upon  them  for 
their  improvements,  were  reluctant  to 
give  up  the  holdings.  None  of  these 
arguments,  however,  applied  to  future 
tenancies.  An  hon.  Member  had  asked 
— <<  Why  should  not  I,  as  a  landlord, 
be  allowed  to  take  a  farm  on  the  same 
conditions  as  a  tenant?"  and  he  had 
said  that  the  future  tenant,  it  was  to  be 
presumed,  would  not  pay  a  rent  un- 
satisfactory to  himself,  and  if  he  did  he 
was  protected  by  the  Bill  from  any  sub- 
sequent raising  of  his  rent.  The  land- 
lord could  not  raise  the  rent  without  the 
tenant  having  a  right  to  go  to  the  Court 
and  appecd  against  it.  When  the  Bill 
was  brought  in  great  stress  was  laid  on 
the  clause  giving  the  right  of  pre-emp- 
tion to  the  landlord,  and  it  was  said  that 
that  was  one  of  the  means  that  would  be 
looked  to  to  prevent  extravagant  prices 
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being  given  under  the  riglit  of  free  sale. 
Well,  he  agreed  it  was  the  most  import- 
ant part  of  the  Bill ;  but,  if  it  was  so, 
and  if  it  was  necessary  to  guard  against 
extravagant  prices  being  g^ven  under 
the  right  of  free  sale,  why  introduce  a 
condition  which  would  have  the  effect 
of  altogether  limiting  the  power  that 
the  landlord  ought  entirely  to  possess 
over  the  land  he  had  so  acquired  ?  He 
could  see  no  reason  for  it  whatever. 
The  Bill  was  open  to  the  objection  that 
had  been  made  against  it  generally — 
namely,  that  the  present  tenants  were 
to  be  benefited  at  the  expense  of  the 
future  tenants  in  time  to  come.  It  was 
only  right  that  they  should  modify  that 
objectionable  part  of  the  measure. 

Mr.  CHAPLIN  said,  he  wished  to 
add  this  to  what  had  fallen  from  the 
hon.  Gentleman  who  had  just  sat  down. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Queen's  County  (Mr.  Lalor)  had  taunted 
the  Conservative  Members  with  not  say- 
ing what  they  meant  about  the  Bill.  He 
had  asked — '*  Why  do  not  hon.  Gentle- 
men behind  the  Front  Opposition  Bench 
argue  against  present  tenancies  or  against 
some  of  the  main  principles  of  the  Bill?" 
Surely  the  hon.  Member  must  know  that 
very  often — far  too  often,  in  the  opinion 
of  some  Members  of  this  Committee — 
the  Conservative  Members  had  done  no- 
thing else  but  argue,  to  the  best  of  their 
ability,  against  the  principles  of  the  Bill 
from  beginning  to  end,  and  they  be- 
lieved they  had  done  it  with  success — 
they  believed  they  had  demolished  the 
arguments  advanced  in  favour  of  the 
Bill,  not  only  out  of  their  own  mouths, 
but  from  the  mouths  of  the  authors  of 
the  measure  themselves.  It  was  there- 
fore rather  a  strong  thing  for  Irish 
Members  to  turn  round  upon  the  Con- 
servative Members  at  this  point  and  say 
that  they  were  afraid  to  declare  what 
they  thought  of  the  principles  of  the 
Bill.  There  was  one  thing  with  regard 
to  this  sub-section  which  he  had  not  yet 
heard  mentioned,  and  that  was  that  if  it 
wag  retained  in  its  present  form  the  re- 
sult would  be  that  the  same  thing 
would  be  sold,  it  might  be,  twice  or 
three  times  over,  or  as  many  times  over 
and  over  again  as  anyone  might  like  to 
imagine.  Take  the  case  of  a  landlord 
who  had  purchased  the  tenant  right, 
and  supposing  he  re-let  the  farm,  the 
holding,  according  to  the  sub-section, 
would  have  to  be  subject  to  all  the  con- 

Jfr,  Mulholland 


ditions  of  a  re-letting.  Then  the  tenant 
might  sell  the  tenant  right  over  again. 
Surely  never  before  had  such  a  prepos- 
terous proposal  been  made.  The  tenant 
could  sell  the  value  of  his  occupancy 
when  he  desired  to  leave  the  farm. 
Supposing  it  fetched  20  years'  purchase, 
the  landlord  might  buy  it  under  his 
right  of  pre-emption;  he  might  let  it 
again  at  a  fair  rent,  and  again  the  ten- 
ant would  be  allowed  to  sell  the  tenant 
right.  The  tenant  might  sell  at  the 
same  price  that  had  been  fixed  before 
by  the  Court ;  and  they  were  told  that 
whatever  happened  the  tenant  right  was 
not  to  be  carved  out  of  the  rent.  The 
tenant  right  might  be  sold  ten  times 
over,  and  yet  it  was  said  it  was  to  have 
no  effect  whatever  on  the  rent  at  which 
the  farm  was  to  be  let  in  the  future. 
He  did  not  know  what  course  the  Mover 
of  the  Amendment  intended  to  take — it 
was  no  use  voting  against  a  mechanical 
majority,  the  Members  of  which  fought 
at  the  behest  of  the  Prime  Minister, 
without  thinking  for  themselves — but, 
for  his  own  part,  he  should  be  inclined 
to  take  a  division  against  this  sub- 
section. 

Mr.  macartney  said,  he  could  not 
understand  on  what  principle  this  sub- 
section had  beenlntroauced.  It  seemed 
to  him  that  the  purchase  of  the  tenant's 
interest  under  this  Bill  was  the  same 
thin^  as  the  purchase  of  the  tenant  right 
by  the  landlord  in  Ulster  under  the  old 
tenant  right  system.  When  that  tenant 
right  was  purchased  by  the  landlord  the 
tenant  right  was  extinguished ;  the  land- 
lord paid  what  was  supposed  to  be  the 
value  of  it,  and  both  the  landlord's  and 
tenant's  interest  became  vested  in  the 
landlord.  If  he  might  use  a  legal  phrase, 
the  tenant's  title  became  *'  merged  "  in 
the  landlord's  title;  but  now  they  wanted 
the  title  to  emerge  again,  and  become 
the  tenant's  instead  of  the  landlord's. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided'. 
Noes  95 :  Majority  90.  - 
No.  311.) 


— Ayes  186; 
-  (Div.  List, 


Mr.  MULHOLLAND  said,  that,  see- 
ing that  the  sub-section  had  been  passed, 
the  bad  effect  of  it  might,  to  some  ex^nt, 
be  mitigated  by  adopting  the  Amend- 
ment that  he  would  now  move.  His 
Proposal  was  that  the  re-letting  should 
ave  had  the  approval  of  the  Court,  and 
that  the  agreement  should  have  been  an 
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•gieemeni  in  writiiig.  He  hoped  the 
GbTemmeni  would  not  object  to  this 
Amendment. 

Amendment  proposed, 

Tn  pftgtt  26,  line  21,  after  <'  tenancies,*'  insert 
"unless  each  re-letting  be  made  by  written 
agreement  and  approved  of  by  the  Court." — 
{Mr,  Mulholland.) 

Question  proposed,  *'  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Thb  attorney  GENEEAL  fob 
IBELAND  (Mr.  Law)  said,  he  could  not 
aeoept  the  proposal. 

Amendment  negatived. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  said,  he  had  an 
Amendment  to  propose  to  re-enact  a  cer- 
tain provision  which  had  been  struck 
out,  in  order  that  it  might  be  brought 
up  in  a  more  perfect  form. 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  page  26,  after  line  27,  to  insert  the  follow- 
ing words: — "Whenever  a  present  tenant  is 
toed  in  consequence  of  a  breach  by  a  tenant, 
after  the  j^asaing  of  this  Act,  of  statutory  condi- 
tiona,  or,  in  case  the  tenancy  is  not  subject  to 
sUtntory  conditions,  of  an  actual  default  on  the 
part  of  the  tenant,  after  the  passing  of  this  Act, 
▼hichfif  the  holding  has  been  subject  to  suchcon- 
ditiona,  vonld  have  constitated  a  breach  thereof, 
the  pnrchaaer  from  such  tenant  shall  not  at  any 
time  be  entitled  to  apply  to  the  Court  to  fix  a 
jadidal  rent  for  the  holding ;  but  this  provision 
will  not  affect  the  right  of  such  purchaser  to  hold 
at  a  jadidal  rent  during  the  remainder  of  a 
statutory  term." — {Mr,  Atiortiey  General  for  Ire- 
Umd.) 

Question  proposed, ''  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Snt  WALTER  B.  BARTTELOT  said, 
it  was  necessary  that  they  should  see 
this  in  print  on  the  Paper  before  they 
were  asked  to  discuss  it.  He  must  confess 
he  failed  to  gather  its  meaning  from 
hearing  it  read  by  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland  and  by  the  Chairman. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  that  the 
matter  was  explained  at  an  earlier  hour 
in  the  eveniug.  The  real  truth  was 
that  the  legal  difficulty  arose  upon  the 
question  of  expression.  On  accouut  of  that 
legal  and  technical  difficulty  the  words 
between  the  second  and  the  sixth  line 
of  the  clause  were  struck  out  and  brought 
down  to  the  place  where  his  right  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  now  moved  them ; 
and  the  words,  as  moved  by  his  right 
hon.  Friend,  with  one  exception,  were 
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f>recisely  what  were  necessary  to  give 
egal  effect  to  the  word  *'  now  "  in  the 
clause  as  it  stood  in  the  Bill.  The  one 
exception  which  he  made  was  that  the 
operation  of  the  word  was  now  confined, 
in  conformity  with  an  intimation  pre- 
viously given  to  the  Committee,  to 
breaches  of  condition  committed  after  the 
passing  of  the  Act.  That  was  the  only 
change  introduced. 

Sir  JOSEPH  M'KENNA  said,  he 
thought  he  might  assure  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Baronet  that  there  was  really 
nothing  to  be  afraid  of  in  the  Amend- 
ment. It  appeared  to  him  a  verr  small 
matter  indeed ;  and,  though  he  had  no 
objection  to  the  Amendment  passing, 
it  appeared  to  him  that  they  were 
wrangling  about  nothing. 

Mr.  HEALY  somewhat  sympathized 
with  the  hon.  and  gallant  Baronet  in 
his  objection,  because,  although  he  had 
had  the  advantage  of  listening  to  the 
discussion,  he  had  felt  considerable  doubt 
as  to  what  the  difference  was.  It  was 
an  intensely  Tory  Amendment,  and  if 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Baronet  would  take 
a  division  ho  would  support  him. 

Mr.  GIBSON  said,  the  peculiarity  of 
the  change  was  that  it  introduced,  in 
deference  to  the  discussion  carried  on 
below  the  Gangway  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Parnell)  and 
his  Friends,  a  most  important  and  very 
concise  Amendment  in  the  name  of  the 
Chief  Secretary,  which  rendered  it  abso- 
lutely impossible  for  any  man  to  be 
turned  into  a  future  tenant  by  any 
breach  or  act  that  occurred  before  the 
passing  of  the  Act.  How  that  could  be 
called  an  intensely  Tory  Amendment  he 
could  not  imagine. 

Mr.  MARUM  said,  there  was  only  a 
difference  in  terms  from  the  expression 
that  existed  before ;  and,  therefore,  he 
could  not  agree  that  it  was  a  Tory 
Amendment. 

Mr.  LALOR  said,  he  stood  up,  on  the 
part  of  the  people  of  Ireland,  to  protest 
against  the  Amendment.  The  unfor- 
tunate Irish  tenants  were  men  who 
might,  by  ignorance,  be  guilty  of 
breaches  of  statutory  conditions.  Now, 
what  was  the  class  and  who  were  the 
men  against  whom  that  clause  was  cer- 
tainly directed  ?  They  were  acknow- 
ledged on  all  hands  to  be  an  ignorant 
class  of  people,  and  when  he  recollected 
that  there  was  probably  not  one  in  10 
of  the  Members   of   that   House  who 
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thorougbly  understood  the  Bill  ae  it  then 
stood,  how  could  he  imagine  that  the 
small  tenant  farmers  of  Ireland  would 
be  fully  alive  to  the  dangers  of  those 
statutory  conditions  ?  Was  it  not  a 
direct  premium  for  the  landlords  to  try 
and  watch  for  a  breach  of  the  statutory 
conditions  that  might  be  made  by  every 
tenant  ?  He  believed  there  was  no  enact- 
ment that  would  be  so  fatal  in  its  opera- 
tion as  that  section  of  the  Amendment 
which  had  been  moved  by  the  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland. 

Mb.  WARTON  said,  he  objected  to 
Amendments  being  moved  which  were 
not  on  the  Paper.  Having  only  heard 
the  words  as  they  were  read  by  the 
Ohairman,  he  had  the  greatest  difficulty 
in  understanding  the  question .  He  would 
suggest,  however,  a  small  Amendment 
to  the  Amendment,  and  would  call  the 
attention  of  the  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland  [to  the  fact  that  there  were 
breaches  of  two  sorts.  There  was  a  dif- 
ference between  committing  a  breach 
after  the  passing  of  the  Act  and  con- 
tinuing a  breach  already  committed. 
He  would  suggest  the  words — 

''  In  consequence  of  a  breach  committed,  or 
the  continuance  by  the  tenant  after  tiie  passing 
of  this  Act." 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 
Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  46  (Tenancies  to  which  the  Act 
does  not  apply). 

Mr.  MABUM  moved  to  leave  out 
after  "  any  holding  which  is  not  agri- 
cultural or  pastoral,"  the  words  ''  or 
partly  agricultural  and  partly  pastoral." 
Me  wished  to  qualify  the  clause,  because 
no  one  wished  that  any  villa  residences 
should  be  included  in  the  Act.    There 
were  175,000  small  tenants,  who  had 
iiddings  of  under  the  value  of  £4.    The 
question  would  arise  as  to  whether  these 
men  had  really  residential  holdings,  and 
whether  they  might  not  be  excluded  from 
the  Act.  He  was  not  acting  entirely  upon 
his  own  judgpnent,  but  had  referred  to 
Mr.  Butt's  work  upon  the  subject,  in 
which  he  stated  that  the  definition  in 
the  legislation  of  1870  was  extremely 
lame  and  indefinite,  and  ought  to  be 
qualified  in  some  way.    The  effect  of 
his  Amendment  was  that  the  exception 
made  by  the  clause  should  not  apply  to 
any  holding  let  to  be  used  wholly  or 
mainly  for  agricultural  purposes, 

4frf  Lakr 


Amendment  proposed,  in  page  26,  line 
32,  after  I**  pastoral,"  leave  out  **or 
partly  agricidtural  and  partly  pastoral." 
— {Mr,  If  arum.) 

Question  proposed,  **  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Clause." 

The  attorney  GENEEAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  said,  he  did  not 
think  the  Amendment  would  at  all  alter 
the  clause.  The  words  used  in  the 
clause  had  been  adopted  from  the  Land 
Act  of  1870,  and  he  did  not  see  his  way 
to  adopt  the  Amendment,  which  would 
not  carry  the  clause  any  farther. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  taithdrawn. 

Major  NOLAN  moved,  in  page  26, 
line  33,  to  add  the  words — 

''  Except  in  the  case  of  towns  of  under  thirty 
thoosand  inhabitants,  in  which  case  so  much  of 
this  Act  as  relates  to  compensation  for  improve- 
ments shall  apply.*' 

The  object  of  it  was  to  include  in  the 
clause  houses  in  the  smaller  towns  of 
Ireland.      He  had  not  introduced  any 
provision  for  compensation  for  disturb- 
ance for  the  tenants  in  the  smaller  coun- 
try towns ;  but  he  considered  the  tenant 
was  entitled  to  the  value  of  his  improve- 
ments.   He  did  it  for  two  reasons,  be- 
cause, in  the  first  place,  the  cases  were 
continually  occurring ;  and,  in  the  second, 
because  the  small  towns  in  Ireland  were 
practically  the  same    as  the  country. 
The  inhabitants  of  the  small  towns  had 
all  the  ideas  of  the  country,  either  from 
having  small  holdings  of  their  own,  or 
having  friends  who  were  interested  in 
the  land.    In  the  smaller  country  towns 
the  landlords  thought  it  was  the  tenant 
who  ought  to  do  all  the  improvements ; 
and  it  was  a  very  great  discouragement  to 
a  man  when  he  had  improved  his  house 
and  found  he  could  not  get  compensa- 
tion for  what  he  had  spent  on  it.  People 
who  travelled  in  Ireland  would  tell  them 
that  there  was  a  groat  deal  of  dilapida- 
tion in  the  holdings  on  account  of  the 
landlord    not    caring    to    improve    his 
property,  and  the  tenant  not  having  any 
security  for  his  improvements.     Some  of 
the  smaller  country  towns  wished  to  go 
farther,  and  to  have  disturbance  clauses 
introduced  ;  but  he  had  not  seen  his  way 
to  do  so.  That  was  not  the  first  time  the 
question  had  been  brought  before  the 
House,   as  both  he  and  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Kilkenny  (Mr.  P. 
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Ifartin)  had  bronght  in  Bills  on  the 
labject. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  26,  Une  38,  after  the  word  "pas- 
ton],**  inaert  the  words,  "  except  in  the  case  of 
towns  of  under  thirtj  thousand  inhabitants,  in 
which  case  so  mnch  of  this  Act  as  relates  to 
compensation  for  improvements  shall  apply.*' — 
{M0/0r  Nolmn.) 

Question  proposed,  ' '  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

The    attorney  GENERAL  for 

IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  said,  that  the 
object  of  his  hon.  and  valiant  Friend 
would  not  be  carried  out  by  the  Amend- 
ment, which  was  one  that  the  Govern- 
ment could  not  at  all  accept.  It  was 
foreign  to  the  scope  of  the  Bill,  which 
made  no  provision  for  giving^  a  right  of 
compensation.  It  contained  one  single 
elause  regulatinc^  the  devolution  of  title, 
as  there  might  be  some  difficulty  in  the 
way  of  proving  title ;  but  the  right  to 
compensation  rested  entirely  upon  the 
Act  of  1870  ;  and,  therefore,  when  they 
said  that  the  Bill  should  not  apply  to  hold- 
ings, neither  agricultural  nor  pastoral, 
they  did  so  because  they  had  got  an  Act 
at  work.  The  whole  purport  of  the  Bill 
was  to  relieve  the  tenant  under  the  Act 
of  1870  from  a  technical  difficulty. 

Major  NOLAN  said,  it  would  be  very 
easy  to  remedy  the  technical  difficulty  on 
Report. 

Mr.  H.  R.  brand  said,  he  wished 
to  know  whether  an  Amendment  which 
was  to  give  a  claim  for  compensation 
for  improvements  to  tenants  of  houses 
in  towns  was  within  the  scope  of  the 
Bill? 

The  chairman  :  I  certainly  very 
much  doubted  whether  it  was,  when  I 
saw  it ;  but  as  the  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland  did  not  take  exception  to  it,  I 
let  it  pass. 

Mr.  p.  martin  said,  it  was  plain 
this  Amendment  was  in  Order,  and  had 
reference  to  a  matter  within  the  scope 
of  the  Bill.  Land,  as  any  lawyer  knew, 
meant  not  only  the  soil,  but  anything 
placed  on  the  soil  in  the  nature  of  build- 
mgs.  Indeed,  a  question  of  a  similar 
character  was  debated  at  the  time  of 
the  Land  Act  of  1870 ;  and  he  thought 
that  one  of  the  very  reasons  of  the 
great  dissatisfaction  which  was  felt 
throughout  Ireland  in  respect  of  that 
Act  arose  from  the  exclusion  of  town 
holdings  from  the  benefit  of  the  Act. 


There  was  no  class  of  cases  which  re- 
quired legislation  more  than  that  class 
of  town  holdings  in  the  small  villages  of 
Ireland.  They  knew  that  such  houses 
had  been,  for  the  greater  part,  con- 
structed by  the  tenants,  out  of  their  own 
industry  and  earnings ;  and  one  reason 
why  they  were  in  such  a  wretched  way 
at  present  arose  from  the  fact  that  no 
protection  whatever  was  given  to  the 
tenants  in  respect  of  improvements 
which  they  had  effected  in  that  manner. 
He  was  of  opinion  that  the  town  hold- 
ings required  rather  more  protection 
than  the  country  ones. 

Lord  JOHN  MANNERS  wished  to 
know  the  opinion  of  the  Chairman  upon 
the  point  of  Order. 

The  CHAIRMAN:  I  was  in  great 
hopes  that  the  lawyers  would  assist  me 
on  the  point  of  Order.  It  is  impossible 
that  a  Chairman  can  decide  matters  of 
this  kind,  involving  a  legal  construction 
of  terms,  unless  he  is  assisted.  I  under- 
stand that  this  Bill  is  for  agricultural 
and  pastoral  land;  but  I  desire  to  be 
assisted  by  the  legal  gentlemen. 

Mr.  p.  MARTIN  said,  on  the  point 
of  Order,  that  the  Bill  was  a  Bill  to 
amend  the  law  relating  to  the  occupa- 
tion and  ownership  of  land,  and  for 
other  purposes  relating  thereto  ;  and  he 
considered  that  the  word  **  land,"  in  its 
ordinary  signification,  not  only  meant 
the  soil  itself,  but  everything  that  rested 
upon  it — that  was  to  say,  buildings  and 
houses.  It  was  under  a  somewhat  simi- 
lar title  that  in  the  Act  of  1870  there 
was  a  debate  as  to  whether  those  town 
holdings  should  be  subject  to  the  Act; 
but  ho  regretted  to  say  that  the  Com- 
mittee came  to  a  conclusion  adverse  to 
the  view  which  was  put  forward  by  his 
hon.  and  gallant  Friend,  and  which 
he  trusted  he  should  induce  the  Com- 
mittee to  accede  to. 

Lord  GEORGE  HAMILTON  said,  he 
wished  to  point  out  that  there  was  not 
a  single  country  town  in  Ireland  of 
30,000  inhabitants.  There  were  only 
four  towns  possessing  that  number — 
namely,  Dublin,  Belfast,  Limerick,  and 
Cork.  He  considered  the  present  dis- 
cussion was  out  of  Order. 

Mr.  O'DONNELL  said,  he  hoped  that 
the  Chairman  would  not  lay  stress  upon 
the  argument  of  the  noble  Lord,  because 
the  object  of  the  Bill  was  to  promote 
large  and  flourishing  towns.  Because 
Irish  towns  had  not  prospered  up  to  the 
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present  was  no  reason  for  helping  to 
continue  such  a  deplorable  state  of 
things  as  was  to  be  implied  from  the  state- 
ment of  the  noble  Lord.  There  was  one 
reason  why  they  should  make  the  scope 
of  the  Bill  as  wide  as  possible,  and  that 
was  that  under  that  Bill  they  intended 
to  remedy  some  of  the  mistakes  and 
failures  of  the  Act  of  1870.  Under  that 
Act  was  there  was  no  doubt — and  the 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  would  cor- 
roborate him — that  a  great  deal  of  harm 
was  done  to  the  smaller  towns  in  Ire- 
land by  depriving  them  of  benefits  which 
had  previously  existed.  The  Act  of 
1870  was  most  generously  conceived, 
and  it  was  intended  to  do  a  great  deal 
of  good ;  but  it  failed  in  some  respects, 
and  in  no  respect  more  than  in  the  en- 
couragement it  gave  to  persons  inte- 
restea  of  depriving  holders  of  their 
plots  of  lands  and  the  hirers  of  small 
houses  of  all  the  tenant  right  to  com- 
pensation for  improvements  which  they 
had  enjoyed  previously. 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  (Sir 
Fabbeb  Hebschell)  said,  he  need  hardly 
say  that  one's  inclination  was  rather  in 
the  direction  of  finding  the  Amendment 
out  of  Order,  because  it  would  widen 
considerably  the  scope  of  discussion  on 
that  part  of  the  Bui,  and  it  was  the 
common  knowledge  of  everybody  that 
the  Bill  was  only  intended  to  deal  with 
agricultural  holdings.  The  whole  of  the 
arguments  had  proceeded  upon  that  as- 
sumption, and  it  was  thoroughly  under- 
stood. But  when  they  were  dealing  with 
the  Amendment  as  a  point  of  Order, 
they  were  bound  to  proceed,  not  by 
what  were  the  intentions  of  the  framers 
of  the  Bill,  but  by  what  they  found 
within  its  four  comers.  When  they 
looked  at  the  title.  Land  Law  (Ireland) 
Bill,  and  when  they  saw  it  was  a  Bill 
to  farther  amend  the  law  relatins^  to  the 
occupation  and  ownership  of  land  in 
Ireland,  and  for  other  purposes  relating 
thereto,  he  was  bound  to  suggest  to  the 
Committee  that  the  Amendment  was  in 
Order. 

The  CHAIRMAN:  I  have  looked 
carefully  at  the  Bill,  and  have  come 
to  the  conclusion  that  the  Amend- 
ment is  within  the  title.  At  the  same 
time,  I  consider  that  throughout  all  the 
discussions  this  Bill  has  been  held  to 
be  of  an  agricultural  nature ;  but  still 
I  cannot  stand  between  the  decision  of 
the  Committee  and  the  Amendment. 

Mr.  O'DmneU 


Sib  JOSEPH  M'KENNA  hoped  his 
hon.  and  gallant  Friend  would  not  press 
his  Amendment.  If  he  would  bring 
in  a  Bill  to  enact  by  law  what  he  there 
suggested,  he  would  support  it.  But 
he  objected  to  clogging  the  Bill  with 
Amendments  which  everybody  knew 
would  be  out  of  place.  There  was  a 
good  deal  to  be  said  ^in  favour  of  those 
who  had  built  holdings  in  towns  of  less 
than  30,000  inhabitants  and  more  than 
10,000.  Therefore,  he  would  ask  his 
hon.  and  gallant  Friend  to  withdraw 
the  Amendment,  and  not  to  offer  at 
that  stage  any  serious  obstacle  to  the 
Bill. 

Mb.  O'SULLIVAN  said,  he  was  very 
sorry  the  hon.  Member  for  Youghal 
objected  to  the  Amendment.  He  thought 
it  was  a  very  reasonable  one,  as  it 
merely  asked  tiiat  persons  who  laid  out 
their  money  in  small  towns  should  be 
protected.  He  did  not  see  how  the 
Amendment  would  clog  the  Bill,  and  it 
would  not  do  injury  to  anyone. 

SiB  JOSEPH  M'KENN  A  said,  he  did 
not  object  to  the  principle  of  the  Amend- 
ment. He  only  contended  that  it  was 
hopeless  to  try  and  carry  it  into  law  on 
the  present  occasion  by  means  of  the 
machinery  of  that  Bill.  If  the  hon. 
Member  went  to  a  division,  he  would 
mark  his  sense  of  the  importance  of  the 
question  by  voting  for  the  Amendment ; 
but  he  believed  such  a  course  would 
have  no  satisfacto^  effect. 

Mb.  REDMOND  said,  it  seemed  to 
him  that  they  had  overcome  the  technical 
objection  raised  by  the  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland,  and  that  it  would  be  well 
that  before  they  went  to  a  division  they 
should  have  a  few  words  from  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  upon  the 
merits  of  the  Amendment  itself.  It 
was  evident  that  to  the  condition  of 
the  small  towns  of  Ireland  a  provi- 
sion of  this  nature  would  be  an  im- 
mense improvement.  The  absence  of 
security  for  the  tenant's  efforts  kept  these 
towns  back  in  the  condition  in  which 
ihey  now  were ;  but  if  it  was  just  that 
tenants  of  agricultural  holdings  should 
be  protected,  there  was  no  reason  why 
the  tenants  in  towns  should  not  have 
the  same  protection.  If  improvements 
in  agricultural  holdings  were  the  pro- 
perty of  the  man  who  made  them,  then 
equally  so  should  it  be  in  towns.  The 
improvements  that  were  made  in  the 
town  properties  in  Ireland,  few  as  they 
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were,  were  to  a  large  extent  made  by 
the  tenants,  just  as  they  were  in  the 
counties.  With  regard  to  the  limitation 
in  the  Amendment  of  his  hon.  and 
gallant  Friend,  he  did  not  entirely  ap- 
prove of  it ;  it  was  too  large,  or  it  ought 
not  to  exist  at  all.  He  would  prefer  to 
have  no  limit.  If  the  principle  was 
right  in  towns  under  30,000  inhabitants, 
then  it  was  right  in  all  towns.  If  there 
was  to  be  a  limit  at  all  to  it,  logically  it 
should  be  a  small  limit  if  the  Amend- 
ment was  to  apply  to  towns  only  of  such 
a  small  character  that  the  tenants 
were  more  or  less  agricultural.  Then 
the  limit  should  be  much  lower,  be- 
cause, as  pointed  out  by  the  noble  Lord 
on  the  Front  Opposition  Bench  (Lord 
George  Hamilton),  there  were  only 
four  towns  in  Ireland  having  a  popula- 
tion larger  than  30,000.  He  would  much 
prefer  no  limit  at  all ;  but  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  had  done  good  work 
in  bringing  the  subject  forward.  It  was 
an  important  and  a  growing  question  on 
which  a  strong  feeling  existed  in  the 
towns  of  Ireland  in  favour  of  some  such 
provision  as  this.  He  knew  that  the 
Iseling  in  support  of  security  for  im- 
provements was  growing  in  intensity 
among  the  people  of  the  small  towns, 
who  were  looking  with  interest  on  the 
Land  Bill,  and  were  filled  with  a  sort  of 
anxious  jealousy  that  it  did  not  take 
into  account  their  admitted  and  well 
recognized  grievances.  If  his  hon.  and 
gallant  Friend  effected  nothing  more  by 
his  Amendment  than  keeping  the  ques- 
tion to  the  front,  and  preventing  it  being 
lost  sight  of  by  the  leading  politicians 
of  the  Kingdom,  he  would  be  justified  in 
having  brought  it  forward.  Ho  hoped 
it  would  be  carried  to  a  division,  for, 
though  it  might  be  defeated,  it  would 
show  that  Irish  Members  were  not  for- 
getful of  the  towns,  and  the  Division 
List  would  show  how  many  amongst 
those  who  were  so  fond  of  talking  of  the 
privileges,  rights,  and  property  of  ten- 
ants, were  sufficiently  logical  to  go  to  the 
further  end  of  the  argument  and  oxtend 
the  same  protection  to  the  undoubted 
property  of  another  class  of  tenants. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  had  no 
doubt  the  Amendment  was  seriously  pro- 
posed, still  he  could  not  doubt  that  the 
judgment  of  the  Committee  would  be 
for  a  moment  held  in  suspense  as  to  the 
course  they  shoidd  take.  Technically, 
no  doubt,  the  case  of  the  tenants  in 
towns  might  oome  within  the  purview 


of  the  Bill;  but  who  could  suppose  it 
would  be  a  rational  course  to  take  on  the 
18th  of  July  with  regard  to  a  great  and 
complicated  subject  of  which  until  now 
they  had  never  heard  a  word  to  invite 
the  Committee  to  begin  to  open  up  this 
new  untrodden  field  ?  But  even  if  this 
were  practical  with  regard  to  themselves, 
there  was  another  consideration  that  put 
it  out  of  the  question,  and  that  was 
regard  to  the  parties  affected.  What 
did  the  Committee  know  of  their  desires 
and  their  circumstances,  and  what  No- 
tice had  been  given  that  Parliament  was 
about  to  deal  with  their  interests  ?  When 
they  began  to  legislate  upon  Irish  land 
everybody  knew  what  Parliament  was 
about  to  do ;  but  this  would  be  a  com- 
plete surprise  to  landlords  and  tenants 
of  town  property.  The  Committee  could 
not  entertain  a  proposition  of  this  nature 
without  giving  the  fullest  means  to  the 
parties  concerned  of  making  known  their 
wants  and  opinions. 

Mr.  O'DONNELL  said,  he  agreed  in 
the  general  scope  of  the  reasoning  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman ;  but  the  fact 
was  there  was  a  great  feeling  in  a  large 
part  of  Ireland  that  a  great  deal  of  the 
wrong  done  to  occupiers  in  small  agri- 
cultural towns  came  from  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  own  Act  of  1870.  He  could 
quote  several  instances  of  small  agricul- 
tural towns  in  Ulster  where,  practically, 
tenant  right  existed  for  generations, 
where  a  tenant  sold  his  right  of  occu- 
pation in  his  house,  and  where  he  oould 
get  compensation  for  his  improvements, 
but  whore,  in  consequence  of  the  Land 
Act  of  1870,  landowners  could  now,  and 
had,  in  numerous  cases,  confiscated  the 
traditional  rights  of  the  tenants  in  towns. 
There  was  one  case  in  a  town  in  Donegal, 
in  a  town  of  700  or  800  inhabitants, 
where  nearly  £20,000  of  the  tenants' 
property  had  been  transferred  from  the 
tenants  to  the  ground  landlord  under 
the  operation  of  the  Land  Act  of  1870. 
Could  there  not  be  a  reasonable  com- 
promise suggested  by  which  they  might 
give  up  trying  to  obtain  protection  for 
improvements  in  those  towns  that  could 
not  by  any  figure  of  speech  be  considered 
agricultural^  villages  ?  Could  they  not 
recognize  the  fact  that  there  were  so- 
called  towns  that  were  really  agricul- 
tural villages  depending  exclusively  on 
the  agricultural  population  ?  Coidd  not 
security  for  improvements  be  extended 
to  towns  up  to,  say,  1,000  or  1,500  inha- 
bitants ?    Assuredly,  without  some  pro- 
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tection  the  small  country  towns  of  Ire- 
land would  remain  what  they  were  now — 
a  disgrace  to  our  civilization.  It  was  im- 
possible for  a  tenant  in  an  agricultural 
Tillage  in  Ireland  to  improve  his  holding 
when  he  knew  the  only  result  would  be 
that  the  landlord  would  come  in  and  con- 
fiscate his  improvements.  Ulster  Mem- 
bers could  say  that  the  well-meant 
scheme  of  the  Prime  Minister  in  1870 
had  the  effect  of  robbing  poor  men  in 
hundreds  of  cases.  In  small  country 
towns,  so  smaU  that  they  were  practi- 
cally undiscemable  from  villages  or 
hamlets,  there,  at  any  rate,  the  property 
of  the  tenant  might  be  protected,  and  it 
was  absolutely  essential  that  it  should 
be  so  to  allow  the  tenant  to  make  his 
habitation  fit  for  a  human  being.  In 
99  out  of  100  cases,  the  filth,  the  squalor, 
the  misery  of  an  Irish  country  town  was 
simply  due  to  the  fact  that  the  tenant  was 
prevented  from  making  his  house  ten- 
antable  by  the  fear  that  his  improve- 
ments would  be  confiscated. 

Mb.  a.  M.  SULLIVAN  said,  it  was 
extremely  difficult  to  vote  on  the  Amend- 
ment. He  felt,  when  it  was  introduced, 
that  it  would  dangerously  encumber  the 
Bill  by  mixing  up  with  agricultural 
property  a  property  that  was  really  dis- 
tinct from  land ;  but  he  was  in  this 
difficulty — that  he  shared  largely  the 
feeling  of  his  hon.  Friend  who  had  just 
spoken,  and  knew  himself  the  position 
of  these  agricultural  villages.  But  going 
up  to  the  limit  of  30,000  inhabitants, 
did  not  that  prejudice  the  good  inten- 
tions of  the  Amendment,  because  it  was 
trying  to  treat  in  an  agricultural  Bill 
house  property  in  towns  ?  In  these 
agricultural  villages,  as  his  hon.  Friend 
said,  the  squalor  and  untidiness  arose 
firom  the  neglect  of  the  landlord  and 
the  fear  of  the  tenant  to  make  any  im- 
provements. Some  few  beautiful  excep- 
tions there  were  where  villages  were 
cared  for  by  landlords.  Santry  was  one, 
which  had  been  built  on  a  plan,  had 
houses  clean  and  tidy,  with  flowers  about 
them ;  but  agricultural  villages  gene- 
Tally  were  buUt  in  a  haphazard  manner, 
the  houses  being  run  up  in  a  corner  of  a 
field,  the  tenants  not  caring  to  make 
them  neat  for  fear  they  would,  in  con- 
sequence, have  to  pay  more  rent.  He 
could  not  support  the  Amendment,  for 
the  limit  fixed  carried  it  far  beyond 
the  case  of  agricultural  villages.  The 
Amendment  would  now  be  voted  down ; 
but  the   equity  of  the  thing  was  so 

J/r.  (yJDannM 


apparent  that  ultimately  some  measure 
must  be  introduced  dealing  with  the 
subject. 

Mb.  HEALY  said,  he  believed  that 
this  was  a  remarkable  beginning  of  a 
new  agitation,  and  he  was  glad  the 
Amendment  had  been  proposed.  These 
unfortunate  people  would  see  that  some- 
thing would  be  done  for  them,  and  he 
believed  that  some  Government  would 
some  day  recognize  that  legislation  could 
not  stop  in  this  matter.  If  it  was  de- 
sirable to  protect  the  improvements  of 
tenants  in  agpricultural  holdings,  why 
not  in  every  holding?  His  hon.  and 
gallant  Friend  put  the  case  fairly  when 
he  said,  as  a  rule,  the  small  towns  were 
intimately  connected  with  agricultiire. 
Without  going  into  the  question  of  limit, 
he  would  say  that  in  towns  up  to  10,000 
there  were  many  that  might  be  called 
agricultural  in  their  tenancies.  In  the 
cases  of  the  small  towns,  such  as  Bantry, 
tenants  had  no  security.  English  tourists 
had  often  remarked  to  him  upon  the 
miserable  condition  of  Irish  country 
towns.    The  reason  was  simply  that  the 

Eeople  had  no  leases,  and  dared  not 
uild  and  improve,  for  they  were  at  the 
mercy  of  the  landlord.  He  trusted  the 
Amendment  would  be  pushed  to  a  divi- 
sion, for,  though  it  might  not  be  carried 
at  the  present  time,  still  it  was  a  be- 
finning  of  an  agitation  for  a  much 
needed  reform. 

Mb.  mac  IYEE  said,  he  thought  the 
Committee  were  very  much  indebted  to 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  his 
useful  and  instructive  Amendment.  The 
reasons  he  gave  in  support  of  it  were 
better  than  many  reasons  alleged  for 
Amendments  that  had  been  accepted  by 
the  Gbvemment.  With  equally  good 
reasons,  another  hon.  Member  proposed 
to  remove  the  limitation,  and  the  views 
presented  afforded  much  for  consideiU- 
tion ;  and,  perhaps,  in  a  future  Session, 
the  Government  would  take  up  this 
sequel  to  their  legislation  and  deal  with 
the  question  of  household  tenants.  If 
such  legislation  were  reasonable  at  all — 
and  he  (Mr.  Mac  Ivor)  did  not  mean  to 
imply  that  it  was — there  was  not  the 
slightest  reason  for  confining  it  to  agri- 
\  cultural  land  or  to  Ireland.  This  par- 
{ ticular  proposal  had  a  good  deal  to  com- 
mend it.  liandlords  were  few  and  ten- 
ants were  many ;  and  he  (Mr.  Mac  Iver) 
thought  that  an  extension  of  the  prin- 
'ciple  of  tenant  right  to  householdera 
'  generally  would  do  much  to  satisfy  the 
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Yote-Iiuiiger  of  Her  Majesty's  Gbvern- 
ment.  They  might  begin  again  next 
Session  'with  a  re-distribution  of  the 
property  of  landlords  in  the  City  of 
London. 

Mr.  p.  MAETINf  said,  he  was  sorry 
to  intervene,  more  especially  after  the 
Prime  Minister's  observations,  still,  as 
he  had  been  alluded  to  by  the  hon.  and 
eallant  Member  for  Galway  (Major 
Nolan),  and  as  he  had  introduced  a  Bill 
embodying  the  principle  of  the  Amend- 
menty  he  wishea  to  say  a  few  words.  So 
far  as  the  Amendment  went,  it  was  per- 
fectly reasonable ;  and,  notwithstanding 
that  the  subject  was  considered  at  the 
time  of  the  passing  of  the  Act  of  1870 
and  then  rejected,  the  Committee  must 
reflect  that  they  had  in  the  present  Bill 
gone  far  beyond  the  principle  in  that 
of  1870;  and  he  was  certain  that  if 
the  subject  were  disregarded  a  new 
agitation  would  spring  up  in  Ireland 
having  a  well-founded  sense  of  injus- 
tice to  sustain  and  encourage  its  pro- 
gress. As  to  the  results  of  the  Act  of 
1870  in  the  small  towns  in  the  North 
of  Ireland,  they  did  not  rest  on  mere 
statement.  Mr.  Butt,  in  his  valuable 
work,  and  in  speeches  in  the  House, 
presented  the  gross  injustice  there  was 
m  the  exclusion  of  these  small  holdings 
in  those  places  where  the  Ulster  Custom 
prevailed,  and  what  he  stated  was  cor- 
roborated by  Mr.  Donnell,  the  Secretary 
to  the  Bessborough  Commission.  The 
Poor  Law  Inspectors  appointed  in  1870 
gave  several  very  interesting  accounts 
as  to  the  manner  in  which,  by  giving 
protection  and  security  to  the  improve- 
ments made  in  towns  by  the  occupying 
tenants,  well-built,  thriving,  and  pros- 
perous towns  had  been  created  instead 
of  a  cluster  of  mud  hovels.  The  history 
given  of  the  town  of  Enniscorthy  woU 
deserved  perusal.  No  reason  existed 
why  tenants  in  small  towns  should  be 
thus  denied  the  benefits  of  the  present 
Bill.  Nay,  there  was  oven  a  greater 
sense  of  insecurity  in  Ireland,  unfortu- 
nately, amongst  this  class  of  tenants  than 
those  who  held  agricultural  holdings.  If 
the  act  of  injustice  perpetrated  in  1 870 
by  the  exclusion  of  this  class  of  tenants 
was  continued,  if  all  concession  was 
unwisely  rejected,  a  serious  agitation 
woidd  spread  over  Ireland. 

Sib  STAFFOED  NORTHCOTE  said, 
it  was  dear  that  whatever  might  be 
thought  of  the  ''  three  F's,"  on  which 


the  Bill  was  said  to  be  founded,  there 
was  one  <'  F "  that  it  did  not  include, 
and  that  was  the  <<  F  "  that  stood  for 
"finality."  Here  was  a  door  being 
opened,  the  closing  of  which  was  rather 
difficult  to  see.  He  thought  everybody 
would  see  it  was  impossible  to  t&ke  up 
so  large  a  question  as  would  be  involved 
in  the  adoption  of  the  Amendment. 
Surely  the  Committee  had  got  quite 
enough  on  their  hands. 

Major  NOLAN  said,  he  only  wished 
to  point  out  that  he  in  no  way  bound 
himself  to  the  limitation  in  his  Amend- 
ment ;  that  only  expressed  his  own  idea. 
So  that  those  who  tnought  the  limit  was 
too  large  or  too  small  might  fairly  vote 
for  the  Amendment,  he  did  not  insist 
upon  the  30,000  beyond  expressing  his 
opinion  that  some  moderate  limitation 
should  be  admitted.  It  was  no  hobby 
of  his  own ;  but  it  was  a  subject  that 
had  engaged  the  attention  of  many. 

Mr.  O'DONNELL  said,  the  Com- 
mittee might  be  saved  the  trouble  of  a 
division  if  the  Government  would  give 
some  opportunity  of  meeting  the  suppor- 
ters of  the  Amendment  if  they  thought  the 
proposition  too  large.  The  Prime  Minis- 
ter would  certainly  go  so  far  as  to  redress 
the  wrong  done  to  poor  tenants  by  his  ' 
Act  of  1 870.  Ho  saw  the  hon.  Member 
for  Donegal  (Mr.  Lea)  in  his  place,  and 
he  would  ask  him  had  he  not  received 
representations  from  his  constituents  on 
this  subject  urging  him  to  support  an  ' 
Amendment  of  this  nature  ?  He  could 
certainly  promise  that  there  would  be  a 
beginning  of  a  new  agitation  if  these 
requests  were  disregarded.  If  the  limit 
of  30,000  was  too  large,  then  let  the 
Government  say  what  they  conceived  a 
fair  measure  of  relief. 

Mr.  lea  said,  he  was  very  unwilling 
to  detain  the  Committee  a  single  mo- 
ment ;  but  the  hon.  Member  for  Dun- 
garvan  (Mr.  O'Donnell)  had  so  distinctly 
alluded  to  the  Members  for  Donegal 
that  he  felt  compelled  to  trouble  the 
Committee  with  a  few  observations. 
There  was  a  good  deal  more  in  the 
question  than  hon.  Members  imagined, 
and  especially  where  it  bore  upon  the 
North  of  Ireland,  where  little  towns, 
villages,  and  hamlets  had  sprung  into 
existence  entirely  upon  the  faith  of  the 
Ulster  Custom,  and  in  which  the  ten- 
ants' erections  were  thus  entirely  unpro- 
tected, and  inroads  upon  their  property 
were  constantly  occurring,  and  this  was 
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eepecially  the  case  in  the  coantiee  of 
Derry  and  Donegal.  He  could  hardly 
quote  a  better  instance  than  the  small 
town  referred  to  by  the  hon.  Member — 
namely,  Camdonagh,  in  County  Donegal, 
and  it  might  be  taken  as  an  example  of 
many  other  places  in  the  North.  The 
hon.  Member  was  right  in  saying  that 
£20,000  was  about  the  value  of  the  ten- 
ants' interest,  and  that  it  was  certainly 
unprotected  by  law.  The  tenants  had 
put  up  the  buildings  under  the  promise 
that  Uiey  should  receiye  the  full  benefit 
of  the  Ulster  Custom,  and  now  they 
were  told  they  should  be  excluded  from 
legal  protection,  as  had  unfortunately 
been  the  case  under  the  Act  of  1870. 
By  that  special  exclusion  of  the  Act  the 
Ulster  Custom  might  not  be  allowed  to 
protect  them;  for,  although  the  land- 
lord, who  had  encouraged  them  to 
build,  had  kept  his  promise,  the  pro- 
perty had,  perhaps,  passed  to  his  son, 
who,  it  was  reported,  might  dispose  of 
it,  and  the  purchasers  would  not  be 
bound  by  the  late  owner's  promises. 
Was  it,  therefore,  likely  that  the  ten- 
ants would  leaTe  £20,000  worth  of  pro- 
perty at  the  mercy  of  the  landlord  ?  He 
would  remind  the  Committee  that  the 
small  towns  and  villages  were  the  focus 
of  the  agitation ;  and  if  this  provision 
allowed  the  sense  of  injustice  to  remain, 
the  better  classes  of  the  inhabitants 
would  join  with  any  who  might  be  more 
disposed  to  get  up  an  agitation  which 
would  be  of  little  or  no  importance  if 
the  injustice  were  removed.  He  wished 
his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  (Major 
Nolan)  would  sdter  his  Amendment,  so 
as  to  reduce  it  to  towns  of  from  2,000  to 
3,000  inhabitants ;  because  places  of 
that  size  were  certainly  the  more  within 
the  scope  of  the  Bill,  as  they  might 
clearly  be  supposed  to  depend  upon 
agriculture  ;  at  all  events,  the  question 
was  a  serious  one,  and  he  hoped  it  would 
be  placed  in  a  proper  shape,  for  now  a 
great  injustice  might  be  committed  by 
a  landlord,  and  the  law  utterly  failed  to 
protect  the  property  of  the  tenant.  In- 
deed, by  specially  excluding  his  interest 
it  almost  seemed  to  invite  appropriation 
by  the  landlord. 

Mr.  O'DONNELL  said,  he  would 
move  to  amend  the  Amendment  by  al- 
tering the  fieure  to  2,000.  If  this  were 
agreed  to,  the  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  would  apply  to 
towns  of  2,000  inhabitants. 

Mr,  Lm 


Amendment  proposed  to  the  proposed 

Amendment, 

To  leave  out  the  wofds  *'  thirty  thousand,"  in 
order  to  insert  the  words  "two  thousand,'* — 
{Mr.  (TDohmU,) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  ''That  tbo words 
'  thirty  thousand '  stand  part  of  the 
proposed  Amendment." 

Majob  NOLAN  said,  he  could  not 
accept  a  lower  figure  than  10,000,  be- 
cause he  was  sure  towns  of  that  size 
would  barely  come  within  the  defini- 
tion of  towns  influenced  by  agricultiiral 
ideas.  He  should  much  prefer  30,000  ; 
and  although  he  should  not  now  expect 
to  carry  that  proposal  he  thought  it 
would  be  better  to  divide  on  30,000. 

Question  put,  and  apreed  to. 

Question  put,  **  That  those  words  be 
there  inserted." 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  35; 
Noes  261:  Majority  226.— (Div.  List, 
No.  312.) 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
^'That  the  Chairman  do  report  Pro- 
gress, and  ask  leave  to  sit  again." — {Mr. 
Oladitons,) 

Sib  STAFFORD  NOETHCOTE:  I 
understand  that  we  are  now  to  report 
Prog^ss  in  order  to  take  a  Vote  on  Ac- 
count. Of  course,  if  the  necessities  of 
the  Public  Service  require  that  money 
should  be  taken  on  account  we  cannot 
object;  but  I  think  it  ought  to  be 
very  clearly  understood,  if  we  are  now 
obliged  to  take  Votes  on  Account — and 
we  have  also  a  very  large  amount  of 
Supply  still  undiscussed  and  voted — we 
ought  to  have  a  clear  understanding 
from  the  Gk>vemment  as  to  the  Business 
with  which  they  intend  to  proceed.  We 
are  now  at  the  18th  of  July,  and  we 
have  still  a  great  deal  of  work  before 
us  on  the  Bill  with  which  we  are 
engaged.  There  are  necessaxy  mea- 
sures which  we  are  aware  must  be  got 
through  before  the  end  of  the  Session, 
and  there  is  a  g^at  deal  of  Supply  to 
be  taken.  When,  a  week  or  1 0  days  ago, 
the  Prime  Minister  made  a  proposal 
with  regard  to  the  order  of  Business,  he 
stated,  with  regard  to  several  measures, 
that  it  was  not  the  intention  of  the  Go- 
vernment to  proceed  with  them,  but 
that  there  were  some  one  or  two  of  great 
magnitude  upon  which  h»,  i^t  a  time, 
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Teserred  tiis  opinion.  We  think  we 
ought,  now  that  we  are  asked  to  report 
Progress,  to  have  an  understanding  with 
regard  to  these  measures.  I  refer  par- 
ticularly to  the  Bankruptcy  Bill,  the 
Educational  Endowments  (Scotland)  Bill, 
and  the  Charitable  Trusts  Bill. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  it  would  be 
irregular  to  answer  these  questions  in 
Cbmmittee,  and  he  would  reserve  his 
statement  until  the  House  got  out  of 
Oommittee. 

Sm  R.  ASSHETON  CROSS :  We  may 
be  very  willing  to  report  Progress  for 
the  purpose  of  going  into  Supply ;  but  it 
is  perfectly  true  that  we  may  be  un- 
willing to  report  Progress  if  it  is  to 
giTe  up  the  Land  Bill  in  order  to  get  a 
vote  on  Account,  and  the  Government 
are  then  to  say  they  do  not  care  to  go 
on  with  the  other  Bills.  That  is  exactly 
what  we  cannot  allow.  A  Vote  on  Ac- 
count was  given  some  months  ago  on  the 
distinct  understanding  that  no  further 
Vote  should  be  asked  for. 

The  chairman  :  I  must  point  out 
that  this  discussion  should  be  made  on 
the  Motion  that  the  Speaker  do  leave 
the  Chair. 

Sib  R.  ASSHETON  CROSS  :  It  is  a 
question  of  absolute  Order,  and  not  a 
question  of  reporting  Progress.  I  want 
to  ask  a  question  of  positive  Order. 
When  a  suggestion  is  made  to  report 
Progress  for  the  express  purpose  of 
going  into  Supply,  are  we  not  entitled  to 
discuss  whether  we  shall  go  into  Supply 
or  not  ?  All  I  want  is  a  distinct  ruling 
on  a  point  of  Order. 

The  CHAIRMAN:  As  a  point  of 
Order,  I  have  no  doubt  that  the  discus- 
sion upon  a  Motion  to  report  ProgreHS 
should  be  relevant  to  the  Bill,  and 
should  not  embrace  subjects  quite  ex- 
traneous to  it.  It  is  not  in  Order  to 
discuss  subjects  which  belong  to  the 
House  before  the  Chairman  of  Com- 
mittees. 

Mb.  HEALY  said,  the  Prime  Minister 
had  promised  to  make  a  statement  as  to 
present  tenancies  when  the  next  clause 
was  reached;  but  when  they  came  to 
Clause  45  nothing  was  said,  and  the 
Committee  was  still  as  much  in  the  dark 
as  ever.  There  was  considerable  un- 
easiness among  Irish  Members  and  in 
Ireland  upon  this  matter;  and  he  thought 
it  was  rather  hard  on  those  who  had 
three  times  tried  to  raise  the  subject 
that  they  should  now  be  told  this  was  not 


the  proper  place  to  do  so.  He  appealed 
to  the  Government  to  say  what  they 
meant  to  do. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  would 
consider  the  point. 

Eael  PERCY  said,  that  the  Prime 
Minister  had  moved  to  report  Progress 
earlier  than  usual  on  this  Bill,  and 
wished  to  know  whether  it  was  in  Order 
to  ask  why  that  course  was  taken,  and  to 
discuss  the  reasons  which  had  influenced 
the  Prime  Minister  ? 

The  CHAIRMAN :  I  do  not  think 
that  is  a  question  which  the  Chairman 
has  to  decide  as  a  point  of  Order.  I 
have  stated  that  questions  relating  to 
the  Business  of  the  House  and  to  other 
Bills  before  the  House  should  not  be 
brought  before  the  Chairman  while  the 
House  is  in  Committee  upon  a  particular 
Bill  referred  to  it ;  but  that  they  should 
be  brought  forward  when  the  Speaker 
is  in  the  Chair. 

Sib  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE: 
When  we  are  in  the  middle  of  a  discus- 
sion on  an  important  Bill  and  a  Motion 
is  made  to  report  Progress,  is  it  not  in 
Order  to  put  questions  as  to  the  reasons 
and  grounds  upon  which  the  Govern- 
ment think  we  can  suspend  our  discus- 
sion? 

Mh.  GORST  said,  the  sixth  Order  of 
the  Day  was  the  second  reading  of  the 
Bankruptoy  Bill,  and  asked  if  he  should 
be  in  Order  in  asking  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter whether  he  moved  to  report  Progress 
in  order  to  take  that  Order  ? 

The  CHAIRMAN:  I  do  not  think 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  would  be 
in  Order.  The  Question  is  that  we  re- 
port Progress  in  reference  to  the  Irish 
Land  Bill  now  before  the  Committee. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  said,  he 
had  no  objection  to  reporting  Progress 
on  the  condition  that  the  Government 
eliminated  from  the  Vote  on  Account 
the  Votes  which  were  distinctly  conten- 
tious. 

The  CHAIRMAN  :  I  have  explained 
that  such  questions  should  come  before 
the  Speaker  in  the  Chair,  and  not  before 
the  Chairman  of  Committees. 

Mh.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  thought 
that,  as  a  matter  of  Order,  he  had  a  per- 
fect right  to  state  why  he  should  be  in 
favour  of  a  particular  Motion,  or  why 
he  should  be  against  it.  If  the  Govern- 
ment would  eliminate  the  contentious 
Votes,  he  should  be  willing  to  report 
Progress. 
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The  chairman  :  Under  cover  of 
the  Motion,  tlie  lion.  Member  cannot 
anticipate  the  discussion  which  would 
properly  take  place  before  the  Speaker 
on  a  Motion  to  leave  the  Chair.  The 
hon.  Member  cannot  pursue  that  discus- 
sion. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  :  Hear,  hear ! 

Mr.  AETHUE  O'CONNOR  said,  he 
would  have  the  Prime  Minister  under- 
stand that  he  would  take  no  dictation 
from  him  on  points  of  Order.  He  did 
not  wish  to  raise  any  improper  discus- 
sion ;  but  he  wished  the  Committee  to 
understand  why  he  would  not  consent, 
at  the  present  moment,  to  report  Pro- 
gress unless  he  had  some  assurance  from 
the  Government  that  they  would  abstain 
from  going  into  contentious  matters. 

Mr.  CHAPLIN  said,  he  did  not  un- 
derstand whether  the  Chairman  had 
ruled  that  the  Committee  were  precluded 
from  inquiring  what  was  the  object  of 
the  Government  in  moving  to  report 
Progress,  nor  whether  he  had  ruled  that 
the  Government  were  precluded  from 
informing  the  Committee ;  but  he  should 
oppose  the  Motion  unless  and  until  the 
Government  condescended  to  inform 
the  Committee  of  their  objects,  upon 
which  they  had  not  had  the  slightest  in- 
formation. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber is  as  inaccurate  in  point  of  fact  as 
he  is  irregular  in  his  proceedings.  He 
was  informed,  with  the  Speaker  in  the 
Chair,  several  days  ago  of  the  reason 
why  Progress  would  be  moved  this  even- 
ing. With  regard  to  answering  the 
questions,  that  has  been  ruled  by  you, 
Sir,  as  out  of  Order,  and  it  is  not  for 
me  to  interpose,  however  high  may  be 
the  authority  from  which  that  ruling  has 
been  challenged.  The  proceedings  are 
so  unusual  that  I  never,  in  my  whole 
Parliamentary  experience,  witnessed 
anything  of  the  sort.  I  shall  reserve 
any  information  I  have  to  g^ve  until  the 
Speaker  is  in  the  Chair. 

Sir  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE :  Do 
I  understand  that  the  explanation  will 
be  g^ven  when  the  Speaker  is  in  the 
Chair  ?  because  if  we  are  satisfied  that 
it  is  the  intention  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman to  make  a  statement  wo  have 
nothing  further  to  say;  but  the  question 
I  put  was  not  at  all  so  unreasonable  a 
question. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  My  words  were 
that  I  would  reserve  my  explanation  till 


the  Speaker  was  in  the  Chair,  and  I  did 
not  give  the  right  hon  Gentleman  credit 
for  so  narrow  or  blunt  an  understanding 
as  not  to  infer  that  that  explanation 
would  be  given. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  162  ; 
Noes  58:  Majority  104.— (Div.  List, 
No.  313.) 

Committee  report  Progress;  to  sit 
again  To-morrow^  at  Two  of  the  clock. 

SUPPLY.— COMMITTEE. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair." 

PARLIAMENT  —  BUSINESS     OF     THE 
HOUSE.— MINISTERIAL  STATEMENT. 

Me.  GLADSTONE :  1  did  not  enter 
into  the  questions  that  were  put  to  me 
at  the  time  they  were  asked ;  but  no- 
thing could  be  more  reasonable  than 
that  information  should  be  asked  for  as 
to  the  intentions  of  the  Government  with 
respect  to  certain  Bills,  and  as  to  the 
necessity  under  which  we  come  before 
the  House  to  ask  for  a  further  supply  of 
money.  That  necessity  is  extreme  and 
absolute,  and  without  the  Vote  for  which 
we  ask — and  we  have  delayed  it  till  the 
last  moment — we  are  not  able  to  meet 
the  necessary  demands  of  the  Public 
Service.  It  was  stated  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  South-West 
Lancashire  (Sir  B.  Assheton  Cross) — I 
cannot  but  think  under  some  misappre- 
hension— that  I  had  given  an  absolute 
and  positive  pledge  that  no  such  Vote 
should  be  taken.  I  am  very  confident 
that  I  never  gave  a  pledge  to  that  effect. 
I  have  no  doubt  I  said  nothing  but  ex- 
treme necessity  would  drive  us  to  do  so; 
but  an  absolute  pledge  I  cannot  plead 
guilty  to.  The  demand  we  now  make  is 
an  absolute  necessity.  As  regards  the 
particular  Bills,  there  is  one  of  them, 
and  one  upon  which  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman opposite,  I  think,  laid  the  smaUest 
emphasis  in  this  sense — I  mean  the 
Educational  Endowments  (Scotland)  Bill 
— with  which  we  shall  persevere.  It  is, 
I  believe,  a  Bill  in  which  the  Scotch 
Members  are  almost,  if  not  absolutelv, 
unanimous,  and  it  is  the  one  single  sub- 
ject upon  which  the  House  of  Commons 
will  biave  performed  any  work  on  behalf 
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of  Scotland  this  Session.  The  most  im- 
portant measure  by  far  is,  of  course, 
the  Bankruptcy  Bill,  and  that  is  a  Bill 
to  which  we  have  clung  with  great  tena- 
city, deeming  it  to  be  a  matter  of  the 
highest  importance  ;  but  it  is  our  duty 
to  estimate  the  impediments  in  the  way 
of  its  passing ;  and  I  perceive  with  re- 
eret — ^I  am  not  entitled  to  question  the 
judgment  of  hon.  Gentlemen  on  the 
matter — but  I  regret  that  they  are  dis- 
posed to  offer  considerable  difficulties. 
That  being  so,  and  in  view  of  the  general 
state  of  things,  we  think  the  time  has  come 
when  we  must  abandon  the  Bill.  With 
regard  to  the  Charitable  Trusts  Bill,  I  am 
sorry  my  right  hon.  Friend  (Sir  William 
Harcourt),  who  gave  a  reply  earlier  in  the 
evening,  is  not  present,  and  perhaps  I 
shall  be  excused  from  making  any  positive 
declaration  in  his  absence.  A  declaration 
can  be  made  to-morrow — that  can  be 
done  to-morrow ;  but  I  will  undertake 
to  represent  to  him  my  own  impression 
with  respect  to  the  facility  for,  or  diffi- 
culty of,  proceeding  with  that  Bill ;  and 
I  am  bound  to  add  that  I  think  the  re- 
presentation I  shall  have  to  make  will  be 
one  that  will  induce  him  to  desist  from  pro- 
ceeding with  the  measure.  With  regard 
to  other  Bills,  perhaps  hon.  Gentlemen 
will  address  their  inquiries  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentlemen  who  have  them  in 
charge. 

Sib  STAFFOBD  NOETHCOTE: 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  spoke  of  the 
Bankruptcy  Bill  as  though  it  were  a 
Bill  to  wluch  hon.  Gentlemen  on  this 
aide  of  the  House  might  be  disposed  to 
offer  a  eood  deal  of  resistance.  It  was 
not  in  that  sense  that  I  drew  attention 
to  it.  It  is  obviously  a  Bill  of  great  im- 
portance, and  one  requiring  careful  dis- 
cussion ;  and  it  cannot,  therefore,  be 
hurried  through.  The  point  I  was  di- 
recting attention  to  was  the  prospect  of 
our  being  relieved  of  our  attendance 
here  within  reasonable  time,  considering 
the  large  amount  of  necessary  Business 
we  still  have  to  transact.  The  Business 
of  Supply  is  still  so  much  in  arrear  that 
if  we  are  to  give  any  attention  to  Supply 
at  all  it  is  absolutely  necessary  to 
abandon  Bills  which,  however  excellent 
and  important,  will  involve  considerable 
discussion,  unless  we  are  to  sit  to  an  un- 
reasonable period.  I  am  glad  to  hear  that 
the  Gh}vemment  have  decided  that  it 
will  not  be  possible  to  go  on  with  the 
Bankruptcy  Bill ;  but  I  hope  it  will  be 


understood  that  it  was  not  to  that  mea- 
sure, but  to  save  time,  that  I  drew  atten- 
tion to  the  matter. 

Mr.  CHAPLIN  wished  to  ask  the 
President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  a  question  with  regard  to  the 
Rivers  Conservancy  and  Floods  Pre- 
vention Bill.  He  was  not  opposed 
to  the  Bill,  but  he  observed  that  there 
were  a  great  number  of  Notices  of  op- 
position to  it  on  the  Paper ;  and,  re- 
membering that  the  Prime  Minister  had 
given  a  general  imderstanding  that  Bills 
involving  much  controversy  would  not 
be  taken,  he  presumed  he  was  right 
in  supposing  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man would  not  proceed  with  it. 

Mr.  DODSON,  in  reply,  assured  the 
hon.  Member  that  he  should  use  every 
effort  to  carry  the  Bill ;  and  he  hoped 
that,  with  the  goodwill  of  the  House, 
he  should  be  able  to  do  so.  The  Bill, 
after  being  carefully  considered  by  a 
Select  Committee  of  the  Lords,  had 
passed  that  House ;  it  had  been  read  a 
second  time  by  a  majority  of  three  to 
one  in  this  House,  and  had  gone  through 
another  Select  Committee.  Although 
there  were  a  certain  number  of  Amend- 
ments on  the  Paper,  he  ventured  to  think 
that  when  they  came  to  be  discussed  they 
would  be  found  not  very  serious. 

Mr.  R.  N.  FOAVLER  said,  that  as  he 
did  not  see  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the 
Member  for  East  Gloucestershire  (Sir 
Michael  Hicks-Beach)  in  his  place,  he 
would  ask  the  Prime  Minister  what  course 
he  proposed  to  take  with  regard  to  the 
South  African  Question  ?  This  was  not 
a  question  simply  of  the  Transvaal,  but 
of  other  matters  connected  with  that 
country.  The  whole  question  of  the 
position  of  the  Natives  in  the  Transvaal 
was  a  very  serious  one.  There  were 
670,000  Natives  in  that  country,  and  a 
White  population  of  something  like 
40,000 ;  and  it  was  very  important  that 
before  the  House  separated  that  and 
other  questions  should  be  discussed. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  replied  that  if  the 
hon.  Member  would  repeat  the  question 
that  afternoon  he  should  probably  be  in 
a  position  to  answer  it. 

Sir  R.  ASSHETON  CROSS  asked 
for  an  assurance  that  the  moment  the 
Land  Bill  was  through  Committee  the 
House  would  at  once  go  into  Committee 
of  Supply.  The  House  would  strongly 
object  if  other  matters  were  dealt  witn 
after  the  Vote  on  Account. 
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Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  it  would  be 
remembered  that  when  it  was  expected 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Sir 
Michael  Hicks-Beach)  would  propose 
his  Motion  on  the  subject  of  the  Trans- 
vaal immediately  after  the  Committee 
on  the  Irish  Land  Bill,  then  the  interval 
before  the  next  stage  of  the  Land  Bill 
he  proposed  to  devote  to  Supply,  and  he 
had  promised  to  give  an  answer  to- 
morrow, and  to  state,  as  far  as  he  could, 
his  intentions  with  regard  to  Supply. 
With  regard  to  other  matters,  it  was  not 
possible  to  say  more  than  that  there  were 
matters  of  legislation  that  were  quite  in- 
dispensable ;  but,  at  the  same  time,  they 
were  not  subjects  of  much  controversy. 

Ea&l  PEECY  said,  perhaps  the  Prime 
Minister  could  say,  either  now  or  to- 
morrow in  taking  Supply,'  what  Votes 
would  be  taken  first — the  Civil  Service 
or  the  Army  Votes  ? 

Mb.  ONSLOW  desired  to  know  if  the 
Government  this  Session  intended  to 
bring  in  an  Indian  Budget  at  all  ?  This 
would  at  least  occupy  one  Sitting ;  and, 
if  there  was  such  an  intention,  would  the 
Government  g^ve  facilities  for  its  discus- 
sion, before  affording  facilities  for  the 
Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  on  Sunday 
(Wales)  Bill,  a  subject  of  less  import- 
ance than  the  Indian  Budget  ? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  had  no 
doubt  whatever  that  his  noble  Friend 
(the  Marquess  of  Hartington)  would, 
as  a  necessary  part  of  his  duty,  have 
a  day  for  the  Indian  Budget.  As 
for  the  Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors 
on  Sunday  (Wales)  |Bill,  he  was  not 
at  all  sure  that  he  would  be  in  a  posi- 
tion to  offer  facilities  for  it ;  but  the 
position  would  more  likely  be  one  in 
which  the  Government  would  have  to 
ask  the  promoters  of  the  Bill  to  give 
facilities  for  Government  Business ;  but, 
until  he  had  arrived  at  the  means  of  de- 
termining, it  would  be  premature  to  say 
more.  Due  Notice  would  be  given  of  the 
Votes  to  be  taken  in  Supply. 

ViscoiTNT  FOLKESTONE  said,  the 
President  of  the  Local  Government  Board 
had  expressed  a  hope  that  the  Bivers 
Conservancy  and  Floods  Prevention  Bill 
would  be  carried  through  this  Ses- 
sion, because  it  had  passed  the  House 
of  Lords  and  been  considered  by  a 
Select  Committee.  But  it  was  under- 
stood from  the  Prime  Minister  that  it 
was  not  proposed  to  take  any  matters 
of  a   controversial  character,  and  he 


would  like  to  call  attention  to  the  num- 
ber  of   Notices  of   opposition  to  this 
Bill  down  on  the  Paper  to-day.    There 
were  no  less  than  eight  for  the  post- 
ponement   of   the    Committee  for    six 
months  in  the  names  of  hon.  Members 
representing    various    sections    in    the 
House.    In  the  first  place,  there  were 
three  from  Members  of  the  Conservative 
Party,  the  next  stood  in  the  name  of  a 
supporter  of  the  Home  Bule  Party,  and 
there  were  others  in  the  names  of  hon. 
Members  below  the  Gangway  on  the 
Government  side.     Members  of  every 
shade  of  politics  had  put  down  their 
names,   and,   besides,   mere  were   two 
other  Notices  upon  points  upon  which 
an  immense  amount  of  opposition  might 
be  expected.     It  was  not  at  all  likely 
that  the  Bill  would  get  through  in  rea- 
sonable time,  and,  il  it  was  persevered 
with,  the  House  would  not  be  released 
from  its  labours  much  before  Christmas. 
Mb.  HENEAGE  said,  the  President 
of  theLocal  Gt>vemment  Board  could  not 
be  aware  of  the  feelings  of  hostility  to  the 
Bill  in   the  country.     He  had  been  a 
member  of   the    (Central    Chamber  of 
Agriculture  for  16  years,  and  he  never 
know  a  Bill  excite  such  a  unanimous  op-, 
position  from  the  Associated  Chambers. 
He  was  certain  that  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman and  his  Colleagues  would  only 
waste  their  strength  and  energy  in  at- 
tempting to  go  on  with  the  BUI  at  that 
late  period  of  the  Session. 

Mb.  R.  H.  PAGET  asked  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Local  Government  Board  to 
reconsider  his  opinion.  He  did  not  think 
it  was  fair  to  invite  the  House  at  that 
period  of  the  Session  to  discuss  a  Bill 
which,  in  its  full  extent,  was  only  known 
to  a  few.  From  his  own  county,  and 
from  other  counties  interested,  he  had 
that  day  received  expressions  of  opinion 
that  showed  how  unwise  it  would  be  to 
press  the  Bill  this  year.  It  required 
much  discussion.  It  received  none  on 
the  second  reading,  and  was  just  one  of 
those  instances  of  the  inconveniences  of 
allowing  that  stage  to  pass  »uh  silentio. 
The  BiU  demanded  that  discussion  which 
it  had  never  received,  and  which  it  was 
now  too  late  to  enter  upon. 

JUDGES'  CHARGES  (IRELAND). 

MOTION  FOB  AN  ADDB£SS. 

LoBD    EANDOLPH   CHUECHILL 
said,  he  did  not  rise  to  join  in  this  little 
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interiocntory  oonTeraation,  but  for  the 
poxpose  of  moring  an  Amendment  to 
Uielifotion  that  the  Speaker  leave  the 
Chair.  He  might  say  that  the  Motion 
was  entirely  due  to  the  courteous  and 
deeantly  polished  manner  in  which, 
early  in  the  Sitting,  the  Chief  Secro- 
taty  for  Ireland  refused  to  give  an 
answer  to  the  Question  put  by  himself 
and  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Leitrim  (Mr.  Tottenham).  His  hon. 
Friend  put  an  inquiry  which  was  of 
great  importance  in  reference  to  the 
state  of  Ireland,  and  the  inquiry  met 
with  no  response  from  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary. He  now  felt  it  his  duty  to  protest 
againet  the  course  adopted  by  the  Chief 
Secretary;  and  he  rose  to  move,  as  a  for- 
mal Amendment  to  the  Motion  that  the 
Speaker  leave  the  Chair — 

"  That  an  humble  Address  bo  presented  to 
Her  Majesty,  praying  that  Her  Alajosty  will 
came  to  Im  procnred  and  laid  before  this  House, 
Copies  of  the  Charges  delivered  by  Judges 
Harrison  and  Lawson,  of  the  Lord  Justice 
Fitzgibbon,  and  of  Chief  Justice  May,  at  the 
recent  Summer  Assize  in  Ireland.'* 

This  was  a  matter  of  considerable  im- 
portance^ for  they  had  been  unable  to 
extract  any  information  whatever  from 
the  Government  on  the  state  of  Ireland. 
Alarming  accounts  were  seen  in  the 
newspapers  of  an  unbroken  series  of 
outrages  and  disturbances,  although  the 
House  knew  that  for  the  purpose  of 
dealing  with  this  state  of  things  Go- 
Temment  had  been  armed  with  powers 
of  a  most  unlimited  nature.  TMiat  was 
the  exact  state  of  Ireland  so  far  as  he 
had  been  able  to  get  at  it  ?  He  found 
that  while  the  House  for  the  last  two 
months  had  been  engaged  in  discuss- 
ing the  Land  Bill  there  had  been  a 
large  increase  of  crime,  and  that  not  only 
of  the  less  serious  class  of  agrarian 
offences,  but  of  crimes  of  a  serious  cha- 
racter. There  had  been  also  a  large 
increase  in  the  number  of  arrests,  and  in 
the  proclamations  issued  for  dealing  witli 
these  evils.  That  was  the  state  of  Ire- 
land. Now,  what  was  the  number  of 
agrarian  offences  in  March  last,  when  the 
Chief  Secretary  asked  for  his  Bill  ?  The 
agrarian  offences  were  145.  In  April, 
after  the  passing  of  the  Coercion  Bill, 
they  rose  to  29 1 ;  in  May  they  rose  to  337 ; 
and  in  June  they  remained  336.  This  was 
the  testimony  of  figures ;  but  the  House 
also  wanted  on  this  point  independent 
testimony,  and  no  testimony  was  of  such 


value  as  that  contained  in  the  Charges  of 
the  Judges  delivered  to  Grand  Juries 
when  they  proceeded  on  their  Circuits. 
More  than  that,  it  was  by  those  Charges 
that  the  Government  were  themselves 
guided  in  estimating  the  state  of  the 
country,  and  it  was  made  a  strong  point 
by  the  Chief  Secretary  in  bringing  in 
the  Coercion  Bill.  Now,  the  Govern- 
ment seemed  to  be  under  an  impression 
that  they  held  no  responsibility  to  Par- 
liament at  all,  that  this  Bill  relieved 
them  from  that,  that  all  the  ordinary 
Business  of  the  Session  might  be  left  to 
go  anyhow  ;  even  when  the  Government 
had  suspended  all  the  Constitutional 
liberties  of  Ireland,  they  were  relieved 
from  all  responsibility  on  their  part, 
because  they  were  engaged  in  the  Irish 
Land  Bill.  Now,  he  did  not  think  that 
was  at  all  the  right  view  to  take.  He 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  if  he  would 
endeavour  to  procure  the  Judges'  Charges 
and  lay  them  before  the  House.  Of 
course,  these  Charges  contained  most 
valuable  information  as  to  the  existing 
state  of  things  in  Ireland  after  four 
months  of  the  Coercion  Act ;  but  the 
Chief  Secretary  made  no  answer  at  all. 
The  Chief  Secretary  did  say  previously 
that  there  was  a  difficulty  in  procuring 
copies  of  these  Charges ;  but  to  this  it 
might  be  said  there  would  be  no  real 
difficulty,  because,  in  all  probability,  the 
Judge  would  have  made  notes;  there 
were  also  the  shorthand  writer's  notes, 
and,  in  anycase,  there  werefulland  ample 
reports  in  the  Irish  newspapers,  and  it 
was  perfectly  easy  to  submit  the  report 
to  the  Judge  for  correction.  It  was  no 
uncommon  thing  to  lay  Judges'  Charges 
before  the  House.  It  was  done  in  the 
case  of  trials  on  Election  Petitions,  and 
he  should  think  that  a  Judge's  opinion 
on  the  state  of  Ireland  was  more  im- 

Eortant  than  his  opinion  of  a  corrupt 
orough.  Those  who  read  Irish  news- 
papers knew  perfectly  well  that  the 
Eeports  of  those  Judges  presented  a  most 
gloomy  picture  of  the  state  of  Ireland ; 
but  these  Charges  had  been  shortly  and 
imperfectly  reported  in  the  English  Press, 
and  the  public,  as  a  whole,  were  not 
acquainted  with  the  real  state  of  Ireland. 
Now,  it  was  in  order  that  the  English 
public  might  have  the  state  of  Ireland 
brought  homo  to  them,  and  might  know, 
in  spite  of  the  Coercion  Act  and  the 
Land  Bill,  what  success  the  Government 
had  had  in  governing  Ireland,  that  he 
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moyed  for  this  Address.  Unless  Parlia- 
mentary attention  was  drawn  to  this 
matter,  it  was  impossible  to  get  at  the 
state  of  affairs,  and  he  could  find  no 
better  way  than  by  laying  these  Judges' 
Charges  before  Parliament.  He  would 
also  point  out  that  not  only  was  there 
a  serious  increase  in  crime,  and  that 
of  more  serious  crime,  but  the  gene- 
ral strike  against  all  payment  of  debts 
went  on  in  a  more  acute  manner  than 
ever.  He  could  tell  the  House  of  in- 
stances that  would  show  the  extent  of 
this.  He  knew  of  two  cases  in  London 
where  ladies,  dependent  for  their  living 
upon  their  portions  charged  upon  Irish 
estates,  had  actually  to  apply  to  a  Lon- 
don workhouse  for  out-door  relief,  they 
having  received  no  payments  since  the  Go- 
vernment came  into  Office.  That  might 
be  but  a  coincidence,  but  it  was  a  fact. 
The  other  day  he  heard  of  a  gentleman, 
who  had  a  large  property  in  Ireland,  who 
had  had  to  remove  his  two  sons  from 
school  and  send  them  to  a  Board  school. 
[Laughter,']  That  might  seem  a  good  joke 
to  the  hon.  Member  for  Stockton  and  the 
Badical  Party;  the  more  poverty  and 
misfortune  overtook  the  upper  classes 
the  more  were  the  Radical  Party  satis- 
fied with .  that  state  of  things.  All  this 
while  crime  in  Ireland  was  increas- 
ing, arrests  were  increasing,  proclama- 
tions were  increasing,  whue  time  was 
idled  away  on  the  Land  Bill,  which  was 
made  the  excuse  for  the  neglect  of  all 
ordinary  Business.  When  opportunity 
offered,  the  Ghovemment  were  ever  ready 
to  accuse  the  Opposition  of  making  un- 
foimded  charges ;  but  they  were  now 
only  asked  for  information.  If  what  he 
had  said  was  not  correct,  let  the  Govern- 
ment produce  their  Judges'  Charges,  they 
would  give  a  far  better  description  of  the 
state  of  Ireland  than  he  could  pretend  to 
give.  But  if  the  Chief  Secretary  wrapped 
himself  in  silence,  as  he  did  in  answer  to 
a  Question  that  afternoon,  at  least,  he 
(Lord  Randolph  Churchill)  was  justified 
in  calling  attention  to  the  importance  of 
the  subject,  and  to  the  inference  that  the 
Government  dared  not  produce  these 
Charges. 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  "  That "  to  the 
end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
'*  an  humble  Address  be  presented  to  Her  Ma- 
jesty, prayine  that  Her  ilajesty  will  cause  to  be 
procured  and  to  be  laid  before  this  House, 
Copiee  of  the  Charges  of  Judges  Harrison  and 

Zo^rd  Randolph  Churchill 


Lawson,  of  the  Lord  Jattice  Fitzgibbon,  and 
of  Chi€Kf  Justice  Mav,  at  the  recent  Summer 
Assize  in  Ireland," — {Lord  Randolph  ChurehiUy) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  '^  That  the  words 

S reposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
tuestion." 

Mb.  W.  E.  FOESTER  said,  he  did 
not  know  whether  he  owed  an  apology 
to  the  noble  Lord,  but  he  was  sure  he 
did  to  the  House,  for  an  unfortunate 
reticence  on  his  part,  which  had  led  the 
noble  Lord  to  give  the  Chief  Secretary 
and  the  House  the  benefit  of  his  remarks 
at  greater  length  than  was  expected.  If 
those  remarks  had  merely  been  ad- 
dressed to  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land, it  was  not  so  much  matter.  The 
simple  reason  why  he  did  not  answer  in 
the  afternoon  was  because  he  did  not 
think  the  Question  was  seriously  in- 
tended. He  did  not  repeat,  what  he  had 
stated  before,  that  he  had  no  power  in 
respect  to  these  Judges'  Charges  to  pro- 
cure an  official  Beport,  and  he  thought 
it  was  generally  understood  that  he  had 
no  authority  to  lay  these  Charges  on  the 
Table.  They  were  not  written  doou- 
ments.  The  noble  Lord  said  they  might 
be  obtained  from  newspaper  reports, 
after  asking  the  Judges  to  correct  them ; 
but  that,  surely,  was  not  the  way  to  pro- 
cure documents  to  lay  on  the  Ts^le. 
The  noble  Lord  also  stated  that  the 
Charges  in  the  case  of  Election  Petitions 
had  been  produced ;  but  in  those  cases 
it  was  well  understood  beforehand  that 
this  was  to  be  done,  but  it  had  never 
hitherto  been  done  in  the  case  of  Judges' 
Charges  to  juries.  He  (Mr.  W.  E. 
Forster)  coula  not  undertake  to  produce 
them.  He  would  be  glad  if  they  were 
produced,  for  there  was  nothing  that  he 
could  not  wish  to  make  known.  It  was 
quite  true  that  in  former  debates  he  re- 
ferred to  these  Charges ;  but  he  quoted 
them  from  the  newspapers,  as  the  noble 
Lord  had  done ;  but  it  was  out  of  his 
power  to  make  them  official  documents, 
and  it  would  be  creating  a  remarkable 
precedent  to  do  so.  He  would  not  de- 
tain the  House  at  that  time ;  he  would 
only  say  it  was  not  in  his  power  to 
comply  with  the  noble  Lord's  request. 
But  as  to  a  general  debate  on  the  state 
of  Ireland,  if  the  noble  Lord  wished  to 
call  it  up,  he  (Mr.  W.  E.  Forster)  would 
bo  prepared  at  the  proper  time  to 
meet  it. 
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Mm.  a.  M.  SITLLiyAN  said,  he  re- 
oognized  the  noble  Lord's  sincerity  when 
he  deeired  that  the  English  people  should 
know  the  truth  about  Ireland,  and  he 
said  that  the  truth  was  to  be  learned 
from  the  Judges'  Charges.  But  then  he 
^oked  out  just  three  or  four  special 
Charges,  and  that  was  the  wajr  he  would 
instmct  the  people  of  England  on  the 
state  of  Ireland.  Now,  he  would  beg 
leave  to  tell  the  noble  Lord  that  when 
the  English  people  wanted  to  be  in- 
formed on  tho  state  of  Ireland,  the  last 
place  where  they  would  get  a  true  pic- 
tare  would  be  in  the  gloomy  colouring 
of  the  Charges  he  had  made  the  object 
of  his  Motion. 

Mb.  AETHUR  O'CONNOR  said,  he 
was  not  surprised  that  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland  had  not  regarded  the 
noble  Lord's  Question  as  serious,  and  he 
doubted  if  anyone  in  the  House  did. 
But  he  did  not  propose  to  detain  the 
House  on  that  subject ;  but  he  wished  to 
point  out  that    the  Motion    that    the 
Speaker  do  leave  the  Chair  was  made  in 
order  that  the  House  might  go  into  Com- 
mittee of  Supply  on  the  Civil  Service 
Yotes,  which  numbered  115.     Some  of 
these  were  very  different  from  others, 
and  he  wished  to  ask  the  Government  if 
they  had  any  objection  to  postpone  five 
out  of  the  number  ?  These  five  involved 
very  small  sums;  but  they  were   dis- 
tinctly of  a  contentious  character,  and  a 
discussion  upon  them  could  not  be  taken 
at  that  hour.     One  of  these  Votes  was 
for  the  Office  of  Privy  Seal,  for  which 
the  Gh)vemment  only  asked  £500.     It 
was  an  Office  which  the  Liberal  Party  a 
few  years  ago  proposed  to  abolish  when 
in  Opposition,  and  a  division  was  taken, 
in  which  the  Motion  was  only  defeated 
by  a  majority  of  32.     The  other  Votes 
he  referred  to  were  those  for  the  Lord 
Lieutenant's  Household,  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary's Office,  the  Vote  for  Criminal 
Prosecutions    (Ireland),   and  the   Con- 
stabulary Vote.     He  thought  the  Go- 
vernment would  see  the  application  was 
reasonable ;  and,  if  granted,  he  thought 
there  would  be  no  opposition  to  going 
into  Committee. 

Mb.  CHAPLIN  said,  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Meath  (Mr.  A.  M. 
Sullivan)  complained  that  the  noble  Lord 
had  selected  only  four  Judges'  Charges ; 
but  there  was  nothing  unreasonabl  o  i  n  t  h  at 
^-^^InterrupHoiM,']  He  would  be  grateful 
to  the  hon.  Member  for  Stockton  (Mr. 


Dodds)  if  he  would  refrain  from  in- 
terruptions   bv  means   of    inarticulate 
noises.     The  hon.  Member  was  in  the 
habit  of  doiog  this  without,  so  far  as  he 
could  judge,    contributiog  anything  to 
debates  and  discussions  m  the  House. 
He  would  be  glad  if  the  hon.  Member 
would  control  himself.     The  noble  Lord 
had  selected  those  Charges  which  con- 
tained a  description  of  the  state  of  things 
in  Ireland  at  the  present  time,  and  which 
contained  most  reliable  statements.  How- 
ever, as  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
had  pointed  out  that  it  was  out  of  his 
power  to  produce  these  Charges,  he  had 
no  doubt  that,  under  the  circumstances, 
the  noble  Lord  would  not  persevere  with 
his  Motion.     But  he  might  venture  to 
remind  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that, 
in  the  answer  he  gave  to  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Leitrim   (Mr.  Tottenham),  he 
stated  that  these  Charges  were  under  the 
grave  and  serious  consideration  of  the 
Government.     Now,  if  that  were  so,  as 
it  was  undoubtedly  right  it  should  be, 
and  if  there  was  no  precedent,  then  it 
was  worthy  of  serious  consideration  whe- 
ther the  Government  were  not  justified 
in  establishing  a  precedent  for  the  future 
by  taking  such  measures  as  would  enable 
them,  where  it  was  necessary  and  proper, 
to  lay  these  Charges  on  the  Table  of  the 
House.     The  House  had  grave  reason 
for  anxiety.     He  recollected  that  at  the 
close  of  last  Session  attention  was  called 
to  the  condition  of  Ireland,  and  state- 
ments and  assurances  had  been  given 
by  the  Government  which  had  not  been 
strictly  fulfilled.     And  now  they  were 
approaching  the  end  of  another  Session, 
and,  under  the  circumstances,  and  con- 
sidering the  state  in  which  Ireland  was, 
the  noble  Ijord,  in  calling  attention  to 
tlie  subject,  had  done  nothing  but  ful- 
filled a  duty. 

Mb.  dodds  said,  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  Woodstock  (Lord  Randolph 
Churchill),  as  well  as  the  hon.  Member 
for  Mid  Lincolnshire  (Mr.  Chaplin),  had 
taken  the  liberty  of  referring  to  him 
(Mr.  Dodds)  personally  in  a  manner 
which  lie  conceived  to  be  wholly  un- 
warrantable. He  called  the  House  to 
witness  how  constantly  they  wasted  valu- 
able time  in  a  way  which,  in  the  opinion 
of  the  great  majority  of  the  House,  was 
wholly  unjustifiable ;  and  because  he 
(Mr.  Dodds),  in  common  with  many  other 
hon.  Members  of  that  House,  had,  as 
they  were  perfectly  justified  in  doing. 
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in  aooordanoe  with  the  established  usage 
and  practice  of  the  Hoasei  expressed 
their  disapprobatioii  of  such  unwar- 
rantable conduct,  they  had  been  sub- 
jected to  those  personal  attacks  by  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Woodstock 
and  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Mid  Lincolnshire.  Those  hon.  Mem- 
bers constantly  and  persistently  wasted 
the  time  of  the  House  in  a  most  un- 
warrantable manner ;  and  if,  instead  of 
that,  they  more  frequently  imitated  him 
(Mr.  Dodds)  and  other  hon.  Members  and 
kept  their  seats,  the  Business  of  the 
country  would  make  greater  prog^ss, 
and  there  would  be  no  necessity  for  any 
manifestation  of  impatience.  If  every 
Member  of  the  House  abused  its  pri- 
vileges in  the  same  manner  as  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  Woodstock  and  the 
hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lincolnshire  it 
would  be  impossible  to  transact  any 
Business  whatever.  The  noble  Lord 
had,  by  his  injudicious  Amendment  to 
the  Motion,  ''  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now 
leave  the  Chair,"  at  that  unseasonable 
hour — between  2  and  3  o'clock  in  the 
mominfi^ — set  up  a  windmill ;  and  it  was 
a  humiliating  spectacle  to  see  the  noble 
Lord  crawling  up  the  Gangway  to  his 
Friend  the  Member  for  Mid  Lincoln- 
shire, to  get  him  to  help  him  out  of  his 
difficulty,  and  knock  it  down  by  sug- 
gesting, as  he  had  done,  that  the  Motion 
should  be  withdrawn.  He  TMr.  Dodds) 
hoped  that  the  House  woula  not  permit 
that  groundless  Amendment  to  be  with- 
drawn, but  would  emphatically  negative 
it,  and  thus  mark  their  sense  of  the  con- 
duct pursued  by  the  noble  Lord  and  the 
hon.  Member  opposite. 

Mb.  T.  p.  O^CONNOR  said,  he  did 
not  wish  to  interfere  in  a  charming 
domestic  quarrel  with  which  he  had  no- 
thing to  do ;  but  he  expressed  his  per- 
sonsd  regret  that  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  had  been  unable  to  comply  with 
the  request  of  the  noble  Lord.  Those 
who  knew  Ireland  would  understand 
that  many  of  these  Judges'  Charges  were 
in  the  nature  of  prize  essays  in  compe- 
tition for  the  Land  Commission ;  and, 
perhaps,  now  that  was  over,  there  would 
be  less  of  these  pictures  with  Salvator 
Rosa  colouring.  Those  who  understood 
the  people  of  Ireland  and  the  under- 
currents of  Irish  life,  and  the  movements 
that  went  on  behind  the  judicial  scenes, 
were  perfectly  aware  why  Mr.  Justice 
Lawson  and  several  other  of  the  learned 

Mr.  Dodds 


Judges  indulged  in  these  histrionic  per- 
formances on  the  Judicial  Bench.  The 
production  of  these  Charges  would,  if 
accompanied  by  something  like  a  truth- 
ful description  of  the  gyrations  of  those 
political  personages  when  they  were  de- 
livering their  Charges,  be  a  g^at  ad- 
vantage to  the  House.  If  the  Charge 
delivered  by  Mr.  Justice  Lawson  at  the 
Kerry  Assizes  coiild  have  been  given, 
with  some  comment  on  the  excitea  tone 
in  which  it  was  delivered,  he  (Mr.  T.  P. 
O'Connor)  would  have  been  able  to  brine 
before  the  House  a  Motion  which  it  had 
long  been  his  purpose  and  desire  to  in- 
troauce  calling  for  the  removal  from  the 
Bench  of  Mr.  Justice  Lawson  and  Mr. 
Justice  Fitzgerald.  He  did  not  know 
whether  he  would  include  all  the  four 
Judges;  but  he  would  have  moved  for 
the  prompt,  if  not  the  immediate,  re- 
moval from  the  Bench  of  those  two  hot 
partizans,  who  went  through  those  ignoble 
performances  on  the  Bench  in  the  hope 
of  gettinff  every  bit  ofpatronage. 

Mr.  macartney  rose  to  Order, 
and  asked  whether  it  was  competent  for 
any  Member  of  that  House  to  speak  in 
such  disrespectful  terms  of  the  Judges  of 
the  land  ? 

Mb.  SPEAKER:  The  language  of 
the  hon.  Member  with  reference  to  per- 
sons of  high  position  and  character  is 
unguarded,  to  say  the  least  of  it ;  but  I 
am  not  prepared  to  say  that  it  is  not 
within  the  bounds  of  Order. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  said,  he  would 
not  have  alluded  to  those  Judges  except 
for  the  nbble  Lord  having  spoken  of 
them  as  trustworthy  persons.  They 
were  the  men  who  had  been  calum- 
niating the  character  of  their  country- 
men ;  and  was  he  to  be  me^-mouthed 
when  he  came  to  tell  the  Mouse  what 
he  thought  of  these  ermined  partizans, 
who  were  running  away  with  the  cha- 
racter of  their  country?  He  did  not 
think  there  would  be  many  more  such 
Judicial  Charges  now  that  the  Govern- 
ment had  bestowed  the  Commissioner- 
ships  under  the  Land  Bill,  for  the 
Judges  would  adopt  a  much  milder  tone, 
and  their  pictures  of  Irish  life  would  be 
much  less  exaggerated. 

Mr.  HEALY  observed,  that  the  Chief 
Secretary  had  said  that  he  did  not  think 
the  noble  Lord,  in  asking  his  Question 
to-day,  could  be  serious — and  it  was 
a  most  remarkable  thing  that  whenever 
the  Chief  Secretary  was  put  in  an  awk- 
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ward  position  he   did  not   think   the 

?ue6tion  serious.  That  was  his  refuge. 
here  was  another  remark  made  by  the 
riffht  hon.  Gentleman — namely,  that 
this  was  not  the  time  to  bring  this  mat- 
ter forward.  That  was  the  favourite 
method  of  meeting  matters  of  this  kind, 
and  the  Chief  Secretary  knew  very  well 
that  there  was  no  other  opportuuity 
but  when  the  adjournment  of  the  House 
was  moved  for  Members  to  elicit  infor- 
mation. It  seemed  to  him  that  the  time 
of  the  Chief  Secretary  never  would  come. 
He  only  wished  it  would ;  and,  with  re- 
gard to  these  particular  Charges  which 
the  noble  Lord,  with  his  knowledge  of 
Irish  life,  laid  so  much  stress  upon,  the 
noble  Lord  knew  that  everything  that 
was  said  by  the  Judges  was  rehearsed 
in  the  Privy  Council.  The  way  the  little 
game  was  worked  was  this.  The  Go- 
vernment wished  to  suspend  a  province 
or  a  county,  and  the  Privy  Council  and 
the  Judges  received  the  tip  from  the 
Chief  Secretary,  and  the  Judu^es  then 
went  down  into  the  country  and  made  a 
great  cry  about  its  condition,  which 
tiiey  painted  in  the  blackest  hues  they 
could.  It  was  by  these  means  that  the 
Coercion  Act  was  passed.  Mr.  Justice 
Fitzgerald,  at  Cork,  knew  beforehand 
that  it  was  the  intention  of  the  Govern- 
ment to  apply  for  coercion,  and  he  hav- 
ing blown  the  last  trumpet  in  Cork, 
the  Chief  Secretary  came  to  the  House 
and  read  long  extracts  out  of  his 
Charades.  He  put  it  to  the  noble  Lord 
whether  he  ou^ht  to  treat  the  Judges' 
Charges  seriouuy?  They  were  echoes  of 
Dublin  Castle,  and  ought  only  to  be 
treated  in  that  way. 

LoKD  FEEDEEICK  CAVENDISH 
thought  every  hon.  Member  would  agree 
that  this  discussion  had  lasted  long 
enough  ;  and,  with  regard  to  the  obser- 
vations of  the  hon.  Member  for  Queen's 
County  (Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor),  he 
should  be  very  glad,  if  possible,  to  ac- 
cept his  proposition ;  but  ho  felt  that  it 
would  not  be  in  his  power  to  do  so.  The 
Votes  referred  to  were  taken  on  the  re- 
commendation of  the  Public  Accounts 
Committee  of  1866  and  1867,  who  ad- 
vised that  Votes  on  Account  should  be 
taken  for  such  Services  as  had  already 
been  sanctioned  by  Parliament.  There- 
fore, it  was  not  the  fact  that  only  such 
sums  should  be  taken  as  were  necessary. 
These  Votes  had  been  examined  most 
carefully,  and  nothing  had  been  asked 
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for  that  was  not  required.  The  noble 
Lord  had  stated  that  there  were  con- 
tested Votes;  but  there  would  be  ex- 
actly the  same  opportunity  for  testing 
these  Votes  whetner  these  Votes  were 
taken  on  account  or  not,  and  the  hon. 
Member  would  have  as  good  an  oppor- 
tunity of  opposing  any  of  the  Votes 
when  they  were  dealt  with  in  Committee 
of  Supply  as  if  no  Vote  on  Account  were 
taken.  He,  therefore,  hoped  the  hon. 
Member  would  be  content  to  allow  the 
Government  to  take  a  certain  amount  on 
these  contested  Votes. 

Mr.  hicks  said,  he  thought  the 
House  was  entitled  to  ask  the  President 
of  the  Local  Government  Board  for  an 
answer  to  the  appeal  made  to  him  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lincolnshire 

gfr.  Chaplin)  and  the  hon.  Member  for 
id  Somersetshire  (Mr.  E.  H.  Paget). 
The  Eivers  Conservancy  and  Floods 
Prevention  Bill,  no  doubt,  dealt  with  a 
subject  of  great  interest,  and  was  in- 
tended to  remove  a  serious  evil.  It 
covered  a  great  tract  of  country,  and 
introduced  into  local  taxation  a  principle 
of  which 

Mr.  SPEAKEE:  The  hon.  Member 
is  not  at  liberty  to  discuss  the  merits 
of  this  Bill  on  the  Motion  before  the 
House. 

Me.  HICKS  said,  he  was  only  de- 
sirous to  learn  from  the  President  of  the 
Local  Government  Board  whether  it  was 
intended  to  proceed  with  the  Eivers 
Conservancy  and  Floods  Prevention 
Bill? 

Mr.  E.  N.  FOWLEE  wished  to  say 
one  word  in  consequence  of  what  fell 
from  the  hon.  Member  for  Stockton  (Mr. 
Dodds).  That  hon.  Member  had  charged 
the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Wood- 
stock and  the  hon.  Member  for  Mid 
Lincolnshire  with  wasting  the  time  of 
the  House.  With  regard  to  the  noble 
Lord,  he  would  remind  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber of  an  authority  which  he  would 
respect — namely,  the  Prime  Minister. 
In  a  debate  last  Session  the  Prime 
Minister  had  paid  a  high  compliment  to 
the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Wood- 
stock on  the  speech  which  he  delivered 
upon  the  course  taken  by  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  Middlesex  (Lord 
George  Hamilton),  and  other  Members, 
in  regard  to  the  financial  policy  of  the 
Government.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Mid  Lincolnshire  had  been  a  Member 
of  the  Duke  of  Eichmond's  Commission, 
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and  he  would  appeal  to  the  House  whe- 
ther the  hon.  Member  was  in  the  habit 
of  wasting  the  time  of  the  House  ? 

Mb.  macartney  said,  that  with 
reference  to  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Wexford  (Mr.  Healy),  he  did  not 
believe  that  the  Judges  did  act  in  any 
way  in  concert  with  the  Privy  CouncU 
in  getting  up  mock  statements  with 
regard  to  the  state  of  the  country.  He 
believed  that  they  stated  the  facts  that 
appeared  before  them ;  but  he  was  happy 
to  say  that  in  one  part  of  Ireland,  where 
the  population  was  more  loyal  and  in- 
dustrious than  in  other  parts,  one  Judge 
had  had  the  agreeable  task  this  year  of 
receiving  from  the  Sheriff  a  pair  of 
white  gloves.  That  was  in  the  county 
which  he  himself  represented. 

Mb.  BIGGAB  said,  the  Government 
seemed  to  him  to  have  acted  in  an  erratic 
manner,  and  from  some  underhand  mo- 
tive, and  to  have  obtained  information 
unobservable  by  any  one  individual  from 
any  part  of  the  outside  world.  He  was 
very  much  opposed  to  these  Votes  being 
brought  on  at  this  time  of  the  night ; 
and  he  thought  it  would  very  much 
facilitate  Business  if  the  Government 
postponed  the  four  or  five  Votes  sug- 

gested  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Queen's 
ounty.  The  first  Vote  was  for  the  Privy 
Seal,  which  was  a  Vote  that  could  not 
be  defended  upon  its  merits,  and  he 
would  suggest  that  the  Government 
should  agree  to  postpone  the  contested 
Votes.  The  Land  Bill  could  not  last 
more  than  another  week,  and  on  Mon- 
day those  Votes  could  be  properly  dis- 
cussed instead  of  having  to  be  discussed 
twice  over. 


Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Main  Question,  ''That  Mr.  Speaker 
do  now  leave  the  Chair,"  put,  and 
agreed  to. 


SUPPLY  — CIVIL   SERVICES   AND 
REVENUE  DEPARTMENTS. 

Supply — considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

**  That  a  further  sum,  not  exceeding  £2,345,600, 
be  granted  to  Her  Majesty,  on  account,  for  or 
towards  defraying  the  Charge  for  ttie  following 
Civil  Services  and  Revenue  Departments  for 
the  year  ending  on  the  3l8t  day  of  March  1882, 
viz. : — 

Mr.  R,  N,  Fowler 


CIVIL  SERVICES. 

Class  IT. — Salabibs  and  Expenses  of 
Civil  DEPAKTMEirrs. 

England : —  £ 

Colonial  Office       . .            . .            . .  -    « 

Privy  Council  Office  and  Subordinate 

Departments      . .            . .            . .  -    - 

Privy  Seal  Office    ..             ..             ..  500 

Board  of  Trade  and  Subordinate  De- 
partments          ..             ..^           ..  20,000 

Charity  Commission    (including   En- 
dowed Schools  Department)            . .  5,000 
Civil  Service  Commission     . .            . .  •),000 

Copyhold,  Inclosure,  and  Tithe  Com- 
mission               . .             . .             . .  2,000 

Inclosure  and  Drainage  Acts  Expenses  -    - 

Exchequer  and  Audit  Department     . .  5,000 

Friendly  Societies,  Registry              . .  1,000 

Local  Gk>vemment  Board     . .            . .  25,000 

Lunacy  Commission             . .             . .  2,000 

Mint  (including  Coinage)    ..             ..  15,000 

National  Debt  Office            . .            . .  2,000 

Patent  Office         . .            . .             . .  3,000 

Paymaster  General's  Office  . .             . .  2,000 

Public  Works  Loan  Commission        ..  1,500 

Record  Office         ..            ..            ..  3,000 

Rc^trar  Gtoerars  Office  (including 

Census)               ..            ..            ..  10,000 

Statione^  and  Printing      . .             . .  40,000 

Woods,  Forests,  &c..  Office  of            . .  2,000 

Works  and  Public  Buildings,  Office  of  5,000 

Secret  Service        . .            . .            . .  5,000 

Scotland : — 

Exchequer  and  other  Offices              . .  500 

Fishery  Board        ..             ..            ..  1,000 

Lunacy  Commission             . .             . .  500 

Registrar  General's  Office  (including 

Census)               ..             ..             ..  2,000 

Board  of  Supervision           .  •            . .  10,000 

Ireland : — 

Lord  Lieutenant's  Household             . .  1,500 

Chief  Secretary's  Office  . .  . .  7,000 
Charitable    Donations    and    Bequests 

Office    ..             ..            ..             ..  300 

Local  Grovemment  Board    . .             . .  30,000 

Public  Works  Office             ..             ..  10,000 

Record  Office          ..            ..             ..  1,000 

Registrar  General's  Office  (including 

Census)                ..             ..             ..  2,000 

Valuation  and  Boundary  Survey       . .  5,00b 

Class  III.— Law  and  Justice. 

England : — 

Law  Charges          . .            . .            . .  15,000 

Public  Prosecutor's  Office     ..            ..  600 

Criminal  Prosecutions          . .             . .  30,000 

Chancery  Division,  High  Court  of  Jus- 
tice      . .             . .             . .             . .  15,000 

Central  Office  of  the  Supreme  Court, 

&c.        ..            ...            ..            ..  15,000 

Probate,  &c.  Registries,  High  Court  of 

Justice..             ..             ..             ..  15,000 

Admiralty  Registry,    High  Court  of 

Justice  . .             . .             . .             .  •  2,000 

Wreck  Commission           ...             . .  2,000 

Bankruptcy  Court  (London)               . .  5,000 

County  Courts        . .             . .             . .  40,000 

Land  Registry       ..             ..             ..  1,500 
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£ 

Beriiiiig  Boniiten,  England  -    . 

Police  ConrtB  (Londoii  and  Sheemeas)  4,000 

Metropolitan.  Police             ..            .,  60,000 
County  and   Borongh   Police,   Great 

Britain                ..             ..             ..  2,000 

ConTict    Eatabliflhments   in   England 

and  the  Colonies               . .            . .  70,000 

Priaons,  England  . .                           . .  50,000 
Beformator^  and  Industrial  Schools, 

Great  Bntain     . .             . .             . .  70,000 

Broadmoor  Criminal  Lunatic  Asylum  2,000 

Scotland : — 

Lcsd  Adrocate,  and  Criminal  Proceed- 
ings     ..            ..            ..            ..  10,000 

Courts  of  Law  and  Justice  • .  .    . 

B^;ister  House  Departments  .    - 

Prisons,  Scotland  . .  10,000 

Ireland: — 

Ijiw  Charges  and  Criminal  Prosecu- 
tions    ..             ..             ..             ..  15,000 

Supreme  Court  of  Judicature             . .  5,000 

Court  of  Bankruptcy                          . .  500 

Admiralty  Court  K^;istry    . .             . .  100 

B^gistry  of  Deeds . .            . .  2,000 

Registry  of  Judgments                      . .  200 

County  Court  Officers,  &c.  . .            . .  16,000 

Dublin  Metropolitan  Police  (including 

Police  Courts)     ..             ..             ..  15,000 

Constabulary  ..    120,000 

Prisons,  Ireland     . .            . .            . .  10,000 

Reformatory  and  Industrial  Schools  . .  5,000 

Dundrum  Criminal  Lunatic  Asylum  . .  500 

Class    IV. — Education,   Science,    and 

Art. 


England : — 

Public  Education  .. 

Science  and  Art  Department 

British  Museum 

National  Galler}'    . . 

National  Portrait  Gallery    . . 

Learned  Societies,  &c. 

London  IJniversity 

Deep  Sea  Exploring  Expedition  (Re- 

poiXy  ••  •• 

Sydney  and  Melbourne  Intomational 

Exlubitions 

Scotland : — 

Public  Education  . . 
Universities,  6cc.  . . 
National  Gallery    . . 


Ireland: — 

Public  Education  .. 
Teachers*  Pension  Office 
Endowed  Schools  Commissioners 
National  Gallery    . . 
Queen's  University 
Royal  University  . . 
Queen's  Colleges    . . 
Royal  Irish  Academy 


£ 

500,000 

10,000 

20,000 

1,000 

300 

500 


1,000 


50,000 


120,000 
200 

300 

500 

200 

2,000 


Class  V. — Foeeion  and  Colonial 

Sekvices. 

£ 
Diplomatic  Services  ..  ..     40,000 

Consular  Services  ..  ••  .,     10,000 


Suppression  of  the  Slave  Trade         . .  -    - 

Tonnage  Bounties,  &c.        . .             . .  1,000 

Suez  Canal  (British  Directors)            . .  400 

Colonies,  Grants  in  Aid        . .             . .  5,000 

Orange  River  Tcrritorj'  and  St.  Helena  -    - 

Subsidies  to  Telegraph  Companies     .  •  9,000 


Class  VI. — Non-Effective  and  Chabi- 
TABLE  Services. 

Superannuation   and    Retired  Allow- 

ances    ..  •*  *•  .. 

Merchant    Seamen's    Fund  Pensions, 

(^^«  ••  ••  ••  •# 

Relief   of   Distressed  British  Seamen 

Abroad  .  *  . . 

Pauper  Lunatics,  England  .  • 
Pauper  Lunatics,  Scotland  . . 
Pauper  Lunatics,  Ireland  . . 
Hospitals  and  Infirmaries,  Ireland  . . 
Friendly  Societies  Deficiency 
Miscellaneous    Charitable    and    other 

Allowances,  Great  Britain 
^liscellaneous    Charitable    and    other 

Allowances,  Ireland 


£ 
20,000 


4,000 

1,000 

36,000 

10,000 

2,000 


Class  VII. — Miscellaneous. 

Temporarj'  Commissions      . . 
Miscellaneous  Expenses 


cm 


£ 
7,000 
600 


Total  for  Civil  Services 


£1,685,600 


REVENUE  DEPARTMENTS. 


Customs  . . 

Inland  Revenue 

Post  Office 

Post  Office  Packet  Service 

Post  Oftioo  Telegraphs 


£ 

60,000 
120,000 
220,000 
100,000 
160,000 


Total  for  Revenue  Departments     £660,000 
Grand  Total    ..  £2,345,600 


Mr.  DILLTSTfN  said,  after  the  dis- 
cussion that  bad  taken  place,  he  did  not 
wish  to  occupy  time  beyond  saying  that 
he  unwillingly  assented  to  taking  Votes 
on  Account,  and  always  had  objected  to 
a  course  that  gave  the  possibility  of 
Supply  being  put  off  to  the  very  end  of 
the  Session.  He  hoped  the  Government 
would  not  make  use  of  this  power.  Ho 
was  aware  that  the  Government  on  this 
occasion  were  not  to  blame  for  the  delay 
in  Supply,  and  that  the  circumstances 
were  altogether  exceptional;  but  he 
could  not  avoid  expressing  his  opinion 
that  if  Supply  wore  taken  in  a  more 
business-like  manner  the  necessity  for 
Votes  on  Account  would  not  arise. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOE  said,  he 
would  not  divide  the  Committee  on  the 
Vote;  but  if  any  other  hon.  Member 

2  B  2 
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had  felt  it  his  dnfy  to  do  so,  he  would 
have  supported  him.  He  endorsed  the 
remarks  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Swan- 
sea,  and  protested  against  a  system  that 
relegated  to  the  last  week  of  the  Session 
Yoies  which  the  Committee  were  then 
not  in  a  position  to  scrutinize.  The 
Prime  Minister  had  said  Votes  did  not 
obtain  the  scrutiny  they  deserved ;  and 
he  (Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor)  was  convinced 
that  a  needless  burden  was  thrown  on 
the  public  by  the  fact  that  details  of  the 
expenditure  by  Public  Departments  were 
not  investigated  as  they  ought  to  be  by 
the  Committee.  He  thought  he  might 
lay  claim  to  moderation  when  he  ab- 
stained from  a  detailed  criticism,  for  he 
had  very  strong  feelings  with  regard  to 
the  Votes  he  had  aL^ady  mentioned. 
He  would  put  aside  the  Irish  Votes, 
which  he  thought  he  should  be  justified 
in  challenging  in  anv  case,  and  refer 
only  to  one  Vote.  Wnen  the  Party  op- 
posite were  in  Opposition  they  were 
prepared  to  do  away  with  the  Office  of 
rrivy  Seal,  and  it  was  only  retained  by 
a  majority  of  32.  It  was  this  Vote  that 
he  sought  the  opportunity  of  challeng- 
ing, and  he  thought  it  was  hardly  rea- 
sonable for  the  Government  to  refuse 
the  postponement  of  the  five  Votes  he 
had  asked  for. 

Lord  FREDEEICK  CAVENDISH 
said^  he  recognized  the  moderation  with 
which  the  hon.  Member  had  urged  his 
request,  and  he  should  have  been  glad 
if,  without  inconvenience  to  the  Public 
Service,  he  could  have  acceded  to  the 
postponement.  But  he  reminded  the 
non.  Member  that  he  would,  in  a  short 
time,  have  the  opportunity  of  raising  the 
discussion  he  desired. 

Mb.  HEALY  said,  as  there  had  been 
a  lengthened  discussion  on  Supply,  his 
remarks  should  be  few.  There  was  a 
Vote  for  Secret  Service,  and  he  wished 
to  know  how  it  was  possible  to  make 
any  practical  use  of  this,  seeing  the  un- 
skilful manner  in  which  those  who  were 
set  to  do  the  work  of  spies  went  about 
their  business.  It  was  usual  to  set 
spies  on  the  houses  of  Irish  Members ; 
but  this  was  done  in  such  an  unskilful 
manner  that  it  was  perfectly  obvious  to 
those  concerned  that  they  were  being 
watched.  How  was  it  possible  for  the 
detectives,  and  those  who  got  blood- 
money,  to  be  of  any  use  in  hunting  up 
murderers  of  the  Lefroy  description 
when  they  carried  on  their  system  in  such 
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a  manner  that  the  objects  of  their  atten- 
tion were  perfectly  conscious  of  what  was 
going  on?  He  did  not  so  much  com- 
plain that  the  Home  Office  should  have 
an  interest  in  watching  his  movements, 
and  perhaps  Irish  Members  might  find 
interest  in  setting  a  watch  on  the  pri- 
vate habits  of  Members  of  the  Oovem- 
ment ;  but  he  could  not  think  the  detec- 
iive  system  was  efficient,  when  even 
such  unsuspecting  persons  as  Irish 
Members  knew  exactly  when  the  spying 
was  carried  on.  But  when  the  time 
arrived  he  would  refer  to  this — his  point 
how  was  this.  The  other  night  they  had 
a  discussion  on  the  Public  Works  (Ire- 
land) Department,  and  the  burden  thrown 
rn  it  by  the  Land  Bill ;  and  he  asked 
noble  Lord  whether  they  should  have 
any  opportunity  of  discussing  the  Board 
of  Works  and  the  proposed  scheme  of 
reform,  and  the  noble  Lord  told  him 
they  would  not.  

LoKD  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH 
said,  the  discussion  would  be  on  the 
Vote,  not  on  the  scheme  of  reform. 

Mb.  HEALY  said,  he  was  told  there 
was  no  scheme  of  reform.  Now,  he 
complained  that  they  were  induced  to 
pass  a  certain  class  of  Bills  on  the  re- 
presentation that  reforms  would  be  car- 
ried out  in  the  Board ;  that  changes,  at 
all  events,  would  be  made  in  the  Office. 
The  noble  Lord's  answer  was  that  the 
Board  would  be  strengthened ;  but  he 
now  understood  that  the  streng^ening 
was  merely  the  addition  of  another 
Commissioner,  and  this  appointment 
was  absolutely  necessary  to  bring  mat- 
ters within  the  legal  provisions  of  an 
Act  of  Parliament.  The  Board  had 
actually  been  below  its  legal  strength. 
When  the  subject  came  on  for  discussion 
he  should  offer  a  few  remarks  upon  it, 
when,  perhaps,  the  noble  Lord  would 
be  better  prepared.  There  was  another 
feature  he  desired  to  mention  in  connec- 
tion with  the  Registrar  General's  De- 
partment, which  was  concerned  in  the 
preparation  of  the  Census  Returns.  It 
was  astonishing  that  the  English  De- 
partment issued  their  Abstract  so  much 
earlier  than  the  Irish  Abstract  was 
issued.  It  was  much  to  the  credit  of 
the  English  Department  that  they  did 
this,  considering  the  amount  of  work  in 
each  case.  In  connection  with  the  Cen- 
sus of  1871,  he  had  occasion  to  speak 
with  a  gentleman  in  the  Irish  Census 
Department,  and  asked  him  when  he 
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thought  all  the  Betums  would  be  out  ? 
His  reply  was  characteristic.  He  said, 
with  judicious  management,  he  thought 
ihey  might  be  made  to  last  four  or  five 
years  more,  and  this  was  two  years  after 
the  Census. 

Ms.  W.  E.  FOBSTEB  said,  he  might 
be  allowed  to  remark  that  this  year  the 
Irish  Abstract  was  out  first. 

Ms.  HEALY  said,  if  that  were  so,  he 
was  glad  to  hear  it.  All  ho  could  say 
was  that  he  had  had  the  English  Census 
deliTored  among  his  Parliamentary 
Papers,  but  not  the  Irish.  Another 
point  he  desired  to  question  was  the 
Jjish  Law  Charges  and  costs  for  prosecu- 
tions. There  was  no  information  as  to 
the  cost  of  the  State  Trials,  and  he  would 
like  to  know  from  the  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland  if  any  statement  could  yet 
be  given,  before  the  matter  came  on 
for  discussion?  It  was  seven  or  eight 
months  since  the  trials,  and  it  was  not 
too  much  to  ask  now  for  some  idea  of 
the  cost. 

House  resumed. 

Besolution  to  be  reported  To-morrow, 
at  Two  of  the  clock. 

Committee  to  sit  again  upon  Wednes- 
day. 

VETERINAKY  SURGEONS  BILL— [Zor</«.] 

(Mr.  Mundella.) 
[bill  214.]      SECOND  BEADING. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time."— (ITr.  Mundella.) 

Db.  LYONS  desired  to  remind  the 
Gh>Yernment  of  the  necessity  of  a  Vete- 
rinary College  for  Ireland.  Ireland 
stood  very  much  in  need  of  veterinary 
surgeons,  and  strong  representations 
had  been  made  to  the  Government  on 
the  subject;'  and  he  begged  to  ask  on 
behalf  of  many  persons  interested,  whe- 
ther the  Government  could  ^ive  any 
assurance  that  they  would  advise  the 
issue  of  a  Charter  for  an  Irish  Veterinary 
College  ? 

Mb.  W.  E.  FOESTER  said,  the  entire 
question  was  before  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
lot  consideration ;  he  was  not  aware 
that  the  question  would  be  raised  now. 
He  was  not  prepared  to  say  the  Go- 
vernment woiUd  advise  the  issue  of  the 
CBiarter. 


Mk.  HEALY  asked  the  Vice  President 
of  the  Council  if  he  would  postpone  the 
Bill  for  a  day  or  two  ? 

Mb.  mundella  said,  the  provisions 
of  the  Bill  were  well  known,  and  it  had 
been  amply  discussed  in  the  other  House. 
He  hoped  the  second  reading  might  now 
be  taken.  He  might  add  that  it  was 
as  much  in  the  interests  of  the  owners 
of  cattle  and  of  humanity  as  of  veteri- 
nary surgeons. 

Mb.  WHITLEY  said,  the  Bill  con- 
tained one  highly  objectionable  clause, 
which  would  allow  a  man  who  simply 
had  practised  for  some  years,  though 
without  any  qualification  whatever,  to 
represent  himself  as  duly  qualified.  He 
did  think  that  such  a  clause  should  be 
expimged,  and  he  believed  the  President 
of  the  veterinary  College  had  drawn  at- 
tention to  the  point. 

Mb.  mundella  said,  that  was 
really  a  question  for  Committee ;  but, 
at  tne  same  time,  he  might  say  that 
the  President  of  the  College  had  called 
upon  him,  and  had  urged  him  to  take 
charge  of  the  Bill.  There  was  a  clause 
that  would  allow  a  man,  who  had  prac- 
tised for  five  years,  to  continue  that 
practice  hereafter  ;  and  he  thought  that 
such  a  term  of  practice  argued  that  a 
man  was  qualified. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  coinmitted 
for  Friday. 

METROPOLITAN   BOARD  OF  WORKS 

(MONEY)  BILL.— [Bill  204.] 

{Lord  Frederick  Cavenditht  Mr.  John  Holtiu.) 

SECOND    READING. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Lord  FREDEEIOK  CAVENDISH 
said,  he  hoped  the  House  would  allow 
this  Annual  Bill  to  be  now  read.  There 
were  various  points  to  be  raised  in  Com- 
mittee, and  that  stage  would  be  fixed  at 
a  time  to  allow  of  discussion. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." — {Lord  Frederick  Cavendish.) 

Mr.  firth  hoped  the  Bill  would  be 
read  a  second  time  now ;  but  he  wished 
to  call  attention  to  the  fact  that  it  con- 
tained the  power  to  raise  £4,500,000, 
and  this  had  ncTer  been  discussed  by 
the  Bepresentatives  of  the  people  of 
London.    Tli^re  were  a  number  of  items 
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contained  in  it  that  required  the  closest 
criticism,  and  a  number  of  charges  which 
it  was  questionable  whether  the  Board 
of  Works  should  have  the  power  to  in- 
cur. Among  the  items  were  £300,000 
for  the  Artizans'  Dwellings  Act,  the 
whole  effect  of  which  was  now  being 
considered  by  a  Committee  ;  an  expen- 
diture of  £1,500,000  for  street  improve- 
ments, which  the  Board  were  not  likely 
to  proceed  with ;  an  enormous  sum  for 
bridges,  and  a  power  to  lend  £50,000  to 
the  Asylums  Board,  for  purposes  con 
demned  by  all  parts  of  London.  But 
these  matters  could  not  be  discussed  now. 
He  would,  therefore,  call  attention  to 
the  necessity  of  having  these  matters 
discussed  by  some  body  representing  the 
ratepayers,  who  had  to  find  the  money 
Half-past  2  was  not  the  hour  to  dis- 
cuss a  Bill  dealing  with  £4,500,000. 
He  hoped  the  Bill  would  be  read  a  second 
time ;  but  he  wished  to  protest  against 
the  system,  and  to  take  tne  opportunity 
of  pointing  out  the  necessity  of  having 
these  matters  discussed  by  a  representa- 
tive body,  without  the  House  being 
troubled  with  them. 

Mb.  monk  said,  this  was  not  a  proper 
hour  to  discuss  the  Bill,  and  thought  the 
discussion  would  be  more  appropriate 
on  the  Committee  stage  than  on  the 
second  reading.  There  were  matters 
that  might  well  be  considered  in  a  small 
Select  Committee,  and  he  should  be 
glad  if  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  Frederick 
Cavendish)  would  agree  to  send  the  Bill 
to  a  Select  Committee  before  the  House 
was  asked  to  give  its  assent  to  so  lars^e 
an  expenditure  as  £4,500,000  by  t£e 
Metropolitan  Board  of  Works. 

Sib  JAMES  M'GAREL-HOGG  said, 
he  was  glad  that  opposition  was  not 
offered  to  the  second  reading.  The 
matters  contained  in  the  Bill  had  already 
been  submitted  to  Parliament,  and  every 
possible  facility  given  for  discussion. 
He  might  point  out  that  by  means  of 
this  Annual  Money  Bill,  which  was  in- 
troduced a  few  years  ago,  the  House 
had  the  means  of  discussins^  the  matters 
twice  over,  and,  in  fact,  a  double  check. 
As  to  the  one  or  two  matters  mentioned 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Chelsea,  he 
would  be  glad  to  discuss  them  in  Com- 
mittee. The  two  bridges  which  it  was 
proposed  to  rebuild,  were  fast  tumbling 
down,  and  if  not  rebuilt  must  cost  a 
oontinual  expenditure  in  patching  up. 
The  other  items   were   in   respeot  to 
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schemed  that  already  received  the  sanc- 
tion of  Parliament,  and  which  the  Board 
was  bound  to  carry  out.  As  to  the  sug- 
gestion for  a  Select  Committee,  he  hoped 
that  would  not  be  pressed,  for,  if  adopted, 
the  Bill  might  be  prevented  from  passing 
this  Session. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
for  Thureday. 

RIVERS  CONSERVANCY  AND  FLOODS 
PREVENTION  (re-eommiUed)  BILL— [Zorrf*.] 

{Mr.  JDodson.) 
[bill  120.]      COMMITTEE. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Mb.  CHAPLIN  asked  the  Govern- 
ment what  were  their  real  intentions 
with  regard  to  this  Bill?  Did  they 
really  mean  to  proceed  with  it  this  Ses- 
sion ?  He  was  quite  aware  that,  at  an 
earlier  part  of  the  Sitting,  the  President 
of  the  Local  Government  Board  said 
that  was  his  intention ;  but  after  he 
made  that  statement  the  Qt>vemment 
must  have  observed  that  great  opposi- 
tion was  manifested  towards  the  Bill — 
opposition  coming  from  both  sides  of  the 
House.  When  private  Members  con- 
sented to  surrender  their  own  days  for 
the  rest  of  the  Session,  they  did  so  to 
facilitate  the  progress  of  the  Irish  Land 
Bill  and  all  necessary  measures — nothing 
else — and  it  was  also  on  the  distinct  un- 
derstanding that  the  Session  should  not 
be  unduly  prolonged  by  takins^  measures 
upon  which  any  considerable  contro- 
versy would  arise.  Now,  he  would  ask 
the  Government,  after  the  manifesta- 
tions displayed  this  evening,  and  seeing 
that  there  were  10  Notices  of  opposition 
to  the  measure  on  the  Paper,  whether 
this  Bill  did  not  come  within  the  cate- 
gory of  controversial  matter  ;  and  if, 
under  the  circumstances,  they  really  in- 
tended to  proceed  with  it  this  Session  ? 
He  asked  this  question  for  the  informa- 
tion and  on  behalf  of  many  Members 
not  then  present ;  and  he  might  say  for 
himself  that  the  objection  he  entertained 
for  the  measure  as  originally  introduced 
had  been,  to  a  g^at  extent,  removed  by 
the  changes  that  had  been  made  in  it. 
But,  whatever  might  be  his  own  view, 
that  did  not  alter  the  fact  that,  having 
regard  to  the  Notices  on  the  Paper,  the 
Bm  was  certainlv  of  a  controversial 
character ;  and  he  noped  that,  under  the 
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drcamstanceSy  the  Ooveriimeut  would 
zeoonsider  their  decision,  and  not  pro- 
ceed with  the  Bill  that  Session. 

Mb.  DILLWYN  said,  it  was  not  a 
strong  opposition. 

Mb.  AETHUR  AENOLD  said,  the 
OoYemment  would  do  well  to  take  very 
little  notice  of  what  the  hon.  Member 
lor  Mid  Lincolnshire  called  **  manifesta- 
tions "  in  the  House  that  evening.  It 
was  within  his  (Mr.  Arthur  Arnold's) 
knowledge  that  during  the  last  48  hours 
no  fewer  than  80  Members  belonging  to 
both  sides  of  the  House  had  signed  a 
letter  to  the  Prime  Minister,  begging 
him  to  go  on  with  the  measure.  With 
this  expression  of  strong  support  he 
hoped  the  Oovemment  would  proceed 
with  the  measure. 

Mb.  BEOADHURST  said,  the  oppo- 
aition  to  the  Bill  came  from  a  very  small 
minority  of  Members,  and  he  sincerely 
tmsted  the  Government  would  not  give 
way  to  it.  Let  them  remember  the 
enormous  number  of  poor  struggling 
tradesmen,  labouring  people,  and  tenant 
farmers  who  were  suffering  each  year 
from  the  want  of  some  such  measure. 
He  certainly  looked  upon  it  as  a  Bill  so 
important  that  the  House  should  remain 
in  Session  until  it  was  passed,  and  as 
only  second  in  importance  to  that  Bill 
upon  which  the  House  had  been  so  long 
engaged. 

Mb.  DODDS  said,  he  hoped  the  Go- 
yemment  would  not  listen  to  the  ad- 
monitions of  the  hon.  Member  for  Mid 
Lincolnshire  with  reference  to  the  Bill, 
but  would  rather  listen  to  the  advice  of 
their  own  Friends. 

Mb.  LEEMAN  expressed  his  astonish- 
ment at  the  slur  cast  upon  the  Govern- 
ment by  the  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lin- 
colnshire in  regard  to  this  measure. 

Mb.  CHAPLIN  said,  he  cast  no  slur 
upon  the  Government ;  he  merely  re- 
minded them  that  they  had  undertaken 
not  to  proceed  with  measures  of  con- 
troversy. 

Mb.  LEEMAN  said,  this  Bill  was  one 
which  affected  the  whole  of  England 
very  materially,  and  ho  trusted  the  Go- 
yemment  would  not  be  inclined  for  one 
moment  to  refrain  from  adhering  to  their 
intention. 

Mb.  E.  N.  FO  WLEE,  referring  to  the 
remarks  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Stock- 
ton,  mentioned  that  the  Bill  was  blocked 
by  four  Members,  who  were  usually  sup- 
porters of  the  Government. 


Mb.  niBBEET  said,  there  was  a  very 
strong  feeling  in  favour  of  the  Bill  being 
proceeded  with ;  and  if  it  was  possible 
to  carry  the  Bill  through,  his  right  hon. 
Friend  and  the  Government  would  en- 
deavour to  pass  it. 

Mb.  DTJCKHAM  said,  that,  whatever 
might  be  the  feeling  of  the  Government, 
there  was  a  very  strong  feeling  through- 
out the  country  against  the  Bill.  It  had 
been  discussed  very  freely  and  fully  at 
the  Central  Chamber  of  Agriculture  a 
few  months  ago,  and  a  unanimous  opi- 
nion had  been  expressed  in  opposition  to 
the  measure. 

Eabl  PEECY  said,  that,  after  the 
speech  just  made,  he  should  like  to  ask 
the  Government,  not  whether  any  Mem- 
bers were  in  favour  of  the  Bill,  but 
whether  there  was  a  distinct  expression 
of  feeling  against  the  Bill  by  a  respect- 
able section  of  the  House,  not  animated 
by  Obstruction,  and  whether  the  measure 
had  not  come,  therefore,  under  the  de- 
scription of  contentious  matter?  He 
was  strongly  in  favour  of  Members 
using  all  the  power  they  had  to  prevent 
a  measure  being  proceeded  with  if  they 
objected  to  it,  after  the  promise  which 
had  been  given  by  the  Government. 

Committee  deferred  till  Thursday, 

SUMMARY  PROCEDURE  (SCOTLAND) 
A^IEXDMENT  BILL— [Lords.] 
{The  Lord  Advocate.) 
[bill    216.]       SECOND   READING. 

Order  for  Second  Heading  read. 

Colonel  ALEXANDEE  said,  that, 
looking  to  the  fact  that  the  Government 
had  withdrawn  the  Teinds  Bill  because 
hon.  Gentlemen  had  threatened  to  op- 
pose it  at  every  stage,  he  would  ask  the 
Government  whether  the  time  had  not 
come  for  moving  that  the  second  reading 
of  this  Bill  should  be  discharged  ?  He  an- 
nounced that  if  the  Government  did  not 
take  that  course  by  Thursday  next,  he 
himself  should  move  the  discharge. 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J. 
M'Laren)  stated  that  this  was  a  Bill  to 
extend  to  Scotland  the  provisions  of  the 
Summary  Jurisdiction  Act,  1879,  intro- 
duced by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  (Sir  K.  Assheton  Cross),  who, 
he  believed,  had  intended  to  extend  it 
to  Scotland. 

Mr.  DICK-PEDDIE  observed,  that 
the  Bill  was  not  in  the  hands  of  Mem- 
bers, and  he  therefore  thought  it  would 
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be  wrong  to  go  on  with  the  'second 
reading. 

Tub  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J. 
M'Laren)  admitted  that, technically,  that 
Was  the  fact ;  but  copies  of  the  Bill  had 
been  printed  for  the  House  of  Lords, 
and  had  been  procured  by  hon.  Mem- 
bers. Of  course,  it  was  in  the  power  of 
the  hon.  Member  to  postpone  the  Bill 
on  that  ground;  but  he  thought  his 
object  would  be  met  by  allowing  the 
Bill  to  be  read  a  second  time,  and  then 
he  (the  Lord  Advocate)  would  be  willing 
to  defer  the  further  stages. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." — {The  Lord  Advocate.) 

Me.  DICK-PEDDIE  said,  there  were 
strong  objections  to  the  Bill  on  the  part 
of  some  of  the  Procurators  Fiscal,  and 
he  thought  it  would  be  better  that  the 
Bill  should  be  in  the  hands  of  Members 
before  it  was  discussed. 

Colonel  ALEXANDER  said,  that  in 
order  to  give  an  opportunity  for  Mem- 
bers to  see  the  Bui,  he  moved  the  ad- 
journment of  the  debate. 

Motion  made,  and  Question,  '^  That 
the  Debate  be  now  adjourned," — ( Colo- 
nel Alexander,) — put,  and  agreed  to. 

Second  Heading  deferred  till  To-  morrow. 

INCUMBENTS  OF  BENEFICES   LOANS 
EXTENSION  BlLL—lLordi.]-iBiLL  213.] 

{Mr.  Monk,) 

SECOND  READING. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Mb.  monk,  in  moving  that  the  Bill 
be  now  read  a  second  time,  said,  that  it 
was  simply  a  Bill  enabling  the  Governors 
of  Queen  Anne's  Bounty  to  extend  the 
time  for  the  repayment  of  loans  advanced 
to  incumbents  of  benefices  for  one,  two,  or 
three  years,  in  consequence  of  the  agri- 
cultural depression  throughout  the  coun- 
try, which  had  affected  the  dersy  as  well 
as  other  classes  of  the  commumfy.  The 
Bill  had  been  passed  through  the  House 
of  Lords,  and  he  hoped  the  second  read- 
ing would  be  agreed  to. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time."— (ifr.  Monk.) 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOE  did  not  think 
it  was  right  at  that  time  of  night  to  allow 
tiie  Bill  to  be  read  a  second  time.  As  he 

Mr.  IHck'Peddie 


understood  from  the  hon.  Member  oppo- 
site, this  Bill  allowed  the  interference  of 
the  Government 

Mb.  MONK:  No;  it  is  simply  to 
allow  the  Governors  of  Queen  Anne's 
Bounty  to  postpone  the  period  of  repay- 
ment of  sums  lent  by  them  to  poor 
clergy. 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOE  said,  he  did 
not  know  what  the  character  of  Queen 
Anne's  Bounty  was ;  but  he  took  it  that 
it  was,  to  some  extent,  a  representative 
body.  The  principle  which  the  hon. 
Gentleman  wished  to  fix  in  this  Bill  was 
that  a  certain  body,  more  or  less  a  State 
body,  should  interfere  between — or,  at 
least,  that  the  State  should  forego — 
well,  at  least,  to  give  a  respite  for  the 
payment  of  debts  due  to  the  Governors 
of  Queen  Anne's  Bounty.  If  that  was  a 
private  body,  the  object  of  the  Bill  was 
to  interfere  between  a  private  body  and 
its  debtors.  That  was  a  principle,  he  was 
glad  to  find,  which  had  received  accept- 
ance in  "  another  place,"  because  it  was 
not  a  principle  which  usually  commended 
itself  to  Legislators ;  but,  all  the  same, 
he  thought  that  3  o'clock  in  the  morning 
was  rather  too  late  to  ask  for  the  sanc- 
tion to  a  proposal  of  such  importance. 
The  hon.  Member  had  alluded  to  agri- 
cultural depression,  and  he  hoped  that 
House  would  always  show  the  same 
keen  appreciation  of  distress,  because, 
whenever  an  Irish  Member  tried  to  brinff 
before  the  House  the  distress  sufferea 
by  a  poorer  body  than  the  English 
clergy,  the  cheers  were  swelled  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Gloucester  when  the 
House  refused  to  allow  the  State  to 
interfere.  As  a  protest,  he  beeged  to 
move  the  adjournment  of  the  deoato. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." 
—{Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor.) 

Mb.  ILLINGWOETH  said,  he  hoped 
the  hon.  Member  would  not  obstruct  this 
Bill.  A  Bill  of  a  similar  character  was 
before  the  House — namely,  the  Seeds 
Bill,  the  object  of  which  was  to  give 
some  extension  of  time  to  Irish  tenante 
who  were  unable  to  meet  their  debte  to 
the  State.  The  Governors  of  Queen 
Anne's  Bounty  were  emphatically  a 
public  body  responsible  to  the  State, 
and  the  object  of  the  Bill  was  only  a 
poEtponement  of  the  repayment  of  sums 
lent  to  men  who  had  been  severely 
handled  during  the  distress. 
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Mb.    "yVARTON   hoped    the    Motion  Fok4T£ii,  Lord  Faedekick  Cavendish,  and  Mr. 

would  not  be  pressed  Solicitor  Oexekal  for  Ireland. 

Mr.  T.  p.  OMSONNOE  said,  his  object  Bill/"-^*<^<*^»and road theflrst time.  [BiU217.] 

haying  been  sufficiently  accomplished,  House  adjourned  at  Three  o'clock. 
he  would  withdraw  his  Motion. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

T>.ii        A               A   [*            A  HOUSEOFLOEDS, 

Bill  read  a  second   time,   and  com-  ^  k,  ^     va.      ^y^  ^  ^^  kj, 

mitM  for  nm,da».  ^^^^  jg^^  j^^^^  j33j_ 


MOTION.  

_K»o-»—  MINUTES.]— Public  'BthU—Firtt  Reading— 

SEED  SUPPLY  AND  OTHEE  ACTTS  (lEE-  ^^^Krtii^nTvm^*  ^'''^ '  '^^ 

LAND)  AMENDMENT  BILL.  Second  JUadinff—SolwAy  Fisheries  (Scotland)  • 

LEAVE.      FIRST  READING.  (^^*)»  ^rd^r  dUeharged. 

Committee  —  Supreme     Court     of    Judicature 

Mr.  W.  E.  F0E8TEE,  in  moving  for  (U7-171). 

leave  to  introduce  a  Bill  to  make  pro-  ■2^«'"^  —  Lunacy  Districts  (Scotland^  •  (162), 

vision  for  the  payment  by  reduced  in-  ?^^  ,t«n*^T'''  ^^^1  •^^n'^AN   ^^''*^*'^ 

-,          .        ^i*^"^          j*^  nm\.      o     J  -Act,     1880,     Amendment*    (166);      Bunal 

Btalments  of  loans  under      The   Seed  Grounds  (Scotland)  Act  (1855)  Amendment  • 

Supply  (Ireland)  Act,    1880,''  and  for  (131). 

other  purposes,  said,  that  a  large  sum  of  Third  Reading—VeirolQMm  (HawkingJ^*  (139) ; 

money  had  been  advanced  for  the  pur-  Tramways  Orders   Confirmation   (No.    2)  • 

chase  of  seed  inlreland;  butit  had  been  ^^^^^»  and;^<wwrf. 
found  that  some  of  the  Unions  to  whom 

the  money  had  been  advanced  desired  SUPREME  COURT  OF  JUDICATURE 
to  postpone  the  repayment.    The  object  BILL.— (No.  U7.) 
of  this  Bill  was  to  enable  the  Boards  of  {The  Lord  Chancellor.) 
Ghiardians,  with  the  assent  of  the  Local  committee. 
Government  Board,  to  obtain  a  division  ^  ,       /.  .,     ^      -     .,     tx         ,    ^ 
of  repayment  over  a  period  of  two  years  ?!:^f  ^  ?f  the  Day  for  the  House  to  be 
of  every  sum  due  in  one  year.    The  effect  P^*^  ^^^  Committee,  read, 
would  be  that,  while  there  were  a  cer-  Moved^  **  That  the  House  do  now  re- 
tain number  of  Unions  making  their  solve  itself  into  Committee."— (2%^  Zorrf 
payments  this  year,  and  others,  whose  Chancellor.) 

payments  were  postponed  till  next  year,  nATT^xra      -a  ^i.                ^x, 

those  who  had  to  repay  this  year  would  ^^  CAIENS  said,  there  were  three 

have  theirpaymentsdividedinto moieties,  provisions  as  to  which  he,  the  other 

one  this  year  and  one  next  year,  and  evening,  when  the  measure  was  last  be- 

those  whose  payments  had  been  post-  fore  their  Lordships,  had  raised  objec 

poned  tiU  next  year  would  repay  in  four  *^^^°S;  .  With  regard  to  the  first  of  those 

years  instead  of  two.     The  only  other  provisions    that  which  related   to   the 

provision  in  the  Bill  was  to  remove  a  selection  of  Puisne  Judges  to  be  Judges 

difficulty  which  had  not  been  foreseen.  ?^  the  Appellate  Court,  his  noble  and 

Power  was  taken  to   grant  money  to  learned  Fnend  had  told  them  he  would 

some  Boards  of  Guardians,  while  the  notperseyere  with  it  this  Session;  and  he 

provision  for  giving  outdoor  relief  was  (^^^^,9^°^^,  ^^«  therefore  glad  to  find 

m  force.     That  provision  had  ceased,  J^^**  ^^^  noble  and  learned  Fnend  m- 

and  grants  of  money  could  not  be  made  tended  to  move  as  an  Amendment  the 

unless  this  Bill  was  accepted.  He  hoped  omission  of  Clause  6,  which  provided 

the  BiU  would  receive  the  general  agree-  that  the  Judges  should  annually  select 

ment  of  the  House.  three  of  their  number  to  sit  m  the  Court 

-  -                        *  of  Appeal.     The  second  provision  to 

Motion  agreed  to.  ^hjch  he  had  taken  exception  was  that 

Bill  to  make  provision  for  the  payment  by  which  made  future  Masters  of  the  Eolls 

reduced  instalments  of  Loans  under  **  The  Seed  not  only  Judges  of  the  Appellate  Court, 

Supply  (Ireland)  Act,  1880 ; "  and  to  amend  but  to  take  precedence   of    the   other 

^i!^:i^:i^?:L'^'^lS::i'^l  judges  of  .that  court.    Ho  believed  that 

Temment  Board  (Ireland)  Act,  1872,*'  ordered  tha*  provision  was  quite  unnecessary, 

to  be  brought  In  by  Mr.  William  Eswasd  and  that  it  would  have  a  most  iigunous 


1235  Supreme  Court  of 


[LORDS) 


Judicature  Bill. 


1236 


effect  on  the  constitution  of  fche  Appellate 
Court.  No  doubt,  the  Chiefs  of  the 
Common  Fleas  and  the  Exchequer  were 
appointed  direct  from  the  Bar ;  but  there 
were  objections  to  that  system.  Under 
the  Acts  now  in  force  the  Appellate 
Judges  were  of  equal  rank,  having 
taken  office  on  that  understanding,  and 
Bat  according  to  seniority.  He  had 
heard  that  there  were  objections  on  the 
part  of  Appellate  Judges  to  future  Mas- 
ters of  the  Rolls  taking  precedence.  In  - 
deed,  one  of  them  had  stated  that  if  a 
future  Master  of  the  Rolls  were  to  be 
appointed  under  this  Bill  he  would  at 
once  resign  his  office.'  He  hoped,  there- 
fore, that  his  noble  and  learned  Friend 
would  not  persevere  with  this  part  of 
the  Bill.  His  third  objection  was  to  the 
20th  clause,  which  related  to  the  pa- 
tronage of  the  Courts.  It  was  now  pro- 
posed to  vest  it  in  three  Judges — 
namely,  the  Lord  Chief  Justice,  the 
Master  of  the  Rolls,  and  the  Senior 
Puisne  Judge  of  the  Queen's  Bench  Di- 
vision. This  proposition  was  worse 
than  the  clause  as  framed  originally. 
He  thought  the  patronage  should  be 
vested  in  an  officer  of  State,  and  he 
hoped  the  proposed  Amendment  in  this 
respect  would  not  be  persisted  in.  He 
never  heard  before  of  a  proposal  that  a 
Senior  Fuisne  Judge  should  have  pa- 
tronage which  properly  belonged  to  the 
head  of  a  particular  Court,  or  to  the 
head  of  the  general  Court  of  Judicature. 
It  was  intended  to  place  the  patronage 
in  a  most  inconvenient  quarter  without 
any  reason  whatever,  and  if  the  clause 
were  passed,  he  might,  perhaps,  at  a 
future  stage  of  the  Bill,  feel  it  his  duty 
to  propose  that  it  should  be  altered. 

Lord  DENMAN  said,  the  only  objec- 
tion he  had  ever  heard  to  the  perform- 
ance of  their  duties  by  the  Lord  Chief 
Justices  of  the  Common  Fleas  and  the 
Lord  Chief  Barons  of  the  Exchequer 
was  that  some  of  their  Lordships  had 
been  so  long  at  the  Bar  that  they  be- 
came too  much  like  advocates  for  one 
side  or  the  other  when  on  the  Bench. 
All  their  duties  were  well  done,  and  their 
patronage  was  fairly  distributed.  The 
Members  of  this  House  might  recollect 
that  about  80  Feers  were  descended  from 
Dignitaries  of  the  Law.  The  noble 
and  learned  Earl  (Earl  Cairns)  had  said 
that  common  sense  was  equal  to  law ; 
but  when  that  noble  and  learned  Earl 
was  a  Lord  Justice  of  Appeal,  he  agreed 
to  the  Burrenderof  the^lsterQIebe•with- 


out  the  privity  of  the  noble  Earl  (the  Earl 
of  Derby),  the  then  Leader  of  the  Oppo 
sition,  and — in  1867 — without  the  ap- 
proval either  of  the  then  Fremier,  and 
against  the  speech  of  Mr.  Disraeli, 
brought  in  his  minority  representation 
— which  actions  were  not  proofs  of  his 
common  sense.  He  hoped  that  the 
Lord  Chief  Justice  of  England  would 
have  his  full   share  of  Common   Law 

Eatronage,  and  would  sooner  see  the 
enior  Fuisne  Judge  able  to  choose  for 
himself  and  his  brother  Judges  clerks 
and  officers  than  intrust  the  patronage  to 
any  single  Equity  or  Common  Law  Judge. 
The  lord  CHANCELLOR  said,  he 
proposed  to  omit  from  the  Bill  the  clause 
which  provided  for  what  might  be  called 
the  circulation  of  Judges  from  the 
Courts  of  First  Instance  into  the  Court 
of  Appeal.  He  expressed  no  change  of 
opinion  on  the  subject,  for  he  by  no 
means  agreed  that  the  proposition  in  the 
Bill,  and  which  would  now  be  struck  out, 
was  not  the  best  way  of  settling  the 
question ;  but  he  could  not  deny  the 
iorco  of  his  noble  and  learned  Friend's 
(Earl  Cairns')  remarks  that  the  subject 
was  one  of  great  importance  upon  which 
considerable  diversity  of  views  might 
exist,  and  that  it  might,  therefore,  be 
proper  to  allow  more  time  for  its  con- 
sideration than  would  be  possible  in  the 
present  Session.  The  present  constitution 
of  the  Court  of  Appeal  was  not,  as  their 
Lordships  were  aware,  the  one  which  he 
preferred,  or  which  he  had  suggested  in 
j  1873.  He  acquiesced,  with  very  great  re- 
I  luctance,  in  the  alterations  afterwards  in- 
;  troduced.  He  thought  considerable  incon- 
venience had  resulted  from  those  changes, 
because  they  had  made  the  amount  of 
judicial  power  available  for  the  Appeal 
Court  less  than  was  desirable.  This,  how- 
ever, could  no  the  regarded  as  a  final  settle- 
ment of  the  question.  The  matter  would 
now  stand  over  for  further  legislation, 
as  there  had  not  been  time  to  collect  opi- 
nions respecting  it ;  but  it  appeared  to  him 
that  the  present  arrangement  could  not  be 
maintained  without  the  Appellate  Court 
being  strengthened.  With  respect  to 
the  position  of  the  Master  of  the  Rolls, 
he  should  be  glad  if  he  could  obtain  the 
concurrence  of  his  noble  and  learned 
Friend,  from  whom,  on  all  questions  re- 
lating to  the  administration  of  justice 
he  was  always  reluctant  to  differ,  though 
on  that  question  he  did  decidedly  differ 
ftom  him.  The  precedence  given  by  the 
Bill  to  the  Master  of  the  Bolls  over  the 
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other  members  of  the  Court  of  Appeal  Court  of  Appeal.  In  one  respect,  the 
made  no  change,  for  that  precedence  al-  new  arrangement  would  be  more  ad- 
ready  existed.  At  present  the  Master  of  vantageous  to  the  Profession  than  the 
the  Rolls  took  precedence  of  the  other  old  one.  Hitherto  the  Master  of  the 
Judgesof  Appeal,  except  the  Lord  Chan-  Bolls  had  been  usually  selected  from 
cellor  and  the  Lord  Chief  Justice  of  the  Equity  side  of  Westminster  Hall ; 
England ;  and  if  the  proposed  arrange-  but  if  the  arrangement  now  proposed 
ments  shotdd  be  dropped,  the  future  was  agreed  to,  that  appointment  would 
Masters  of  the  Bolls  would  do  the  like,  bo  opened  more  than  it  had  been  in 
The  only  change  introduced  was  that  the  !  the  past  to  both  classes  of  lawyers, 
Master  of  the  BoUs  would  be  relieved  of  so  long  as  the  Judges  in  the  Court 
his  present  duties  as  a  Judge  of  First  of  Appeal  were  equally  balanced.  The 
Instance.  His  noble  and  learned  Friend  objection  of  his  noble  and  learned 
had  said — what  he  (the  Lord  Chancellor)  Friend  pointed  practically  to  the  aboli- 
could  not  imagine  to  be  the  case — that  tion  of  the  office  of  the  Master  of  the 
there  would  be  a  feeling  which  he  could  Bolls  at  the  next  vacancy ;  because,  if 
not  otherwise  describe  than  as  one  the  office  was  not  to  be  maintained  with 
of  jealousy  on  the  part  of  the  other  .  its  present  advantages,  there  could  be  no 
members  of  the  Court  of  Appeal  to- 1  reason  for  retaining  it  at  all.  Ho  (the  Lord 
wards  future  Masters  of  the  Bolls.  He  Chancellor)  would  be  the  last  man  to  ad- 
had  certainly  been  informed  of  the  opi-  vocate  the  retention  of  mere  professional 
nion  to  which  reference  had  been  made  prizes,  when  their  retention  would  not 
by  his  noble  and  learned  Friend — and  ■■  conduce  to  the  public  interest;  and,  ac- 
to  which  he  himself  should  not  other-  tuated  by  that  feeling,  he  had  thought  it 
wise  have  thought  it  right  to  allude —  desirable  that  the  offices  of  Chief  Justice 
as  having  been  expressed  by  one  very  of  the  Common  Fleas  and  Chief  Baron 
eminent  member  of  that  Court.  But,  of  the  Exchequer  should  cease  to  exist. 
fortunately  for  the  present  purpose,  that  But  with  regard  to  the  ancient  office  of 
was  entirely  immaterial  to  the  operation  ;  Master  of  the  Bolls,  he  held  that  it 
of  the  Bill,  for  the  learned  Judge  to  '  ought  to  be  preserved  in  its  integrity 
whom  he  referred,  who  had  been  for  and  with  all  its  advantages,  unless  it 
many  years  a  great  ornament  to  the  could  be  shown  that  the  public  would 
Bench,  and  for  whom  he  entertained  the  gain  something  by  its  abolition.  In  his 
highest  respect,  had  intimated  his  fixed  opinion,  the  public  would  gain  notliing 
intention  to  retire  from  the  Bench  at  by  such  a  step.  The  Master  of  the  Bolls 
the  close  of  the  present  sittings.  He  was  not  only  a  Judge,  but  also  the  prin- 
hadnothimself  heard  of  any  similar  feel-  cipal  head  of  the  Becord  Office.  It 
ingon  the  part  of  any  of  the  other  Judges,  was  desirable  that  he  should  continue 
For  his  part,  he  could  not  understand  to  fulfil  the  duties  of  the  latter  post, 
a  feeling  of  that  sort,  and  ho  should  because,  in  his  (the  Lord  Chancellor's) 
bo  extremely  sorry  if  it  existed.  Ap-  opinion,  it  had  been  of  great  ad  vantage  to 
})ointments  had  from  time  to  time  been  the  country ;  and  the  records  were,  to  a 
made  directly  from  the  Bar  to  the  Court  .  great  extent,  connected  with  legal  and 
of  Appeal.  His  noble  and  learned  Friend  judicial  matters.  If  the  duties  of  the 
had  been  made  Ijord  Justice  with  every-  Master  of  the  Bolls  in  connection  with 
body's  approbation  from  being  Attorney  the  records  were  transferred  to  some  other 
General ;  and  he  had  also,  when  Lord  i  person  there  would  almost  certainly  be 
Chancellor,  appointed  to  the  Court  of !  an  increase  of  cost,  for  he  would  pro- 
Appeal  a  distinguished  member  of  the  bably  have  to  be  paid  more  than  £1,000 
Bar  who  had  recently  been  too  early  lost  I  a-year ;  and  the  absence  of  official  rela- 
to  his  country.  Under  the  old  sys-  j  tions  between  the  Becord  Office  and  the 
tem,  it  was  customary  to  appoint  Solici-  Judicature  would  be  likely  to  be  attended 
tors  and  Attorneys  General  to  the  Mas-  with  inconvenience.  Another  objection 
tership  of  the  Bolls,  the  Chief  Justice-  of  his  noble  and  learned  Friend  was 
ship  of  the  Common  Pleas,  and  the  levelled  at  the  arrangements  for  the 
Chief  Barony  of  the  Exchequer,  and  not  regulation  of  judicial  patronage.  Under 
unfrequently  to  the  Lord  Chancellorship  an  Act  passed  in  1879,  when  his  noble 
and  the  Chief  Justiceship  of  England,  and  learned  Friend  was  in  Office,  this 
and  no  objection  was  taken  to  it ;  and  in  .  patronage  was  confided  to  the  Master  of 
future  the  Master  of  the  Bolls  might  j  the  Bolls  for  the  time  being,  to  the  Lord 
often  be  taken  from  the  Judges  of  the   Chief  Justice  for  the  time  being,  and  to 
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the  two  aboliahed  Chiefs. 


f  LORDS! 


3  thouucd  eigltt  handled  and  dghtf-on 


ireajdent'  of  each 

lurt    of    Qneen'i 

banc,  M  lias  alrewl?,  by  ■eniority 


fore,    thought    the    propoaed    arrange- ,  ^-"^  f^"^  l'?i"8™l^<=^  t<'^~lj»^ty  YJ'l' 
?i   ,       r  •  -ji     ■    ^   xZ  i.\  the  ludites  not  ez  officio  memben  of  Her  Us- 

ment    would  be   fair,    conBidenng   that   j^jy,.  Court  of  Appeal,  it  dmU  be  lawful  for 
the    greater    portion   of    it    would    be     HerMaJeityto  appoint  "   '       """"  "'     '    """^ 
connected    with    the    bueiness    of    the    sub-divuioii  of  the  nei 
Queen's  Bench  Divinon.     The  patron- 

X^  THn^^^^  referred   affected  the    tVd^^-anXtheTr'dTvSo'^TuSniaiy^nt'not 
ies   of   22    Masters,  _  wno   would  be    ^^^y  abolished),  soch  diviaioiu  of  officea  and 
— 3 J  i_  ID    : 1       ^3  lourta  not  to  exceed  two  for  rittjnga  in  banc." 

Thb   LOKD    chancellor  said, 
I  the  Amendment  proposed  to  restore  the 


reduced  to  18,  as  racanciee  should  occur,  i 
end  of  a  number  of  clerks  of  whom  here-  \ 
after  there  would  be  about  80,  onlv  one  oi 

two  Ya«ancies  ha^ng  happened  among  I  ohiefahipa  of  Di^isiSne  which  had  bei 
them  Bince  the  Act  of  1879  was  passed  ;    ^b(,iiaij^_ 
&om  which  it  would  be  seen  that  the  mat-         •         j'  .     . 

ter  was  not  verylarge.  It  appeared  to  him        Amondm«it  "V'tJ"- 
to  be  right  that  the  Master  of  the  Eolla       "     "     "  "        "  "" 
should  retain  his  share  of  that  patron- 
age, as  he  had  preTiously  the  esclusive 
^pointtnent   of^  certain   clerks   in    the 
Secord  and  Writ  Clerks'  and  some  other 
Chancer;  offices,  which  he  had  now 
^ven  up.    He   had   at  first  proposed   | 
Qiat  the  Lord  Chanoellor  should  take 
the  place  of  the  two  aboliehed  Chief-  | 

ships  in  this  matter  of  patronage ;  but,  I     ,, ,  ,  .  .      ,    .      ,<. 

Jjlh.t.co«.id.,.bf.p„pojder.»»    .»JiZ,^l".'?S7S°i^dS! 
of  this  patronage  was  connected   with  ■  ing  any  vacancy  in  Oie  office  of  (my  indge  of 

UieCommonLaw  side  of  the  High  Court,  '  *»-";-»• -^ — ^ -•  '— ^■~-  '- ->- 

be  now  thought  it  would  be  tetter  to 
Bubstitate  in  lieu  of  the  Lord  Chancellor   °f.,^^t!^i,°; 
the  Senior  Judge  for  the  time  being  a 

the  Queen's  Bench  Division.     For  those    do,  to  hear  and  didpoaa  of  ao/applioation  for 
reasons,  he  hoped  the  arrangements  pro- 
posed would  be  agreed  to. 


On  the  Motion  o£  The  Lokd  Chak- 

XLOB,  Clause  omitUd. 

Glauses  S  to  12,  inolusive,  Beverally 
agretdto. 

The  LOED  CHANOELLOR  moved, 
after  Clause  12,  to  insert  as  a  new 
clause : — 


ir  of  any  division  thereof  sj 


injunction  or  other  interlocutory  order  for  01 
behalf  of  the  judge  bo  absent,  or  in  the  plocf 


Motion  agre»i  to ;  House  in  Committee    vacant. 


.    .  10  judge , 

judge  whose  office  may  have  » 


aooordingly. 

Clause  1  agrMi  to. 

Clause  2  (Master  of  the  Rolls  to  be 
Judge  of  Appeal  only). 

On  the  Motion  of  The  Lobd  Chanobl- 
LOB,  the  following  Amondmeat  msde  :  — 
In  page  2,  line  4,  leave  out  ("  if  he  were 
a  judge"),  and  insert — 

("  Ho  would  have  been  under  the  laat- 
montioned  Act,  or  any  Acts  or  Act  amending' 
the  same,  if  he  had  continued  to  be  a  judge  of 
the  Chancery  Division."] 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clauses  8  and  4  severally  agreed  to. 

Clause  6  (Three  puisne  judges  to  sit 
in  Court  of  Appeal). 

Lobd  DENMAN  moved,  as  an  Amend- 
ment, to  leave  out  the  clause,  and  insert 
tiie  following  clause  : — 

"  The  titles  only  and  divisions  of  the  Lord 
Chief  Joetice  of  the  Common  Pleas  and  of  Lord 
Chief  Baron  of  the  Exchequer  and  not  their 
'  officw '  having  been  abolished  by  the  Order  of 
Council  laid  b^ore  Farlianient  on  lijtth  Jsnosrv 

S^  Zori  ChaneAor 


He  said  the  object  of  the  clause  was  to 
prevent  inconvenience. 

Motion  agreed  to  ;  Clause  ordtrod  to 
stand  part  of  the  Bill. 

Clause  13  (Selection  of  judges  for 
trial  of  eleotioQ  petitions). 

On  the  Motion  of  The  Lobd  Chaholl- 
LoB,  the  following  Amendment  made : — 
In  page  5,  line  31,  to  insert  as  a  new 
paragraph: — 

"  If  at  the  ond  of  the  year  tor  which 
any  euch  judge  shall  have  been  appointed, 
whether  before  or  after  the  passing  of  Itis  Act, 
any  trial  or  other  matter  shall  be  pending  before 
him,  either  alone  or  together  with  any  other 
judge,  and  not  concluded,  or  if,  after  the  con- 
closion  of  any  such  trial  or  of  the  hearing  of 
any  SDch  nutter,  judgment  shall  not  have  been 
piven  thereon,  it  shafl  be  lawful  for  every  such 
judge  to  proceed  with  and  to  conclude  such 
pending  trial  or  other  matter,  and  to  give  judg- 
ment thereon,  after  the  end  of  snch  vear,  in  the 
same  manner  in  all  respects  as  if  the  year  for 
which  he  was  appointed  bad  not  expired.'' 
Clause,  as  amended,  agrt*d  to. 
Clause  14  agri»d  to. 
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Qaiue  15  (Eztenrion  oi^  Winter  As- 
sizes Act  of  1876  to  bU  assizes). 

The  Eabl  of  POWIS  asked  whether 
it  was  proposed  to  hold  extra  Assizes  by 
an  Order  in  (Tounoil,  and  objected  to  the 
abolition  of  the  Assizes  in  some  counties 
in  Wales,  the  inhabitants  of  which  con- 
sidered that  a  great  slight  would  be  dono 
to  them  if  their  ancient  privilege  of  hold- 
ing separate  Assizes  were  done  away 
with.  If  there  were  any  reason  for 
economizing  judicial  strength  a  single 
Judge  might  be  sent  to  some  towns.  Ho 
regarded  the  clause  as  aimed  at  Wales 
in  the  interests  of  the  Judges  and  bar- 
risters, which  were  in  direct  conflict 
with  those  of  the  public.  The  noble 
Earl  concluded  by  moving  the  omission 
of  the  clause. 

Moved^  *'To  omit  the  Clause."— (T^^i? 
Etrl  of  Powii,) 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  said,  he 
could  assure  the  noble  Earl  that  it  was 
no  part  of  the  object  of  the  clause  to  save 
trouble  to  the  Judges  or  the  Bar,  although 
he  would  not  himself  desire  to  impose 
unnecessary  trouble  upon  them.  The 
object  of  the  clause  was  to  promote  the 
conduct  of  public  business.  All  that 
was  asked  was  that  the  arrangements  of 
Assizes  mighty  if  necessary,  be  modified 
by  an  Order  in  Council  according  to  the 
requirements  of  public  business,  so  as 
to  gije  an  optional  power  to  the  Govern- 
ment to  hold  Assizes  only  in  places  where 
they  were  required.  Of  late  years,  the 
number  of  Assizes  had  been  increased,  and 
the  power  would  not  be  exercised  unless 
the  convenience  of  the  public  business 
were  such  as  to  require  it.  Experience  had 
shown  that  such  a  power  might  be  ad- 
vantageously exercised  in  other  parts  of 
th e  country  than  Wales.  It  was  frequently 
found  that  the  Judges  had  to  go  to 
places  at  which  there  was  practically  no 
Dusiness  to  be  done;  while,  at  other 
places,  there  was  more  than  could  be 
got  through  in  the  time  allowed.  The 
consequence  was  that,  besides  incurring 
considerable  expense,  there  was  a  great 
waste  of  public  time,  which  the  clause 
would  do  much  to  obviate. 

The  Marquess  of  SALISBURY 
thouffht  the  power  which  was  being 
asked  for  was  too  wide.  Ho  would  pre- 
fer to  see  the  arrangement  that  might 
be  thought  desirable  laid  before  Parlia- 
ment, rather  than  that  they  should  be 
iMked  to  give  the  GK)vemment  a  large 


and  unrestricted  power  without  knowing 
how  it  would  operate.  The  difficulty  in 
dealing  with  the  matter  was  owing  to  the 
difference  of  views  taken  by  the  Cen- 
tral Government  and  the  localities.  The 
Central  Government  desired  nothing  so 
much  as  facility;  while  the  localities 
wore  anxious  to  preserve  their  local 
rights  and  traditions.  He  hoped  that  if 
tlie  changes  proposed  were  carried  out 
ample  notice  would  be  given  to  the 
localities 

Lord  STANLEY  of  ALDERLEY 
supported  the  Amendment  moved  by 
the  noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of  Powis). 

The  Earl  of  POWIS  admitted  that 
if  full  notice  were  given  to  the  localities 
a  great  portion  of  his  objections  would 
be  met. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  said, 
that  an  Order  in  Council  would  be  made 
when  a  change  was  proposed,  and 
such  Order  would  be  laid  before  both 
Houses  of  Parliament  within  a  month 
from  the  date  of  such  Order;  or,  if 
Parliament  were  not  then  sitting, 
within  a  month  after  the  meeting  of 
Parliament. 

On  question,  resolved  in  the  negative. 
Clause  agreed  to. 

On  the  Motion  of  The  Lord  Chan- 
cellor, the  following  new  clause,  to  fol- 
low Clause  15,  agreed  to,  and  ordered  to 
stand  part  of  the  Bill : — 

(Quorom  in  Court  of  Criminal  Appeal). 

"  The  jurisdiction  and  authority  in  relation 
to  questions  of  law  arising  in  criminal  trials, 
which,  under  section  forty-seven  of  the  Supremo 
Court  of  Judicature  Act,  1873,  is  now  vested  in 
the  judges  of  the  High  Court  of  Jnstice,  may  bo 
exercised  by  any  five  or  more  of  such  judges,  not- 
withstanding the  abolition  of  the  offices  of  Lord 
Chief  Justice  of  the  Common  Pleas  and  Lonl 
Chief  Justice  of  the  Exchequer ;  provided  that 
the  Lord  Chief  Justice  of  Englana  shall  always 
be  one  of  such  judg^,  unless,  by  writing  under 
his  hand  or  by  the  certificate  in  writing  of  his 
medical  attendant,  it  shall  appear  that  ho  is 
prevented,  by  illness  or  otherwise,  from  being 
present  at  any  court  dul^  appointed  to  be  held 
for  the  purpose  aforesaid,  in  which  case  the 
presence  of  the  said  Lord  Chief  Justice  at  such 
court  shall  not  be  necessarj'." 

Clauses  16  to  19,  inclusive,  severally 
agreed  to. 

Clause  20  (Patronage  under  Officers 
Act,  1879). 

On  the  Motion  of  The  Lord  Chan- 
cellor,   the    following   Amendments 
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made: — In  page  7,  line  14,  leave  out 
(**  the  Lord  Chancellor") ;  line  15,  leave 
out  ("  and  "),  and  after  ("  EoUb  ") 
insert — 

{**  And  the  senior  puisne  judge  for  the  time 
being  of  the  Queen's  Bench  Division  of  the 
High  Court  of  Justice  ") ; 

Line  17,  leave  out  from  ("  determine") 
to  end  of  clause. 

Clauso,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  21  (Extension  of  section  14  of 
Courts  of  Justice  (Salaries  and  Funds) 
Act,  1869). 

On  the  Motion  of  The  Lord  Chan- 
OELLOB.  the  following  Amendment 
made  : — Li  page  7,  line  30,  after  ('*  ju- 
dicature") insert  (*'and  all  officers  in 
Lunacy.") 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  22  agreed  to. 

Clause  23  (Appointment  of  District 
Registrars) . 

On  the  Motion  of  The  Lobd  Chan- 
cellor, the  following  Amendments 
made: — In  page  8,  line  15,  leave  out 
(''as  to  the  manner  of  appointing,") 
and  insert  (''for  the  appointment  of  ") ; 
line  16,  after  ("justice  ")  insert — 

**  (Other  than  persons  holding  or  having  held 
the  offices  in  section  sixty  of  the  Supreme  Court 
of  Judicature  Act,  1873,  and  section  13  of  the 
Supreme  Court  of  Judicature  Act,  1876,  re- 
spectively mentioned  '*) ; 

After  ("  that ")  in  line  16  leave  out  all 
the  words  down  to  and  including  ("by") 
in  line  1 7,  and  insert — 

("If  on  any  vacancy  in  the  office  of  district 
re^trar  under  the  said  Acts,  or  upon  the  ap. 
pointment  by  any  Order  in  Council  to  be  here- 
after  made  of  any  new  district  within  which 
tiiere  shall  be  a  district  registrar  (unless  by  such 
Order  in  Council  it  shall  be  otherwise  directed), 
it  shall  appear  to  the  Ijord  Chancellor,  with 
the  concurrence  of  the  Treasury,  that  from  the 
nature  and  amount  of  the  business  to  be  trans- 
acted by  such  district  registrar  it  is  expedient 
that  8\ich  office  should  be  conferred  upon  a 
person  not  so  qualified  as  aforesaid,  it  shall  be 
kwful  for  ") ; 

Line  18,  after  ("  Treasury  ")  insert — 

("  To  appoint  to  such  office  any  barrister-at- 
law  of  not  less  than  five  years  standing  or  any 
solicitor  of  the  Supreme  Court  of  Judicature  of 
not  less  than  live  years  standing.") 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clauses  24  to  26,  inclusive,  severally 
Ofreed  to. 


Clause  27  (Commissioners  for  acknow- 
ledgments of  Married  Women). 

On  the  Motion  of  The  Lord  Chan- 
OELLOB,  the  following  Amendment 
made :  —  In  page  9,  line  37,  after 
(**ofl&ce")  insert  ("or  shall  be  here- 
after made  by  the  Lord  Chief  Justice  of 
England  for  the  time  being.") 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to, 

Kemaining  clause  agreed  to. 

The  Eeport  of  the  Amendments  to  be 
received  on  Thursday  next ;  and  Bill  to 
be  printed  as  amended.     (No.  171.) 

SUMMARY  JURISDICTION  ACT— IN- 
DUSTRIAL SCHOOLS. 

QUESTION.      OBSERVATIOSS. 

Lord  NORTON,  in  asking  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government,  Whether  anything 
is  being  done  for  the  amendment  of  the 
law,  promised  in  the  early  part  of  the 
Session,  by  which  the  35 th  section  of 
the  Summary  Jurisdiction  Act  may  not 
stand  in  the  way  of  a  parent  of  a  child 
sent  to  an  industrial  school  being  made 
to  pay  for  it  maintenance?  said,  he 
would  remind  them  that  in  answer  to  a 
Question  asked  in  '' another  place" 
some  months  ago,  it  had  been  stated 
that  the  matter  would  be  oonsidered, 
and  that  a  short  Act  wotdd,  if  pos- 
sible, be  passed  in  the  course  of  the 
present  Session.*  Under  the  35 th  sec- 
tion of  the  Summary  Jurisdiction  Act, 
the  contribution  of  a  parent  towards  the 
maintenance  of  a  child  in  an  industrial 
school  became  a  civil  debt,  and  was  not, 
therefore,  one  on  respect  of  which  a 
warrant  of  apprehension  cotdd  be  issued, 
unless  the  parent  had  means  to  pay  and 
refused  to  pay.  By  the  indirect  effect  of 
this  law  parents  avoided,  without  risk  of 
punishment,  the  responsibility  of  main- 
taining, even  in  part,  children  whom 
their  neglect  had  got  sent  to  industrial 
schools,  and  threw  the  charge  unjustly, 
and  most  mischievously,  on  the  rate- 
payer. 

TuE  Earl  of  DALHOUSIB,  in  reply, 
said,  that  the  subject  had  been  under 
the  consideration  of  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department;  but, 
unfortunately,  the  chances  of  intro- 
ducing a  measure  this  Session  were 
growing  less  and  less,  and  he  was  un- 
able to  hold  out  any  hope  that  the  ques- 
tion would  be  dealt  with  before  next 
year. 
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RAILWAYS  (JOINT  STATIONS). 
BESoLimoir. 

The  Earl  of  BELMGEE,  in  rising 
to  moYo  the  ReBolutions  of  which  he 
had  given  Notice,  said,  that,  in  the  en- 
largement of  railway  stations  which 
were  used  by  more  than  one  Company, 
it  was  often  difficult  to  apportion  the 
expenses  between  the  several  parties. 
He  had  communicated  with  the  manager 
of  one  of  the  largest  Companies,  and 
had  asked  him  to  consult  his  friends  and 
colleagues  on  the  subject,  with  the  re- 
sult that  a  proposal  very  nearly  the  same 
as  that  contained  in  his  1st  Hesolution 
had  been  endorsed  by  the  solicitors  of 
the  Great  Western  Bailway  Company, 
the  London  and  North- Western,  and  the 
Midland  Bailway  Companies.  The  soli- 
citors to  the  Bailway  Association  had 
also  signified  their  approval.  He  under- 
stood mat  his  Besolution  would  be  op- 
Eosed  by  the  Board  of  Trade ;  but  ho 
oped  that  their  objections  would  not  bo 
based  on  the  ground  that  it  would  dis- 
courage the  joint  use  of  stations,  as  it 
would  always  be  cheaper  for  a  new  Com- 
pany to  share  the  use  of  an  existing  sta- 
tion than  to  make  a  separate  one  for 
itself.  He  had  originally  proposed  to 
make  a  Standing  Order  of  the  Besolu- 
tion; but, as  he  understood  that  the  Chair- 
man of  Committees  objected,  he  would 
not  press  that  part  of  the  Motion. 

Ifowd  to  resolve,  "That  whenever  powers 
are  soaght  to  be  taken  in  any  Private  Bill  to 
enable  the  promoters  of  any  new  railway  to  run 
into  and  use  compulsorily  the  station  of  any 
existing  railway  company,  a  clause  shall  be  in- 
serted m  the  Bill  to  provide  that  if  in  conse- 
quence of  such  user  it  is  necessary  to  enlarge 
such  station,  or  in  case  at  any  time  thereafter 
the  traffic  of  such  railway  station  shall,  in  the 
opinion  of  the  owning  company,  have  out- 
grown the  accommodation  necessary  for  the 
safety  and  convenient  use  of  such  station  by 
the  public,  and  the  said  owning  company 
shall  have  in  consequence  enlarged  the  said 
station,  they  shall  be  entitled  to  be  paid  by 
the  other  company  so  using  their  station  an 
amount  equal  to  such  proportion  of  the  ex- 
pense of  the  enlargement,  or  at  the  option  of 
the  owning  company  such  an  annual  sum  as  shall 
be  considered  right  by  an  arbitrator  to  be  named 
in  the  Bill,  or,  failing  such  arbitrator,  by  one  to 
be  from  time  to  time  appointed  by  the  Board  of 
Trade,  and  such  payment  shall  bo  ttiken  into 
consideration  in  the  settlement  of  the  terms  of 
user  of  the  said  station,  and  if  the  using  com- 
pany shall  at  any  time  make  default  in  pay- 
ment of  any  sum  duo  from  them  in  respect  of 
their  use  of  the  station,  or  any  enlargement 
thereof,  their  right  to  use  such  station  shall, 


during  the  period  of  such  default,  cease  and 
determine." — {The  Earl  of  Belmore.) 

Lord  SUDELEY  hoped  that  the  Mo- 
tion would  not  be  pressed,  as  he  could 
not  say  that  it  would  be  for  the  interest 
of  the  public  to  pass  such  a  Besolution 
as  this.  The  object  of  a  Standing  Order 
was  to  carry  out  some  arrangement  in  the 
interest  of  the  public  generally ;  but  this 
Besolution  merely  desired  to  carry  out 
and  lay  down  rules  between  the  Bailway 
Companies  inter  ae.  The  real  objection 
to  the  Besolution,  therefore,  was  that  it 
was  not  in  the  nature  of  a  Standing 
Order.  It  had  never  been  thought  fit 
to  adopt  a  Standing  Order  of  the  kind, 
and  the  Board  of  Trade  strongly  ob- 
jected to  it.  Besides,  if  it  were  to  bo 
of  any  avail,  a  Standing  Order  of  the 
sort  must  be  adopted  by  both  Houses  of 
Parliament ;  whereas  the  fact  was  that 
the  officials  of  the  House  of  Commons, 
who  had  charge  of  private  legislation, 
had  the  greatest  objection  to  the  Beso- 
lution, and  maintained  that  it  ought  not 
to  be  made  a  Standing  Order. 

The  Eakl  of  BEDESDALE  (Chaie- 
MAN  of  Committees)  said,  he  quite 
agreed  with  what  had  just  fallen  from 
the  noble  Lord  (Lord  Sudeley).  It  would 
be  most  inconvenient  and  objectionable 
to  agree  to  the  Besolution  as  a  Standing 
Order.  At  the  same  time,  there  could 
be  no  doubt  that  in  some  cases  a  griev- 
ance existed  on  the  point,  which  might 
have  been  provided  against  if  the  Com- 
pany, whose  station  had  been  invaded, 
had  taken  care  to  have  reasonable  pro- 
tection given  to  them  in  regard  to  future 
expenditure  in  the  Act  sanctioning  the 
junction,  and  Companies  should  attend 
to  this  hereafter. 

The  LOBD  CHANCELLOB  also 
thought  that  the  Besolution  was  objec- 
tionable, because  it  went  beyond  any- 
thing that  could  be  justified  on  the 
ground  of  reason  or  justice. 

Motion  (by  leave  of  the  House)  tcith' 
drawn. 

WAYS  AND  MEAXS— INLAND  REVENUE 

-FORGED  STAMPS  (IRELAND). 

QUESTION.      OBSERVATIONS. 

The  Earl  of  LIMEBICK,  in  rising 
to  ask,  Whether,  it  having  been  disco- 
vered that  forged  stamps  to  the  number 
of  many  thousands  have  been  circulated 
in  Ireland,  Her  Majesty's  Government 
will  take  immediate  stops  to  protect  the 
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innooent  persons  who  may  otherwise 
suffer  from  the  illegality  of  the  docu- 
ments stamped  with  such  stamps  ?  said : 
Your  Lordships  will  probably  have  seen 
the  statement  in  the  newspapers  of  the 
extensive  forgeries  of  stamps  attached 
to  legal  documents  which  have  been 
discovered  in  Ireland.  I  do  not  propose 
to  go  into  the  details  of  that  discovery, 
or  make  it  a  question  as  to  whether 
there  was  proper  supervision  or  not,  as 
the  matter  wiU  be  considered  in  a  Oourt 
of  Law.  I  only  want  to  draw  the  atten- 
tion of  the  Government  to  the  extreme 
hardship,  if  innocent  persons  are  allowed 
to  suffer  by  these  forgeries.  I  believe 
it  has  been  stated  on  oath  that  in  the 
Common  Law  Division,  in  one  year 
alone,  stamps  to  the  value  of  £6,400 
have  been  discovered  to  be  forgeries, 
and  these  forgeries  have  been  running 
on  for  a  term  of  years.  Not  being  a 
lawyer,  I  presume  I  am  right  in  sup- 
posing that  the  documents  to  which 
these  forged  stamps  are  attached  are 
worth  precisely  the  same  value  as  docu- 
ments that  are  unstamped  altogether. 
The  people  who  possess  these  documents 
are,  however,  under  the  impression  that 
the  present  state  of  the  law  makes  them 
liable  to  a  penalty  of  £10,  and  they  do 
not  know  whether  there  is  a  power  of 
remitting  that  penalty  or  not.  The  sub- 
ject seems  of  some  importance,  and  I 
know  that  in  Ireland  especially  there  is 
much  interest  attaching  to  it,  and  there- 
fore I  thought  it  right  to  put  this 
Question. 

Lord  OAELINGFORD,  in  reply,  said, 
that  he  had  caused  inquiries  to  oe  made 
into  the  matter,  and  it  seemed  pretty 
certain  that  this  was  a  false  alarm.  Al- 
though the  inquiry  into  the  forgery  of 
the  stamps  was  not  yet  completed,  it 
was  believed  that  the  forged  stamps 
were  merely  those  used  in  pa3rment  of 
Court  fees,  in  lieu  of  cash,  and  were  not 
of  a  character  to  affect  the  legality  of 
any  document. 

WATER  SUPPLY  (METROPOLIS). 
QUESTION.      OBSERVATIONS. 

Viscount  PO  WERSOOURT  (for  Lord 
Dobohester)  rose  to  ask  Her  Majesty's 
Gk)vemment,  Whether  it  is  true  that 
since  Saturday  a  considerable  portion  of 
this  Metropolis  has  oeen  deprived  of  the 
high  service  water  supplied  by  private 
oompaniee  reaping  large  and  yeatly  in- 

The  J^arl  of  Limerick 


oreasine  profits  ftom  the  inhabitants ; 
also,  whetner  any,  and,  if  so,  what  means 
of  redress  are  afforded  to  payers  of  water 
rates  suffering  under  this  privation  ? 
The  noble  Viscount  said  that,  during  the 
last  few  days,  the  Western  and  North- 
em  districts  of  London  had  suffered 
much  from  deficient  water  supply.  He 
had  made  inquiries  at  the  offices  of  the 
Water  Companies,  but  could  not  get  any 
satisfactory  explanations  from  them.  He 
then  went  to  the  various  Vestry  halls, 
and  found  that  those  Vestries  had  com- 
municated with  the  Water  Companies, 
and  had  also  failed  to  receive  satisfactory 
replies.  In  support  of  his  statement, 
he  had  received  a  letter  from  the  Vestry 
clerk  of  St.  George's  Union  on  the  subj  ect, 
which  he  would  read  to  their  Lordships. 

''  St.  George*8,  Hanover  Square,  Board  Room, 
"Mount  Street,  W.,  July  19,  1881. 

"  My  Lord, — I  beg  to  forward  herewith,  by 
direction  of  the  Nuiflancee  Bemoval  Committee 
of  thiB  parish,  copy  of  a  letter  sent  by  the  com- 
mittee to  the  Grand  Junction  Waterworks  Com- 
pany to-day,  with  regard  to  the  failure  of  the 
water  in  the  in- wards  of  this  parish.  I  also  for- 
ward a  copy  of  a  letter  on  the  subject  from 
the  Medical  Officer  of  Health,  read  to  the  com- 
mittee to-day.  I  may  add  that  numerous  com- 
plaints have  been  made  at  this  office  of  want  of 
water,  and  that  I  first  communicated  the  fact  to 
the  Water  Company  on  Saturday  last 

"  The  in-waros  of  the  parish  are  the  portion 
lying  between  and  including  Piccadilly  and  Ox- 
ford Streets 

"  I  have  the  honour  to  be,  my  Lord,  your 
Lordship's  most  obedient  servant, 

"  J .  H.  Smith,  Vestry  Clerk,  per  A.  C.  H. 

"  The  Lord  Powerscourt." 

The  Vestry  clerk's  letter  to  the  Water 
Company  was  as  follows : — 

*'  St.  Gorge's,  Hanover  Square,  Board  Room, 
"  Mount  Street,  July  19,  1881. 

"  Dear  Sir,— I  am  directed  by  the  Kuisanoes 
Removal  Committee  of  this  Parish  to  inform 
you  that  the  committee  have  to-day  hoEmi  with 
much  alarm  that  there  is  a  failure  in  the  water 
supply  in  the  district  supplied  by  your  Com- 
pany. 

<*  In  such  hot  weather  a  failure  in  the  water 
supply  is  likely  to  lead  to  a  serious  outbreak  of 
disease.  Many  of  the  water-closets  are  wiUiout 
water,  and  complaints  of  nuisance  in  consequence 
are  continually  being  made  to  the  Inspector  of 
Nuisances. 

"  The  Committee,  in  calling  attention  to  this 
matter,  earnestly  hope  your  Company  will  remedy 
the  evils  complained  of  without  delay. 

"I  may  add   that  the  street  watering  was 
n^lected  all  day  yesterday,  as  the  water  could 
only  be  drawn  at  one  stand-post  throughout 
the  whole  of  the  in- wards  of  the  pariah. 
"  I  am,  dear  Sir,  yours  faithfully, 

"J,  H.  Smith,  Vestry  Clerk. 

"E.  0.  Coe,  Esq.,  Secretary  of  the  Grand 
Junction  Water  Ck)mpiariy." 
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He  would  also  read  the  letter  of  the 
Medical  Officer  of  Health. 

"  St.  Oeorge'a,  Hanovor  Sqaarc,  Sanitary  De- 
partment, 10,  Bolton  Row,  ^Layfair, 

July  io,  1881. 

'*  Dear  Mr.  Smith, — I  have  written  twice  to 
the  Grand  Junction  Company  about  the  defi- 
ciency of  water,  and  been  to  the  office  onco; 
they  say  they  are  pumpinji^  all  they  ran,  and 
that  10  much  is  used  in  the  street  b,  that  they 
cannot  get  preuuro  enough  up  to  nirry  it  to 
the  top  of  the  houses, 

"  I  think  that  a  strong  representation  to  them 
shoold  be  made  by  the  Committee,  as  water  is 
most  needed  now,  and  it  seems  to  me  that  the 
Company  are  failing  in  their  undertaking  to  the 
pabbc,  who  are  not  responsible  for  the  weather, 
and  who  have  a  right  to  insist  on  being  supplied 
as  long  as  they  pay  their  rates. 

**  I  am,  dear  Mr.  Hmith,  yours  very  sincerely, 

"  W.  H.  CoiiFiELD,  M.A.,  M.D.  (Oxon.)" 

An  eminent  legal  authority  had  been 
consulted  on  the  subject ;  but  it  would 
appear  there  was,  practically,  no  redress. 
By  an  Act  of  1847  penalties  might  be 
inflicted  by  the  Board  of  Trade,  and  it 
might  be  desirable  to  make  complaint 
in  that  quarter.  No  doubt,  the  subject 
was  a  matter  which  opened  up  the  wide 
queetion  of  the  general  water  supply  for 
the  City  of  London,  and  he  thought  that 
was  a  question  which  Parliament  would 
have  to  take  up  Tery  shortly.  He  did 
not  see  why  London  should  bo  in  a  worse 
position  with  respect  to  its  water  supply 
than  Dublin,  Manchester,  and  other 
large  towns,  all  of  which  had  a  constant 
and  not  an  intermittent  supply.  Liver- 
pool was  making  a  great  elibrt,  and  he 
did  not  think  London  should  bo  behind. 
The  noble  Viscount  concluded  by  asking 
the  Question  of  which  Notice  had  been 
giyen. 

Lord  OARRmGTON :  My  Lords, 
since  Saturday  complaints  have  been 
received  by  the  Local  Government  Board 
that  portions  of  the  difltrict  supplied  by 
the  Urand  Junction  Waterworks  Com- 
pany have  been  partially  deprived  of 
high  service  water,  and  yesterday  the 
Board  directed  their  Water  Examiner, 
Colonel  Bolton,  to  inquire  into  the  mat- 
ter. The  shorter  supply  seems  to  have 
arisen  from  the  heavy  demand  on  the 
Company's  low  service,  owing  to  the  in- 
creased demand  for  road  watering  and 
private  use,  more  especially  for  garden 
purposes.  Moreover,  this  has  been  ag- 
gravated by  the  accidental  bursting  of 
a  30-inch  main  at  Shepherd's  Bush  at 
9  a.m.  yesterday  morning.  It  was,  how- 
ever,   repaired,   and  the  main  put  in 
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working  order  by  12  o'clock  last  night, 
and  the  Water  Examiner  reports,  on  the 
information  of  tlie  Company's  engineer, 
that  it  would  take  all  to-day  to  fill  the 
exhausted  low  service  and  to  reach  the 
high  ones.  It  is  believed  that  in  most 
cases  where  a  Metropolitan  Company 
fails  to  afford  a  proper  supply  of  water, 
unless  prevented  by  unavoidable  cause 
or  accident,  a  ratepayer  might  proceed, 
under  the  Waterworks  Clauses  Act,  to 
enforce  a  penalty  against  the  Company. 
The  Ijocal  Government  Board,  however, 
can  only  take  cognizance  of  any  com- 
plaints of  a  short  supply  for  domestic 
use  upon  a  memorial  signed  by  not  less 
than  20  inhabitant  householders  paying 
rents  for  and  supplied  with  water  by  the 
Company.  If,  after  inquiry,  it  appears 
that  the  complaint  is  well  foundea,  the 
Board  are  required  to  give  notice  to  the 
Company,  who,  on  failure  to  remove  the 
cause  of  the  complaint,  render  them- 
selves liable  to  a  penalty  of  £200,  and  a 
further  penalty  of  £  1 00  for  every  month 
while  they  remain  in  default. 

METALLIFEROUS    MINES  —  INSPEC- 
TORS' HEPOUTS,  1880. -QUESTION. 

The  Earl  of  I^IOUNT  EDGCUMBE 
asked,  Whether  the  attention  of  the  Home 
Office  has  been  directed  to  that  portion 
of  the  Keport  of  the  Inspector  of  Metal- 
liferous Mines  for  Devon  and  Cornwall 
in  which  he  says — 

**  On  looking  down  the  list  of  fines,  one  can- 
not hflp  being  stnick  by  tho  fact  that  most  of 
them  are  uhsunlly  small.  It  alniust  seems  that 
Some  magistrate:)  think  mure  of  tho  life  of  a 
phoiisant  than  they  »lo  that  of  a  man,  for  I  be- 
lieve that  if  a  similar  number  of  convictions  for 
poaching  cases  were  taken  at  nindom,  tho  aver- 
age line  would  b(;  gniater ;  tho  fact  is,  a  very 
large  number  of  the  magistrates  are  int«»reatea 
directly  or  indirectly  in  mining.  Many  of  them 
are  owners  of  mining  property,  and  have  been 
troubled  by  repeated  notices  to  fence  dangerous 
abandoned  shafts,  and  have  thereby  been  put  to 
considerable  expense,  some  indeea  have  been 
prosecuted  for  neglecting  to  attend  to  these 
notices,  others  are  shareholders  in  mines  in  the 
district,  and,  as  such,  are  not  disposed  to  look 
favourably  upon  Government  restrictions  which 
they  think  may  interfere  with  their  profits. 
As  a  natural  consequence  fines  have  on  the 
whole  iH'cn  light,  and  the  inspector's  labours 
have  been  increased  considerably  ;  if  the  offences 
had  been  punished  with  greater  severity,  mine 
agents  would  have  attended  to  the  provisions  of 
the  Act  with  much  more  diligence.  I  am  con- 
vinced that  this  mistaken  Icniencjr  on  tho  \ynri  of 
the  magistrates  leads  to  a  delay  in  carr>'ing  out 
all  the  provisions  of  tho  Act,  and  thereby  tondd 
to  keep  up  the  death-rate  from  accidents ; " 
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and  whether  the  Department  will  call 
upon  the  Inspector  for  a  categorical 
statement  of  the  circumstances  which 
have  led  him  to  make  this  most  serious 
charge  against  the  magistrates  of  Oom- 
waU? 

The  Eahl  of  DALHOUSIE,  in  reply, 
said,  that  the  attention  of  the  Gbvem- 
ment  had  already  heen  called  to  the 
matter  from  more  than  one  quarter,  and 
the  Inspector  of  Mines  had  been  re- 
quested to  make  a  further  Beport  on  the 
matter. 

House  acyonmed  at  Seven  o* clock, 
till  To-morrow,  Eleven  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Tu$$iay,  19M  July,  1881. 


The  House  met  at  Two  of  the  clock. 

MINTJTES.]— Supply— roniiVfor^rf  in  Committee 
— Reeolutione  [July  18]  reported, 

PcTBLic  Bills— OrArr«<f—2^irtr  Reading— ^iMb 
of  Exchange*  [218]. 

Second  Rending— CvaiUimB  (Officers)*  [210]. 

SeUct  Committee  —  Poor  Relief  and  Audit  of 
Accounts  (ScotlandH182],  Sir  Edward  Gole- 
brooke  and  Mr.  Arthur  Balfour  added. 

Committee— hand  Law  (Ireland)  [136]— r.p. 

l%ird  Reading— RetoTmaioTy  Institutions  (Ire- 
land) «  [190],  and  pasted, 

jrithdraum—TetLohen'  Registration*  [42]. 

QUESTIOirS. 

ARMY—AUXILIARY  FORCES— VOLUN- 
TEER OFFICERS— OPTIONAL  EXAMI- 
NATION IN  MODERN  TACTICS. 

Mb.  summers  asked  the  Secretaiy 
of  State  for  War,  Whether  he  will  con- 
sider the  advisability  of  establishing  for 
the  benefit  of  Volunteer  officers  an  op- 
tional examination  in  the  elements  of 
modem  tactics  ? 

Me.  CHILDERS  :  Sir,  in  reply  to  my 
hon.  Friend,  I  can  only  now  say  that  in 
the  course  of  the  ensuing  autumn  and 
winter,  I  propose  to  take  up  a  good 
manyquestionsconnectedwithuie  Volun- 
teers, and  that  I  will  then  consider  his 
suggestion;  but  I  fear  that  there  will 
be  considerable  difficulties  in  carrying  it 
out. 

TA$  Earl  of  Mount  Edgcumbo 


HIGHWAY  RATES— ASSESSMENT  AND 
POWER  OF  COMPOUNDING. 

Mr.  HICES  asked  the  President  of 
the  Local  Qovemment  Board,  Whether 
it  is  a  fact  that  the  Local  Government 
Board  has  given  an  opinion  to  the  effect 
that  the  Idth  and  14th  Vic.  c.  99,  by 
which  owners  of  small  tenements  have 
been  liable  for  payment  of  E[ighway 
Hates  levied  on  their  tenants,  has  been 
repealed  by  the  82nd  and  SSrd  Vic. 
c.  41,  8.  6  ;  and,  if  this  is  so,  whether  the 
Government  will  bring  in  a  short  Bill  to 
place  the  owners  of  small  tenements  in 
the  same  position  as  regards  Highway 
Bates  as  they  now  are  as  regards  Poor 
Bates? 

Me.  DODSON  :  Sir,  it  is  not  a  fact 
that  the  Local  Gt)vemment  Board  have 
advised  that  the  13  &  14  Viet.  c.  99,  by 
which  owners  of  small  tenements  could 
be  made  liable  or  could  compound  for 
the  rates  assessed  on  their  tenants,  has 
been  repealed  by  the  82  &  83  Viet. 
0. 41,  s.  6,  as  that  section  only  repeals  the 
latter  Act  so  far  as  regards  tne  poor 
rate.  The  Board  have,  however,  ad- 
vised that  the  Act  18  &  14  Viet.  o.  99, 
has,  as  regards  the  highway  rate,  been 
repealed  by  the  Statute  Law  Revision 
Act,  1875  (38  &  89  Viet.  c.  66).  There 
can  be  no  doubt  that  it  is  desirable  that 
highway  rates  should,  as  regards  the 
assessing  of  owners  and  the  power  to 
compound,  be  placed  on  the  same  footing 
as  poor  rates ;  but  I  am  afraid  I  could 
not  undertake  to  introduce  a  Bill  for  the 
purpose  during  the  present  Session.  At 
the  same  time,  I  am  considering  the  ex- 
pediency of  amending  the  law  relating 
to  the  making  and  collection  of  rates 
with  a  view  to  its  simplification,  and 
hope  to  be  able  to  deal  with  the  matter 
next  year. 

THE  MAGISTRACY  (IRELAND)— MR. 
CLIFFORD  LLOYD,  R.M. 

Mr.  O'SULLIVAN  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, If  it  is  true  that  Mr.  Clifford  Uoyd 
ordered  four  respectable  young  ladies  to 
be  summoned  and  brought  before  the 
Kilmallock  Petty  Sessions  on  the  8th 
instant,  for  simply  standing  on  the  public 
street  in  that  town ;  and,  if  it  is  a  fact 
that  on  several  occasions  during  the  last 
four  weeks,  when  four  or  five  respectable 
farmers  and  shopkeepers  happened  to  be 
conversing  together,  that  he  (Mr.  Lloyd) 
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had  sent  policemen  to  take  down  their 
names ;  and,  if  so,  how  long  will  this 
official  be  allowed  to  act  in  this  manner  ? 
The  hon.  Member  also  asked.  If  it  is 
true  that  in  the  case  of  the  old  woman 
CSolman  (sent  to  prison  by  Mr.  Clififord 
Lloyd)  that  bail  was  offered  at  the  time 
and  refused  by  Mr.  Clifford  Lloyd  on 
the  ground  that  the  parties  were  Land 
Leaguers ;  whether,  on  further  inquiry, 
he  has  ascertained  that  this  woman  was 
sent  to  Limerick  Prison  and  detained 
there  for  a  fortnight,  and  not  for  one 
night;  and,  whether  Mr.  Lloyd  has  after- 
wards accepted  the  same  bails  for  this 
woman  which  he  refused  a  fortnight 
before  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER:  Sir,  as  re- 
gards the  first  Question,  it  is  not  a  fact 
that  Mr.  Clifford  Lloyd  ordered  four 
young  ladies  to  be  summoned  for  simply 
standing  in  the  public  street  at  Kil- 
mallock.  Four  persons  were  summoned 
on  the  8th  instant  for  obstructing  the 
public  thoroughfare,  under  the  following 
dbreumstances: — A  police  constable  made 
a  complaint  that  a  number  of  women 
completely  blocked  up  the  thoroughfare, 
and  rendered  it  necessary  for  the  pas- 
sengers to  go  off  the  footway  into  the 
road.  Mr.  Lloyd  at  first  refused  to 
g^nt  summonses ;  but  on  the  constable 
further  complaining  that  although  all 
the  other  young  women,  on  being  told 
to  go  off  the  footway,  did  so,  these  four 
refused  to  do  so,  and  that  they  used 
insulting  language,  Mr.  Lloyd  granted 
a  summons  against  them.  On  hearing 
the  case,  however,  it  did  not  appear  to 
Mr.  Lloyd  to  be  one  in  which  any 
punishment  was  called  for,  and  the 
justices  present  concurring,  the  case 
was  dismissed.  There  is  absolutely  no 
foundation  for  the  allegation  that  on 
seyeral  occasions  within  the  last  four 
weeks  four  or  five  respectable  farmers 
and  shopkeepers  happened  to  be  con- 
▼ersing  together,  when  Mr.  Lloyd  sent 
a  policeman  to  disperse  them  and  take 
down  their  names.  Up  to  quite  lately 
roughs  used  to  collect  at  the  comers, 
and  hoot  and  insult  and  stone  the  police 
whenever  opportunity  offered.  The  police 
had  distinct  orders  to  prevent  such  per- 
sons assembling,  and  equally  distinct 
orders  never  to  interfere  with  respect- 
able people  standing  about  the  streets. 
Ab  to  the  second  Question,  I  find  in  the 
case  of  Mrs.  Colman  that  it  is  not  a  fact 
that  bail  was  refused  because  the  parties 


offering  it  were  Land  Leaguers.  The 
fact  was,  the  bailsmen  originally  offered 
did  not  qualify  as  such.  I  find  that  this 
woman  was  detained  in  prison  from  the 
28th  of  June  till  the  8th  of  July,  when 
she  was  released  on  security  being  found 
which  was  approved  by  the  police.  I 
am  reported  to  have  stated,  and  pro- 
bably I  did  state,  that  she  was  only  in 
prison  for  a  night.  That  is  entirely  a 
mistake  of  my  own,  for  which  Mr. 
Lloyd  is  in  no  way  responsible.  I  re- 
gret it ;  but  I  find,  on  looking  over  the 
Papers,  that  I  misread  them,  and  it  was 
entirely  my  mistake.  It  is  not  the  fact 
that  the  same  bailsmen  were  accepted 
as  had  been  previously  refused.  Having 
answered  these  Questions  about  Mr. 
Lloyd,  I  must  say  one  word  about  that 
geutleman.  These  Questions  have  fre- 
quently appeared  in  the  public  news- 
papers in  a  form  which  excludes  them, 
unless  modified,  from  appearing  on  the 
Journals  of  the  House.  They  are  dis- 
seminated widely  in  the  district  over 
which  Mr.  Lloyd  has  charge,  and  con- 
vey a  wrong  impression  of  his  action. 
I  must  say  that  Mr.  Lloyd  has  had  a 
most  anxious  and  responsible  position, 
and  it  is  duo  to  him  for  me  to  state 
my  firm  belief  that,  by  his  energy  and 
his  fearless  and  discreet  discharge  of 
his  duties,  he  had  changed  the  condition 
of  the  district  to  which  he  was  sent,  and 
has  restored  peace  and  order  where,  a 
short  time  ago,  violence  and  intimida- 
tion ruled. 

Mr.  O'SULTilYAN :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  Whether  it  is  not 
the  fact  that,  on  the  hearing  of  the  case 
against  the  four  ladies,  it  was  proved 
distinctly  by  a  policeman  that  Mr.  Lloyd 
had  ordered  him  to  issue  the  summons  ; 
and  further,  whether  he  did  not  refuse 
to  take  the  bail  of  a  farmer  named 
Thomas  O'Donnell,  who  pays  a  rent  of 
£60  a-year,  and  also  that  of  an  owner  of 
property  in  Kilmallock,  James  Walter  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  FOESTER  :  As  regards 
the  second  Question,  the  hon.  Member 
must  give  me  Notice.  As  to  the  first,  I 
distinctly  stated  that  Mr.  Lloyd  told  the 
policeman  on  the  information  to  issue  a 
summons. 

Me.  CALLAN  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Jjord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  Whether  it  is  a  fact  that  the 
late  Member  for  Newry,  Mr.  William 
Whitworth,  who  is  a  magistrate  for  the 
borough  of  Drogheda,  and  his  brother 
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who  is  now  the  Bepresentative  of  that 
anoient  borough,  have  not  publicly  and 
privately  intimated  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  that  they  consider  that  the 
appointment  of  Mr.  Clifford  Lloyd  to 
any  Southern  district  would  be  that  of 
a  firebrand,  and  calculated  to  lead  to 
a  breach  of  the  peace  ? 

Me.  W.  E.  FOESTEE  :  I  have  no 
information  whatever  from  Mr.  Whit- 
worth,  a  gentleman  not  in  this  House. 

Mb.  CALLAN  :  Has  the  right  hon. 
Qentleman  received  any  intimation? — 
IJOoud  cries  of  *'  Order !  "] 

Mb.  speaker  :  The  hon.  Member 
has  put  his  Question  and  has  received 
an  answer. 

Mb.  gall  AN:  Pardon  me,  Sir;  not 
to  the  second  part  of  the  Question — 
namely,  whether  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man has  received  any  information  from 
the  present  Member  for  the  borough 
of  Drogheda. 

Mb.  W.  E.  FOESTEE :  I  certainly 
have  received  no  official  information. 
['*  Oh,  oh  !  "]  Pray,  one  moment.  I 
cannot  remember  that  I  have  received 
any  information  whatever ;  but  neither 
the  hon.  Gentleman  nor  any  other  hon. 
Gentleman  has  a  right  to  ask  me  about 
private  information. 

Mb.  OALLAN  :  I  was  not  asking 
about  any  private  information.  I  was 
asking  in  reference  to  information  which 
was  perfectly  public,  and  which  was 
well  known  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
not  to  be  private. 

Mb.  O'SULLIVAN:  On  Thursday 
next,  I  will  ask  the  Ohief  Secretary  to 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  If  it  is 
not  the  fact  that  Mr.  Clifford  Lloyd  re- 
fused four  substantial  bails  in  the  case 
of  Mrs.  Colman  ? 

Mb.  HEALY  asked,  whether  Mr. 
Clifford  Lloyd  was  the  same  man  who, 
on  the  testimony  of  a  Eoman  Catholic 
priest,  said,  on  the  1st  of  January,  to 
that  priest,  when  dispersing  a  meeting 
in  Droeheda — **If  you  doirt  be  off  at 
once  1  will  have  you  shot  down?" 
He  (Mr.  Healy)  was  in  Drogheda  at  the 
time,  and  heard  Mr.  Lloyd  use  that  ex- 
pression. 

[No  reply.] 

CRIMINAL  LAW-INADEQUATE 
SENTENCES. 

Mb.  H.  H.  fowler  asked  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment, Whether  his  attention  has  been 

M-,  CaUan 


called  to  the  case  of  a  man  named  Lowe, 
who  was  tried  at  the  Stafford  Assizes  for 
brutally  assaulting  and  stabbing  and 
then  robbing  a  lady  walking  in  a  field 
in  the  neighbourhood  of  her  residence, 
and  to  the  sentence  of  twelve  months' 
imprisonment  passed  on  him  for  that 
crime ;  and,  whether,  having  regard  to 
the  severe  punishment  inflicted  in  respect 
of  offences  affecting  property  and  the 
light  punishment  which  follows  in  cases 
of  aggravated  personal  injury,  he  will 
consider  the  necessity  of  legislation  in 
the  next  Session  for  the  better  protec- 
tion of  the  lives  and  persons  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's subjects? 

Sib  WILLIAM  HARCOURT,  in  reply, 
said,  the  question  of  his  hon.  Friend 
seemed  to  point  to  the  opinion  that  the 
sentence  passed  by  the  Judge  in  this 
case  was  not  adequate  to  the  offence. 
His  (Sir  William  Harcourt's)  answer  to 
that  was,  that  this  was  a  matter  over 
which  he  had  no  control  or  jurisdiction. 
The  Constitution  of  that  country  very 
wisely  placed  the  administration  of  the 
Criminal  Law  in  the  handsof  the  judicial 
authorities.  It  was  no  part  of  his  busi- 
ness or  his  duty  to  criticize  the  sentences 
of  the  Judges ;  and  he  had  no  power  to 
alter  them,  if  he  thought  them  inade- 
quate. In  advising  the  Crown  as  to  the 
Prerogative  of  mercy,  the  Secretary  of 
State  in  consultation  with  the  Judges, 
did  sometimes,  in  rare  cases,  re-consider 
sentences ;  but  as  to  the  question  of  sen- 
tences being  inadequate,  the  Secretary 
of  State  had  no  power  to  interfere  with 
them,  and,  having  no  power,  he  ought 
not  to  pronounce  any  opinion  upon  a 
matter  over  which  he  had  no  authority. 
With  regard  to  legislative  measures  to 
meet  the  evil  at  which  his  hon.  Friend 
pointed,  the  Legislature  had  fixed  a 
maximum ;  and,  within  that  maximum, 
what  punishments  were  to  be  inflicted 
must  always  depend  on  the  discretion  of 
the  Judge.  He  was  not  aware  that  tho 
Legislature  had  fixed  upon  maximum 
punishments  which  were  too  low,  and  it 
rested  with  the  Jud^e  how  far,  and  to 
what  extent,  he  would  carry  the  punish- 
ment. The  Legislature  could  not  fix 
the  absolute  punishment  to  apply  in  all 
cases.  Therefore,  he  thought  his  hon. 
Friend  would  see  that  was  not  a  matter 
in  which  he  (Sir  William  Harcourt) 
could  properly  interfere  without  trench- 
ing on  functions  on  which  he  ought  not 
to  attempt  to  trench. 
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Mb.  H.  H.  FOWLEB  asked,  whether 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Qentleman 
had  not  vnitten  to  the  Judge  on  the  sub- 
ject of  the  inadequacy  of  the  punish- 
ment awarded  ? 

8iB  WILLIAM  HAJtCOURT  said, 
no ;  certainly  not.  It  would  be  highly 
improper  for  him  to  do  so,  in  a  matter 
in  which  he  had  no  jurisdiction.  How 
could  he  write  to  a  Judge  to  say — *'  I 
think  you  have  passed  too  light  a  sen- 
tence in  this  case ; "  because  the  Judge 
would  very  properly  reply — *'That  is  no 
afiair  of  yours.  His  hon.  Friend  would 
see  that  he  could  not  write  to  Judges, 
remonstrating  with  them  for  passing 
sentences,  eitner  for  being  too  heavy  or 
too  light;  because,  by  doing  so,  he 
would  be  assuming  an  authority  which 
the  Constitution  of  the  country  had  not 
given  him.  

Mb.  H.  H.  fowler  asked  if  it  was 
not  usual  to  give  to  the  House  the 
Judge's  explanation  in  cases  of  the  kind  ? 
He  should  like  also  to  know  whether 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
would  consent  to  g^ve  him,  as  an  unop- 
posed Hetum,  copies  of  the  depositions 
of  the  witnesses  in  this  case  ?  [  ^'^*^*  of 
"  Order !  "]  That  was  a  very  serious 
matter,  and  he  believed  it  was  the  first 
occasion  in  which  the  sontcnco  of  a 
Judge  had  been  called  in  question  on 
which  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department  had  not  stated  to  the 
House  the  Judge's  explanation  of  his 
reasons.  \_Renewed  cries  of  **  Order!  "J 
In  order  to  enable  himself  to  make  the 
remarks  he  thought  necessary,  he  should 
conclude  with  a  Motion.  In  this  case 
the  young  lady  had  been  most  brutally 
treated.  She  had  been  recently  mar- 
ried, and  in  addition  to  being  brutally 
outraged,  she  was  stabbed  and  otherwise 
seriously  injured.  He  considered  that  a 
sentence  of  12  months'  imprisonment 
for  so  serious  an  offence  was  absurd;  and 
if  the  House  was  to  be  the  grand  in- 
quest of  the  nation,  they  had  a  right  to 
make  some  inquiry  as  to  what  he  called 
a  grave  miscarriage  of  justice.  Although 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Qentleman 
might  have  no  power  in  this  matter,  be 
had  some  influence,  and  he  (Mr.  Fowler) 
appealed  to  him  to  use  that  influence. 
He  begged  to  move  the  adjournment  of 
the  House. 

Mb.  WIGGIN,  in  seconding  the  Mo- 
tion, said,  the  young  lady,  who  had  been 
recently  married,  was  the  wife  of  a  pro- 


fessional gentleman  in  Birmingham,  and 
in  broad  daylight  was  assaulted  by  the 
man  who  had  been  so  inadequately  pun- 
ished. She  was  seized  by  the  throat, 
knocked  down,  and  violently  assaulted, 
and  when  she  resisted,  a  knife  was  used, 
and  after  being  seriously  stabbed  in  two 
places,  she  was  robbed  of  £4  or  £5. 
The  feeling  in  the  neighbourhood  was 
one  of  expectation  that  the  man  would 
be  sent  to  penal  servitude,  accompanied 
by  20  or  25  lashes  with  the  cat ;  but  he 
only  got  12  months'  imprisonment.  He 
was  told  that  the  prisoner  pleaded  guilty, 
and  called  no  witnesses,  and  the  Judge, 
in  looking  over  the  depositions,  said  that 
the  old  lady  appeared  to  have  acted  with 
courage.  The  lady  had  certainly  acted 
with  courage,  but,  instead  of  being  old, 
she  was  only  24  years  of  age. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposedi 
''That  this  House  do  now  adjourn." — 
{Mr.  Henry  E,  Fowler,) 

Mr.  MACFARLANE  said,  he  had  a 
Notice  on  the  Paper,  calling  attention 
to  a  number  of  serious  brutal  outrages 
which  were  a  scandal  to  the  adminis- 
tration of  our  justice ;  but  he  had  not 
had  an  opportunity  of  bringing  this 
matter  before  the  House.  He  thought 
the  case  brought  forward  by  the  hon. 
Member  (Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler)  was  a  very 
trifling  one  compared  with  some  he  could 
relate ;  but  ho  wished  to  express  his 
thanks  to  the  hon.  Member  for  having 
brought  the  matter  to  the  notice  of  the 
House,  for  it  was  a  scandal  to  the  ad- 
ministration of  justice. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HAROOURT  said, 
he  would  point  out  that  the  moving  of 
the  Adjournment  of  the  House  was  not 
the  proper  course  to  take  in  a  matter  of 
that  kind.  There  was  only  one  form 
in  which  cognizance  of  the  conduct  of 
Judges  could  be  taken  by  the  House, 
when  it  thought  proper  to  interfere  in 
a  case  of  the  kind,  and  that  was  by 
moving  an  Address  to  the  Crown.  There 
was  nothing  more  important  than  that 
the  independence  of  the  Judges  of  this 
country  should  be  maintained ;  but  his 
hon.  Friend  asked  the  House,  at  a 
moment's  notice,  on  what  was  neces- 
sarily a  very  brief  statement  of  the  case, 
to  condemn  the  conduct  of  the  Judge. 
He  (Sir  William  Harcourt)  neither  con- 
demned nor  acquitted  him,  because  it 
was  not  his  duty  to  do  so.  The  House 
had  the  power,  in  the  last  resort,  of 
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afraid  to  m,y  that  the  Ouveni- 
at  which  held  thorn  in  subjection,  which  by 
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censuring  the  conduct  of  a  Judge ;  but  vhether  Mr.  Fredericks  is  L-oirectly 
it  was  &  serious  matter,  wliioli  should  reported  to  have  used  the  following 
only  be  done  on  full  Notice  and  by  an  words  : — 
Address  to  the  Crown,  otherwise  the  "Hewa 
House  would  be  assuming  the  functions 
of  a  Court  of  Beview  over  offences,  and 

it  was  very  uiifi«ed  for  that      He  ven-    ^^^  „^  ^^^  ^^^^  ,ubmi»ion,  and 

tured  to  suggest  to  his  hon.  Fnend  that    claim  to  their  affwlion  and  aUegiance ;  " 
it  was  impossible,  on  a  Kotion  for  Ad-  i       ,    -,  .,  j         j  c 

ionmmentV  to  adequately  consider  the  '  "^'  ''  the  words  made  use  of  were  cot 
question;  but  he  would  consider  the  **  '\^P°?'t?'.  ""J"  ^^'^^^  ^^"^^f  """^ 
mbject  farther  as  to  whether  there  was  '""^^  "^  this  character  were  made  use 
anjthingproperorrighttobedonein,"^!.  "jd,  whether  he  wiU  take  any 
the  matter ;  and,  if  so,  would  be  happy 
to  communicate  with  his  hon.  Friend  on 
the  subject. 

Ms.  HEALY  said,  that  while  an 
English  ruffian  only  got  12  monthe'  im- 
prisonment for  brutally  outraging  a 
young  lady,  and  stabbing  her,  an  Irish- 
man in  Ireland  got  18  months'  imprison- 
ment, at  the  beck  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land, for  merely  opening  hie  mouth  and 
expressing  his  opinion  on  the  Land 
Laws. 

Me.  H.  H.  FOWLEE  thought  the 
statement  of  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  was  perfectly  satisfactory, 
and  he  would  communicate  with  him 
privately  on  the  matter.  He  asked  that 
the  Motion  should  be  withdrawn. 

Modon,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

PEOTECTIOK   OF   PERSON  AMD   PRO- 
PERTY  (IRELAND)    ACT,   1881  — VIO- 
LENT  LANGUAGE. 
Mr.  BELLmaHAM  asked  the  Chief 


action  in  the  matter  ? 

Ma.  W.  E.  FOBSTEB,  in  reply,  said 
he  bad  seen  the  newspaper  reports,  but 
had  not  been  able  to  obtain  any  official 
report  of  what  was  said  on  the  occa- 
sion. Admission  was  by  ticket.  Police 
and  those  who  were  not  in  perfect  sym- 
pathy with  its  object  were  excluded. 

Mk.  BELLINGHAM  was  understood 
to  ask  if  the  language  used  by  the 
English  Deputation  was,  in  the  opinion 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  sufficient 
to  warrant  the  arrest  of  Irishmen,  but 
that  Englishmen  using  it  should  be  free 
from  arrest  ? 

Mb.  W.  E.  F0E8TEE,  in  reply,  could 
only  say  that  he  had  carefulfy  looked, 
ana  was  still  looking,  at  this  matter. 
The  hon.  Member  must  really  leave  the 
Government  some  discretion  whether 
they  considered  that  certain  persons 
ought  to  be  arrested  or  not.  f"Oh, 
oh!"1  The  hon.  Member  evidently 
thought  that  these  persons  ought  to  be 
arrested.  Well,  that  was  a  matter  for 
the  serious  consideration  of  the  Govern- 
Se^taJ^  to  the  Lord  Lieut^nant'of  I'"™*:. ""^  *''*•.  House  could  hardly  ox- 
"    -     ' '■"  ■•  .        _  .    ipeothimto  give  any  statement  upon  it. 

Ms.  HEALY  asked  if  they  would 
allow  an  Irishman  to  use  the  same  lan- 
guage? 

Mb.  W.  E.  FOBSTER  said,  that  the 
Government  would  deal  with  each  case 
according  to  its  merits. 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE— CONTEMPT  OF 
COURT— MARY  ANN  TROWEE. 
Mb.  MACDONALD  asked  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Department, 
If  he  will  lay  upon  the  Table  of  the 
House  the  warrant,  and  the  entry  of 
the  same,  under  which  a  widow  named 
Mary  Ann  Trower  was  arrested  on  the 
11th  February  1879,  and  detained  in 
Holloway  Gaol  until  the  evening  of  July 
1st  IBIiO,  for  contempt  of  court;  and  on 
what  grounds  the  said  Mary  Ann  Trower 


Ireland,  If  the 

Journal"  Hth  Jufy,  is  accurate  that  a 

Sublio  meeting  was  held  on  Wednes- 
ay  July  13th,  at  the  Eotunda  in  Dub- 
lin, at  which  gentlemen  named  Messrs. 
Fredericks,  Winks,  and  Finlayson,  call- 
ing themselves  severally  Vice  President 
and  Secretary  of  the  Democratic  Con- 
federation of  England  and  Vice  Presi- 
dent of  the  Manchester  Democratic 
League  attended ;  whelJier.  at  tiiat 
meeting,  Mr.  Sexton,  M. P.,  presided,  and 
in  reference  to  language  previously  used 
by  English  gentlemen  who  purported  to 
act  OS  deputations  from  Associations  in 
England,  said — 

"  That  some  at  least  of  the  momben  of  these 
depntations  had  been  moved  to  languasfe  which 
would  hare  piocnred  for  an  Liiibman  tAe  signal 
honor  of  reuonablfl  anipidoB ; ' ' 


Sir  JFiliiam  Barcowl 


the  oontempt  of  court  7 

Sm  WILUAU  HASCOUBT:  Sir, 
in  this  oaaa  then  was  aa  order  of  the 
Oonit  of  Chancery  to  do  certain  things. 
I  preanme  the  order  was  disobeyed,  and 
than,  according  to  ordinary  praotioe,  the 
peraon  disobeying  the  Court  was  com- 
mitted to  prison  as  a  first-class  misde- 
meaoant.  When  the  order  wasaatisfied, 
the  person  was  discharged.  That,  I 
oodentaod,  was  done  in  this  case. 

THE  ADSTBO-SERVIAX  COHUBROUL 
TREATY. 

LoBD  HAKDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs,  Whether  Her  Uajesty's 
Oovemment,  in  signing  the  Protocol 
between  Great  Britain  and  Servia  on  the 
4th  Joly,  have  assented  to  the  preferen- 
tial duty  on  iron,  manufactured  and 
partly  manufactured,  accorded  to  Aub- 
bia  by  the  Treaty  by  Austria  and  Servia 
of  the  6th  of  May  1881,  in  violation  of 
Article  8  of  the  Treaty  between  this 
Country  and  Servia  of  the  7th  February 
I8S0,  which  provides  that — 

"  Everj  Tedaction  in  tho  tnriS'  of  import  and 
export  datics,  as  well  aa  eTOry  favour  or  immu- 
nity which  has  been  ormay  hcrenftcrbograntod 
by  one  of  the  contractiii);  parties  to  tho  sulijecta 
or  conunerce  of  a  third  Power,  shall  be  granted 
nmnlttmeously  and  uncouditionally  totho  otlier, 
except  as  regardii  such  special  facilities  as 
havB  beeo,  or  may  hereafter  bp.  coDcedcd  no 
the  part  of  Servia  to  the  neighbouring  Mtiites 
with  lemect  to  the  local  traffic  between  their 


■  frontier  districts 
whether  Lord  Granville,  on  the  14th 
Jnne,  demanded  that  iron  and  steel  should 
ba  admitted  into  Servia  duty  free  ;  whe- 
ther, on  the  22nd  Juno,  after  a  conversa- 
tion between  the  Under  Secretary  and 
M.  Uarinovitch,  held  on  the  t6th,  Lord 
Qranville  abandoned  all  claims  in  favour 
of  the  British  iron  trade,  and  fully  ac- 
cepted the  Servian  proposals ;  and,  whe- 
ther the  question  of  the  duties  on  iron, 
which  the  Under  Secretary  stated  a  fort- 
sight  afterwards  was  still  under  discus- 
sion with  the  Servian  Government,  had 
not  been  finally  settled  by  the  Despatch 
of  the  22nd  June  ? 

Sm  CHAKLE3  W.  UlLKE;  Sir, 
the  state  of  the  case  with  regard  to  the 
arrangements  referred  to  is  fully  ex- 
plained in  Lord  Granville's  despatch  to 
Mr.  Locook,  of  the  8th  instant,  contained 
in  the    Farliameatary  Paper   No.   24 


(Commercial),  of  this  Session.  The 
noble  Lord  is  possibly  not  aware  that 
the  Austriane  have  always  paid  3  per 
cent  on  these  classes  of  goode.  We 
have  never  sent  any  to  Servia,  and  have 
obtained  as  the  consideration  for  waiving 
our  Treaty  rights  upon  this  point  a 
reduction  of  duty  on  woollen  and  cotton 
yams,  in  which  some  trade  is  done,  from 
8  per  cent  to  S  per  cent.  On  the  14th 
oi  June,  Her  Majesty's  Oovemment 
asked  that  certain  iron  and  steel  wares 
should  be  admitted  into  Servia  dutv 
free.  On  the  2:jnd  of  June,  M.  Man- 
novitch  was  informed  that  this  particular 
demand  was  withdrawn.  But  the  pre- 
cise rate  of  duty  for  these  wares  was 
still  in  discussion,  and  it  was  not  finally 
settled  until  the  2nd  of  this  month. 
Several  interviews  took  place  between 
Mr.  Gould,  Her  Britannic  Majesty's  late 
Minister  in  Servia,  and  M.  Marinovitch, 
between  the  22nd  of  June  and  the  2nd 
of  July,  and  the  last  of  these  inter- 
views was  held  late  at  night  on  the  1st 

Loud  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
gave  Notice  that  he  would  raise  the 
whole  question  at  tho  Evening  Sitting 
on  the  Report  of  Supply. 

RAILWAYS-RAILWAY  CARRIAGES. 
Colonel  BARNE  asked  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department, 
Whether,  with  a  view  of  the  prevention 
of  crime  in  Eailway  carriages,  he  would 
approve  of  Railway  Companies  remov- 
ing the  upper  portions  of  the  partitions 
between  compartments,  as  is  now  done 
in  some  of  the  Underground  Railway 
carriages  ? 

Me.  CHAMBERLAIN,  in  reply, 
said,  the  Question  might  be  properly 
addressed  to  the  Board  of  IVade ;  but 
no  Government  Department  had  any 
right  to  interfere  with  the  construction 
of  railway  carriages,  and,  therefore,  their 
approval  would  not  be  required  for  such 
arrangements.  It  was  entirely  a  ques- 
tion for  the  Railway  Companies  and  the 
travelling  public,  and  he  might  add 
that  the  proposed  arrangements  would 
not  meet  with  universal  approval. 

FRANCE  AND  ENGLAND  — THE  NEW- 

FOUNDLAND  FISHERIES  TREATY. 

Caftaik  AYLMER  asked  the  Under 

Secretary  of  State  for  ForeiKu  Affairs, 

If  he  can  lay  upon  the  Table  of  the 
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House  a  List  of  the  Questions  concern- 
ing Newfoundland  which  have  been  sub- 
mitted to  the  Commissioners,  Admirals 
Pierre  and  Miller  ? 

SiK  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  :  Sir, 
the  present  proceedings  are  in  the  nature 
of  a  confidential  discussion  between 
the  French  and  English  Gk)yemments, 
with  the  view  to  ascertaining  whether  it 
is  practicable  to  arrive  at  a  settlement  on 
some  of  the  principal  points  in  respect  of 
which  our  view  of  the  French  Treaty 
right  differs  from  the  French  view.  The 
two  Governments  have  not  thought  it 
desirable  to  submit  to  the  Commis- 
sioners any  list  of  questions  to  be  de- 
cided. 

Colonel  BARNE  asked  the  hon.  Ba- 
ronet, Whether  it  is  the  intention  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government  to  grant  the 
French  Government  any  territorial 
rights  whatever  in  Newfoundland,  or 
any  rights  beyond  those  conferred  by 
the  different  Treaties  ? 

SiK  CHARLES  W.  DILKE:  No, 
Sir ;  it  has  not  been,  at  any  time,  pro- 
posed, and  is  not  intended,  that  any  ter- 
ritorial rights  in  Newfoundland  should 
be  granted  to  the  French  Government, 
nor  any  rights  beyond  those  already 
conferred  by  Treaty. 

PARLIAMENTARY  ELECTIONS— REGIS- 
TRATION AND  QUALIFICATION  OF 
VOTERS. 

Mb.  PULESTON  asked  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Department, 
Whether  he  has  issued  a  Circular  to 
overseers  embodying  new  instructions 
as  to  the  registration  and  qualification 
of  voters ;  if  so,  whether  he  can  explain 
its  effect  to  the  House ;  and,  whether  he 
will  lay  a  Copy  of  it,  with  such  corre- 
spondence as  may  have  led  to  it,  upon 
the  Table  of  the  House  ?. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HAECOUET :  Sir, 
after  the  passing  of  the  Act  of  1878, 
which  gave  to  aU  persons  occupying 
parts  of  dwelUng-houses  a  right  to  be 
upon  the  register,  my  Predecessor  (Sir 
B.  Assheton  Cross)  sent  a  Circular  to 
the  vestry  clerks  of  the  Metropolis,  call- 
ing upon  them  for  explanations  with 
reference  to  the  allegation  that  they 
were  going  to  avoid  giving  effect  to  the 
provision  of  the  Act  of  Parliament. 
Since  that  time  there  has  been  great 
complaints  that  the  persons  referred  to 
were  not  put  upon  the  register,  and 
those   complaints   appear   to   be  well 

Captain  Ajflmer 


founded,  because  in  London  the  num- 
ber of  those  persons  enjoying  the  pri- 
vilege of  the  franchise  is  much  smaller 
in  proportion  to  the  population  than  it 
is  in  any  other  part  of  the  Kingdom. 
Therefore,  following  the  example  set  by 
my  Predecessor,  I  have  directed  another 
Curcular  to  be  issued,  calling  attention 
to  the  clauses  of  the  Act,  and  requesting 
that  steps  may  be  taken  by  the  different 
vestry  clerks  and  overseers  to  put  on 
the  list  of  voters  all  persons  occupying 
separately  any  part  of  a  house.  I  hope 
the  effect  will  be  that  many  thousands 
of  persons  will  get  the  votes  to  which 
they  are  entitled  under  the  Act. 

In  reply  to  Mr.  Puleston  and  Sir 
Joseph  M'Kenna, 

Sib  WILLIAM  HAECOUET  said, 
the  Circular,  at  present,  had  only  been 
issued  to  the  authorities  of  the  Metro- 
polis, because  it  was  from  the  Metro - 
Eolis  complaints  had  been  received,  it 
eing  the  worst  example  in  the  country 
in  that  respect ;  but  there  would  be  no 
objection  to  address  it  to  the  overseers 
of  the  country  generally. 

CHARITABLE  TRUSTS  BILL. 

Mr.  H.  H.  FOWLEE  asked  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whether  it  is  in- 
tended to  proceed  with  the  Charitable 
Trusts  Bill  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  Sir,  I  have  com- 
municated with  my  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department  as  to  this,  and  he  agrees 
with  me  that  there  is  no  chance  of  pass- 
ing the  BiU. 

COMMERCIAL  TREATY  WITH  FRANCE 
(NEGOTIATIONS). 

Mr.  JACKSON  asked  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury,  If  it  is  true  that  in  the 
negotiations  for  a  Commercial  Treaty 
with  France  Her  Majesty's  Qovemment 
henceforth  admits  without  contestation 
the  principle  of  specific  duties ;  and,  if 
he  can  relieve  the  anxiety  which  pre- 
vails throughout  the  Country  by  an  as- 
surance that  Her  Majesty's  Government 
will  conclude  no  Treaty  with  France 
which  will  impose  higher  duties  on  any 
goods  of  British  manufacture  imported 
into  France  than  those  under  the  exist- 
ing Treaty  ? 

Sib  CHARLES  W.  DILKE :  Sir,  I 
have  been  requested  by  tiie  Ptime  Mi- 
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nister  to  answer  this  Question.  I  find 
that,  in  the  Question,  the  words  quoted 
are  those  from  a  newspaper  articlo, 
which  cause  the  supposition  to  prevail 
that  fresh  communications  have  taken 
place  between  the  two  Governments.  In 
answer  to  the  hon.  Member,  I  would 
refer  him  to  the  reply  given  10  days 
previously  on  the  subject  of  specific 
duties  by  the  Prime  Minister,  and 
would  further  inform  him  that  no  com- 
munication has  taken  place  between  the 
English  and  the  French  Governments 
on  the  subject  since  the  French  Com- 
mission le&  London.  Therefore,  the 
position  remains  unchanged.  It  will  be 
impossible  to  eive  a  general  assurance 
of  the  kind  asked  for.  It  may  be  the 
duty  of  the  English  Government  to  com- 
plete a  Treaty  in  which  some  duties 
may  be  raised  and  others  lowered  upon 
goods  of  more  importance  to  British 
trade. 

Mb.  JACKSON  asked  whether  the 
Oovemment  had  accepted  the  principle 
of  specific  duties  ? 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE:  Sir,  I 
think  I  am  justified  in  replying,  iu 
^neral  terms,  that  we  have  not  ob- 
jected in  principle  to  specific  duties.  As 
was  said  the  other  night  on  the  Motion 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Gloucester  (Mr. 
Monk),  the  Government  has  never  ob- 
jected in  principle  to  specific  duties, 
which  are  levied  by  almost  all  the 
nations  of  Europe ;  but  we  have  not  con- 
sented to  them  as  regards  some  articles 
which  are  the  subjects  of  trade  between 
this  country  and  France,  especially  cheap 
and  heavy  cotton  and  woollen  goods, 
because  it  is  almost  impossible  to  find  a 
specific  duty  which  will  correctly  repre- 
sent the  equivalent  of  ad  valorem  duty. 
It  is  not  so  much  a  matter  of  principle, 
but  one  of  almost  insuperable  difficulty 
in  finding  an  equivalent  to  an  ad  valorem 
duty. 

rARLIA^IENT— BUSINESS  OF  THE 

HOUSE 

MINISTEKIAL   STATEMENT. 

Mr.  E.  N.  FOWLER  asked  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whether  he  pro- 
poses, before  the  close  of  tlie  Session,  to 
state  to  the  House  what  arrangements 
Her  Majesty's  Government  have  made 
for  the  protection  of  the  Natives  of  the 
Transvaal  and  the  neighbouring  terri- 
tories? 


Mr.  GLADSTONE,  in  reply,  said,  he 
would  answer  this  Question  in  connec- 
tion with  some  other  cognate  matter 
connected  with  the  Business  of  the 
House.  The  expectation  of  the  Govern- 
ment was,  as  far  as  they  could  then 
form  one,  that  propably  before  the  close 
of  the  Session  the  exact  provisions  on 
the  subject  of  the  protection  of  the  Na- 
tives of  the  Transvaal  and  neighbouring 
territories,  which  were  embodied  in  the 
proposed  Convention  with  the  Transvaal 
Leaders,  would  be  in  their  possession, 
and  would  be  presented  to  tne  House. 
Of  course,  he  could  not  state  so  positively 
to  the  House,  because  it  was  not  in  their 
power  to  give  them  absolute  information. 
With  respect  to  the  question  of  the 
Transvaal  generally,  seeing  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  East 
Gloucestershire  in  his  place,  it  might 
be  convenient  that  he  should  state  the 
view  and  intention  of  the  Government. 
In  the  first  place,  it  was  their  intention 
to  make  every  effort  to  urge  the  Com- 
mittee to  close  the  proceedings  on  the 
Irish  Land  Bill,  so  far  as  it  was  con- 
cerned, during  the  present  week.  He 
hoped  it  was  not  an  unreasonable  ex- 

Eectation  that  it  might  close  on  Friday ; 
ut,  should  it  be  necessary,  the  Govern- 
ment would  ask  the  House  to  sit  on 
Saturday,  rather  than  run  the  risk  of 
passing  into  the  succeeding  week.  In 
any  event,  however,  they  would  propose 
that  Monday  next  should  be  placed  ab- 
solutely and  unconditionally  at  the  com- 
mand of  the  House,  and  in  the  first 
instance,  at  the  command  of  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  opposite  (Sir  Michael 
Hicks-Beach),  in  order  that  he  might,  if 
he  desired  it,  revive  the  Motion  of  which 
he  had  given  Notice  with  respect  to  the 
affairs  of  the  Transvaal.  That  offer 
would  be  an  unconditional  offer,  what- 
ever might  happen  with  the  Land  Law 
(Ireland)  Bill.  If  the  right  hon.  Baronet, 
however,  did  not  think  himself  called 
upon  to  avail  himself  of  the  Government 
proposal,  in  that  case  it  was  their  duty 
to  have  regard  to  the  Notices  given  by 
the  other  Members  of  the  House,  which 
were  in  effect  substantive  Motions,- 
although  they  only  stood  on  the  Paper 
in  the  form  of  Amendments  to  the  prin- 
cipal Motion  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet. 
After  all  that  had  been  said,  not  only 
in  that  House,  but  still  more  out  of  the 
House,  and  in  what  was  called  '*  another 
place/'  as  well  as  yarious  other  places, 
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the  Goyernment  had  considered  it  their 
duty,  not  only  with  reference  to  this 
country,  but  with  reference  to  the  state 
of  South  Africa,  that,  so  far  as  they 
were  concerned,  they  should  give  an  op- 
portunity for  taking  the  judgment  of  the 
House  on  this  subject.  The  two  hon. 
Gentlemen  who  had  given  Notices  on 
the  question  were  the  hon.  Baronet  the 
Member  for  Carlisle  ( Sir  Wilfrid  La  wson) 
and  the  hon.  Member  for  Carnarvonshire 
(Mr.  Bathbone).  He  understood  that 
the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Car- 
lisle was  willing  to  give  way  to  the 
Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Carnar- 
vonshire; but,  whether  it  was  one  or 
other  of  those  hon.  Gentlemen,  he  (Mr. 
Gladstone)  should  have  to  say  that, 
in  case  the  right  hon.  Baronet  (Sir 
Michael  Hicks-Beach)  did  not  think  it 
his  duty  to  proceed  with  his  Motion, 
the  Government  would  make  the  same 
offer  to  place  Monday  at  the  disposal  of 
the  other  hon.  Members.  Passing  from 
that  subject,  let  him  repeat  that  it  was 
not  their  intention  in  the  present  Session 
to  proceed  with  the  Charitable  Trusts 
Bill.  He  had  nothing  more  to  say,  ex- 
cept that  it  would  probably  be  the  duty 
of  the  Government,  viewing  the  state  of 
the  period  of  the  year  in  which  they  had 
arrived,  and  in  conformity  with  the  spirit 
of  previous  arrangements,  to  ask  the 
House,  when  they  came  to  the  third  read- 
ing of  the  Land  Law  (Ireland)  Bill,  for 
precedence  on  all  the  days  of  the  week, 
subject,  of  course,  to  any  very  special 
application  which  might  be  made  by  the 
promoters  of  any  particular  measure, 
who  had  a  good  chance  of  passing  it,  to 
give  them  some  accommodation  for  the 
purpose.  If  they  should  obtain  that 
permission  from  the  House,  their  inten- 
tion was  to  apply  the  time  which  would 
thus  be  placed  at  their  command  in 
general  conformity  with  what  had  been 
laid  down  the  previous  evening  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
South-West  Lanc€i6hire  (Sir  E.  Assheton 
Cross).  They  would  propose  to  apply 
a  certain  number  of  hours  of  every 
evening  for  the  purpose  of  going  on 
with  Supply,  until  they  had  almost 
finished  it.  Of  course,  they  would  en- 
deavour to  push  forward  measures  of  a 
secondary  character  of  an  indispensable 
nature,  and  that  did  not  create  serious 
difference  of  opinion,  by  taking  them  in 
the  evenings  aiter  Commitee  of  Supply. 
He  would  reserve  the  possibility  of  any 

Mr.  Oladiitme 


extraordinary  call  which  might  make  it 
the  duty  and  general  desire  of  the  House 
to  deviate  from  the  general  arrangement 
that  he  had  proposed. 

Sir  MICHAEL  HICKS  -  BEACH 
said,  it  appeared  to  him  that,  con- 
sidering the  statement  which  the  Prime 
Minister  had  just  made,  that  the 
terms  of  the  Convention  might  be  ex- 
pected to  be  laid  before  the  House 
before  the  end  of  the  Session,  they 
would  be  taking  the  Transvaal  discus- 
sion at  a  very  inconvenient  time  if  it 
were  taken  on  Monday.  He  would  like 
to  know  when  they  might  expect  to 
have  the  terms  of  the  Convention  before 
them ;  and,  more  particularly,  if  there 
was  any  truth  in  the  statement  in  the 
morning  papers  to  the  effect  that  the 
Commission  had  presented  36  Articl€>s 
to  the  Triumvirate,  of  which  the  Trium- 
virate had  refused  16,  and  that  among 
these  Articles  there  was  no  provision 
reserving  any  portion  of  territory  to  the 
East  of  the  Transvaal  ? 

Ma.  GLADSTONE  said,  with  respect 
to  the  statement  in  the  morning  papers, 
he  was  ignorant  of  anything  of  the 
nature  that  was  there  conveyed,  and  he 
thought  his  ignorance  must  imply  that  no 
such  information  had  reached  the,Colonial 
Office,  as  he  had  seen  his  noble  Friend 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies 
only  a  few  minutes  ago.  He  had  no 
reason  to  suppose  that  such  a  statement 
as  that  of  the  presentation  of  36  Articles, 
and  the  rejection  of  16  of  them,  was  at 
all  likely  to  be  true.  With  regard  to 
what  had  been  said  as  to  the  inconve- 
nience of  the  time  for  taking  the  discus- 
sion, it  was  probable  that  they  would 
receive  the  Convention,  and  that  there- 
fore the  right  hon.  Baronet  would  be  in 
a  position  to  make  any  comment  upon  it 
he  pleased.  The  right  hon.  Baronet, 
however,  would  have  to  recollect  that 
the  Convention,  when  received  here, 
would  not  be,  after  all,  a  final  document. 
It  would  have  to  be  ratified  by  the 
General  Assembly,  which  was  called  the 
Yolksraad,  and  before  that  took  place,  a 
considerable  interval  of  time  must  occur, 
and  therefore  there  was  not  the  least 
likelihood  of  an  absolute  and  final  and 
formal  settlement  during  the  present 
Session. 

Sib  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH 
asked  whether  the  action  or  policy  of 
the  Home  Government  might  be  re- 
gaided  as  concluded  with  the  oondusion 
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of  the  Gonventioii,  apart  from  the  rati- 
fication by  the  Yolksraad  ? 

Me.  GLADSTONE  said,  in  the  main, 
no  doubt,  that  would  be  so ;  but,  apart 
from  that  particular  point,  the  Goyern- 
ment  were  anxious,  as  he  had  said,  to 
hare  the  judgment  of  the  House  on  their 
South  African  policy  entirely  dissociated 
from  any  fear  that  might  exist  in  the 
minds  of  any  persons  as  to  incenvenient 
consequences  in  South  Africa. 

Sib  MICHAEL  HICKS- BEACH: 
But  we  shall  not  haye  the  Conyention 
by  Monday  ? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  Oh,  no. 

Sra  HENRY  HOLLAND  asked  whe- 
ther the  terms  of  the  Conyention  would 
not  be  submitted  to  the  Goyemment 
before  being  submitted  to  the  Yolksraad ; 
whether,  in  fact,  the  proposal  that  would 
be  laid  before  the  Yolksraad  would  not 
be  the  Conyention  as  approved  by  the 
Goyemment  ? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  should 
think  it  would  be  the  Conyention  as 
settled  by  the  Commissioners.  It  was 
to  be  remembered  that  the  Commis- 
sioners were  almost  daily  engaged  in 
making  communications  to  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Goyemment,  and  therefore  the 
Suestion  whether  they  should  refer  home 
le  final  words  of  the  Convention,  the 
Government  would  be  disposed  to  leave 
to  their  discretion. 

Mb.  J.  COWEN  subsequently  asked 
whether  the  right  hon.  Barouot  the 
Member  for  East  Gloucestershire  in- 
tended to  proceed  with  his  Transvaal 
Besolution  on  Monday  ? 

Sib  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH  :  I 
will  make  an  announcement  as  soon  as 
I  can. 

WATER  SUPPLY  (METROPOLIS). 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  wish,  Sir,  to 
ask  the  President  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board,  If  he  is  aware  that  in  those 
districts  of  Ijondon  supplied  by  the  Grand 
Junction  Company  there  has  been  an 
almost  total  suspension  of  the  water 
supply  ?  I  wish  to  inquire  also,  Whether 
the  Local  Government  Board  are  pre- 
pared to  exorcise  the  authority  they 
possess  to  make  the  Grand  Junction 
Company  comply  with  their  statutory 
obligations  in  respect  to  water  sup- 
plyf 

Mb.  cavendish  BENTINCK  also 
asked,  Whether  the  right  hon.Gentleman 


would,  without  delay,  invite  the  attention 
of  his  Colleagues  to  the  question  of  the 
water  supply  of  London,  with  a  view  to 
legislation  on  the  subject  at  the  earliest 
moment  possible  next  Session  ? 

Mk.  DODSON,  in  reply,  said,  his 
attention  had  been  directed  to  this  mat- 
ter by  the  Question  of  his  right  hon. 
Friend  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith),  and  also  by 
the  Question  of  which  the  hon.  Member 
for  Marylebone  (Mr.  D.  Grant)  had 
given  Notice;  but  he  hoped  it  would 
not  be  thought  a  matter  of  disrespect 
either  to  his  right  hon.  Friend  or  to  the 
hon.  Member  for  Marylebone,  if  he  added 
that  it  had  been  still  more  forcibly 
directed  to  the  matter  by  a  deficiency  in 
the  water  supply  in  his  (Mr.  Dodson's) 
own  house.  Information  was  received 
by  the  Local  Government  Board  yester- 
day of  the  failure  of  the  high  service 
supply  in  a  house  at  Brixton,  and  he 
immediately  directed  Colonel  Bolton,  the 
AVater  Examiner  attached  to  the  Depart- 
ment over  which  he  presided,  to  make  in- 
quiry into  the  matter.  He  had  not  yet 
received  a  Eoport  from  that  official ;  but 
when  he  did  so,  he  would  consider  of  com- 
municating it  to  the  House,  and  would 
also  bo  in  a  position  to  state  the  nature  of 
the  proceedings  the  Government  would 
propose  to  take.  In  answer  to  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Whitehaven  (Mr.  Cavendish 
Bentinck),  he  had  only  to  say  that,  in 
accordance  with  the  recommendations  of 
the  Select  Committee  of  last  Session,  the 
necessary  Notices  of  a  Bill  relating  to 
the  Water  Companies  of  London  had 
been  given  early  in  the  Session  by  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
partment;  but  the  Bill  itself  had  not 
been  introduced,  because  there  were 
large  pecuniary  interests  to  be  dealt  with 
in  the  way  of  purchase  and  compensa- 
tion, and  it  was  not  deemed  advisable 
to  introduce  a  Bill  of  the  kind  without 
the  tolerable  certainty  of  being  able  to 
pass  it  into  law  in  the  Session  in  which 
it  was  introduced. 

NAVY  (FITTERS    IN    HER  MAJESTY'S 

DOCKYARDS). 

Sir  H.  DRUMMOND  WOLFF  asked 
the  hon.  Member  for  Stoke,  Whether 
there  was  any  chance  that  he  would 
bring  on  his  Motion  with  regard  to  Fitters 
in  Dockyards  ? 
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Mb.  BR0ADHUE8T,  in  reply,  said, 
he  was  extremely  sorry  to  say  that  he 
had  no  hope  whatever  of  being  able  to 
bring  the  subject  forward  this  Session. 
He  was  extremely  sorry  for  that,  as  it 
was  a  subject  on  which  there  was  a  very 
wide  interest  throughout  the  country. 
If  he  was  unable  that  evening  to  bring 
the  subject  before  the  House,  it  was 
probable  that  he  should  prefer  to  ad- 
journ it  to  next  Session  rather  than  run 
the  risks  of  haying  to  take  a  debate  on 
the  subject  at  an  unreasonable  hour  of 
the  night,  when  it  could  not  be  fully 
gone  into. 

PARLIAMENT  —  BUSINESS  OF  THE 
HOUSE--COMMENCEMENT  OF  PUB- 
LIC BUSINESS. 

Earl  PERCY  asked,  What  Supply 
—the  Civil  Service  or  the  Army  Esti- 
mates— was  to  be  taken  after  the  con- 
clusion of  the  Land  Law  (Ireland)  Bill ; 
and,  whether  it  was  intended  to  restore 
the  rights  of  private  Members  on  Tues- 
days and  Fridays,  after  the  Land  Law 
(Ireland)  Bill  had  passed  through  Com- 
mittee ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE,  in  reply,  said, 
that  as  he  did  not  consider  that  any 
lengthened  interval  would  be  necessary 
between  the  Committee  and  Report,  his 
duty  would  be  to  ask  for  precedence  for 
the  final  stage  of  the  Land  Law  (Ire- 
land) Bill  on  every  day  in  the  week. 
As  far  as  Supply  was  concerned,  the 
first  duty  of  the  Government  would  be 
to  endeavour  to  make  progress  with  the 
Civil  Service  Estimates. 

In  answer  to  a  Question  by  Mr.  Healy, 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  would 
bring  forward  on  Report  a  proposal  pro- 
viding for  some  interval  between  the 
passing  of  the  Land  Bill  and  the  crea- 
tion of  future  tenancies. 

Sir  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  asked. 
What  were  the  intentions  of  the  Go- 
vernment respecting  the  purposes  to 
which  the  Irish  Church  Fund  was  to  be 
applied ;  and,  how  much  would  be  used 
in  carrying  out  the  Land  Law  (Ireland) 
Bill? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE,  in  reply,  said,  it 
was  intended  to  make  the  Irish  Church 
Fund  available  only  for  one  limited  pur- 

£)8e  in  regard  to  the  Land  Law  (Ireland) 
ill  —  namely,    that    of    dealing  with 
arrears. 


WAYS   AND    MEANS -THE  BUDGET 
PROPOSALS. 

Sir  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE  said, 
there  were  two  proposals  made  in  the 
Budget  which  required  legislation.  He 
wished  to  ask.  Whether  these  were  to  be 
proceeded  with,  and  whether  it  would 
oe  in  one  Bill  ?  He  referred  to  the 
arrangements  for  setting  up  new  an- 
nuities, and  to  the  alteration  of  our 
arrangements  with  India  with  regard 
to  advances  made  to  the  Indian  Govern- 
ment. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE,  in  reply,  said, 
that  it  was  intended  to  proceed  with 
these  measures,  but  probably  in  separate 
Bills.  With  reference  to  the  setting  up 
of  new  annuities,  hon.  Members  would 
naturally,  and  most  properly,  require  to 
know  what  arrangements  had  been  made 
in  order  to  give  not  only  substantial,  but 
evident  and  visible  security  to  the  suitors 
that  were  interested  in  the  Chancery 
Fund.  That  matter  would  be  carefully 
considered  between  the  Treasury  and  the 
Lord  Chancellor,  and  they  would  pro- 
bably lay  on  the  Table,  in  the  form  of  a 
short  Minute  of  the  Treasury,  the  in- 
formation necessary. 

CHURCH  PATRONAGE  (No.  2)  BILL. 

In  reply  to  Mr.  Illinqworth, 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  was  not 
in  a  position  to  say  whether  special  faci- 
lities would  or  would  not  be  given  for 
the  progress  of  the  Church  Patronage 
(No.  2)  Bill.  He  must  refer  the  hon. 
Member  to  those  who  were  responsible 
for  the  Bill,  which  was  not  a  Govern- 
ment measure. 

TUNIS— THE  CONFERENCE    AT 
VIENNA. 

Mr.  OT way  asked  the  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  Whe- 
ther he  will  accompany  the  Papers  that 
have  been  presented  to  the  House,  re- 
lating to  Tunis,  with  the  Protocol  of 
the  Conference  at  Vienna,  regarding 
the  views  of  France  on  Tunisian  mat- 
ters? 

Sir  CHAELES  W.  DILKE,  in  reply, 
said,  he  thought  there  would  be  no 
objection  to  giving  those  Papers ;  but 
he  would  inquire,  and  see  if  there  was 
any  reason  why  they  should  not  be 
given. 


t  July  19,  1881 J 


OBDER    OF   TBE  DAY. 

LAND  LAW(IRELAND)  BILL.— [Bill  135.] 
(Jfr.  GUitUmd,  Mr.  ForiUr,  Mr.  Bright,  Mr. 
.    AtUnnuy  Otntral  Jar  Irtlend,    Mr,   Soliator 

Gtntrmlfor  Irtland.) 
OOXHITTEK.     [THIBTrsril  Nionx,] 
IProgrm  18M  July.'] 

Bill  tontidgrtd  in  Coiumitt«e. 
(In  the  Committee.) 
Paet  VII. 

DKFiurriowB,  Applioatiom  op  Act, 
AWD  Saving  9. 

Claneo  46  (Tenancies  to  whicli  the 
Aot  doM  not  appl;). 

Sib  WALTER  B.  BAETTELOT  said, 
he  Iwd  an  Amendment  to  propose  vhioh 
stood  on  the  Paper  in  the  name  of  the 
hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Coleraine 
(ffir  Hervey  Bruce).  Those  who  were 
were  well  acquainted  with  Ireland  muEt 
know  that  a  large  portion  of  the  un- 
reclaimed moorland  belonc^ed  abso- 
lutely and  entirely  to  the  landowners  of 
Ireland.  ["No,  no!"]  Well,  a  large 
proportion  of  it.  And  he  thought  he  was 
loitified  in  his  assertion  by  the  atatement 
made  by  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen< 
tleman  the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
(Mr.  Law),  who  had  adduced  more  than 
one  instance  in  trhich  moorland  had 
been  let  by  a  landlord  to  a  tenant  at  a 
moderate  rent  for  a  certain  time,  and 
then,  upon  its  having  been  sold,  or  hav- 
ing again  come  into  the  possession  of 
the  landlord,  the  rent  had  been  raised 
considerably.  They  had  had  given  to 
them  some  very  startling  figures  on  this 
point,  clearly  showing  that  tho  land  did 
belong,  and  belong  absolutely,  to  the 
landlord.  He  only  mentioned  this  in 
order  to  prove  that  a  large  proportion 
of  this  land  was  absolutely  the  property 
of  the  landlord,  and  that  it  was  used 
by  him  for  various  purposes — for  sport- 
ing purposes,  for  instance  ;  and,  in  the 
next  place,  that  it  had  been  used  by  the 
landlords  for  allowing  their  tenants  to 
turn  out  a  certain  number  of  sheep  or 
cattle.  The  permission  to  use  the  land 
for  grazing  purposea  had  been  given  as 
a  favour  to  the  tenant,  and  in  many  in- 
•tancea,  particularly  in  County  Donegal, 
the  landlords  had  taken  care  to  re- 
wrre  to  themBolves  all  rights  and  privi- 
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leges  in  regard  to  this  land.  Where 
they  had  allowed  the  tenants  to  use  it,  it 
bad  only  been  for  a  few  months  at  a 
time,  so  that  it  came  into  their  possession 
again  every  year,  and  they  were  enabled 
to  do  with  it  as  they  thought  proper. 
If  that  was  the  case,  it  would  be  a 
monstrous  hardship  if  a  tenant  who 
had  the  right  of  selling  his  interest 
in  his  holding  should  also  have  the 
right  of  selling  an  interest  in  the 
privilege  of  using  this  land  which 
had  been  granted  to  bim  from  time  to 
time  by  the  landlord.  He  (Sir  Walter 
B.  Barttelot)  hoped  he  had  put  the  case 
clearly,  because  the  matter  was  one  that 
really  deserved  serious  consideration 
at  the  hands  of  the  Committee.  He 
was  quite  sure  that  the  Prime  Minister 
was  most  anxious  that  nothing  whloh 
could  in  any  way  imply  that  tius  pro- 
perty, which  belonged  to  the  landlord, 
should  be  taken  away  and  given  to  the 
tenant  to  whom  it  did  not  belong,  should 
be  put  in  the  Bill.  He  ventured,  there- 
fore, to  hope  that  tho  words  he  asked 
the  Committee  to  introduce,  the  Govern- 
ment would  allow  to  be  inserted. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  26,  lino 
34,  after  the  word  "  land,"  insert  "  un- 
reclaimed moorland." — {Sir  Walter  B. 
Barttelot.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
bo  there  inserted." 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  said,  he  did  not 
think  that  unreclaimed  moorland  should 
be  excluded.  Either  such  land  was  in 
poHsession  of  the  landlord,  or  it  was 
part  of  the  tenant's  holding.  If,  as  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Baronet  said  was  the 
case  in  Donegal,  the  land  was  reserved 
by  tho  landlords,  it  would  not  be  affected; 
but,  on  the  other  hand,  if  it  formed 
part  of  a  tenant's  holding,  he  (the  At- 
torney General  for  Ireland)  failed  to  see 
why  it  should  aot  be  dealt  with  by  the 
Bill.  That  was  precisely  the  kind  of 
land  tliat  ought  to  be  protected. 

Mr.  O'SULLIVAN  could  not  see  any 
reason  for  tho  Amendment,  unless  it  was 
to  deter  people  from  reclaiming  moor- 
land. If  the  tenants  reclaimed  this 
moorland,  it  was  surely  in  the  interests 
of  the  country  as  well  as  themselves ;  but 
if  the  Committee  exempted  this  unre- 
claimed waste  land  from  the  Bill,  the 
tenantry  would  have  nothing  to  do 
with  it. 

\mrtiith2f%ght.'\ 
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Mb.  HEALY  wished  to  ask  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Attor- 
ney General  for  Ireland,  whether  he 
had  considered  the  question  of  cut- 
away bogland?  In  many  cases  the 
tenants  held  land  from  which  the  bog 
had  been  cut  away,  and  which,  there- 
fore, was  of  no  use  to  anyone.  If  the 
Amendment  was  accepted,  there  would 
be  no  inducement  for  anyone  to  reclaim 
such  land.  When  the  bog  was  on  the 
land,  the  tenants  had  common  right 
over  it.  He  should  like  the  Government 
to  consider  what  ought  to  be  the  posi- 
tion of  these  large  tracks  of  cut-away 
bog  land,  supposing  the  tenantry  wished 
to  reclaim  it. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  foe 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  said,  that  the 
right  referred  to  by  the  hon.  Member — 
namely,  the  right  of  turbary — was  well 
known  in  Ireland.  Where  the  right 
was  g^ven,  when  all  the  turf  was  taken 
away  the  right  was  at  an  end — the 
thing  was  over.  There  were  other  cases, 
which  were  not  uncommon,  where  the 
land  itself  was  common  property.  In 
these  cases,  when  the  bog  was  removed, 
the  land  would  still  continue  to  be 
common  property,  and  would  not  belong 
to  the  landlord. 

Sib  JOSEPH  M'KENNA  said,  that 
supposing  the  bog  had  been  cut  away, 
and  the  land  had  been  put  in  cultivation 
by  the  tenants,  it  would  be  very  unfair 
to  allow  the  landlord  to  resume  posses- 
sion of  it.  No  doubt,  in  the  past,  the 
landlord,  if  he  had  availed  himself  of 
his  extreme  rights,  would  have  been 
enabled  to  do  so ;  but,  in  the  future, 
where  the  tenant  had  enjoyed  posses- 
sion of  the  substratum,  it  should  be 
merged  into  his  holding.  He  did  not 
know  whether  the  Bill  would  do  any- 
thing in  the  matter. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  said,  that  if  a 
tenant  went  on  paying  a  certain  rent 
under  which  he  enjoyed  certain  rights, 
and  this  right  was  not  taken  from  him, 
by  implication  the  land  would  become 
part  of  the  holding. 

Mb.  HEALY  said,  he  wished  to  point 
out  that  where  the  tenant  had  enjoyed 
the  use  of  the  turf  on  common  land,  it 
would  be  undesirable  that  the  land, 
when  cleared,  should  be  left  to  go  to 
waste.  He  would  ask  the  Government 
to  hold  out  some  inducement  to  the 
'tenants  to  reclaim  land  of  that  kind, 


and  not  to  allow  it  to  remain  in  the 
hands  of  landlords  in  a  useless  condi- 
tion. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE:  I  would  point 
out  to  the  hon.  Member  for  Wexford 
that  we  have  no  more  power  over  land 
like  that  than  we  have  over  other  rights 
that  the  landlord  may  possess.  Unless 
the  landlord  has  been  taking  rent  for 
this  land  I  do  not  see  how  we  can  deal 
with  it. 

SiB  JOSEPH  M'KENNA  said,  that 
this  case  would  sometimes  arise,  that  the 
rent  fixed  for  a  holding  would  be  higher 
in  consequence  of  the  rights  of  turbary 
than  would  otherwise  have  been  the 
case.  If  a  lower  rent  was  asked  when 
the  turf  had  vanished  the  tenant  would 
have  no  claims  on  the  land. 

Mb.  MARUM  said,  the  hon.  Member 
for  Wexford  (Mr.  Healy)  did  not  see  the 
distinction  that  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Attorney  General  drew. 
There  might  be  a  joint  tenancy  in  any 
particular  bogland,  or  there  might  be 
only  a  right  of  common. 

Mb.  GIBSON  said,  the  Amendment 
was  an  important  one,  and  unquestion- 
ably, if  it  was  not  to  be  dealt  witn  now  or 
on  Report,  it  might  lead  to  a  great  deal  of 
hardship.  This  unreclaimed  moorland 
was  sometimes  let  on  the  easiest  terms, 
sometimes  at  a  trifling  rent,  sometimes 
even  at  no  rent  at  all.  It  was  let,  not 
for  the  purpose  of  reclaiming,  nor  for 
any  other  substantial  purpose,  but  for 
the  mere  sake  of  allowing  the  tenantry 
to  send  their  cattle  on  it  to  graze.  It 
was  sometimes  given  as  a  separate  hold- 
ing, and  sometimes  as  an  aadition  to  a 
holding.  The  subsequent  sub-section, 
he  was  aware,  excluded  pasture  lands  of 
a  certain  value,  and  also  under  certain 
other  conditions;  but  this  unreclaimed 
mountain  land,  which  was  very  common 
in  Tyrone  and  Donegal,  and  which  had 
been  given  on  easy  terms,  would  not 
come  within  the  value,  or  very  little  of 
it  would  come  within  the  value,  fixed 
under  sub-section  3 ;  very  little  would 
come  within  the  value  fixed  under  sub- 
section 4.  The  matter*  was  of  some  im- 
portance, and  he  quite  agreed  with  what 
was  said  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Lime- 
rick County  (Mr.  O'SuUivan),  that  it 
would  be  unreasonable  to  interfere  with 
tenants  in  processes  of  reclamation.  That 
was  not  the  point  at  all ;  but  there  were 
cases  where  the  land  was  let  on  very 
easy  terms,  so  that  a  man  might  ooca** 
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nonany  allow  his  cattle  to  roam  over  it 
and  get  what  pastnre  they  could.  It 
was  certainly  not  reasonable  that  such  a 
case  aa  that  should  be  dealt  with.  He 
had  no  doubt  that  on  Report  the  ques- 
tion would  be  raised  again  by  the  hon. 
Baronet  the  Member  for  Coleraine  (Sir 
Hervey  Bruce),  who  was  thoroughly 
conversant  with  the  subject.  He  would, 
therefore,  recommend  that  the  Amend- 
ment be  withdrawn. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  26,  line  34,  after  *'  demesne  land," 
to  inaert  "  or  any  land  being  or  forming  part  of 
a  home  farm." — (Jfr.  Attorney  General  for  Ire- 
land,) 

Question  proposed,  ''  That  those  words 
be  tbere  inserted." 

Mb.  O'SULLIYAN  said,  he  should 
Hke  to  know  from  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  what  he  meant  by 
a  "  home  farm ;  "  because  if  he  (Mr. 
O'SuUivan)  understood  the  common  Eng- 
lish of  it,  it  meant  where  the  occupier 
resided,  and  if  that  were  the  case,  every 
tenant  farm  in  Ireland  was  a  *'home 
farm."  He  was  afraid  that  the  phrase 
would  cover  every  farm  in  Ireland  ;  at 
any  rate,  he  thought  the  Amendment 
was  a  very  dangerous  one,  and  should 
not  be  accepted. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  said,  that  the 
phrase  would  be  understood  as  meaning, 
sabstantially,  a  pleasure  farm  attached 
to  an  estate— a  farm  cultivated  by  the 
owner  of  an  estate  for  his  own  amuse- 
ment. It  was,  practically,  the  demesne, 
but  did  not  come  under  the  definition  of 
a  demesne. 

Mb.  MARUM  said,  that  as  he  under- 
stood the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man, he  wished  the  *'  home  farm  "  to  be 
understood  as  being  part  of  a  farm  be- 
longing to  the  owner  in  fee  that  might 
be  a  distance  from  the  park  or  from  the 
mansion.  Why  they  wanted  to  bring 
this  measure  into  play  was  because  they 
saw  the  necessity  of  there  being  a  part- 
nership between  the  tenant  and  the 
owner.  That  principle  was  carried  out 
in  the  clauses,  and  where  the  question 
of  town  parks  arose  there  should  be  a 
partnership  recognized,  or  the  tenant's 
interest  would  be  confiscated.  Neither 
the  landlord  nor  the  tenant  should  be 
fiUowed  to  confiscate  the  interest  of  the 


other.  He  thought  the  words  "draw 
farm"  should  be  inserted  as  well  as 
**  home  farm." 

Mr.  0;SULLIVAN  said,  that  if  the 
Commissioners  would  be  likely  to  take 
the  same  view  of  the  matter  as  the  rig] it 
hoD.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Attor- 
ney General  for  Ireland  there  would  bo 
no  danger;  but,  as  the  question  stood, 
the  Amendment  would  bo  a  very  dan- 
gerous one.  lie  did  not  know  what  a 
*'  home  farm  "  could  bo  in  Ireland,  if  it 
wore  not  a  farm  upon  which  a  man  lived. 
Would  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman object  to  add  the  words  ''or 
ornamental  residence  ?  " 

Mr.  HEALY  wished  to  know  on  whom 
the  burden  of  proof  would  be  thrown  in 
these  cases?  This  was  an  important 
question,  and  he  had  an  Amendment 
later  on  to  throw  the  burden  of  proof  as 
to  the  present  tenancy  on  the  landlord, 
because  he  was  the  person  who  would 
keep  books  and  accounts,  whereas  the 
tenants  would  be  more  likely  to  be  with- 
out such  records. 

TuE  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  said,  as  he  un- 
derstood the  Act,  it  would  apply  to  all 
tenants  of  every  kind.  The  effect  of 
this  limited  section  would  be  to  with- 
draw certain  classes  of  holdings,  and  the 
burden  of  proof  would  lay  with  the  land- 
lord to  show  that  these  were  exceptions. 

Mr.  HEALY :  There  can  be  no  ob- 
jection to  put  words  to  that  effect  in  the 
BUI. 

Mr.  O'SULLIVAN:  Has  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  any  ob- 
jection to  adding  the  words  ''or  orna- 
mental residence  ?  " 

The  attorney  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  IjAw):  Those  words 
would  be  altogether  unnecessary,  as  they 
are  included  in  "  demesne  lands." 

Mr.  BIGGAR  said,  it  seemed  to  him 
that  the  Amendment  was  of  a  very  am- 
biguous character,  and  would  possibly 
do  a  great  deal  of  mischief.  It  mi^ht 
be  hold  that  every  farm  in  the  possession 
of  a  landlord,  which  had  been  cultivated 
by  him  for  two  or  three  years,  was  a 
**  home  farm."  The  question  was  one 
of  practice  and  custom — whether  speak- 
ing of  a  "  home  farm  "  which  was  one  or 
two  miles  away  from  the  demense  might 
not  give  rise  to  very  serious  controversy 
when  the  Bill  became  law  ?  He  did  not 
see  any  strong  argument  in  favour  of 
the  Amendment,  or   in  favour  of  the 
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reference  to  demense  lands.  A  present 
tenancy  could  not  be  created  on  the  de- 
mense, and  lie  did  not  see  any  substan- 
tial advantage  to  the  landlord  in  adopt- 
ing the  Amendment.  Strictly  speaking, 
it  would  be  better  to  leaye  the  sub- 
section out  altogether. 

Mb.  DAWSON  said,  the  term  "  home 
farm  "  was  not  understood  in  Ireland, 
but  its  meaning  could  not  fail  to  be  clear 
after  the  explanation  they  had  received 
from  the  Treasury  Bench.  No  doubt, 
the  owner  would  be  in  possession  of  the 
land  ;  but  would  it  not  be  as  well  to  insert 
words  to  that  effect  ?  He  would  propose 
that  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man should  adopt  in  his  Amendment 
the  words  *'in  the  occupation  of  the 
owner." 

Mb.  GIBSON  said,  that  would  neu- 
tralize the  whole  clause.  It  might,  for 
family  reasons,  or  for  his  own  conveni- 
ence, be  a  desirable  thing,  as  far  as  the 
landlord  was  concerned,  that  he  should 
be  able  to  make  a  letting  of  his  demense, 
and  of  his  ''  home  farm."  He  should 
be  able  to  do  that  when  an  emergency 
arose;  and,  when  the  necessity  had 
passed,  he  should  have  power  to  come 
oack  again.  The  Amendment  would 
be  useful  in  the  case  of  minors,  and  a 
great  many  others. 

Mb.  HEALY  asked  whether  the  right 
hoix.  and  learned  Gentleman  (Mr.  Gib- 
son) meant  to  say  that  if  there  was  a 
piece  of  demense  land  let  to  a  tenant, 
the  tenant  should  have  no  tenant  right 
in  connection  with  that  holding?  He 
(Mr.  Healy)  apprehended  that  he  would. 
He  understood  that  it  was  only  the  land- 
lord in  the  occupation  of  the  land  himself 
who  was  not  to  bear  the  burden  of  the 
Bill. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  said,  that  if  a 
person  severed  a  portion  of  his  farm  from 
the  rest,  it  would  cease  to  be  a  *'  home 
farm ;  "  but  it  would  continue  to  be 
such  as  long  as  it  remained  entire. 

Mr.  O'SULLIVAN  said,  he  should  be 
glad  if  the  hon.  Member  for  Stroud  (Mr. 
Brand)  would  give  them  his  opinion  on 
the  subject. 

Mr.  BIGGAR  said,  the  matter  was  a 
very  serious  one,  and  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Attorney  Gene- 
ral for  Ireland  had  failed  to  tell  them 
why  he  had  not  put  in  words  to  make 
the  thing  quite  dear.  The  Amendment 
seemed  to  him  to  be  thoroughly  am- 
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biguous,  and  he  should  have  to  vote 
against  it,  unless  it  were  made  clearer. 

Sib  JOSEPH  M'KENNA  thought 
these  words  might  with  advantage  be 
added  to  the  Amendment —  "or  any 
land  ordinarily  in  the  possession  of  the 
landlord." 

Mb.  MARUM  said,  that  as  there  was 
some  difficulty  in  the  matter,  he  would 
suggest  that  the  Act  should  not  apply  to 
any  "  home  farm  now  in  the  occupation 
of  the  landlord." 

Mb.  O'SULLIVAN  said,  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  might  add 
the  following — **  in  the  occupation  of  the 
owner  at  the  time  of  the  passing  of  the 
Act." 

Mb.  MULHOLLAND  said,  he  could 
speak  without  prejudice  on  that  matter, 
as  he  had  been  in  the  enviable  position 
of  tenant  of  a  "  home  fcum  "  belonging 
to  a  resident  in  his  neighbourhood.  The 
proprietor  and  his  family  had  been  a 
long  time  away,  and  he  (Mr.  MulhoUand) 
had  entered  into  a  written  agreement  to 
give  up  the  farm  at  any  time  on  a  six 
months'  notice.  Unless  the  Amendment 
were  agreed  to,  it  would  be  impossible 
for  anyone  to  make  a  contract  of  that 
kind,  and  it  would  be  a  monstrous  thing 
to  prevent  such  an  agreement  being 
entered  into. 

Mb.  MITCHELL  HENRY  said,  that 
a ''  home  farm  "  might  be  separated  into 
several  portions,  and  one  part  might  be 
distant  half-a-mile  or  more  from  another. 
They  should  not  be  deprived  of  the  privi- 
lege of  having  a  *'  home  farm  "  in  cases 
where  that  farm  was  divided  into  two  or 
more  parts. 

The  O'DONOGHUE  said,  that  land 
that  would  come  under  this  Amendment 
would  be  land  that  had  always  been 
cultivated  by  the  owner.  To  give  the 
Committee  an  idea  of  land  that  should 
not  come  under  the  clause,  he  would 
imagine  that  on  the  passing  of  this  Bill 
a  landlord  might  have  in  his  possession 
land  thrown  up  a  short  time  before  by 
the  tenants.  Such  land  should  not  come 
under  this  Amendment,  and  any  tenant 
t€iking  it  should  have  all  the  benefits  of 
the  Act. 

Mb.  O'SULLIVAN  said,  it  might 
prevent  a  division  if  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  would  add  these 
words — "  in  the  occupation  of  the  owner 
at  the  time  of  the  passing  of  this  Act." 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  said,  that  it  would 
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be  imfSair  to  deprive  a  man  of  the  power 
of  acquiring  a  "  home  farm "  years 
henoe.  He  should  be  ready  to  adopt 
the  words  '*  or  any  land  ordinarily  being 
or  forming  part  of  the  '  home  farm.'  " 

Sib  JOSEPH  M'KENNA :  Ordinarily 
in  possession  of  the  landlord  ? 

Mb.  GIBSON  said,  he  agreed  with 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman's 
exception,  believiDg  it  to  be  a  very 
reasonable  one ;  but  he  thought  that 
the  word  "  ordinarily  "  used  in  this  con- 
nection would  be  much  more  objection- 
able than  the  words  of  the  clause.  It 
would  be  better  to  keep  the  Amendment 
as  it  was,  and  he  was  sure  that  everv  hon. 
Member  in  the  Committee  understood 
perfectly  well  what  was  meant  by  the 
words  "  home  farm." 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to, 

Mb.  HEALY  said,  the  next  Amend- 
ment on  the  Paper  was  in  his  name,  and 
the  subject  with  which  it  dealt,  though  a 
small  one,  had  attracted  a  great  amount 
of  attention  in  Ireland.  Hon.  Members 
from  Ireland  had  received  scores  of 
letters  from  persons  holding  town  parks, 
complaining  of  their  exclusion  from  the 
benefits  of  the  Bill.  There  was  a  great 
deal  of  misconception  as  to  what  a  town 
pcu'k  was,  and  that  misapprehension 
should  be  removed  by  means  of  the 
clear  wording  of  the  provisions  of  the 
Bill.  The  point  he  wished  to  put  to  the 
Government  was  this — whether,  in  the 
case  of  a  small  village  in  Ireland,  where 
there  was  an  increase  of  letting  value, 
it  was  desirable  that  this  exclusion 
should  be  made.  He  had  visited  a  small 
town  of  800  inhabitants  in  Wicklow, 
and  a  number  of  people  had  come  to 
him  and  told  him  they  occupied  lands 
which  were  termed  "town  parks,"  for 
which  they  paid  substantial  sums.  Those 
people  had  shops;  but  they  said  the 
shops  would  not  keep  them,  and  they 
were  really  more  in  the  position  of  far- 
mers who  happened  to  have  shops  than 
in  the  position  of  shopkeepers  who  hap- 
pened to  have  farms.  Life  was  very 
sluggish  in  these  little  towns,  and  the 
advantage  of  living  near  them  and  their 
•mall  markets  was  very  slight ;  and  he 
would,  therefore,  ask  whether  it  was  not 
advisable  to  put  in  a  provision  such  as 
he  proposedln  his  Amendment — namely, 
to  insert  after  the  word  **town,"  the 
words  of  '*  above  6,000  inhabitants."  lie 
knew  a  case  where  town  park  land  was 
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on  the  river  side ;  the  occupier  had  to 
pay  an  extra  rent  for  it,  ana  it  was  ex- 
cluded under  this  Act.  But  it  was 
flooded  every  year,  and  the  tenant 
actually  suffered  a  loss  from  it.  He 
would  urgo  the  Government  to  accept 
the  Amendment;  and  he  would  ask  them, 
at  the  same  time,  whether  they  could 
give  any  idea  of  the  total  acreage  of 
land  held  in  Ireland  which  was  called 
'*  town  parks  ?  "  It  might  be  useful  for 
the  C!ommittee  to  have  that  information 
on  Beport.  No  doubt,  it  could  be  got 
from  the  clerks  of  the  Unions. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  26, 
line  35,  after  *'town,"  insert  **of  above 
6,000  inhabitants."— (J/r.  Ilealy,) 

Question  proposed,  '*  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mb.  LEAMY  reminded  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Prime  Minister  that  there 
was  a  great  difference  of  opinion  exist- 
ing on  the  subject  of  population.  One 
barrister,  for  instance,  would  say  that  a 
population  of  2,000  constituted  a  town, 
and  another  would  restrict  the  popula- 
tion to  200  or  300.  In  that  state  of  un- 
certainty, it  was  only  natural  that  Irish 
Members  should  ask  for  an  explanation 
of  the  term  *'  town  ;  "  and  he  thought 
the  Prime  Minister  should  include  somo 
definition  of  this  in  the  Bill. 

Mr.  FINDLATER  fullv  understood 
the  anxiety  of  hon.  Members  opposite 
with  regard  to  this  question,  which,  in 
many  parts  of  Ireland,  was  one  of  deep 
interest.  There  had  been  many  in- 
stances of  what  he  considered  to  be  the 
very  objectionable  practice  of  turning 
farms  into  town  farms,  in  order  to  get 
the  benefit  of  Acts  of  Parliament.  A 
groat  deal  of  evidence  upon  this  subject 
had  been  given  before  the  Bessborough 
Commission.  He  hoped  the  Govern- 
ment would  accept  the  Amendment. 

Mb.  PLUNKET  pointed  out  that  the 
question  was  one  of  value,  irrespective 
of  population. 

Mr.  SHAW  said,  this  was  a  question 
of  considerable  interest  in  a  great  many 
parts  of  Ireland  ;  and,  havinc;  fully  con- 
sidered the  matter,  he  thought  the  Go- 
vernment would  do  wisely  in  accepting 
the  Amendment,  although  he  considered 
the  figure  of  6,000  as  somewhat  too 
large. 

Mr.  0' SULLIVAN  said,  the  meaning 
of  the  word  **town"  was  at  present  an 
open  question,  and  every  barrister  could 
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tako  his  own  riew  of  it.  For  his  own 
part,  he  thought  the  hon.  Member  for 
Wexford  (Mr.  Healy)  had  gone  a  little 
too  far  in  fixing  the  number  at  6,000  in- 
habitants. The  only  place  in  which  he 
(Mr.  O'Sullivan)  coula  find  a  definition 
of  the  word  **  town  "  was  in  the  Towns 
Improvement  Act  of  1874,  which  in- 
cluded in  the  definition  of  ''town  or 
borough,"  a  place  of  1,600  inhabitants. 
It  was  a  matter  of  notoriety  that  serious 
incony  enience  arose  from  this  uncertainty, 
and  for  that  reason  he  urged  upon  the 
Gbyemment  the  propriety  of  introduc- 
ing into  the  Bill  a  definition  of  some 
kind  or  other  of  the  meaning  of  the 
word  **  town."  If  they  considered  the 
number  expressed  in  the  definition  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Wexford  too  high, 
they  could,  no  doubt,  get  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber to  name  a  smaller  number.  If  some 
definition  were  not  given  in  the  clause, 
undoubtedly  great  litigation  and  ex- 
pense would  arise  after  the  passing  of 
the  Act  with  regard  to  this  particular 
point ;  and,  therefore,  he  appeeded  to  the 
Frime  Minister  to  assist  in  mitigating 
what  was  regarded  by  Irish  Members  as 
the  great  blot  on  the  Bill — namely,  the 
enormous  expense  that  it  would  give 
rise  to. 

Mb.  GIBSON  said,  it  was  very  well 
recognized  that  there  might  be  a  large 
increase  of  value  as  accommodation  land 
in  the  case  of  towns  of  200  or  300  in- 
habitants; while,  in  the  case  of  towns 
of  3,000  or  4,000inhabitants,theremight 
be  none.  It  \^as,  therefore,  quite  obvious 
that  to  confine  the  test  to  population  was 
to  i^ore  the  most  important  condition 
of  all — namely,  the  increase  of  value.  It 
would  be  a  retrograde  step  to  attempt  in 
this  Bill  to  define  that  which  was  im- 
possible of  definition.  The  clause,  as  it 
stood  now,  was  introduced  into  the  Act 
of  1870,  and  passed  unamended  through 
that  House;  moreover,  it  passed  un- 
amended through  the  House  of  Lords, 
and  had  worked  without  friction  ever 
since.  He  thought  it  better  to  retain 
the  clause  in  its  present  form,  inasmuch 
as  confusion  would  unquestionably  arise 
if  it  was  attempted  to  draw  an  arbitrary 
line  in  the  matter  of  population,  which, 
after  all,  was  only  one  test. 

Mr.  BEDMOND  said,  that  the  ques- 
tion of  town  parks  was  exciting,  and 
had  excited  the  greatest  interest  in  Ire- 
land, and  the  proof  that  the  clause  in 
the  Land  Act  relating  to  them  had  not 
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worked  without  friction  was  the  dissatis-' 
faction  that  now  existed  in  some  towns 
on  the  subject.  It  seemed  to  him  that 
the  Government  would  do  well  to  pay 
attention  to  the  opinions  which  had  been 
given  from  almost  every  quarter  of  the 
Committee  by  hon.  Memoers,  whether 
Irish  Members  or  not.  Hon.  Members 
from  Ireland  of  every  shade  of  politics 
had  spoken  in  favour  of  the  Amendment 
before  the  Committee,  with  the  excep- 
tion of  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Dublin  Uni- 
versity  (Mr.  Gibson).  In  a  matter  of 
that  kind  the  opinions  of  Irish  Members 
ought  to  carry  with  them  great  weight 
with  the  Government.  With  regard 
to  the  limitation  proposed,  no  one 
would  think  of  obstinately  adhering  to 
any  particular  limit.  If  only  the  Gk>- 
vernment  would  agree  to  some  limit  in 
the  clause,  he  thought  his  hon.  Friends 
would  not  be  disposed  to  make  any  diffi- 
culty with  regard  to  the  number  of  in- 
habitants. For  his  own  part,  he  was  in 
favour  of  the  number  6,000,  which  he 
believed  was  used  in  the  Public  Health 
Act  passed  in  the  last  Parliament  by  the 
late  Gt)vemment  as  the  definition  of 
a  ''town."  He  thought  it  would  be 
well  if  the  Government  were  to  make  a 
further  statement,  inasmuch  as  the  whole 
of  the  opinions  expressed  by  Irish  Mem- 
bers, with  the  exception  of  those  of  the 
two  right  hon.  ana  learned  Gentlemen 
on  the  Front  Opposition  Bench  (Mr. 
Gibson  and  Mr.  Plunket)  was  in  favour 
of  the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Wexford. 

MB.MULHOLLANDsaid,  bethought 
the  word  '*  ordinarily"  ought  to  satisfy 
hon.  Members  below  the  Gangway.  But 
the  whole  subject  had  been  thrashed 
out  in  1870;  and  in  the  course  of  the 
debates  which  took  place  on  the  Land 
Bill  at  that  time  one  speaker  had  said 
that  the  distinction  between  agrioultoral 
holdings  and  town  parks  had  been  known 
for  centuries.  It  was  obvious  that  the 
tenant  in  these  cases  did  not  reside  on 
the  holding,  and  made  no  improvements. 
The  custom  had  been  for  the  tenant  to 
surrender  to  the  landlord  the  town  park, 
which  was  never  subject  to  sale  or  pur- 
chase, to  the  landlord  who  handed  it 
over  to  the  new  tenant.  There  was  no 
analogy  whatever  between  liown  parks 
and  other  agricultural  holdings ;  and, 
therefore,  he  hoped  the  Government 
would  not  agree  to  any  modification  of 
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the  daiue  which  had  hitherto  worked 
weU. 

Mr.  MITCHELL  HENRY  Baid,  he 
was  clearly  of  opinion  that  the  term 
"  town  parks  "  required  some  definition 
in  the  Bill.  He  had  known  great  hard- 
ship arise  from  places  being  treated  as 
town  parks,  which  were  never  so-called 
before  the  Act  of  1870.  In  one  case,  a 
man  who  had  attained  the  age  of  90 
years  had  lived  for  many  years  on  a 
small  farm,  the  rent  of  which  had  been 
continually  raised  owing  to  its  being  near 
a  town.  At  his  death,  his  son,  who  re- 
lased  to  emigrate,  remained  on  the  land, 
and  continued  to  pay  the  increased  rents, 
and  when  he  (Mr.  Mitohell  Henry)  saw 
him  he  bad  in  his  pocket  a  roll  of  pro- 
missory notes  extending  over  a  period  of 
15  years,  with  which  he  paid  the  rent ; 
he  was  only  able  to  live  by  the  bankers, 
who  knew  the  circumstances,  continually 
advancing  him  money  to  meet  the  notes 
as  they  became  due.  For  his  own  part, 
he  had  never  been  able  to  see  any 
reason  for  the  exemption  of  town  parks 
from  the  operation  of  the  Bill.  What 
reason  could  be  shown  why  a  holding 
near  to  a  town  should  be  exempted  from 
the  jurisdiction  of  the  Court,  as  regarded 
the  fairness  of  the  terms  on  which  it  was 
held,  because  the  rent  was  £2  an  acre 
instead  of  £1  ?  He  was  uuablo  to  see 
why  these  words  relating  to  *  *  town  parks '  * 
had  been  introduced  at  all,  and  trusted 
that  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  in 
a  position  to  consider  the  point  further 
he  would  do  so,  with  the  view  either  of 
including  town  parks  within  the  opera- 
tion of  the  Act,  which  he  (Mr.  Mitchell 
Henry)  thought  was  the  right  course, 
or,  at  any  rate,  with  the  view  of  strictly 
defining  them. 

Mb.  p.  MAETIN  trusted,  if  the  words 
"  town  parks  "  were  not  altogether  ex- 
cluded from  the  Bill,  that  some  definition 
would  be  given.  Ho  believed  that  any- 
one who  had  the  slightest  acquaiutanco 
with  the  working  of  the  Land  Act  of 
1870  would  know  that  there  was  no 
greater  difficulty  than  to  get  a  definition 
of  the  word  *^  town."  There  had  been 
many  opposing  decisions  upon  this  sub- 
ject amongst  the  Judges.  The  words 
made  use  of  in  the  Act  of  1870  were 
extremely  vague,  and  of  a  character  to 
invite  litigation.  Notwithstanding  the 
difficulty  of  making  use  of  apt  and  pro- 
per words  to  define  **town  parks,"  yet 
if  tenants  of  these  holdings  were  to  be 


excluded  it  was  the  duty  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  to  clearly  define  the 
meaning  they  attached  to  the  term.  He 
respectfully  submitted,  as  a  proper  solu- 
tion, that  the  holdings  sliould  be  in- 
cluded within  the  operation  of  the 
Bill.  If  an  increase  of  rent  ought 
justly  to  be  paid  to  a  landlord  for  these 
town  parks,  the  Land  Commissioners, 
who  ascertained  the  judicial  rent,  would 
most  certainly  attach  to  them  as  much 
additional  rent  as  might  be  properly 
paid  for  accommodation,  so  that  no  in- 
jury would  on  that  account  be  done  to  the 
landlord.  He  wished  to  allude  to  the 
fact  that  there  was  a  suggestion  made 
by  four  of  the  members  of  the  Bess- 
borough  Commission  that  town  parks 
should  no  longer  be  excluded  from  the 
operation  of  the  Land  Acts.  Such  was 
their  recommendation  ;  and  seeing  that 
it  could  do  no  possible  harm  to  the  land- 
lords, and  while  the  reason  for  the  ex- 
clusion of  town  parks  which  existed  at 
the  time  of  passing  the  Act  of  1870  was 
no  longer  valid  as  applied  to  this  Bill, 
he  trusted  the  Government  would  not 
continue  their  exclusion. 

Mb.  GILL  said,  he  was  desirous  that 
the  Government  should  agree  to  the  sug- 
gestion of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Kilkenny  (Mr.  P.  Martin)  to  exclude 
town  parks  from  this  clause,  so  that  tho 
occupiers  might  have  an  opportunity  of 
going  into  Court  for  the  purpose  of 
having  a  judicial  rent  fixed.  But  if  the 
Government  could  not  see  their  way  to 
do  that,  then  he  trusted  they  would 
accept  the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Wexford  (Mr.  Healy)  which  was 
then  before  the  Committee.  He  had 
considered  tho  subject  fully,  and  was 
unable  to  see  that  it  could  in  any  way 
do  harm  to  the  landlord  to  adopt  either 
of  those  suggestions,  inasmuch  as  the 
Land  Commission  would  do  no  injustice 
to  the  landlord  in  fixing  the  rent.  There 
wore  many  cases  in  which  it  would  be 
very  difficult  to  draw  a  line  of  demarca- 
tion between  lands  that  were  called 
farms,  and  lands  that  were  called  town 
parks.  For  instance,  ho  knew  of  a  hold- 
ing of  50  acres  within  a  mile  of  a  town 
in  Ireland  which  was  called  a  town  park, 
tho  occupier  of  which  paid  a  rent  of  about 
£6  per  acre,  while  the  farm  adjoining  it 
— and  which  was  only  a  quarter  of  a  mile 
further  from  the  town— of  the  same  size 
and  quality  of  land,  was  let  at  about  half 
that  rent.     The  former   of  these  was 
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called  a  town  farm,  and  the  latter  an 
ordinary  farm.  He  could  not  see  that 
the  so-called  town  park  derived  any 
advantage  from  being  a  quarter  of  a 
mile  nearer  the  town  than  the  other, 
which  ^as  at  all  equivalent  to  the  addi- 
tional rent  of  nearly  £3  10«.  per  acre. 
Again,  in  many  towns,  the  occupiers  did 
not  hold  the  farms  in  the  neighbourhood 
for  the  purpose  of  obtaining  any  extra 
profit  from  the  fact  that  they  were  near 
the  town.  They  held  them  in  order  to 
make  some  profit  in  addition  to  that 
which  they  might  make  from  their  small 
businesses  in  the  town,  for,  owing  to  the 
very  low  state  of  business  in  Ireland,  the 
profits  they  made  by  their  shops  were  by 
no  means  sufficient  to  supply  them  with 
the  means  of  living.  They  took  these 
farms  for  the  purpose  of  increasing  their 
small  incomes,  and  it  was  only  by  send- 
ing their  goods  to  considerable  distances 
that  they  could  make  any  profit  out  of 
them  whatever.  Under  these  circum- 
stances, he  thought  the  Government 
should  take  the  suggestions  which  had 
been  made  into  consideration,  and  either 
withdraw  the  words  **  town  parks  "  from 
the  clause,  or  mention  some  number  of 
inhabitants  of  the  towns  as  a  limit 
beyond  which  the  clause  should  not 
operate. 

LoBD  GEORGE  HAMILTON  thought 
that,  inasmuch  as  the  Government  ap- 
peared to  be  influenced  rather  by  tne 
number  of  persons  who  spoke  for  and 
against  an  Amendment  than  by  the 
arguments  which  they  used,  it  was  right 
to  express  his  hope  that  they  would 
retain  the  sub-section  as  it  stood,  in- 
stead of  agreeing  to  its  being  altered  in 
the  direction  indicated  by  the  Amend- 
ment. .  It  had  been  pointed  out  that 
town  parks  paid  an  increased  rent  over 
the  other  land  in  the  district,  and  that 
they  were  generally  in  the  occupation  of 
some  person  living  in  the  neighbour- 
ing town  or  city.  Now,  supposing  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Wexford  (Mr.  Healy)  was  accepted,  and 
an  arbitrary  numerical  limit  as  to  popu- 
lation placed  in  the  clause,  it  would, 
undoubtedly,  result  that  a  considerable 
number  of  persons  occupying  town  parks 
would  get  a  tenant  right  which  they 
were  not  entitled  to.  He  pointed  out  to 
the  Committee  that  there  was  a  great 
deal  more  behind  this  proposal  than  at 
first  sight  appeared.  It  might,  for  in- 
stance, very  materially  affect  the  growth 
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of  towns  in  various  parts  of  Ireland, 
because  if  they  gave  to  people  occupy- 
ing the  lands  in  question  rights  which 
they  never  had  before,  and  which  they 
could  sell  for  a  considerable  sum  of 
money,  they  naturally  increased  the 
value  of  the  land  that  adjoined  the 
town,  and  made  it  more  difficult  for  the 
landlords  to  afford  additional  accommo- 
dation. 

Mr.  DALY  said,  the  Prime  Minister 
appeared  to  have  forgotten  that  if  the 
question  of  town  parks  came  before 
the  Court  the  Commissioners  would  have 
to  take  into  consideration  all  the  cir- 
cumstances of  the  holding.  Therefore, 
in  taking  the  words  '*  town  parks"  out 
of  the  sub-section  there  could  be  no  pos- 
sible injustice  done  to  the  landlord.  On 
the  other  hand,  if  the  words  were  re- 
tained a  great  injustice  would  be  done 
in  many  cases,  unless  a  close  definition 
was  given.  With  regard  to  the  Amend- 
ment before  the  Committee,  he  was  in- 
clined to  the  view  expressed  by  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Dublin  University  (Mr. 
Gibson^  that  a  numerical  limit  was  not 
the  only  test  to  be  applied,  while  he 
agreed  with  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Kilkenny  (Mr.  P.  Martin)  that 
for  the  purposes  of  this  Bill  the  words 
"  town  parks  "  should  be  excluded  from 
the  clause  altogether. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  It  appears  that 
I  have  arrived  at  a  conclusion,  in  con- 
junction with  my  right  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  (Mr.  Gibson),  in  reference  to 
this  point  which  will  not  be  satisfactory 
to  hon.  Members  generally.  But  we 
are  now  dealing  with  a  subject  of  g^at 
importance,  entirely  distinct  from  the 
general  provisions  and  purport  of  the 
Sill — that  is  to  say,  the  local  limits 
within  which  it  will  apply,  or,  as  it  may 
be  termed,  the  geography  of  the  ques- 
tion. This  is  a  matter  which  has  not 
been  before  under  our  *  consideration, 
and  which  is  altogether  new.  There 
has  been  a  kind  of  general  assumption 
that  this  Bill  was  to  adhere  to  the  lines 
of  the  Land  Act  of  1870.  I  do  not 
recollect  that  the  Commission  which  pre- 
ceded the  introduction  of  this  Bill  was 
so  minute  in  its  inquiries  as  to  touch 
upon  this  subject  in  their  Beport. 
Everyone  has  known  for  the  last  six 
months  that  proposals  were  about  to  be 
made  affecting  the  relations  of  landlords 
and  tenants  in  Ireland;  but  that  wa» 
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taken  to  mean  the  relations  of  landlord 
and  tenant  as  understood  in  the  Land 
Act  of  1870.  If  I  were  dealing  with 
the  question  for  the  first  time  I  should 
feel  stronffly  the  appeal  made  to  me  by 
hon.  Memoers.  I  cannot  conceive  for  a 
moment  that,  if  these  matters  were 
brought  within  the  puryiew  of  the 
Gourt,  the  Court  would  be  so  insensible 
of  its  duty  as  to  reduce  the  rent ;  and, 
therefore,  I  do  not  think  we  should  be 
doing  an  injury  to  the  landlord  simply 
by  extending  to  him  the  jurisdiction  of 
the  Court.  But  I  feel,  on  the  whole, 
obliged  to  take  this  line.  I  think  it  is 
our  duty  to  say  that  we  must  regard  the 
question  of  town  parks  as  a  separate 
matter,  and  that  we  cannot  with  equity 
to  all  parties  introduce  into  the  scope  of 
the  Bill  at  the  eleventh  hour — I  might 
Bay  at  this  advanced  portion  of  the 
twelfth  hour— of  the  discussion  on  the 
Bill,  a  subject  which  is  new  in  the 
•ense  of  its  not  having  been  fairly  be- 
fore the  minds  of  the  parties  interested. 
Therefore,  Sir,  we  feel  it  to  be  our  duty 
to  adhere  to  the  clause  as  it  stands,  not 
as  sajdng  that  the  present  state  of  the 
law  as  regards  this  subject  is  satis- 
factory, but  because  we  feol  wo  cannot 
undertake  to  legislate  upon  it  before 
notice  has  been  given  to,  and  before 
we  have  obtained  from,  the  persons  inte- 
rested, all  the  light  which  they  can 
throw  upon  it. 

Mb.  HEALY  said,  the  argument  of 
the  Prime  Minister  had  proceeded  upon 
the  assumption  that  all  parties  interested 
in  the  present  transactions  with  refer- 
ence to  the  Land  Question  in  Ireland 
had  received  due  notice  of  changes  pro- 
posed. Of  course,  it  was  not  to  be  ex- 
pected that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
could  make  himself  acquainted  with  the 
movement  of  Irish  opinion  on  small 
matters  of  this  kind ;  but  he  was  in  a 
position  to  inform  him  that  if  there  was 
one  point  on  which  Irish  feeling  had 
been  expressed  strongly  it  was  upon 
this  subject  of  town  parks.  With  re- 
gard to  the  Notice  which  hon.  Mem- 
bers had  received  upon  this  Amend- 
ment, he  begged  to  say  that  he  had 
handed  it  to  the  Clerk  at  the  Table 
immediately  the  Bill  had  been  read  a 
second  time,  so  that  there  had  been 
ample  opportunities  for  studying  the 
Amendment  on  the  part  of  hon.  Mem- 
bers. He  reminded  the  Premier  that 
he  appeared  to   be  under  the  impres- 


sion that  there  was  compensation  for 
disturbance  in  the  case  of  occupiers  of 
these  lands.  It  was  a  shocking  thing 
to  think  that  after  they  had  made  im- 
provements on  their  farms  and  were 
turned  out  they  were  not  •ntitled  to 
compensation.  By  leaving  the  queetion 
of  town  parks  in  its  present  position 
the  Government  were  siinply  putting  a 
premium  on  agitation.  They  admitted 
the  injustice  of  the  present  system,  but 
said  that,  owing  to  the  want  of  notice 
to  the  parties  interested,  it  was  unde- 
sirable to  entertain  an  Amendment  of 
this  kind.  He  appealed  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  if  he  could  not  agree 
to  the  Amendment  at  that  moment,  to 
say  that  the  matter  should  be  con- 
sidered before  Heport. 

Mb.  a.  MOGHE  said,  as  he  under- 
stood the  existing  law,  tenants  who  held 
town  parks  were  entitled  to  the  protec- 
tion of  the  Act  of  1870  in  respect  of 
their  improvements ;  they  were  also  en- 
titled to  be  recouped  for  the  money  given 
to  the  previous  occupier  with  the  consent 
of  the  landlord ;  but  they  were  not  en- 
titled to  compensation  for  disturbance. 
If  the  Government  would  say  that  the 
Commissioners  might  value  town  parks, 
as  weU  as  other  agricultural  holdings, 
he  believed  it  would  add  to  the  number 
of  those  persons  in  Ireland  who  regarded 
this  Bill  with  satisfaction.  But  he  could 
not  support  the  Amendment,  because,  if 
they  once  landed  themselves  in  the 
valuation  of  town  parks,  he  could  not 
understand  how  they  could  confine  them- 
selves to  towns  of  6,000  inhabitants. 

Mr.  LEAMY  said,  as  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister had  stated  that  the  present  law  on 
this  subject  was  not  satisfactory,  but 
that  the  question  of  altering  it  could  not 
be  entertained,  because  tibe  landlords 
had  not  had  sufficient  notice,  Irish 
Members  would  have  to  teU  the  people 
of  Ireland  that  if  they  wished  the  defects 
in  the  law  to  be  removed  it  would  be 
necessary  to  get  up  another  agitation. 

Mk.  O'SULLIVAN  said,  the  argu- 
mente  of  hon.  Members  had  traveUed 
wide  of  the  Amendment  before  the  Com- 
mittee ;  and  it  would  appear  from  some 
of  them  that  the  supporters  of  the 
Amendment  wished  to  get  rid  of  the  ex- 
emption of  town  lands  from  the  opera- 
tion of  the  Bill  altogether.  But  that 
was  not  the  case.  They  were  asking  for 
a  definition  of  ''town  parka,"  and  did 
80  with  the  desire  of  ayolding,  in  future, 
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the  expense  and  litigation  which  had 
already  arisen  from  the  state  of  uncer- 
tainty in  which  this  question  was  in- 
volved. They  wanted  the  Government 
to  define  the  meaning  of  **  town,"  for 
the  purpose  of  this  Bill,  and  not  leave 
open  the  door  to  future  uncertainty,  and 
the  inevitable  expense  attached  to  it. 

Mb.  SHAW  hoped  that  the  clause 
would  be  allowed  to  pass  after  the  as- 
surances of  the  Prime  Minister.  Look- 
ing at  the  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Wexford  (Mr.  Healy),  it 
appeared  to  require  some  verbal  altera- 
tions, which  would  make  it  more  effec- 
tual; and  he  thought  the  best  course 
to  pursue  was  that  this  matter  should 
be  removed  altogether  from  the  diffi- 
culties of  legal  decisions,  and  that  it 
should  be  placed  in  the  hands  of  the 
new  Court  which  was  to  be  established 
under  this  Bill.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Downpatrick  (Mr.  Mulholland)  had 
stated  that  these  town  parks  were  not 
subject  to  purchase  and  sale  in  the  same 
way  as  other  agricultural  holdings ;  but 
he  (Mr.  Shaw)  could  point  out  to  him 
many  cases  in  the  South  of  Ireland 
where  the  reverse  was  the  case,  very 
large  sums  being  paid  for  them.  He 
was  in  favour  of  the  matter  being  dealt 
with  in  the  Bill,  in  a  manner  that  would 
do  no  injury  at  all  to  the  rights  of  the 
landlords  ;  while,  at  the  same  time,  the 
interests  of  the  occupiers  were  guarded* 
He  thought  the  question  might  safely 
be  left  in  the  hands  of  the  Government. 

Mb.  MAOAKTNEY  said,  the  proposal 
was  that  the  smaU  towns  and  villages 
should  not  be  treated  like  the  large 
towns;  but  it  was  generally  the  small 
villages  that  had  ''town  parks"  near 
them.  These  spaces  near  the  large 
towns  were,  as  a  rule,  occupied  by  mar- 
ket gardeners.  It  was  a  rare  thing  for 
large  towns  to  have  farnis  near  them 
kept  for  grazing  purposes  ;  whereas,  in 
the  case  of  small  places,  it  was  very 
common. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  I  recognize  the 
spirit  of  my  hon.  Friend's  (Mr.  Shaw's) 
suggestions ;  but  I  am  bound  to  say  that, 
in  view  of  the  short  time  that  will  elapse 
before  the  Beporfc,  we  do  not  feel  that 
we  should  be  able  to  put  forward  any 
satisfactory  provision  dealing  with  the 
lands  in  question.  This  is  a  question 
which,  undoubtedly,  requires  the  great- 
est amount  of  consideration ;  and,  al- 
though I  might  be  able  to  taturfy  myself 

Mr.  ffSulKpan 


upon  it  very  easily,  if  it  were  to  bo 
decided  according  to  my  own  view,  there 
is  another  element  in  our  judgment 
necessary,  and  that  is,  that  we  should 
have  the  benefit  of  all  the  assistance  and 
information  which  can  be  afforded  by 
the  parties  interested.  It  is  by  having 
had  recourse  to  such  information  and 
assistance  that  we  have  alone  been  able 
to  cope  with  this  great  Land  Question  to 
the  extent  which  we  have  done.  But 
there  are  other  reasons  which  must  have 
their  due  weight  in  deciding  the  course 
which  the  Government  have  to  pursue. 
I  do  not  think  we  have  any  judgment  on 
the  subject  in  the  Eeport  of  the  Bess- 
borough  Commission ;  and  with  regard 
to  the  suggestion  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Kilkenny  (Mr.  Martin),  I 
can  conceive  that  very  serious  objections 
might  be  raised  to  the  removal  of  the 
words  ''town  parks"  altogether  from  the 
clause ;  and,  again,  I  feel  considerable 
doubt  as  to  the  distinction  proposed  to  be 
drawn  between  small  and  large  towns. 
I  believe  that  the  lands  in  question  are 
much  more  known  in  connection  with 
small  than  large  towns.  Then  let  hon. 
Members  consider  the  difficulties  in- 
volved in  the  proposal  to  bring  town 
parks  within  the  operation  of  the  Bill. 
At  present,  the  holders  of  town  parks  can 
claim  for  improvements,  and  even  if 
they  could  claim  compensation  for  dis- 
turbance they  have  no  title  to  sell  their 
tenant  right;  they  have  no  protection 
against  the  arbitrary  augmentation  of 
rent,  and,  finally,  they  have  no  right  to 
go  into  the  Court.  These  are  all  serious 
questions ;  and  although  wo  are  prepared 
to  do  our  best,  I  cannot  honestly  give  a 
promise  that  we  can  reconsider  the  mat- 
ter usefully  before  Eeport.  I  frankly 
own,  however,  that  the  present  state  of 
the  law  on  this  subject  is  unsatis- 
factory. 

Mb.  MACFAELANE  said,  that/after 
the  distinct  statement  of  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister, he  could  see  no  advantage  in 
arguing  the  question  further,  against 
his  decision.  He,  however,  suggested 
to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  he 
might  reasonably  accept  the  Amendment 
standing  in  the  name  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Dundalk  (Mr.  C. 
Hussell),  which  he  should  be  happy  to 
move  on  behalf  of  that  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman,  if  he  were  not  in  his]  place 
when  it  was  reached  by  the  Com- 
mittee. 
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Ub.  HEALT  aaid,  be  conld  perceive  j 
that  the  mind  of  the  right  hon.  Geatle- 
man  the  Prime  Uinisterwas  open  so  for 
u  this  question  was  concerned ;  and  he  | 
imdeTstood  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
maa  req,uired  further  evidence  and  time 
fia  oonsideration.  He  (Mr.  Healy)  was 
in  a  position  to  supply  the  right  hon. 
Oentleman  with  plenty  of  evidence  bear- 
ing on  the  subject,  and  would  ask  him 
if  ne  was  willing  to  grant  a  Select  Oom- 
mittee  to  inquire  into  the  question  of 
"town  parks"  next  Session,  with  a 
view  to  striking  out  the  words  relating  to 
them  from  the  Act,  if  the  Beport  of  the 
Committee  was  in  favour'of  that  course  ? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE:  Aal  have  already 
indicated,  I  am  not  prepared  to  affirm 
that  the  pr^nt  law  bearing  upon  this 
subject  ia  satisfactory.  We  regard  the 
question  as  to  the  best  means  of  dealing 
vith  this  matter  as  open  to  considera- 
tion ;  but  we  may  find  it  to  be  our  duty 
to  investigate  it  during  the  Becess. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  Attounev 
GsHBaAi.  for  Ibeland,  Amendment  made 
in  page  37,  line  8,  after  "let,"  by 
leanng  out  the  words  "and  expressed 
in  the  document,"  in  order  to  insert  the 
words  "by  written  contract  ot  tenancy 
therein  expressed." 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  p&ge  27,  Itao  11,  to  leave  out  "any  cot- 
tage ulotmect  cut  cxccediag  a  quarter  of  an 
lUIO." — (Jfr.  Liamy.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
proposed  to  oe  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Clause." 

Thb  ATTOENEY  general  foe 
lEELAND  (Mr.  Law)  was  understood 
to  say  he  did  not,  of  course,  know  the 
exact  view  which  the  hon.  Member  (Mi 
Xieamy)  took  of  the  advantage  which 
the  agricultural  labourer  might  derive 
from  being  able  to  go  into  Court ;  but 
the  matter  was  open  to  question.  He 
thought  it  would  be  safer  to  leave  it  to 
be  dealt  with  in  the  mannorp  reposed  by 
his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland.  The  labourer  iu  Ire- 
land was  not  constantly  employed  on  one 
farm,  and,  indeod,  the  less  he  was  tied 
to  one  neighbourhood  the  better  it  would 
be  for  him.  It  was  not  thought  desir- 
able to  give  him  a  position  as  against 
the  farmer;  and,  consequently,  it  was 
decided  not  to  allow  the  operation  of 
this  Bill  to  apply  to  very  small  holdings. 
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at  any  rate,  to  less  than  half  an  acre  of 
land. 

Mb.  healy  thought  the  labourer 
should  be  left  alone  to  go  to  the  Court 

'  not  as  he  pleased. 

SiK  JOSEPH  M'KENNA  thought  the 
Qovemment  would  do  well  to  leave  the 
clause  as  it  stood.  He  asked  his  hon. 
Friend  not  to  press  his  Amendment. 

Mb.  MACABTNEYaaid,  the  adoption 
of  the  Amendment  of  tbe  hon.  Member 
[Mr.  Leamy)  would  discourage  persons 
who  might  otherwise  be  willing  to  let 
a  quarter  of  an  acre,  because  they  would 
be  creating  an  estate  that  it  would  be 
very  difficult  to  manage. 

Question  put,  and  agrted  to. 

Mb.  BRODEICK  said,  he  had  under- 
stood that  the  right  hon.  and  learned 

Gentleman  the  Attorney  General  for  Ire- 
land had  expressed  his  intention  of  ac- 
oepttng  the  Amendment  in  his  (Mr. 
Brodrick's)  name,  to  substitute  the  word 
"half"  for  the  word  "  quarter,"  as  ex- 
pressed in  this  sub-section.  He  hoped 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
would  adhere  to  that  view,  because  the 
Amendment  was  intended  solely  for  the 
benefit  of  the  agricultural  labourer.  As 
the  Bill  stood,  it  was  impossible  for  the 
landlord  to  apply  for  the  purpose  of 
labourers'  allotments  more  than  a  quar- 
ter of  an  acre  of  land,  because  he  would, 
by  giving  a  larger  allotment,  bring  the 
letting  within  the  operation  of  this  Act. 
He  (Mr.  Brodrick)  could  point  to  two 
cases  in  which  the  operation  of  the  land- 
lords in  respect  to  cottage  allotments  had 
been  suspended  since  the  Bill  was  intro- 
duced ;  and  it  would  be  most  prejudicial 
to  the  labourers  if  landlords  were  thus 
prevented  &om  placing  them  in  abetter 
position. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  27, 
line  II,  to  leftve  out  "  quarter,  and  in- 
sert "half."— (Ifr.  5rorfrtci.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  word 
'  quarter '  stand  part  of  the  Clause." 

SiB  JOSEPH  M'KENNA  hoped  bis 
hon.  Friend  would  not  press  this  Amend- 
ment. He  did  not  believe  that  if  the 
Bill  remained  in  its  present  form,  so  far 
as  this  sub-section  was  concerned,  that 
the  holdings  would  be  limited  to  a 
quarter  of  an  acre.  On  the  contrary,  he 
believed  they  would  be  much  greater, 
because  he  thought  that  the  landlord 
would  find  it  was  to  his  interest  to  give 
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the  labouring  class  a  position  as  well  as 
the  tenant  class.  It  would  imdoubtedly 
be  the  case  in  the  part  of  the  country 
where  he  resided. 

The  ATTOENEY  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  thought  that  the 
Amendment  should  be  agreed  to,  be- 
cause the  labourer  could  easily  cultivate 
half  an  acre  of  land  in  his  spare  time ; 
and  it  was  undoubtedly  to  nis  benefit 
that  the  landlord  should  feel  himself 
free  to  apportion  more  than  a  quarter 
of  an  acre. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

'  Question,  "That  the  word  'half 'be 
there  inserted,"  put  and  agreed  to. 

Mr.  GIBSON  said,  he  had  an  Amend- 
ment on  the  Paper  relating  to  minors, 
which,  however,  he  should  not  move  at 
that  moment,  in  the  hope  that  his  right 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  would  consider  the 
matter  before  the  Report.  The  Bess- 
borough  Commission  had  reported  that 
it  was  reasonable  that  in  the  case  of  land 
being  let  during  the  minority  of  the 
landlord  there  should  be  some  power  of 
contracting  tenants  out  of  the  operation 
of  the  Act. 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  said,  he  did  not 
see,  at  the  moment,  any  reason  for 
making  the  distinction  suggested  in  the 
case  of  land  belongins^  to  minors,  who 
were  always  pretty  well  looked  after  by 
competent  persons.  But  he  would  con- 
sider the  matter  before  Report. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to,  and 
ordered  to  stand  part  of  the  Bill. 

Clause  47  (Saving  of  existing  tenan- 
cies). 

The  chairman  said,  there  were 
several  Amendments  raising  the  question 
whether  a  lease,  which  ooidd  be  proved 
to  have  been  obtained  by  force,  might  be 
varied  by  the  Court  or  declared  to  be 
void,  thus  placing  the  lessees  in  the 
position  of  present  tenants;  and  it  would 
probably  be  convenient  if  the  question 
were  discussed  as  a  proposed  addition  at 
the  end  of  the  clause,  after  the  other 
Amendments  to  the  clause  had  been 
disposed  of. 

Mr.  M'COAN  said,  he  was  willing  to 
fall  in  with  the  suggestion  of  the  Chair- 
man that  the  Amendment  of  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  should  take  pre- 
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cedence,  although  he  (Mr.  M'Coan)  was 
bound  to  say  that  he  preferred  his  own 
Amendment  on  the  Paper  to  that  of  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman. 

Mr.  MACFARLANE  said,  that,  as 
the  object  he  had  in  view  was  covered 
by  the  Amendment  of  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland,  he  did  not  intend  to  move 
the  Amendment  standing  upon  the  Paper 
in  his  name. 

On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  Attorney  Ge- 
neral for  Ireland,  the  following  Amend- 
ments made : — In  page  27,  line  12,  leave 
out  *'  tenancy,"  in  order  to  insert  **  con- 
tract of  the  tenant;"  line  15,  leave  out 
**  act,"  in  order  to  insert  *'  section  ;  " 
line  15,  before  the  word  *' provision," 
insert  **  lawful." 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  27,  line  19,  after  "act"  insert  "At 
the  expiration  of  existing  leases  the  lessees  shall 
be  deemed  to  be  tenants  of  present  ordinary 
tenancies,  from  year  to  year,  at  the  rents  and 
subject  to  the  conditions  of  their  leases  respec- 
tively,  so  far  as  such  conditions  are  applicable 
to  tenancies  from  year  to  year." — {Mr.  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland,) 

Question  proposed,  *  ^  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mr.  GIBSON  said,  he  had  an  Amend- 
ment of  his  own  on  the  Paper ;  but  he 
should  not  press  it  at  that  juncture.  It 
was  to  introduce  into  the  Amendment 
before  the  Committee,  after  the  words 
"  at  the  expiration  of  existing  leases," 
the  words  "  made  since  the  passing  of 
the  Landlord  and  Tenant  (Ireland)  Act, 
1870."  The  Amendment  moved  by  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  was  one 
which,  although  moved  in  the  most  con- 
cise form,  and  as  if  it  were  one  of  little 
or  on  importance,  was,  in  reality,  one  of 
the  most  important  Amendments  pro- 
posing to  introduce  one  of  the  most 
startling  changes  ever  made  in  an  im- 
portant Government  Bill.  If  there  was 
one  thing  which  more  than  another  ap- 
peared to  be  tolerably  plain  to  anyone 
reading  the  Bill  for  the  first  time — any 
clause  that  appeared  to  convey  its  own 
meaning  with  precision  and  clearness,  it 
was  the  47th  clause.  That  clause  was 
one  which  preserved  in  tact  and  inviolate, 
governed  by  existing  provisions,  con- 
tracts that  had  been  entered  into  be- 
tween landlords  and  tenants,  or  between 
the  representatives  of  landlords  and 
tenants  who  had  entered  into  them  on 
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their  behalf.  The  earlier  part  of  the 
clause,  before  the  Amendment  proposed 
to  be  introduced  by  his  right  hon.  and 
learned  Friend,  laid  down  as  clearly 
and  precisely  as  possible  what  should  be 
the  rights  and  positions  of  those  parties ; 
and,  in  point  of  fact,  he  fMr.  Gibson) 
was  disposed  to  think  that  if  the  Chair- 
man would  examine  with  attention  the 
earlier  part  of  the  clause,  he  would  be 
disposea  to  rule  that  the  Amendment 
of  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man was  out  of  Order,  for  it  was  cer- 
tainly entirely  outside  the  meaning  of 
the  words  of  the  clause  antecedent  to 
the  Amendment.  The  words  of  the 
clause,  as  they  now  stood  before  the 
Amendment  of  his  right  hon.  and  learned 
Friend,  set  forth  that — 

"  Existing  leases  shall  remain  in  force  to  the 
same  extent  as  if  this  Act  had  not  pasAcd,  and 
holdings  subject  to  existing  leases  shall  bo  n^gti- 
lated  by  the  provisions  contained  in  the  stiid 
leases  and  not  by  the  provisions  relating  to  the 
tenancies  in  that  behalf  contained  in  this  Act.*' 

If  there  were  one  thing  that  was  abso- 
lutely clear  about  existing  leases,  it  was 
that  they  all  contained  covenants  to  sur- 
render in  good  order  and  condition  at 
the  termination  of  those  leases,  and  ho 
maintained  that  the  Amendment  was 
absolutely  inconsistent  with  those  cove- 
nants, because  it  said  that  notwithstand- 
ing their  existence  the  tenant  should 
hold  on  as  if  he  were  a  present  tenant. 
Therefore,  he  put  it  to  the  Chairman,  as 
a  matter  of  Order,  whether  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
was  not  absolutely  inconsistent  with  the 
words  at  the  commencement  of  the 
clause  as  already  passed?  But  it  did 
not  at  all  rest  on  what  they  all  knew 
was  contained  in  every  lease  drawn  up  in 
Ireland;  but,  under  the  statute  of  1 860 — 
an  Act  called  Deasy's  Act — what  should 
be  covenants  on  the  part  of  every  land- 
lord and  tenant  were  provided  for, 
and  one  of  the  covenants  in  every 
tenancy  was  a  covenant  on  the  part  of 
the  tenant  to  surrender  and  yield  up  at 
the  termination  of  the  lease  the  quiet 
and  peaceable  possession  of  the  hold- 
ing ;  and  notwithstanding  this  and  the 
clear  provision  of  this  section  of  the  Bill 
in  which  the  deliberate  opinion  of  the 
Oovernment  was  stated  in  the  earlier 
portion,  as  framed  by  his  right  hon.  and 
learned  Friend,  that  the  provisions  of 
the  lease  were  to  have  absolute  and  com- 


plete vitality  and  vigour,  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  now  proposed  to 
provide  that  at  the  termination  of  the 
lease,  instead  of  going  away  and  allow- 
ing the  landlord  to  resume  his  rights, 
the  tenant  was  to  be  able  to  stay  on, 
not  in  any  doubtful  position,  not  in  the 
position  of  a  future  tenant,  but  in  the 
position  of  a  present  tenant — that  was 
to  say,  with  an  absolute  right  to 
walk  into  the  Court  for  the  purpose  of 
having  the  rent  revised,  a  process  that 
would  give  him  a  tenancy  of  15  years, 
and  a  constant  right  of  renewal  as  often 
as  he  might  please.  So  that  this  short 
and  apparently  innocent  Amendment 
was  to  add  to  the  duration  of  the  longest 
lease  at  its  termination,  a  provision 
nullifying  one  of  its  most  important 
expressed  covenants,  and  extending  the 
term  of  tenancy  as  long  as  the  tenant 
pleased,  with  the  power  of  re-adjusting 
the  rent  as  often  as  he  might  think  pro- 
per at  the  end  of  every  successive  term 
of  15  years.  Never  was  there  a  more 
distinct  and  flagrant  violation  of  con- 
tract than  was  proposed  by  this  Amend- 
ment, which  would  set  aside  the  most 
solemn  covenants  and  the  most  deli- 
berate engagements  as  between  man  and 
man.  He  desired  to  point  out  to  the 
Committee  the  necessity  of  making  no 
mistake  as  to  the  second  Amendment  on 
the  Paper  in  the  name  of  his  right  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  which  proposed  to 
deal  with  leases  that  might  be  regarded 
as  unreasonable  and  inequitable.  The 
present  Amendment  of  his  right  hon. 
and  learned  Friend,  was  absolutely  dis- 
tinct from  any  suggestion  of  the  kind 
contained  in  the  second  Amendment.  It 
proposed  to  graft  on  all  leases,  no  mat- 
ter when  made,  nor  how  made,  no  matter 
how  many  important  conditions  were 
executed  by  the  landlord,  no  matter 
how  low  the  rent,  it  proposed  to  say  to 
the  landlord — **At  the  termination  of 
your  lease  you  must  regard  your  tenant 
not  as  a  man  bound  by  covenant  to  sur- 
render his  lease,  but  as  a  man  bound 
by  this  new  confiscating  provision  to 
hold  on  if  he  pleases  for  terms  of  15 
years  as  often  as  he  likes,  with  power 
to  have  the  rent  revised."  He  (Mr. 
Gibson)  ventured  to  say  that  never  was 
a  clause  more  opposed  to  justice  and 
common  sense,  nor  more  absolutely 
opposed  to  every  other  proposal  of  the 
Government  that  the  Committee  were 
entiUed  to  regard  as  expressing  the  de- 
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liberate  opinion  of  the  Goyernment,  at- 
tempted to  be  inserted  among  the  pro- 
visions of  any  Bill.  He  thought  he 
was  entitled  to  say  that  on  this  measure 
his  right  hon.  and  hon.  Friends  and 
himself  had  offered  nothing  but  mode- 
rate, temperate,  and  concise  criticisms  of 
the  Government  proposals.  The  altera- 
tion it  proposed  to  effect  in  the  Bill 
was  one  of  a  most  serious  and  vital 
kind ;  and  he  held  that  it  would  have 
been  a  great  deal  more  frank  and  manly, 
and  would  have  presented  the  action  of 
the  Government  in  a  more  bold  and  in- 
dependent way,  if  they  had  at  once  said, 
**  We  will  strike  this  part  of  the  clause  out 
of  the  Bill; "  because  they  were  here  pro- 
ducing an  Amendment  which  killed  the 
previous  words  of  the  clause,  while  at 
the  end  of  the  clause  they  proposed 
to  introduce  another  Amendment  that 
would  intercept  all  the  other  leases  that 
mieht  have  escaped  the  operation  of  the 
BiU.  The  Amendment  of  his  right  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  was  challenged  in 
several  ways.  He  was  at  present  chal- 
lenging the  absence  of  discrimination  in 
the  Amendment  with  regard  to  leases. 
The  Amendment  dealt  with  all  leases, 
no  matter  what  their  date,  no  matter 
what  the  conditions  were  as  they  were 
originally  executed,  whether  they  were 
executed  before  the  passing  of  the  Land 
Act  of  1870,  and  before  a  knowledge  of 
the  provisions  of  that  Act,  or  after  1870, 
with  a  knowledge  of  its  provisions  and 
what  it  sought  to  effect.  That  was  a 
point  that  was  not  devoid  of  a  broad  sig- 
nificance ;  it  was  not  a  point  that  could 
be  disregarded  by  anyone  who  was  in 
the  slightest  degree  acquainted  with  the 
history  of  the  subject,  nor  by  any  man 
of  common  sense  whether  he  was  ac- 
quainted with  the  subject  or  not.  The 
whole  foundation  of  what  was  regarded 
as  the  tenant  right  of  the  Irish  tenants 
outside  of  Ulster  was  rested  on  the  claim 
to  compensation  for  disturbance  under 
the  3ra  clause  of  the  Land  Act  of 
1870;  and  they  had  heard  over  and 
over  again — in  some  cases  from  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister, and  in  some  others  from  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Lreland — that  that 
clause,  introduced  for  one  purpose,  was 
now  made  the  foundation  of  proposals 
for  another  purpose^that  having  been 
introduced  in  1870  not  to  found  a  tenant 
right  nor  a  claim  for  joint  ownership — 
a  olaim  entirely  repudiated  in  1870  by  I 

i/r.  Gibson 


the  Prime  Minister — it  was  now  to  be 
acted  on  by  the  Prime  Minister,  as  con- 
stituting, whether  originally  intended 
or  not,  a  claim  to  tenant  right.  The 
foundation  of  what  he  (Mr.  Gibson) 
called  by  courtesy  the  equity  of  this 
Bill  rested  on  claims  that  were  founded 
on  the  existence  of  a  right  to  com- 
pensation under  the  3rd  clause  of  the 
Land  Act  of  1870.  How,  he  asked, 
did  that  clause,  which,  as  he  had  said, 
was  made  the  foundation  of  the  clause 
of  this  Bill,  affect  leases  ?  It  must  be 
obvious  to  any  man,  he  cared  not  whe- 
ther educated  technically  or  whether  he 
regarded  it  by  the  strong  light  of  common 
sense,  that  they  must  take  into  considera- 
tion what  was  the  lease  ?  A  lease  made 
antecedent  to  the  year  1870  had  abso- 
lute validity  given  to  all  its  covenants 
under  the  old  Common  Law — that  was 
to  say,  at  the  moment  at  which  he  spoke 
in  respect  of  a  lease  made  prior  to  1870, 
the  landlord  was  entitled  to  resume  pos- 
session if  he  pleased,  and  no  tenant 
holding  under  such  a  lease  could,  at  its 
termination,  have  any  right  to  ask  for 
compensation  for  disturbance.  This  was 
a  position  that  could  not  be  gainsaid, 
denied,  or  questioned.  It  was  not  in 
accordance  with  common  sense  to  treat 
a  landlord  having  these  rights  as  being 
in  the  same  position  as  a  landlord  in 
the  case  of  a  lease  made  after  1870 ;  and, 
therefore.  Section  3  of  the  Act  of  1870 
made  a  broad  and  clear  distinction. 
He  did  not  know  whether  his  right  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  the  Attorney  Gene- 
ral for  Ireland  had  considered  this 
point.  He  believed  that  the  moment 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
did  bring  his  mind  to  bear  on  it  he 
would  alter  the  proposal  to  what  would 
be  just  and  fair ;  but  he  was  curious  to 
know  how  his  right  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  would  justify  this  common  treat- 
ment of  all  landlords  who  started  on 
entirely  dissimilar  conditions.  He  (Mr. 
Gibson)  confessed  that,  at  the  present 
moment,  he  was  entirely  unable  to  see 
it.  He  believed  that  some  hon.  Mem- 
bers had  intimated  that  the  tenants,  at 
the  end  of  their  leases,  would  find  them- 
selves placed  in  the  position  of  future 
tenants.  That  was  the  modest  way  in 
which  it  was  at  first  put — and  anything 
miffht  be  called  modest  in  comparison 
with  what  came  afterwards ;  but  after 
the  speech  that  had  been  made  by  the 
Prime  Minister  one  day,  and  reoall^d 
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the  day  after,  the  suggestion  as  to  a '     Lord    RANDOLPH    CHURCHILL 

future  tenancy  vanishea,  and  the  idea  said,  he  would  like  to  offer  a  suggestion, 

of  a  present  tenancy  was  developed ;  and  and   ask  the  impartial  ruling  of    the 

they  now  found  it  stated  in  the  Amend-  Chairman  on  a  point  of  Order.     The 

ment  that,   at  the  termination  of  his  clause  said — 

lease,  a  tenant  was  to  be  regarded  as  a  «>  Any  leases  or  tenancies  existing  at  the  date 

preBent  tenant.     He  should  like  to  hear  of  the  passing  of  this  Act,  except  yearly  tcnan- 

from  his  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  ^^^^  *°^  tenancies  less  than  yearly  tenancies, 

the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland  how  ^,^^^^  .T^^°?  ^T'V^^  tenancies  (except  as 

^  v«^«««^j   v4^u^A»x  iv*   ^x^Aauvt  xAvwf  aforcsaid)  aro  in  this  Act  referred  to  OS  oxisting 

iie  proposed  to  justify  a  broad  proposal  lenses,  shaU  remain  in  force  to  the  same  extent 

like  this,  which  made  no  discrimination  as  if  this  Act  liad  not  passed." 

or  diatinotion  whatever.    His  right  hon.  Then  came  the  Amendment  of  the  right 

and  learned  Friend,  who  had  moved  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Attor- 

Amendment  in  about  two  minutes,  had  ney  General  for  Ireland,  which  said — 

justified  it  by  what  had  been  already  «*  At  the  expiration  of  existing  leases  the  les- 

done  under  a  judicial  lease,  and  accord-  sees  shall  be  deemed  to  be  tenants  of  present 

ing  to  the  usage  prevailing  in  Ireland,  ordinary  tenancies  from  year  to  year,  at  the 

Surely,   each  of  the  inferences   of  his  J*"*^,  and  subject  to  the  conditions,  of  their 

right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  was  de-  ^*^^'  respectirely,  so  far  as  such  conditions 

ft  ".  ,.,  iv€».i»c.*  j.itouu  nao  uo  ate  apuhcaDle  to  tcnancies  fpom  vcar  to  vcar. 
stracnre  of  the  arirument  he  had  sought  t.^,  ,,  ^  ^  c^y.  t.mi  "  ^ 
to  rely  upon.  A  judicial  lease  could  ^^ *•»«  fi"*  P"*  f  tj'^  ^lU  wereto  remain, 
only  be  entered  into  after  the  passing  of  and  to  be  regarded  as  sense,  the  tenancy 
this  Act  by  the  landlord  with  a  full  must  be  "  as  if  this  Act  had  not  passed  ; ' 
knowledge  of  what  he  was  doing,  and  and  he  would  ask  whether  the  Amend- 
on  the  artual  determination  of  the  judi-  ™«°*  ^^  J^®  "&!'*  •»«"•  ^^  ^^^P'f  ^e°- 
dal  lease;  he  was  warned  by  the  section  p"?**^  *^«  Attorney  General  for  Ire- 

that  a  certain  class  of  tenants  who  would  l""!?  "^"At^r  a'?!?!?*^-^"  ^"^^f  I       .  *i.  . 

be  caUed  into  existence  by  it  would  bo  Jf  ^,  CHAIRMAN  pointed  out  that 

present  tenants.    Where,  he  asked,  was  7^?*  ^'>:^  apparency  caused  some  con- 

the  analogy?    The  landlord,  in  the  case  fusion    m    the    understanding    of   the 

of  a  judicial  lease,  acted  with  his  eyes  Amendmentof  the  right  hon.  and  learned 

open  at  the  outset;  but  after  they  had  Gentleman  the  Attorney  General  for  Ire- 

aud  to  the  landlords,  who  might  have  landwasthat  it  ought  to  have  been  pl«;ed 

made  leases  of  40  years,  or  whoso  an-  ^Y°  J^J^f  ,]^^Z'  ""^^^J  *^®  7f,^\  "f^' 

cestors  might  have  made  long  leases  "^edthat."     He  understood  that  all  the 

before  them,  that  at  the  end  of  the  lease  P,^"^.'*'^!' ^f  *ii      *T'''  ''®"  **!,""'5?u''! 

the  leasee  would  be  a  present  tenant,  he  if  ^^'l'^"}}^^  °^  ^^f°  P^"'^^'  *"^  ***** 

wanted  to    know  where    the    analogy  ^'''r? '^°".*^.V^  *J'°''*"-;;^°  ?ff^P*'°°- 

could  be?     He  was  told  that  another  TTJ^fAi^n^Px?^?^    GENERAL  fok 

argument  was  to  be  based  on  what  was  IRELAND  (Mr.  Kvw)  said,  he  would 

lafgely  the  usage  in  many  of  the  coun-  ?,'^*'°?  his  Amendment  by  moving  that 

ties  of  Ireland.    They  all  knew  that  the  >»  be  jnserted  after  the  words     Provided 

charges  that  had  been  made  against  the  ^  ' 

landlords  had  faded  awav  and  melted  Question, ''That  the  said  Amendment 
into  thin  air,  and  now  the^good-natured  ^^  inserted  after  the  words  '  Provided 
way  in  which  they  had  treated  their  ^^at,' "  put,  and  agreed  to, 
tenants  was  to  be  used  as  a  weapon  Amendment  proposed, 
against  them;  and  that,  whether  they  In  page  27,  line  19,  after  the  word  "Act,"  to 
liked  it  or  not,  they  would  be  compelled  insert  the  words  **  Provided,  That,  at  the  ox- 
to  see  their  property  transferred  from  piration  of  existing  leases,  the  lessees  shall  bo 
them  to  their  tenants.  In  conclusion,  deemed  to  be  tenants  of  present  ordinary  ten- 
1 ^'uji.!  i  j^x  n  ancies,  from  year  to  year,  at  the  rents  and  sub- 
he  wished  to  know  how  the  Govern-  jg^t  to  the  conditions  of  their  leases  respectively, 
ment  could  justify  the  application  of  so  far  as  such  conditions  are  applicable  to  ten- 
the  same  drastic  measures  to  all  cases,  ancies  from  year  to  year/' — (JTr.  Attorney  Qene- 
regardless  of  the  date  and   conditions,  ^^^f^^  Ireland.) 

or  bases  of  the  rent,  of  the  improve-  Question  proposed,  "That  those  words 

ments    effected    by  the    landlord,   and  be  there  inserted." 

of   every    kindness    and  consideration  Me,  GIBSON  moved,  after  the  words 

they  niiffht  hitherto  have  shown  their  " at  the  expiration  of  existing  leases" 

tenants  f  in  the  proposed  Amendment,  to  insert 

[Thirtieth  Nighty 
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the  words  "  made  since  the  passing  of  | 
the  Landlord  and  Tenant  (Ireland)  Act, 
1870." 

Amendment  proposed  to  said  proposed 

Amendment, 

In  line  1,  after  the  word  "  leases/'  insert  the 
words,  **  made  since  the  passing  of  *  The  Land- 
lord  and  Tenant  (Ireland)  Act,  1870.'  **—{Mr. 
Gibson.) 

Question  proposed,  '  *  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted.'' 

LoBD  EANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
said,  he  was  bound  to  say  that  the 
argument  of  his  right  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  (Mr.  Gibson)  against  placing  the 
lessee  of  an  expiring  lease  in  the  posi- 
tion of  a  present  tenant  was  absolutely 
unanswerable  ;  but  he  (Lord  Randolph 
Churchill)  was  also  bound  to  say  that 
he  could  not  follow  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  in  the  distinction  he 
had  drawn  between  leases  made  since 
the  Act  of  1870  and  those  that  were 
made  before  the  passing  of  that  Act. 
Under  the  Act  of  1870  they  had  invited 
the  landlords  to  give  leases  to  the  ten- 
ants, and  certainly  of  the  two  the  leases 
made  since  the  Act  of  1870  were  deserv- 
ing of  most  consideration. 

Mr.  GIBSON  said,  he  had  been  deal- 
ing with  a  technical  distinction  between 
the  two. 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
said,  he  certainly  thought  the  proposal 
of  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland  very 
unfortunate,  as  it  was  copied  verbatim 
from  one  standing  on  the  Paper  in  the 
name  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Wexford 
(Mr.  Healy),  and  it  was  evident  that  it 
was  never  intended  by  Her  Majesty's 
Government  when  they  brought  in  th« 
Bill.  Of  course,  if  the  hon.  Member  for 
Wexford  was  to  be  the  draftsman  of 
this  Bill,  hon.  Members  who  thought 
with  him  (Lord  Randolph  Churchill) 
must  resign  themselves  to  it ;  but,  with 
all  deference  to  the  ruling  of  the  Chair- 
man, he  still  thought  the  Amendment  of 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland  was 
out  of  Order.  The  Amendment  he  (Lord 
Randolph  Churchill)  had  to  move  was 
to  amend  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland's  Amend- 
ment by  adding,  after  the  word  **  leases  " 
the  following  words : — 

'*  At  the  expiration  of  existing  leases,  with  the 
exception  of  all  leases  which  at  the  date  of  the 
pMHDg  of  thii  Act  have  fifteen  yean  to  nm." 

J^.  Gibson 


Irish  leases  were  nearly  all  for  30  years 
and  upwards,  and  by  making  that  Pro- 
viso they  would  only  be  doing  an  act  of 
justice.  Let  them  take  the  case  of  leases 
drawn  up  only  the  other  day  for  a  term 
of  30  years ;  there  would  be  less  than 
justice  in  the  proposal  of  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Attorney  General  for  Ire- 
land. He  did  not  know  whether  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  would 
press  his  Amendment;  but  if  he  did  not, 
or  it  was  not  carried,  he  should  ask 
the  Government  to  kindly  consider  his 
Amendment,  making  some  provision  for 
leases  which,  at  the  date  of  the  Act,  had 
15  years  to  run. 

Colonel  COLTHURST  said,  he  had 
to  remind  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  (Mr.  Gibson),  who  had  stated 
that  the  proposal  as  to  leases  had  come 
on  the  Committee  by  surprise,  that  the 
moment  the  Bill  appeared  the  exclusion 
of  leases  was  the  subject  of  universal 
complaint  in  Ireland.  Nearly  every 
Irish  Member  had  mentioned  the  exclu- 
sion; and  the  Prime  Minister,  though 
he  gave  no  pledge,  admitted  that  the 
question  deserved  consideration,  and 
promised  to  reserve  it  for  consideration, 
without  Ba3ring  how  he  would  deal  with 
it.  He  therefore  thought  the  Irish 
Members  had  no  right  to  complain  of  a 
surprise.  As  to  leases,  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  the  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  had  allowed  the 
justice  of  making  present  tenants  of 
those  who  had  got  leases  since  1870. 
[Mr.  Gibson  :  That  is  quite  a  mistake.] 
The  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
appeared  to  do  so.  Was  it  the  fact  that 
leaseholders  who  received  their  leases 
since  1870  had  no  just  cause  of  com- 
plaint? In  1868-9  a  great  number  of 
leases  were  forced  on  the  tenants,  with 
the  knowledge  that  the  Act  of  1 870  was 
coming  on.  In  the  county  of  Cork,  on 
an  estate  where  leases  had  never  been 
ffiven,  the  tenants  went  to  the  Bess- 
borough  Commission  and  declared  that 
in  1 869  they  were  obliged  to  take  leases 
with  an  increased  rent,  and  those  who 
refused  to  take  them  were  fined  by  in- 
creased rents.  The  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  (Mr.  Gibson)  had 
stated  that  it  would  be  very  unjust,  if  a 
g^od  landlord  who  had  made  improve- 
ments should,  at  the  expiration  of  a  ten- 
ant's lease,  be  subject  to  the  hardship 
that  the  tenant  should  be  placed  in 
the  position  of  a  present  tenant.    How 
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wMit  unjust  P  Suppose  a  tenant  with 
a  21  yean'  lease  had  made  improve- 
ments, would  not  the  landlord  have  his 
remedy  at  the  expiration  of  the  lease  ? 
Would  not  the  Court  take  into  considera- 
tion the  improvements  in  fixing  the 
rent?  If  the  tenant  sold  his  interest, 
would  not  the  Court  take  into  considera- 
tion the  improvements  made  hy  the 
landlord?  What  injustice  would  be 
done  ?  Take  the  other  case.  Supposo 
the  Gk)Yemment  had  not  made  this  con- 
oession.  If  leaseholders  were  to  be  left 
without  protection  after  the  expiration 
of  the  leases,  there  would  be  in  every 
district  in  Ireland  a  certain  number  of 
discontented  people  considering  them- 
selves excluded  from  the  benefits  of  the 
Act,  and  a  chronic  state  of  dif>content 
would  have  been  created.  He  felt 
bound  to  express  his  gratitude  to  the 
Oovemment  for  making  this  concession, 
and  he  felt  certain  that  no  concession 
made  in  the  Bill  was  of  more  value,  or 
more  likely  to  make  this  Bill  a  great 
and  beneficial  measure. 

Mr.  MARUM  said,  it  was  known  in 
Ireland  that  there  were  a  species  of 
leases  for  lives  with  covenants  for  per- 
petual renewal.     They  practically  con- 
tained a  specific  provision  for  renewals ; 
hut  those  provisions  had  been  broken 
through.      The  Courts  had,   however, 
enforced  specific  performance  of  them  in 
the  case  of  solemn  contracts  under  seal. 
What  they  held  was  to  be  looked  at  was 
the  security  of  rent   to   the  landlord. 
The  Courts  of  Equity  had  acted  in  that 
way  in  Ireland — the  practice  was  not 
known  in  England—  and  the  Tenantry 
Act  of  19  &  20  Geo.  III.  declared  that  if 
leases  contained  solemn  contracts  and 
specific  covenants,  on  the  fall  of  lives 
certain  renewals    should   be    claimed ;  > 
and  not  only  had  the  Courts  enforced  | 
that,  but  the  Ulster  Tenant  Right  Act 
had  rehabilitated  those  proceedings,  and 
declared  that  renewals  should  be  had.  I 
He  referred  to  this  because  it  would  ap- ; 
pear    from   what  the    right  hon.   and 
teamed   Gentleman   (Mr.  Gibson)  had 
said  that  there  were  very  startling  pro- 
posals made  to  change  those  leases.  The  | 
new  Court  would  bo  a  Court  of  Equity, 
and  the  object  of  that  Court  would  be  ' 
to  secure  landlords  in  their  rents,  and  a  ' 
continuance  of  the  leases  on  their  ex- ! 
piration.     It  was  practically  the  custom 
m  Ireland  that  on  the   expiration   of 
leases  the  tenants  not  only  held  on,  but 
were  allowed  to  hold  on ;  and  he  held 


that  it  would  be  only  a  natural  sequence 
to  carry  that  on  and  deal  with  tenancies 
from  year  to  year  in  the  same  way  as  if 
there  were  no  leases. 

Mr.  GIBSON  thought  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  for  Cork  County  (Colonel 
Colthurst)  was  under  a  misconception. 
He  (Mr.  Gibson)  had  stated  throughout 
that  he  was  anxious  to  elicit  as  early  ns 
he  could  some  explanation  from  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland  as  to  the  indiscriminate  way 
in  which  these  leases  were  treated.  He 
should  ask  permission  to  withdraw  his 
Amendment ;  but  he  wished  for  an  ex  - 

Elanation  as  to   the  difference  between 
imself  and  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  for 
IREIiAND  (Mr.  Law)  observed  that  if 
the  lettings  wore  from  year  to  year  thoy 
would  be  present  tenancies  within  tho 
meaning  of  the  Bill,  with  all  their  inci- 
dental advantages.  The  fact  that  leases 
ran  for  a  certain  definite  number  of 
years  did  not,  in  his  opinion,  make  any 
difference  so  far  as  the  present  point 
was  concerned ;  and  his  observation  ap- 
plied alike  to  leases  made  before  and 
after  1870.  It  would  be  manifestly  use- 
less for  a  landlord  to  get  hold  of  farms 
of  a  few  acres,  each  scattered  over  the 
face  of  the  country.  What  could  he  do 
with  them?  They  would  only  run  to 
waste  and  go  back  to  their  original  con- 
dition. Accordingly,  they  found  in  Ire- 
land that  usually,  if  a  landlord  thought 
of  resuming  possession  of  a  farm  from  a 
tenant,  he  put  someone  else  into  it  as 
tenant.  But  almost  universally  at  the 
termination  of  a  lease,  the  lessee  re- 
mained in  undisturbed  possession,  though 
there  was  commonly  a  re- arrangement 
of  the  rent.  The  landlord,  in  fact,  knew 
he  would  get  a  better  rent  from  the 
occupying  tenant  than  from  anyone  else, 
and  almost  always  so  dealt  with  him. 
He  thought  the  explanation  of  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  that  he  had 
only  moved  his  Amendment  to  obtain 
an  explanation  hardly  squared  with  his 
somewhat  fierce  onslaught  on  the  pro- 
posals of  the  Government. 

Mr.  MACARTNEY  said,  that  when 
the  Bill  was  introduced  he  had  asked 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland  whe- 
ther it  provided  that  on  the  expiration 
of  a  lease  the  tenant  right  of  Ulster 
should  be  continued,  and  the  tenant  be 
considered  a  tenant  from  year  to  year. 
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The  reply  was  that  it  did,  and  now  the 

Srovision  appeared  to  have  been  intro- 1 
uced  in  the  Bill.     He  could  not  forget 
that  in  the  last  Parliament  a  Bill  was ' 
introduced  establishing  this  principle  in ' 
Ulster  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Down- : 
patrick  (Mr.  MuUioUand),  and  a  similar  | 
Bill  introduced  by  the  noble  Lord  who 
then    represented    the    County    Down 
(Lord    Arthur    Hill-Trevor)    was    de-| 
feated  in  the  House  of  Lords.     Also,  in  j 
company    with    the    hon.   Member  for' 
Derry   (Mr.    Lewis),   he  (Mr.  Macart- 
ney) himself  had  introduced  a  Bill  in 
which  there  was  a  clause  to  the  same 
effect  as  this,  so  far  as  Ulster  was  con- 
cerned.    He  thought  there  should  be  no 
difference  between  one  part  of  the  coun- 
try and  another. 

Amendment  to  said  proposed  Amend- 
ment, by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Sm  STAFFOED  NOETHOOTE:  I 
do  not  rise  to  propose  any  Amendment, 
but  to  say  one  or  two  words  on  what  I 
consider  to  be  the  position  of  this  ques- 
tion; and  if  my  advice  bo  taken.  I 
would  suggest  that  we  had  better  take 
issue  on  the  words  proposed  by  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland.  These 
questions  are  a  good  deal  complicated, 
and  the  real  point  we  have  to  consider 
is  whether  this  new  proposal  of  the  Go- 
vernment is  one  which  can  be  accepted 
or  not?  My  right  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  (Mr.  Gibson)  spoke  with  regard 
to  a  distinction  between  particular  classes 
of  tenantry — those  created  before,  and 
those  created  after,  the  Act  of  1870  ;  but 
the  bulk  of  his  argument^  pointed  to 
no  distinction  being  made, f and  I  agree 
with  my  noble  Friend  (Lord  Eandolph 
Churchill)  that  it  is  desirable  we  should 
take  issue  on  the  broad  ground  of  whe- 
ther this  change  of  front  ought  to  be 
allowed,    and    whether    any    sufficient 

f  rounds  have  been  shown  for  it.  What 
would  point  out  with  regard  to  this 
Bill  is  that  it  was  introduced  upon  a 
certain  frame-work,  for  the  purpose  of 
making  certain  changes,  but,  at  the 
same  time,  of  saving  certain  conditions 
of  tenantry  which  already  exist;  and, 
as  we  understood,  the  case  of  leases  was 
exactly  the  case  which  was  to  be  left 
out,  because  it  had  been  already  regu- 
lated. If  we  how  accept  this  clause, 
with  the  Amendment  proposed,  and  the 
other  Amendment  to  be  proposed  by  the 
right  lion,  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
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Attorney  General  for  Ireland,  you  will 
exactly  turn  the  clause  inside  out.  It 
will  not  be  merely  that  you  will  make 
the  clause  of  no  effect — as  you  have 
made  the  Emigration  Clause  of  next  to  no 
effect — but  you  will  turn  the  clause  up- 
side down.  It  is  a  sort  of  Trojan  horse, 
introduced  under  cover  of  being  a  sup- 
porter of  the  lease  system,  and  is  turned 
to  the  entire  overthrowing  of  existing 
leases,  and  leases  which  are  in  a  condi- 
tion in  which  holdings  under  leases  are 
to  exist  when  the  leases  have  run  out. 
It  seems  to  me  that  we  have  had  no 
ground  whatever  given  for  this  change 
of  front,  except  that  when  the  clause 
was  introduced  in  the  form  in  which  it 
stands,  there  was  a  great  outcry  in  Ire- 
land against  it,  and  a  desire  to  enlarge 
it  and  bring  everything  into  it;  but  the 
Government,  as  they  have  proceeded 
with  the  Bill,  have  been  led  to  entirely 
change  their  position  with  regard  to 
these  leases,  and,  in  effect,  to  knock 
them  on  the  head.  Considering  that  we 
have  for  so  many  years  been  desirous, 
by  legislation,  by  precept,  by  exhorta- 
tion in  every  way,  to  induce  landlords 
and  tenants  to  make  reasonable  and 
binding  arrangements,  and  that  arrange- 
ments have  been  made  to  give  the  secu- 
rity which  is  needful  in  Ireland,  to  turn 
round  and  destroy  the  leases  in  this  way 
is  the  most  insensate  thing  that  can  be 
conceived.  For  my  part,  I  would  re- 
commend that  instead  of  attempting  to 
omit  this  clause,  or  to  introduce  different 
words,  we  should  endeavour,  so  far  as 
we  can,  to  put  in  our  protest  against  this 
change,  and,  as  far  as  we  can,  to  hold 
the  Government  to  the  clause  as  it  ori- 
ginally stood. 

Lord  EANDOLPH  CHUECHILL 
said,  he  thought  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man (Sir  Stafford  Northcote)  was  cer- 
tainly right  in  saying  that  they  ought  to 
protest  against  this  clause,  and  divide 
upon  it.'  He  considered  that  the  clause 
as  it  stood  might  work  harshly  in  the 
case  of  tenants  whose  leases  fell  in  very 
shortly  after  the  passing  of  the  Act.  He 
suggested  that  it  should  be  amended ; 
but  would  not  admit  that  the  form  of 
Amendment  proposed  was  the  one  best 
suited  to  remedy  the  complaint,  which 
had  foundation  in  fact,  for  it  could  not 
be  suggested  that  tenants  holding  under 
leases  were  in  the  same  position  with 
others  who  held  from  year  to  year.  He 
wanted  to  ask  the  Government  whether 
they  meant  to  say  that  fdl  tenwts  hold-^ 
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ing  under  leases  at  present  were   in 
exactly  the  same  position  as  the  yearly 
tenante  at  the  present  moment,  or  whe- 
ther they  drew  a  distinction  hetween  ten- 
ants whose  leases  terminated  within  a 
short  time  of  the  passing  of  this  Bill  and  ' 
those  whose  leases  would  not  terminate  ' 
for  a  good  many  years.     To  ascertain  ' 
that  he  would  move  the  Amendment  to 
which  he  had  previously  referred. 

Amendment  proposed  to  said  proposed  j 
Amendment,  j 

After  the  first  line  to  insert  *'  With  the  exccp-  ' 
tion  of  leases  which,  at  the  date  of  the  passing  | 
of  this  Act,  have  fifteen  years  to  mn.*' — {Lord 
Mcmdolph  ChurehUL) 

Qaestion  proposed,  "That  those  words 
he  there  inserted." 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  the  Govern- 
ment  did  not  say  that  the  position  of 
a  lease  which  had  15  years  to  run 
was  exactly  the  same  as  one  having  100 
years  to  run;  hut  there  was  no  differ- 
ence between  one  and  the  other,  and  in  , 
point  of  policy  it  would  not  be  expedient  | 
to  create  such  a  difference. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  mthdrawn. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  I  will  now  do 
what  I  would  not  do  before  and  notice 
the  speech  which  we  heard  just  before 
the  last  Amendment  was  moved.  It  is  a 
matter  of  long  and  constant  observation 
in  this  House  that  whenever  an  hon. 
Memb&r  or  a  right  hon.  Member  is 
dealing  with  opponents  who  are  pro- 
posing some  proposition  which  is  new, 
and  he  finds  it  difficult  to  adduce  sufE- 
cient  arguments  against  it,  he  always 
endeavours  to  damage  and  discredit  it 
by  calling  it  a  change  of  front.  I  ob- 
serve that  my  right  hon.  Friend  opposite 
(Sir  Stafford  Northcote)  three  times,  in 
the  course  of  a  short  speech,  described 
this  Amendment  as  being  a  change  of 
front,  and  from  that  three- fold  repetition 
I  gathered  that  he  found  it  not  so  easy 
to  bring  forward  substantive  objections 
to  the  proposals  of  the  Government.  As  | 
to  a  change  of  front,  I  need  not  say  that 
is  a  phrase  which  has  come  sometimes 
from  one  quarter  and  sometimes  from 
another.  It  is  a  perfectly  fair  weapon  of 
Parliamentary  warfare ;  but  it  is  not  to 
be  expected  that  such  old  stagers  as  we  . 
are,  are  to  be  influenced  by  whatever  I 
force  of  argument  may  seem  to  be  latent 
in  the  phrase.  The  observations  of  my 
right  hon.  Friend  were  ver}'  strong.  I , 
do  not  remember  all  the  phrases  he  j 
l^sed ;  but  he  described  the  proposal  as  | 


an  entire  overthrow,  as  reducing  to 
nullity  and  absolute  destruction  and  de- 
feat all  the  covenants  the  leases  contain, 
and  he  described  it  as  an  insensate  thing. 
Of  that  I  make  no  complaint ;  but  is  it 
an  insensate  thing,  and  does  it  overthrow 
existing  leases,  and  what  is  the  funda- 
mental notion  of  leases  in  Ireland  ?  The 
grounds  upon  which  we  justify  this  pro- 
posal are — first  of  all,  the  grounds  of 
custom  of  the  country,  and,  secondly, 
general  equity.  AVith  regard  to  sur- 
prise, I  think  that  argument  can  hardly 
be  maintained,  because,  on  the  second 
reading  of  tlie  Bill — and  that  was  the 
first  time  upon  which  the  Bill  was  dis- 
cussed— I  myself  spoke  of  the  state  of 
the  case  with  regard  to  leases  in  these 
words — 

"  In  the  same  wav,  another  bye-question 
which  we  have  considcrcU,  and  the  result  of 
which  consideration  appears  in  the  Bill — but  it 
may  1)0  worthy,  notwithstanding,  of  further 
consideration— is  the  question  of  current  leases." 
—[3  Hansard,  cclxi.  590.] 

Therefore,  that  distinctly  left  the  matter 
open  for  further  consideration,  and  I  do 
not  scruple  to  say  there  were  various 
points  of  considerable  importance — for 
example,  arrears — with  regard  to  which 
wo  felt  that  we  could  bettor  approach 
such  knotty  questions  after  these  main 
issues  had  been  settled,  than  if  we 
treated  them  as  merely  affairs  to  be  dis- 
posed of  by  the  Cabinet,  and  therefore 
we  deferred  them.  First  of  all,  let  it 
be  understood  that  this  charge  that  this 
is  an  absolute  overthrow  of  the  cove- 
nants of  existing  leases  and  a  nullifi- 
cation of  the  clause  itself  depends  wholly 
upon  a  certain  assumption  as  to  what 
leases  are  understood  to  be  in  Ireland. 
According  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
a  lease  is  understood  to  bo  a  covenant 
that  at  the  end  of  a  certain  number  of 
years  the  man  shall  go  out.  But  there 
we  raise  an  issue  of  fact,  and  we  contend 
that  that  is  not  so.  A  lease  is  under- 
stood to  be  a  covenant  for  fixing  a  certain 
rent  for  a  certain  number  of  years.  I 
mentioned  in  a  former  discussion  a  de- 
scription of  a  lease  given  40  years  ago, 
and  the  ideas  prevailing  in  Ireland,  of  a 
case  where  a  man  holding  a  lease  for  his 
own  life  bequeathed  his  interest  in  it. 
That  being  our  opinion,  and  if  that  be 
the  view  of  leases  in  Ireland,  then  the 
allegation  from  the  opposite  side  is  de- 
prived entirely  of  all  foundation.  But 
then,  beside  the  custom  of  the  country, 
and  the  established  traditional  and  al- 
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most  aniYersal  yiew  in  Ireland  as  to 
leases,  we  stand  upon  general  equity, 
and  collaterally,  I  may  observe,  that 
unless  I  am  mistaken,  a  Bill  was  intro- 
duced into  the  last  Parliament  by  an 
hon.  Member  who  is  now  opposed  to  us, 
which  distinctly  recognized  that  at  the 
termination  of  a  lease  in  Ulster  the 
whole  interest  of  the  man  in  the  lease 
was  to  be  kept  intact.  Though  I  have 
not  seen  the  letter,  I  have  been  credibly 
informed — and  if  I  am  wrong  I  can  be 
easily  undeceived — that  shortly  before 
the  General  Election  the  Leader  of  the 
Opposition  wrote  a  letter,  in  which  he 
approved  of  the  principle  of  that  Bill  as 
sound.  If  the  principle  of  that  Bill  was 
sound,  it  will  defy  the  ingenuity  of  an 
hon.  Gentleman  who  admitted  the  sound- 
ness of  that  Bill  to  show  that  the  Amend- 
ment of  my  right  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  is  unsound.  We  stand  upon 
general  equity  as  well  as  upon  the  cus- 
tom of  the  country,  and  with  regard  to 
general  equity,  how  does  the  matter 
stand  ?  This  is  a  question  not  subject  to 
dispute,  and  it  is  one  where,  in  my  opi- 
nion, the  conclusion  to  be  drawn  is  that 
of  eeneral  equity,  and  the  fair  spirit  in 
which  we  should  all  endeavour  to  ap- 
proach this  question;  and  on  these 
grounds  I  think  the  Government  can 
well  maintain  the  proposal  they  make. 
As  to  the  case  of  the  leases  made  before 
the  Act  of  1870,  if  our  proposal  with  re- 
gard to  them  is  defensible,  it  isd/criiori 
defensible  with  regard  to  those  made 
since  1870.  I  will  take  one  of  these 
leases,  and  what  has  happened  ?  I  will 
take  a  lease  made  30  or  40  years  ago. 
At  that  time  the  Irish  tenant  from  year 
to  year  had  no  defence  at  all ;  he  was 
completely  open  to  the  action  of  the  law, 
which  was  constructed,  not  upon  a  fair 
balance  of  interest  betweeen  the  ten- 
ant and  the  landlord,  but  entirely  in 
a  sense  favourable  to  the  landlord. 
Under  those  circumstances,  the  tenant, 
thankfully  perhaps,  accepted  in  exchange 
for  a  state  in  which  he  had  no  defensive 

Provision,  a  state  under  which  he  had  a 
efensive  provision,  which  was  that  the 
rent  would  not  be  raised  for  a  certain 
number  of  years.  That  was  the  state 
of  things  he  exchanged  for  his  lease; 
that  was  the  footing  upon  which  he 
made  his  bargain.  But  in  1870,  and 
now  again  in  1881,  we  have  entirely 
ohanffed  the  position  of  the  Irish  tenant, 
and  have  endeavoured  to  invest  him, 
first  with  a  right  to  full  compensation 
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for  improvements,  then  to  compensation 
for  disturbance,  and  now  the  right  to 
sell  his  interest  in  his  holding,  wiui  pro- 
vision against  an  arbitrary  increase  of 
rent,  ana,  as  a  climax  to  the  whole,  with 
the  power  of  going  to  the  Court.  So 
that  while  this  man  had  been,  as  it 
were,  in  a  stagnant  state  of  existence, 
we  have  completely  changed  and  ad- 
vanced from  a  position  of  defencelessness 
to  a  position  strongly  fortified  by  legal 
rights — namely,  the  position  of  a  tenant 
from  year  to  year.  Is  it  inequitable, 
under  these  circumstances,  to  say  there 
is  no  reason  to  show  why  the  man,  or 
the  representative  of  the  man,  who  so 
took  a  lease  40  years  ago  in  exchange 
for  what  was  then  the  position  of  a 
yearly  tenant,  should  be  deprived  of  all 
the  benefits,  or  any  portion  of  the  bene- 
fits, to  be  conferred  upon  present  ten- 
ants by  this  Bill.  Where  would  he  have 
been  ?  What  is  the  answer  ?  That  he 
has  had  the  benefit  of  the  lease.  The 
force  of  that  answer  depends  on  whether 
the  lease  is  an  injury  to  the  landlord ; 
but  we  have  never  supposed  that,  but 
that  it  was  an  advantage  to  both  par- 
ties,  and  in  no  sense  an  injury  to  the 
landlord.  In  that  case  I  must  say  that 
upon  a  mature  and  careful  consideration 
of  the  interest  of  this  class  of  persons, 
setting  aside  the  main  stream  of  motives 
which  dictated  this  Bill,  we  are  clear  in 
the  conviction  that  it  would  be*  most 
hard  that  in  the  case  of  a  yearly  tenant 
who  had  changed  his  position  when  he 
was  in  a  totally  different  state  of  things 
40  years  ago,  we  should  say  to  that  ten- 
ant— **  Without  any  fault  of  your  own, 
and  without  having  anytliing  to  allege 
against  you,  we  shall  exclude  you  from 
any  of  the  benefits  which,  if  you  had 
continued  a  yearly  tenant,  you  would 
now  receive." 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes  244  ; 
Noes  139:  Majority  105.— (Div.  List, 
No.  314.) 

It  being  ten  minutes  before  Seven 
of  the  clock,  the  Chairman  reported 
Progress;  Committee  to  sit  again  thii 
day. 

House  suspended  its  Sitting  at  five 
minutes  to  Seven  of  the  clock. 


House  resumed  its  Sitting  at  Nine  of 
the  dock. 
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OlftOM  47  (Savinff  of  existing  ten- 
ucies). 

Mb.  VILLIEES  STUAET  «aid,  lie 
viahfld  to  move  an  Amendment  to  the 
effeot  that,  in  such  leases,  no  clause  im- 
poeing  a  penalty  upon  the  building  of 
labourers'  cottages  in  any  fann  exceed- 
ing 25  acres  should  be  deemed  valid. 
Hu  object  in  moving  that  was  to  render 
null  and  void  all  such  dauaes,  as  being 
contrary  to  public  policy,  and  throwing 
an  unfiur  amount  of  poor  rate  upon  the 
small  tovns,  and  as  leadt  og  to  great  waste 
of  the  labourers'  strength  by  compel- 
ling them  to  walk  long  ^stances  to  their 
work.  That  paint  was  strongly  iusieted 
npon  by  the.  deputation  Uiat  waited 
upon  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  at  the  Irish 
OfOce  the  other  day ;  and  he  (Mr.  Vil- 
liers  Stuart)  had  had  many  communica- 
tions from  people  in  different  parte  of 
Ireland  in  regard  to  it.  He  trusted, 
therefore,  that  the  Government  would 
favourably  receive  the  Amendment,  or 
some  modification  of  it.  The  persons 
who  inserted  such  clauses  in  their  leaseB 
were  entitled  to  little  consideration,  be- 
cause the  motive  for  inserting  them  was 
generally  to  evade  their  just  obligations 
—to  avoid  the  duty  of  supporting  in 
siokness  and  old  age  those  labourers 
who  had  devoted  their  lives  to  working 
npon  their  properties. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  27,  line  IE),  after  theword"Act" 
iiuert  the  wordji  "Provided  also,  that  in  BUch 
Isuea  noclnusa  imposing  any  penalty  npon  the 
building  of  labourars'  cottagos  on  any  farm  re- 
eeading  26  acres  shall  bo  deemed  valid." — (Mr, 
nUier,  Stuart.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

The  attorney  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  {Mr.  Law)  said,  he  did  not 
see  how  these  words  could  come  in  at 
that  point ;  and  he  was  afraid,  if  they 
were  to  be  adopted  at  all,  they  must 
assume  the  form  of  a  new  clause.  He 
did  not  know  that  he  should  be  able  to 
accept  the  Amendment  at  any  time ;  but 
certainly  it  could  not  be  accepted  here. 

Mb.  VILLIEES  STUAET  said,  he 
understood  that  the  Amendment  had 
been  postponed  as  a  matter  of  conve- 
nience until  the  Amendment  proposed 
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by  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland  had 
been  disposed  of. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  said,  the  Amend- 
ment which  he  had  proposed,  and  which 
had  been  carried,  was  a  mere  declaration 
as  to  what  would  happen  when  the  lease 
had  expired.  The  present  Amendment 
should  have  been  moved  earlier  in  con- 
nection with  these  words. 

Mh.  VILLIEES  STUAET:  I  had 
given  Notice  of  the  Amendment,  and  it 
was  not  my  fault  that  I  did  not  move  it 
before. 

The  CHAIRMAN:  Does  the  hon. 
Gentleman  withdraw  the  Amendment  ? 

Mb.  VILLIERS  STUART :  There 
seems  to  be  no  other  alternative.  I 
withdraw  it  with  great  regret ;  but  I 
hope  to  have  an  opportunity  of  bringing 
it  in  again  on  Report. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

The  attorney  GiaraHAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  said,  he  had  a 
verbal  Amendment  to  propose — namely, 
after  the  word  "year  in  the  lost 
Amendment,  to  insert  the  word  "  and." 

Amendment  proposed,  after  the  word 
"year"  in  the  last  Amendment,  insert 
the  word  "  and." — {Mr.  Attorney  Omwal 
for  Ireland.) 

Question,  "That  the  word  'and 'be 
there  inserted,"  put,  and  agriei  to. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  27, 
line  19,  after  the  word  "  Provided,"  in- 
sert the  word  "  also." — {Mr.  Attomtf 

Gentral  for  Inland.) 

Question,  "  That  the  word  '  also '  be 
there  inserted,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Mr.  MACFARLANE  said,  he  did  not 
propose  to  move  the  Amendment  which 
stood  in  his  name,  as  the  proposal  of 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland  (Mr. 
Law)  had  superseded  it. 

Ties  ATl'ORNEY  GENERAL  foe 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  said,  the  next 
Amendment,  which  stood  in  his  name, 
was  to  enable  the  Commission  to  deal 
with  leases  which  appeared  to  have  been 
forced  upon  tenants  after  the  passing  of 
the  Act  of  1870,  as  the  Prime  Minister 
had  expressed  it,  "  in  fraud  "  of  the  Act, 
and  contrary  to  its  real  spirit.  It  was 
stated  that  there  were  a  number  of  cases 
2  U  IThirtUth  Night.-] 
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whore  such  things  had  happened— and 
where  tenants  would  be  deprived  of  the 
benefit  of  this  legislation  by  having  had 
forced  upon  them  leases  which  could  not 
be  regarded  as  other  than  improper  and 
unfair;  and  this,  if  it  had  occurred, 
would  be  admitted  to  have  been  a  most 
inequitable  proceeding  on  the  part  of  the 
landlords.  The  Amendment  which  he 
was  about  to  propose  was  guarded  in  its 
language;  it  dealt  with  cases  where  a 
tenant  had  been  forced  to  take  a  lease, 
the  landlord  seeking  thereby  to  deprive 
him  of  the  benefit  of  the  Act  of  1870. 
The  clause  ran  as  follows : — 

"In  any  case  in  whioh  the  Court  shall  be 
satisfied  iixX  since  the  passing  of  *  The  Land- 
lord and  Tenant  (Ireland)  Act,  1870,'  the  ac* 
ceptance  by  a  tenant  from  year  to  year  of  a 
lease  of  his  holding  containing  terms  which,  in 
the  opinion  of  the  Court,  were  at  the  time  of 
such  acceptance  unreasonable  or  unfair  to  the 
tenant,  having  regard  to  the  prorisions  of  the 
said  Act,  was  procured  by  the  landlord  by  threat 
of  eviction  or  undue  influence,  the  Court  may 
upon  the  application  of  the  tenant  made  within 
six  months  after  the  passing  of  this  Act,  declare 
such  lease  to  be  void  as  and  from  the  date  of 
the  application  or  order,  and  upon  such  terms 
as  to  costs  or  otherwise  as  to  the  Court  shall 
seem  just :  and  thereupon  the  tenant  shaU  as 
and  from  such  date  be  and  be  deemed  to  be  the 
tenant  of  a  present  ordinary  tenancy  from  year 
to  year  at  the  rent  mentioned  in  such  lease. 

They  assumed  in  this  particular  case 
that  the  lease  was  destroyed  and  gone, 
and  that  the  tenancy  was  a  simple  ten- 
ancy. He  did  not  think  any  hon.  Mem- 
ber on  the  opposite  side  could  object  to 
the  Amendment,  because  it  was  merely 
an  enabling  one,  one  which  would  enable 
oases  to  be  dealt  with  when  they  pre- 
sented themselves,  and  the  tenants  could 
bring  forward  proof.  A  number  of  cases 
were  stated  before  the  Eoyal  Commis- 
sion, and  although  hon.  Members  knew 
very  well  that  these  statements  made  by 
tenants,  who  were  not  examined  on 
oath,  were  not  always  to  be  taken  as 
literally  accurate,  and  though  there 
might  not  be  very  many  oases  of  ex- 
treme hardship,  there  might  still  be 
plenty  of  reason  why  a  safeguard  of 
this  description  should  be  adopted. 
Where  such  a  case  as  that  contem- 
plated by  the  Amendment  was  proved, 
no  Member  of  the  Committee  would 
•ay  that  the  lease  ought  not  to  be  set 
aside.  The  landlord  was  fully  protected, 
and  it  was  only  in  the  case  of  gross 
hardship  or  fraud  that  the  relief  would 
be  g^ven. 

J%$  AU9m$y  OtnwfAfwt  Ir$km4 


Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  27,  at  end  of  Clause  47,  to  add  the 
words  **  In  any  case  in  which  the  Court  shall  be 
satisfied  that  since  the  passing  of  *  The  Land- 
lord and  Tenant  (Ireland)  Act,  1870,'  the  ac- 
ceptance by  a  tenant  from  year  to  year  of  a 
lease  of  his  holding  containing  terms  which,  in 
the  opinion  of  the  Court,  were  at  the  time  of 
such  acceptance  unreasonable  or  unfair  to  the 
tenant,  having  regard  to  the  provisions  of  the 
said  Act,  was  procured  by  the  landlord  by 
threat  of  eviction  or  undue  influence,  the  Court 
may  upon  the  application  of  the  tenant  made 
within  six  months  after  the  passing  of  this  Act, 
declare  such  leasiB  to  be  void  as  and  from  the 
date  of  the  application  or  order,  and  upon  such 
terms  as  to  costs  or  otherwise  as  to  the  Court 
shall  seem  just :  and  thereupon  the  tenant  shaU 
as  and  from  such  date  be  and  be  deemed  to  be 
the  tenant  of  a  present  ordinary  tenancy  from 
year  to  year  at  the  rent  mentioned  in  such 
lease." — (Mr.  Attorney  General  for  Ireland.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  added." 

Mb.  M'OOAN  said,  he  heartily  sup- 
ported the  Amendment  of  the  rieht  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  the  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland,  though  it  did  not 
go  so  far  as  another  Amendment  in  the 
same  sense  which  he  (Mr.  M^Ooan)  had 
put  on  the  Paper  before  it.  The  Amend- 
ment he  had  proposed  was  as  follows : — 

"  Before  *  any '  to  insert  *  all  leases  of  agri- 
cultural holdings  executed  since  the  passing  of 
'  The  Landlord  and  Tenant  (Ireland)  Act,  1870,' 
whioh  can  be  proved  to  the  satisfaction  of  the 
Court  to  have  been  forced  npon  the  tenants  now 
holding  under  them,  shall,  upon  application  by 
the  tei^t,  be  subject  to  review  by  the  Court*; 
and  if  their  covenants  in  regard  to  rent  or 
otherwise  should  appear  to  the  Court  to  be 
inequitable  or  oppressive,  they  may  be  varied 
as  to  the  Court  shtdl  seem  just,  or  the  leases  may 
be  declared  wholly  void,  and  in  all  cases  of  such 
avoidance  the  tenants  shall  thereupon  become 
present  tenants  under  this  Act." 

The  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland's 
Amendment,  however,  would  substan- 
tially do  justice  between  the  Irish  land- 
lord and  tenant ;  and  he  (Mr.  M*Coan) 
would,  therefore,  waive  what  he  should 
be  inclined  to  ask  for  as  a  measure  of 
equal  justice  in  the  case.  It  might  be 
imagined  by  some  English  and  Scotch 
Members,  who  were  not  thoroughly  con- 
versant with  the  state  of  things  in  Ire- 
land, that  there  was,  at  the  best,  only  a 
sentimental  ground  for  the  Amendment. 
When  the  discussion,  which  was  some- 
what prematurely  forced  upon  the  Com- 
mittee some  three  weeks  ago  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Wioklow  (Mr.  Corbet),  was 
goin^  on,  the  hon.  Gentleman  adduced 
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in  RippOTt  of  liu  Amendment  a  leaae 
gnnted  on  the  propertr  of  Earl  Fitz- 
wiUiam,  and  it  weis  reoognized  that  that 
lawe  mode  oat  rather  an  inaufficieni 
eoae  for  an  appeal  to  the  Committee  for 
a  conceaaion.  Earl  Fitzwilliam  was  ad- 
mittedly one  of  the  beat  landlords  in 
Lreland ;  in  fact,  so  good  a  landlord  waa 
he,  that  the  hon.  Member  for  the  Ci^ 
of  Cork  (Ur.  Farnell)  admitted  that  hu 
tenants  bad  not  joined  the  Land  League, 
and  that  was,  perhaps,  the  beet  proof 
they  rauld  posaibly  hare  that  these 
people  had  no  aubetantial  hardship  to 
oomplain  of.  But  he  (Mr.  M'Coan)  had 
to  oomplain  of  a  lease  granted  in  the 
nine  county  by  a  Home  Eule  landlord, 
which,  he  thought,  illustrated  the  case 
pnt  before  the  Oommittee  by  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Qentleman  the  Attor- 
ney General  for  Ireland ;  and  he  did  not 
think  he  eould  better  support  the  appeal 
now  made  to  the  Committee  than  by 
shortly  quoting  a  portion  of  a  lett«r 
which  he  had  reoeived  from  the  tenant 
holding  the  lease  in  question — a  letter 
which  waa  eloquent  in  its  eimplicity. 
The  writer  said — 

"  I  will  tell  j'on  the  history  of  my  lease  as 
hiieBy  sa  I  cbd.  I  came  ioto  iMtsacHrion  of  this 
land  about  '20  yean  ago  by  marrying  the  widow 
of  a  former  ownor,  the  family  havinic  hem  in 
occupation  of  it  for  ccntiuits. 

It  seemed  to  be  a  lease  of  livos,  and  the 
last  life  had  died  out  in  July,  1 1175.  The 
writer  went  on  to  say  that  tho  interest 
in  the  farm  passed  to  the  son  of  tho 
previous  tenant,  whose  widovr  he  had 
married,  and  from  that  eon  he  bought 
the  remainder  of  the  lease.  The  writer 
went  on  to  say — 

"  The  land  had  proviouBly  boen  lot  under  the 
old  lea«e  at  £1  lOi.  per  acre  :  but  tho  Inndlord, 
iinmt^iatflly  on  tho  expiration  of  tho  Irase, 
•ooKht  to  raise  it  to  £t  17".  >>d,  per  ncrc.  The 
landlord  called  on  me,  and  eiiid  unless  I  would 
fire  thia  amount  he  would  have  me  turned  out 
hnmediately.  I  explained  that  the  Und  could 
not  poeiibly  bear  bo  heavy  a  rent,  and  that  I 
moat  aik  him  to  rocoosider  the  hi|^h  charge  to 
be  made  on  it.  He  mid  bo  would  do  so.  luid 
•ee  me  agitin  about  it.  However,  ho  did  not 
himielf  lea  me  again:  biit  I  was  told  that  I 
mart  see  tho  agent.  When  I  saw  tho  ai^ent,  he 
Mid  no  chango  would  bo  londe,  but  I  must  pay 
on  the  new  lease  for  31  yearn  the  inerouscd  rent 
of  £1  IT'.  Brf.  1  thought  I  muBt  pay.  clxo  I 
should  be  evicted :  and  1  remembered  mydeli- 
Cata  wife  and  my  helptesa  ehildrcn,  and,  unfor- 
tunately. I  accepted  tho  lease  on  these  terms. 
I  told  him  sereml  times  afterwordit  that  I  did 
Dot  want  the  lease,  as  I  should  never  be  able 

at  he  aaked.     Hi 

a  certain  person  " 
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mentioning  a  well-known  lawyer  in 
Dublin,  whose  name  ho  (Mr.  M'Coan) 
would  not  state — 

"  would  compel  mo  to  do  so.     I  have  paid  the 
rent  bo  far.  and  nm  otherwiae  Bunk  in  debt  in 
le  farm  will  not  at  all  hoar  the 


doing 


pay." 


That  was  a  sample  of  a  dozen  letters  he 
had  received  from  tenants  in  the  county 
of  Wicklow  ;  and  he  had  reason  to  be- 
lieve that  cases  of  that  kind  could  be 
quoted,  not  by  the  score,  but  by  the  " 
hundred,  since  the  passing  of  the  Act  of 
1870.  la  nearly  every  case  the  screw 
was  put  upon  the  tenants,  with  the  alter- 
native of  eviction.  That  being  so,  he 
thought  it  waa  not  an  unreaoonahle 
thing  for  the  Irish  Members  to  make  an 


give  the  Land  Commission  the  alt«ma< 
tivo  power,  either  of  reviewing  the  pro- 
visions of  these  leases  and  varying  their 
covenants,  whether  with  regard  to  rents 
or  otherwise,  or  to  declare  the  leases  in 
question  wholly  void,  and  place  the  ten- 
ants in  the  position  of  present  tenants. 
As  he  had  said,  the  Amendment  of  the 
right  hon,  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  {Mr,  Law) 
did  not  go  quite  so  far  as  he  should  have 
proposed.  In  the  interest  of  the  Irish 
tenantry,  he  should  have  been  glad  if 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
had  been  prepared  to  go  a  little  further; 
but,  under  the  circumstances,  as  a  Ee- 
presentative  of  the  County  of  Wicklow, 
he  very  gratefully  accepted  the  Amend- 
ment, ft  would  do  a  largo  measure  of 
justice  to  a  considerable  class  situated  as 
he  had  described. 

TirK  CHAIRMAN:  Theroare  alai^ 
number  of  Amendments  to  this  proposal, 
tind  those  will  all  have  to  be  called  be- 
foro  wo  got  into  a  genera!  discussion. 

M».  GIBSON  said,  that  in  the  ab- 
sence of  tho  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Westminster  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  lie  would  move  the  next  Amend* 
ment.  It  would  not  be  candid  of  him  if 
he  did  not  say,  whether  the  words  were 
accepted  or  not,  he  should  feel  bound  to 
^ivu  bis  reasons  more  in  detail  against 
the  whole  Amendment  by-and-bye. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  Mr.  Attor- 
H£Y  General  for  Ireland's  Amendment 
to  Clause  47,  in  pa^e  27,  at  end,  line  1, 
after  "satisfied,  insert  "by  sufQcient 
BTidence." — (Jfr.  Otbson.) 

2  U  2  inirUith  JVfyA(.'\     ■ 
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Qnefltion  proposed,  ''That those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

The  attorney  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  said,  he  could 
not  accept  the  Amendment. 

Amendment  negatived, 

Mr.  HEALT  moved  to  leave  out  the 
words  ''  since  the  passing  of  'The  Land- 
lord and  Tenant  (Ireland)  Act,  1870.'  " 
He  was  very  glad  indeed  that  the  right 
'  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Attor- 
ney General  for  Ireland  had  moved  his 
Amendment,  and  he  thought  it  would 
go  a  long  way  towards  giving  satisfac- 
tion in  Ireland.  But  why  they  should 
have  stopped  at  the  Land  Act  of  1870 — 
[Mr.  Gibson  :    Hear,   hear  !] — he  was 

glad  to  have  the  approval  of  the  right 
on.  and  learned  Member  for  the  Uni- 
versity of  Dublin— was  what  puzzled 
him.  There  was  nothing  sacred  in  parch- 
ment and  sealing  wax.  A  contract  be- 
tween any  two  individuals  was  just  as 
holding  and  as  binding  if  made  in  words 
as  it  would  be  when  put  upon  paper; 
and  it  was  not  because  a  man  wrote  on 
parchment  and  then  stamped  it  with 
sealing  wax  that  the  agreement  acquired 
anything  of  a  more  sacred  or  sacramental 
character.  Therefore,  why  leases  should 
be  supposed  to  be  documents  incapable 
of  bemg  broken  more  than  any  other 
form  of  contract  was  a  thing  he  was  un- 
able to  see ;  and  it  was  charming  to  think 
that  in  submitting  the  Amendment  he 
had  the  support  and  approval  of  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  the  University  of  Dublin.  This 
was  a  matter  upon  which  it  was  desirable 
that  there  should  be  a  good  deal  of  evi- 
dence. Though  it  was  true  that  since 
the  Act  of  1870  there  had  been  more  in- 
ducements to  insist  on  taking  a  31  years' 
lease  in  order  that  there  might  not  be 
compensation  for  disturbance,  still  there 
had  been  great  inducements  to  force  on 
leases  before  the  Act  of  1870.  No  doubt, 
since  the  Act  of  1870  there  had  been 
more  unjust  leases  than  at  any  other 
time  forced  upon  tenants ;  and  he  could 
appreciate  the  position  of  the  Govern- 
ment, which  he  took  to  be  this — that  as 
it  was  by  their  Act  of  1870,  and  this 
stupid  proposal  as  to  a  81  years'  lease 
that  this  unfortunate  state  of  things  had 
been  brought  about,  they  would  redress 
the  wrong  they  had  done  in  1870,  and 
propose  the  Amendment.  That  was  a 
fair  position ;  but  if  they  were  once  for 
fdl  te  settle  the  Irifih  Limd  Question, 


j  why  should  they  not  do  it  thoroughly  ? 
It  was  admitted  that  unfair  documents 
had  been  imposed  on  tenante  previous 
to  the  Act  of  1870.    Anyone  who  went 
through  Ireland  would  discover  many 
pieces  of  parchment  in  the  possession  of 
the  peasantry  containing  the  most  extra- 
ordinary covenants — for  instance,  there 
was  Campion's  compound  lease.      The 
Duke  of  Argyll  the  other  night  had 
taken  to  task  the  evidence  of  one  of  the 
County  Court  Judges  as  to  the  case  of 
Mrs.  White.     His  Grace  had  also  found 
fault  with  the  evidence    of   Professor 
Baldwin  with  regard  to  Mrs.  White's  pro- 
perty, and  he  stated  that  he  had  gone 
into  the  case,  and  had  failed  to  find  any 
hardship  at  all.    Well,  he  (Mr.  Healy) 
had  spoken  to  these  poor  people  himself, 
and  he  had  been  shown  a  letter  which 
had  been  sent  by  the  agent  to  the  ten- 
ants, and  it  was  to  this  efiPect — "John 
So  and  So,  if  you  do   not  accept  the 
lease  I  give  you  now," — this  being  a  £  1 0 
increase — "  within  so  many  hours  I  shall 
insist  upon  your  taking  a  lease  at  £40," 
thereby  doubling  his  rent.    It  had  been 
proved,  in  spite  of  the  Duke  of  Ar&;yll, 
that  the  improvemente  made  by  mese 
unfortunate  people  were  such  that,  in  the 
opinion  of  a  civil  engineer  who  had  gone 
over  the  property,  tney  could  only  have 
been  effected  at  the  cost  of  most  extra- 
ordinary exertions  on  the  part  of  the 
tenants.    The  improvements  were  made 
on  a  desolate    seashore    covered  with 
rocks,  and,  in  spite  of  the  barrenness  of 
the  land,  smiling  cornfields  and  crops  of 
potatoes  were  now  to  be  found  on  it.    But 
the  moment  the  extra  rent  was  put  upon 
the  tenants  they  stopped  mabng  the 
improvements;  and  in  a  letter  which 
had  appeared  in  reply  to  the  statement 
of  the  Duke  of  Argyll,  the  writer  said 
he  had  been  over  the  property  in  ques- 
tion, and  he  had  seen,  on  the  one  hand, 
a  field  of  com  g^wing  fast  to  ripeness, 
and  within  two  or  three  feet  of  it,  on 
the  other  hand,  a  miserable  barrenness. 
The  tenant  of  the  land,   when  ques- 
tioned upon  the  subject,  had  said  that 
he  had  been  stopped  in  the  middle  of 
his  improvements  by  having  a  lecMO  of 
this  kind  forced  upon  him.    It  seemed 
to  be  a  very  hard  thing  that  they  should 
leave  out  of  sight  the  unprotected  con- 
dition of  the  tenants  of  Ireland  before 
1870,  and  only  redress  the   mevance 
which  had  been  caused  since  mat  year. 
It  seemed  to  him  that  if  a  man  had 
suffered  from  a  ^evance  in  1869  ho 
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bad  8S  muoh  right  to  have  it  redressed 
MS  if  the  grievaace  were  inflicted  in  1870. 
He  could  not  understand  how  the;  could 
draw  a  line  in  this  waj*,  because  it  was 
altogether  without  principle.  If  the  Oro- 
Temment  could  not  accept  the  Amend- 
ment, they  would  do  well  to  make  some 
offer,  Budi  as  that  they  made  to-day 
on  another  question,  which  was  a  very 
fair  o£Fer.  He  had  read  a  good  deal 
of  the  evidence  ^ven  before  the  Bess- 
borough  Commission ;  but  that  inquiiy 
was  directed,  it  seemed  to  him,  more  or 
lees  as  to  the  defects  in  the  Land  Act  of 
1870.  He  had  considered  very  narrowly 
what  had  taken  place  before  1870,  and 
he  h&d  failed  to  find  much  in  the  evi- 
dence bearing  upon  that  condition  of 
things.  He  thought  it  would  be  fair  to 
demand  this — that  if  they  could  establish 
to  the  satisfaction  of  the  Qovemment 
that  a  sufficient  number  of  cases  of  harsh 
leases  in  Ireland  priot  to  the  Act  of 
1870  existed,  the  Government  should 
make  some  inquiry  into  the  matter ;  that 
they  should  promise,  aa  they  did  in  the 
case  of  town  parka,  to  make  inquiry, 
and,  if  necessary,  redress  the  grievance. 
That  was  a  fair  thing  to  ask.  It  might 
be  that  in  former  times  landlords  dealt 
fairly  with  the  tenants,  and  had  given 
them  leases  an  equitable  terms ;  and  he 
did  not  see  why  they  should  claim  an 
advantage  for  the  tenants  and  exclude 
the  landlordB  from  participating  in  it. 
He  would  deal  fairly  and  squarely  with 
both,  and  would  urge  the  Amendment 
as  much  in  the  interest  of  the  landlord  as 
of  the  tenant.  What  they  wanted  was 
justice ;  and  he  would,  therefore,  ask  the 
(rovemment  not  to  limit  the  Amendment 
to  1870.  If  they  were  disposed  to  limit 
it  at  all,  he  would  ask  them  to  adopt 
1869  as  the  limit,  for  the  reason  that  in 
that  year  the  landlords  knew  that  the 
Land  Act  was  about  to  be  passed ;  and 
many  of  them  had,  no  doubt,  been 
tempted  to  anticipate  the  measure  by 
forcing  from  the  tenants  the  best  terms 
they  could  get.  No  doubt  the  landlords, 
when  the  Act  made  ita  appearance,  were 
very  muoh  relieved.  Tuey  had  not  ex- 
pected, when  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
(Mr.  Gladstone]  got  into  power,  that 
the  Act  of  1 870  would  have  been  of  such 
a  mild  character.  In  1869,  many  of  the 
landlords  insisted  upon  their  tenants 
taking  leases  that  they  dictated,  and  it 
was  only  a  moderate  demand  to  ask  that 
the  Amendment  should  go  back  to  1869. 


Amendment  proposed  to  Mr.  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland's  Amendment, 

In  lino  1,  loave  out  "since  the  pssaing  of 
'  The  I^adlord  «nd  Tenant  (IroUod)  Act, 
1870,'"  and  insert  "ovory  tenancy  to  which 
thiE  Act  appliee  ihall  be  deemed  a  proaerit  ten- 
ancy until  the  eontrary  ia  proved." — (Jfr. 
Mtal!/.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
'since  the  passing  of  "The  Landlord 
and  Tenant  (Ireland)  Act,  1B70,"  '  stand 
part  of  the  said  Amendment." 

Hr.   O'SHEA   said,   he    had    taken 

freat  interest  in  this  matter,  and  he 
elieved  that  there  was  no  question  whioh 
was  looked  on  with  more  interest  by 
the  Irish  people  generally  than  that  of 
leasee.  He  was  very  glad  to  have  heard 
such  an  eloquent  description  of  the  state 
of  affairs  with  regard  to  leases  as  they 
had  heard  from  the  Prime  Uinister ;  but 
he  thought  all  the  right  hon.  Qentle- 
man's  arguments  tended  to  prove  that 
they  ought  not  to  leave  out  of  the  re- 
medial provisions  of  this  Bill  the  case  of 
tenants  suffering  under  very  serious  dis- 
abilities at  the  present  moment,  merely 
because  the  leases  of  those  tenants  were 
dated  previously  to  1870.  These  men 
would  feel  their  position  very  much  more 
bitterly  when  they  saw  not  only  tenants 
from  year  to  year,  but  tenants  who  held 
under  leases  since  the  year  1870,  helped 
in  the  manner  that  this  Bill  proposed  to 
assist  them.  The  measure  was,  no  doubt, 
a  very  great  one,  and  the  Prime  Minister 
had  said  that  they  must  look  to  this 
matter  of  leases  from  the  point  of  view, 
generally,  of  equity  and  public  policy. 
Well,  as  the  hon.  Member  for  Wexford 
(Mr.  Healy)  had  said  just  now,  he 
could  not  see  the  difference  between  the 
condition  of  the  tenants  on  whom  leases 
were  forced  in  1869  and  that  of  tenants 
on  whom  they  had  been  forced  since  the 
Act  of  1870.  No  doubt,  a  great  many 
landlords  had  insisted  upon  the  tenants 
accepting  their  terms  in  1869,  in  antici- 
pation of  the  Land  Act.  It  was  within 
his  personal  knowledge  that  there  were 
many  coses  of  leaseholders  in  Ire- 
laud  who  had  had  their  leases  forced 
upon  them  long  before  1870,  and  these 
were  people  who  were  in  a  much  worse 
condition  than  those  who  bad  accepted 
unfair  leases  since  1670,  because  no  one 
could  deny,  however  the  Land  Act  of 
1870  had  failed,  that  it  bad  put  the 
tenants  in  a  better  position,  with  regard 
to  making  contracts,  than  they  bad  been 
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in  before.    They  must  bear  in  mind  that 
not  only  did  the  Act  of  1870  contain 
the  Compensation  Clauses,  but  that  the 
force  of  public  opinion,  consequent  upon 
the  passmg  of  the  Act  of   1870,   was 
oonsiderable,   so  that  the  tenants  had 
had  a  better  chance  of  fighting  their 
battle    with  the  landlords  than   those 
who  made  their  contracts  before  1870. 
And  there  was  another  case,  one  which 
was  not  very  frequent,  but  of  which 
there  were  many  instances  in  existence 
in  Ireland ;  and  that  was  the  case  of  those 
tenants  on  whom,  or  on  whose  fathers, 
leases  had  been  forced  on  account  of 
their  action   at  elections.     Such  leases 
had  been  forced  on  tenants  by  Conser- 
vative landlords  owing  to  their  having 
identified  themselves  with  the  Liberal 
interest;  and  he  thought  it  was  very 
hard,  seeing  that  the  tenants  had  stood 
by  the  Liberal  Party  in  those  days,  that 
the  Liberal  Party  shoidd  not  stand  by 
them  now.     He  had  in  his  mind  the 
condition  of  four  properties  in  County 
dare,  two  of  them  belonging  to  Lord 
Leconfield  and  Sir  Augustin  Fitzgerald. 
On  both  these  leases  were  unknown,  yet 
there  was  perfect  security  to  the  ten- 
ants ;  but,  in  the  immediate  neighbour- 
hood, there  were  two  other  estates  where 
the  tenants  held  under    leases   which 
ought  long  ago  to  have  been  brought  be- 
fore some  Court  of  Equity.   The  evidence 
of  pressure  was  so  great  that  no  Court 
of  Equity,  in  such  cases  as  these,  would 
have  refused  relief.    The    leases   had 
been  accepted  simply  because  the  ten- 
ants had    been  subjected  to  constant 
nibbling  and  increases    of   rent;  and 
everyone  knew   that  the  Irish  tenant 
would  rather   have  his  rent  increased 
20  per  cent  at  once  than  15  per  cent 
by  small   increments.      These   tenants 
were  rack-rented,  because  they  would 
accept  any  lease  they  could  get  rather 
than  be   subjected  to   these  uncertain 
and  unequal  increments,  and  they  had 
also  been  subjected  to  a  great  deal  of 
persecution  at  election  time.     He  did 
not  wish  to  delay  the  passage  of  the 
Bill;    therefore,  he  would  merely  say 
that,  as  a  matter  of  public  policy  and 
general  equity,  they  ought  not  to  throw 
over  these  leaseholders  who   acquired 
possession  before   1870.     It  might  be 
said  that  they  were  a  very  small  number 
of  people ;  but,  although  they  might  be 
small  in  number,  they  were  influential, 
and  he  was  certain  that  great  agitation 

Mr.  ffShM 


would  take  place  and  great  jealousy 
would  spring  up  if  Parliament  left  them 
out  in  the  cold.  It  would,  in  fine,  be 
equally  inequitable  and  impolitic  to  leave 
these  people  without  relief. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  The  ground  upon 
which  Her  Majesty's  Government  have 
proceeded  in  this  matter  is  so  simple  and 
clear  that  I  am  anxious  to  explain  it  at 
once  to  the  Committee.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Wexford  (Mr.  Healy)  stated  that 
there  was  no  principle  in  the  course  we 
were  taking ;  but  I  must  say  that  there 
is  clearly  a  principle  laid  down  in  the 
Bill,  and  that  we  are  proposing  the  ex- 
ception to  that  principle.  In  matters  of 
this  kind,  the  general  principle  is  to  en- 
deavour to  improve  the  laws  that  deter- 
mine the  relations  between  different 
classes  of  society,  and  to  deal  only  with 
the  present  and  the  future.  That  is  the 
general  principle,  and  it  is  a  prinople 
which,  whatever  arguments  it  admits  of 
on  abstract  g^unds,  is  fully  confirmed 
by  the  dictates  of  prudence  and  long  ex- 
perience. But,  in  this  particular  in- 
stance, it  so  happens  that  in  the  Act  of 
1870  we  framed  a  measure  in  which  we 
gave  special  opportunities  and  special 
inducements  of  a  certain  kind.  The 
inducements  were  intended  to  be  towards 
the  establishment  of  perfectly  free  and 
fair  contracts  between  landlords  and 
tenants,  which  free  contracts  should 
have  effect  without  any  sacrifice  on 
the  part  of  the  landlords.  We  gave 
a  qualified  fixity  of  tenure  for  a 
number  of  years.  We  have  evidence, 
I  believe,  that  in  a  limited  number  of 
cases  these  limited  opportunities  have 
been  abused;  and  on  that  ground  we 
thought  it  desirable  to  give  the  Court 
power,  on  proof  of  the  facts,  to  put  an 
end  to  such  abuses  by  quashing  the 
leases.  But,  first  of  all,  we  require  a 
special  ground  to  warrant  onr  going 
back  at  all  on  prior  arrangements,  and 
the  moment  we  get  beyond  that  special 
ground  we  have  nothing  to  warrant  our 
going  further.  Beyond  that  special  ex- 
ception the  Government  cannot  go  ;  and 
we  must,  therefore,  decline  to  consider 
the  further  extension  of  the  Amendment. 

The  O'DONOGHUE  said,  the  riffht 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Prime  Minister  aid 
not  appear  to  give  any  reason  why  they 
were  not  able  to  produce  special  g^unds 
for  breaking  leases  made  prior  to  those 
of  1870.  It  appeared  to  him  (The 
O'Donoghne)  that  the  Amendment  pro- 


1S35 


ZmtdZaw 


I  July  19,  1881) 


(Ireland)  ML 


1326 


posed  by  his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Healy) 
was  based  on  reason,  and  on  the  preoe- 
dents  established  by  the  Bill.  The  moa- 
sure  was  based,  in  great  part,  if  not  al- 
together, on  the  recognition  of  the  fact 
that  the  Irish  tenants  had  not  been  free 
to  contract.  In  a  preyious  discussion, 
the  right  hon.,  and  learned  Gentleman 
the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland  (Mr. 
Law)  had  stated  that  the  majority  of 
Irish  tenants  were  not  free  to  contract ; 
in  fact,  he  (The  O'Donoghue)  thought 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
had  said  that  the  overwhelming  majo- 
rity of  the  Irish  tenants  were  not  free 
in  this  respect.  There  was  no  ground 
for  assuming  that  while  the  yeany  ten- 
ants had  not  been  free  to  contract  lease- 
holders had  been  free  to  do  so.  Taking 
the  great  body  of  the  Irish  tenants,  he 
had  no  hesitation  in  saying  that  yearly 
tenants  were  as  independent  as  lease- 
holders, and  very  often  much  more  so. 
It  was  not  infrequent  in  Ireland  to  see 
two  adjoining  farms  held  by  tenants 
simUarly  circumstanced  and  similarly 
rented,  with  no  other  difference  between 
them  except  that  ono  held  by  parole 
agreement  and  the  other  by  lease.  Take 
the  case  of  two  farms  rented  at  £50 
a-year,  and  suppose  both  of  the  farms  to 
be  rack-rented,  he  would  ask  the  Com- 
mittee was  it  possible  to  give  any  satis- 
factory reason  for  the  passing  of  a  law 
which  would  enable  one  of  these  tenants 
to  come  forward  and  obtain  relief  from 
this  rack-rent,  and  deny  the  right  to  the 
other,  who  was  precisely  similarly  cir- 
cumstanced, except  that  he  was  a  lease- 
holder? In  principle,  there  was  no 
difference  between  a  parole  agreement 
to  pay  rent  and  a  written  agreement  to 
the  same  effect.  It  was  impossible  to 
g^ve  a  satisfactory  reason  why  a  man 
who  had  contracted,  under  certain  cir- 
cumstances, to  pay  rack-rent  for  a  year 
should  be  released  from  the  payment  of 
that  rent,  whilst  the  man  who  had  been 
compelled  to  contract  to  pay  the  rack- 
rent  for  30  years  was  not  relieved.  It 
appeared  to  him  that  far  stronger  rea- 
sons could  be  adduced  for  releasing  the 
man  who  was  compelled  to  pay  the  rack- 
rent  for  the  longer  period  of  30  years. 
8o  far  as  his  experience  went,  he  could 
say  that  a  leaseholder,  as  a  general  rule, 
paid  a  higher  rent  than  an  annual  ten- 
ant. Formerly,  the  obtaining  of  a  lease 
was  the  only  means  by  which  a  tenant 
oould,  even  temporarily,  escape  from  the 


control  of  his  landlord  ;  and,  in  order  to 
do  that,  he  took  a  lease  and  had  to  pay 
heavily  for  the  security  he  obtained. 
What  was  said  to  him  was  this — '*  You 
are  going  to  be  put  into  a  position  where 
for  some  years  your  rent  cannot  be  raised, 
and  you  must  pay  for  that  protection,'' 
and  an  exorbitant  rent  was  charged.  In 
every  county  of  Ireland  there  were  in- 
numerable cases  where  tenants  had  been 
compelled  to  take  leases  before  1870, 
and  had  been  obliged  to  pay  rack-rents, 
and  he  failed  to  see  any  reason  in  the 
world  why  they  should  not  be  allowed 
to  come  into  the  Court  and  have  their 
rents  revised. 

Mr.  p.  martin  said,  the  extent  and 
nature  of  the  Amendment  had  been 
somewhat  exaggerated  and  mis-stated. 
It  appeared  to  him  to  lay  down  no 
such  novel  or  extraordinary  and  un- 
precedented principles  as  had  been 
stated.  It  was  proposed  to  confer  upon 
the  Land  Commission  in  Ireland,  in  many 
respects,  similar  powers  to  those  at  pro- 
sent  enjoyed  by  every  Court  of  Equity 
in  the  Kingdom.  The  proposal  was  to 
give  to  the  Land  Commission  power  to 
do  in  a  simple,  expeditious,  and  cheap 
fashion  that  which,  he  believed,  coula 
be  done  by  any  Court  of  Equity  in  Ire- 
land. What  muat  be  proved  by  the 
tenant  before  he  could  ask  the  Land 
Commission  to  quash  a  lease?  He 
must  prove  that  the  terms,  in  the  opinion 
of  the  Court  at  the  time  of  the  accept- 
ance of  the  lease,  were  unreasonable 
and  unfair  to  the  occupier,  having  re- 
gard to  the  provisions  of  the  Act  of  Par- 
liament. Nay,  he  must  go  further  and 
say  that  the  lease  was  procured  by  the 
landlord  under  a  threat  of  eviction  or 
duress,  which  in  Equity  would  amount 
to  undue  influence.  He  would  ask  any 
hon.  Gentleman  acquainted  with  legid 
matters  whether,  where  a  threat  of  evic- 
tion was  used,  not  for  a  bond  fide  pur- 
pose, but  as  a  means  of  exacting  the 
tenant's  signature  to  an  unfair  lease,  and 
where  the  landlord  thus  unfairly  and  un- 
duly used  such  powers  as  the  law  vested 
in  him,  would  not  a  Court  of  Equity,  on 
its  being  proved  that  the  landlord  had 
thus  taken  advantage  of  the  tenant's  ne- 
cessities to  force  a  contract,  at  once  gprant 
relief  ?  And  let  him  remind  the  Commit- 
tee of  this — that,  in  point  of  fact,  in  the 
celebrated  case  of  Lord  Aylesford,  it  was 
shown  that  where  unfair  pressure  was 
used  by  a  money-lender  the  agreement 
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oonld  be  quashed.  Under  each  cir- 
cumstances, why  was  the  Committee  to 
limit  the  application  of  this  clause  to 
tenants  holding  under  leases  gpranted 
since  the  passing  of  the  Act  of  1870  ?  It 
could  not  be  contended  that  tenants  were 
free  to  contract  before  the  passing  of  the 
Act  of  1 870.  No  Member  who  had  a  seat 
in  the  House  before  the  passing  of  the 
Act  of  1870  could  stultify  himself  by  say- 
ing any  such  thing.  What  was  the  raison 
d'Hre  of  the  Act  of  1870  ?  It  was  that 
the  landlords  and  tenants  were  not  free 
to  contract.  Let  the  Committee  look  at 
the  past  history  of  Ireland,  and  at  the 
Evidence  produced  before  the  Eoyal 
Commissions — the  Commissions  of  Lord 
Bessborough  and  the  Duke  of  Kich- 
mond.  It  would  be  found  that  it  was 
proved  in  evidence  that  what  were  called 
"doctored  rentals''  were  prepared  for 
the  purpose  of  sales  in  the  Landed  Es- 
tates Court.  Men  were  set  down  as  pay- 
ing a  higher  rent  than  that  which,  in 
point  of  fact,  the  landlord  was  in  the 
habit  of  receiving.  The  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  for  the  County  of  Cork  (Colonel 
Colthurst)  had,  over  and  over  again, 
brought  forward  an  instance  of  that  cha- 
racter. Considering,  then,  the  true  nature 
and  efiPect  of  this  clause,  Her  Majesty's 
Government  ought  not  to  insist  upon 
any  limitation  of  that  character.  They 
had  already  listened  to  the  remarkable 
speech  of  the  Prime  Minister,  in  which 
he  so  eloquently  and  clearly  stated  his 
reasons  for  conferring  on  those  tenants 
who  now  hold  by  lease  the  privilege,  at 
its  termination,  of  becoming  present 
tenants  with  the  rights  incident  to  that 
class  of  tenancy.  Under  those  circum- 
stances, why  limit  this  clause  as  pro- 
posed ?  All  tenants  ought  to  be  entitled 
to  invoke  the  aid  of  the  equitable  powers 
conferred  by  this  clause  on  the  Land 
Commission.  Why  should  they,  by  any 
words,  limit  these  to  cases  since  the 
passing  of  the  Landlord  and  Tenant  Act 
of  1870  ?  Evidence  had  been  given  be- 
fore both  the  Bessborough  and  the  Eich- 
mond  Commissions,  giving  instances  of 
the  greatest  hardships  perpetrated  upon 
the  tenant  before  the  passing  of  the 
Land  Act  of  1870.  Let  them  see  whe- 
ther the  case  of  the  tenants  of  the  Land 
Act  of  1870  was  not  rather  stronger 
than  the  case  of  the  tenants  since  the 
Land  Act  of  1 870.  Some  hon.  Members 
had  spoken  as  if  all  leases  in  Ireland  had 
been  solemn  ooniraota  entered  into  under 
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seal  after  due  preparation  and  consi- 
deration on  the  part  of  the  tenant.    But 
let  him  remind  the  Committee  that  a  great 
distinction  existed  in  this  matter  between 
England  and  Ireland.     Under  the  Act 
of  1860,  any  agreement  in  writing  con- 
stituted a  lease,  so  that  if  a  bailiff  went 
and  used  pressure  on  a  tenant,  and  the 
tenant  was  induced  to  put  his  hand  un- 
awares to  any  document  prepared  by  the 
bailiff,  that  constituted  a  lease  just  as 
good  as  if  it  were  prepared  by  an  eminent 
solicitor  and  explained  to,  and  under- 
stood by,  the  tenant,  and  signed  and  sealed 
by  him.     The  Act  of  1860  declared  ex- 
pressly that  any  agreement  in  writing 
was  to  be  held  to  have  the  force  and 
effect  of  a  lease.    Those  were  the  ex- 
press provisions  of  the  Act.     Viewing 
how  easily  leases  might  be  procured  in 
Ireland,   he  rather  thought  that  that 
matter  was  cleared  away  by  the  wonder- 
ful speech  with  which  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter had  favoured  them  that  day.     The 
mere  attaching  the  name  to  any  uiformal 
document  constituted  a  contract  in  the 
nature  of  a  lease  under  the  Act  of  1860, 
and  became  binding.     That,  in  itself, 
opened  the  door  to  fraud  and  abuses. 
The  ignorance  and  helpless  condition  of 
the  tenants  left  them  very  liable  to  the 
exercise  of  undue  influence  on  the  part 
of  landlords.     It  might  be  said  the  re- 
commendation in  the  Bessborough  Com- 
mission was  only  in  respect  of  laws  made 
since  1870.     But  if  they  looked  at  the 
meaning,  at  the  intent,  which  was  not 
▼ery  accurately  expressed  through  por- 
tions of  the  Bessborough  Conmoission  in 
respect  of  the  matter,  they  would  see 
that  the  Commissioners,  if  they  intended 
to  give  the  full  meaning  to  the  words, 
which  he  had  no  doubt  they  did,  con- 
veyed the    impression    that  all  lease- 
holders should  be  released  from  leases 
that  had  been  obtained  by  unfair  means. 
He  must  say  that  the  very  dissentient 
Member  of  the  Bessborough  Commission 
— The  O'Conor  Don —admitted  the  prin- 
ciple that,  in  point  of  fact,  where  they  con- 
ceded the  rights  of  the  tenant  from  year 
to  year,  they  ought  to  concede  the  same 
rights  to  the  leaseholder.    The  O'Ckoior 
Don  showed  that  the  contract  from  year 
to  year  was  to  surrender  the  holding  on 
getting  notice  to  quit;  and  he  pointed 
out  that  the  same  right  ought  to  be  con- 
ceded to  the  leaseholder  as  to  the  tenant 
from  year  to  year.    He  trusted  that  Uie 
Committee  would  adopt  this  Amendment. 
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Mk.  EDWABD  CLABKE  said,  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  (Mr.  P.  Martin) 
had  onoe  or  twice  said  that  every  legal 
Member  of  the  Committee  would  agree 
with  his  exposition  of  the  law,  when  he 
laid  down  that  any  Court  of  Equity 
would  do  all  that  was  proposed  by  this 
section^  in  respect  of  the  power  which 
it  was  proposed  to  confer  upon  the  Com- 
mission. He  ventured  to  challenge  that 
poaition  at  once.  There  was  no  power, 
80  far  as  he  was  aware,  in  any  Court  of 
Law  or  Equity  in  England  or  Ireland  to 
set  aside  a  lease  that  had  been  executed 
as  between  landlord  and  tenant,  on  the 
ground  that  it  had  been  signed  by  the 
tenant  under  a  threat  of  the  landlord  in 
the  exercise  of  his  legal  rights.  That 
was  the  test  of  the  matter.  If  a  threat 
of  eviction  were  to  prevent  the  exercise 
of  the  leg^  right  of  the  landlord,  then 
the  lease  was  against  those  legal  rights. 
If  a  lease  was  a  thing  which  any  Court 
of  Law  in  England  or  Ireland  could  set 
aside,  and  if  it  were  true  that  a  Court  of 
Equity  could  do  that,  then  there  was  no 
occasion  to  burden  the  Commissioners, 
who  were  charged  with  many  duties, 
with  this,  when  it  could  be  done  by  any 
Law  Court  in  the  Kingdom.  lie  was 
glad  to  see  that  this  mischievous  pro- 
posal was  to  be  limited  upon  the  lines 
that  the  Government  laid  down.  There 
was  no  g^und  for  saying  that  any  hard- 
ship would  exist,  as  had  been  stated  by 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  who  had 
just  sat  down. 

MLb.  LEAMY  said,  that  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  (Mr.  Edward  Clarke) 
had  just  stated  that  a  Court  of  Equity 
would  not  interfere  with  the  contract  of 
a  tenant  under  a  lease  simply  because 
the  tenant  was  forced  into  the  contract 
under  a  threat  of  eviction — or,  in  other 
words,  in  exercising  his  legal  rights. 
That  was  quite  true ;  but  wore  they  to  be 
told  that  any  yearly  contract  tenancy 
could  be  set  aside  because  the  tenant 
was  forced  into  that  contract  by  a  threat 
of  eviction  ?  Was  not  it  because  the 
tenants  had  been  compelled  to  enter  into 
a  yearly  contract  under  a  threat  of  evic- 
tion, and  because  they  had  raised  their 
Tents  enormously,  that  the  Government 
came  forward  with  this  Bill?  They  were 
told  that  the  justification  for  it  was  that 
it  set  aside  freedom  of  contract.  But 
there  was  no  freedom  of  contract  be- 
tween landlord  and  tenant  in  Ireland ; 
and  for  that  reason  the  contract  should 


be  set  aside.  The  Prime  Minister  had 
told  them  that  it  would  not  be  prudent 
to  legislate  upon  past  transactions.  That 
was  very  well.  The  contract  that  was 
made  50  years  ago  was  said  to  be  a 
continuous  contract,  although  it  was 
made  before  the  new  state  of  things  had 
arisen  under  the  Land  Act  of  1870,  or 
under  the  Bill  now  before  the  Com- 
mittee. Therefore,  the  defence  was 
simply  that  this  contract  under  a  deed 
was  more  solemn  than  an  ordinary  ten- 
ancy. But  if  a  tenant  contracted  verbally 
to  pay  £40  for  a  holding,  and  to  go 
out  on  receipt  of  six  months'  notice, 
surely  he  was  as  much  bound  by  it  as 
if  he  had  entered  into  a  contract  under 
seal.  They  did  not  say  that  the  lease- 
holder should  go  into  a  Court  to  fix  his  rent ; 
but  what  they  asked  was  this — that  since 
they  were  now  going  to  enable  a  yearly 
tenant,  notwithstanding  his  contract, 
to  pay  a  certain  rent,  to  go  into  the 
Court  to  pay  a  very  much  lower  rent  than 
he  contracted  to  pay,  they  should  allow 
the  leaseholder,  if  he  coiild  show  to  the 
satisfaction  of  the  Court  that  he  was 
forced  into  the  contract  in  the  same  way 
as  the  yearly  tenant  was,  he  thought  it 
would  be  inequitable  and  unjust  not  to 
allow  him  to  have  the  judgment  of  the 
Court.  They  did  not  propose  that  every 
leaseholder  should  go  in  and  claim ;  but 
if  a  leaseholder  could  show  that  the  lease 
was  forced  upon  him,  and  that  during 
the  time  he  had  the  lease  inequitable 
and  unjust  terms  were  imposed  upon 
him,  he  (Mr.  Leamy)  submitted  that  such 
a  one  was  entitled  to  receive  the  judg- 
ment of  the  Commission. 

Mr.  JOHN  BRIGHT :  I  was  a  good 
deal  surprised  that  the  hon.  Member  for 
Wexford  (Mr.  Healy)  had  moved  this 
Amendment,  especially  after  the  very 
favourable  opinion  he  had  expressed  on 
the  Amendment  moved  by  my  right  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  the  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland,  and  I  was  still  more  surprised 
that  hon.  Members  from  Ireland  should 
think  it  necessary  to  continue  the  discus- 
sion in  favour  of  the  Amendment  on  the 
Amendment  after  the  speech  of  my  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Prime  Minister.  It  was 
known  to  hon.  Members  opposite,  and 
to  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  (Mr.  P. 
Martin),  who  had  made  rather  a  long 
speech  on  this  matter,  that  there  had  been 
many  suggestions  from  hon.  Members 
from  Ireland  during  this  discussion  with 
respect  to  this  very  question ;  and  they 
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themselves  had  proposed  that  what  was 
done  should  be  limited  by  the  year  1870. 
Now,  when  we  look  into  those  Amend- 
ments, we  find  that  there  is  an  Amend- 
ment by  the  hon.  Member  for  the  County 
of  Cork  (Mr.  Shaw)  in  which  he  speaks 
of  leaseholders  holding  lands  since  1870, 
and  they  may  apply  to  the  Court.  Then 
we  come  down  the  same  column,  and  the 
hon.  Member  for  Kilkenny  County  (Mr. 
Marum),  who  is  a  great  friend  of  this 
BiU,  also  there  speaks  of  existing  leases 
which  shall  have  been  executed  after  the 
passing  of  the  Landlord  and  Tenant  Act 
of  1870.  Then,  over  a  leaf,  my  worthy 
and  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Queen's 
County  (Mr.  Lalor)  also  proposes  an 
Amendment — 

"  Provided  the  Court,  on  being  applied  to  by 
the  tenant,  shall  not  have  reason  to  judge  that 
the  tenant  of  such  a  tenancy,  if  created  after 
the  passing  of  the  Landlord  and  Tenant  (Ire- 
land) Act  of  1870." 

Now,  besides  these  Amendments,  if  I 
am  not  mistaken,  there  have  been  refer- 
ences made  by  several  hon.  Members  on 
that  side  of  the  Committee  ;  and,  there- 
fore, it  is  quite  clear  that  what  was 
dwelling  in  the  minds  of  hon.  Members 
before  this  Amendment  of  my  right  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  the  Attorney  Gene- 
ral for  Ireland  was  put  on  the  Paper 
was  that  the  Government  should  do  that 
which  my  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
now  proposes  to  do.  Having  made  that 
proposition,  surely  it  is  a  very  unwise 
thing  to  continue  a  discussion  upon  a 
proposition  which  they  must  know  was 
based  upon  their  former  proposition ; 
and  after  the  speech  of  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister they  must  know  also  that  it  cannot 
possibly  be  accepted.  Further,  the  right 
non.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  the  University  of  Dublin  (Mr. 
Gibson)  is  here  ready  to  deliver,  no 
doubt,  a  strong  speech  against  this  clause 
altogether.  He  is  not  going  to  trifle 
with  it ;  but  hu  is  going  to  deliver  a 
very  powerful  charge  against  this  clause 
altogether.  Would  it  uot  bo  better, 
then,  if  the  Irish  Members,  who  are 
friends  of  this  Amendment,  did  not  ob- 
struct— if  they  did  not  discuss  what  they 
know  to  be  impossible,  and  prevent  the 
coming  on  of  the  attack,  to  which  the 
clause  itself  must  be  subjected,  and  then 
they  will  have  gpreat  liberty  to  answer  the 
arg^uments  of  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman.  Now,  I  am  only  making 
ihia  proposition  as  a  matter  of  taotioa.  £[' 
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I  were  an  Irish  Member,  and  in  favour 
of  this  clause,  I  should  blame  my  fellow- 
Members  if  they  took  up  the  time  of  the 
Committee  in  discussing  what  they  knew 
would  be  defeated,  and  what  they  them- 
selves did  not  originally  propose,  and 
wasted  their  strength  and  the  time  of 
the  House  upon  it,  instead  of  allowing 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
opposite  to  come  on  with  his  speech,  and 
then  take  the  opportunity  of  absolutely 
crushing  him,  wiuch,  no  doubt,  they  will, 
with  the  assistance  of  the  Gt)vemment 
and  the  hon.  Gentlemen  on  the  other 
side.  And  then,  in  the  course  of  the 
evening,  we  should  divide  upon  this 
Amendment.  That  is  the  way  really 
for  the  Business  to  get  on.  I  will  only 
make  one  observation  more,  and  that  is, 
that  it  appears  to  me  that  I  do  not  know 
whether  the  progress  of  the  Bill,  in  the 
course  of  this  discussion,  has  been  hin- 
dered more  by  its  friends  than  by  its 
enemies.  When  its  friends  see  a  good 
thing  in  their  grasp,  if  they  would  take 
it  and  not  talk  so  much  about  it,  we 
should  get  on  better. 

8m  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE:  I 
think  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
(Mr.  John  Bright)  is  rather  hard  upon 
his  Friends,  when  he  says  that  they  re- 
fuse it  when  they  see  a  good  thing  within 
their  gprasp.  That  is  exactly  what  it 
means.  They,  however,  did  not  see  their 
way  in  this  direction,  and  they  put  down 
moderate  Amendments  in  order  to  get 
what  could  be  got  in  the  way  of  opening 
leases  made  since  1870.  But  then,  when 
the  Government  have  come  forward,  and 
taken  up  the  whole  g^und,  the  natural 
consequence  has  followed  that  the  Irish 
Members,  or  some  of  them,  have  opened 
their  mouths  a  little  wider,  and  they 
have  said  that  ''  when  good  things  are 
going  we  will  see  what  we  can  get  of 
them."  And  the  Government  have  put 
their  foot  down  and  said — **No;  we 
will  not  go  any  further,"  because  in 
matters  of  this  sort  they  legislated  only 
for  the  present  and  future,  with  the  sole 
exception  of  the  Act  of  1870.  All  I  can 
make  out  is,  that  the  Act  of  1870  was  a 
child  of  their  own ;  and,  therefore,  they 
thought  they  could  take  great  liberties 
with  it,  and  on  that  g^und  they  pro- 
posed an  Amendment  which,  when  we 
come  to  discuss  it  as  a  whole,  we  shall 
point  out  to  them  that  if  they  are  at 
liberty  with  regard  to  what  has  taken 
pkoe  since  1870,  why  it  would  be  imr 
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moral  in  previous  times,  wheo,  perhaps, 
sach  a  plausible  case  could  not  be  made 
as  at  present.  I  hope  that  this  discus- 
■ion  will  not  go  any  further  after  the 
plain  language  used  by  the  right  hon. 
(Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Duchy 
of  Lancaster. 

Mb.  FABNELL  said,  that  the  right 
bon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Duchy  of  Lancaster  was  surprised  be- 
cause his  (Mr.  Pamell's)  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Wexford  (Mr.  Healy) 
approved  as  he  did  of  the  Amendment 
of  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman the  Attorney  General  for  Ire- 
land, and  wished  to  have  it  extended  to 
leases  entered  into  before  the  passing 
of  the  Act  of  1870.  Well,  he  (Mr. 
Pamell)  thought  that  it  was  very  natural 
that  his  hon.  Friend  approving  of  the 
Amendment  in  regard  to  leases  which 
had  been  entered  into  since  1870  should 
wish  still  further  to  improve  it,  and 
apply  it  to  previous  leases.  He  did  not 
think  that  there  was  any  matter  of  sur- 
prise, from  that  point  of  view,  that  the 
hon.  Member  should  desire  to  have  this 
extension.  And  then  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  rather  chided  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers because  the  Amendments  which  had 
been  put  on  the  Paper  some  two  months 
ag^  with  regard  to  the  leases  were, 
with  only  one  exception,  confined  to 
leases  which  had  been  executed  since 
1870,  and  he  intimated  that  it  was  very 
unreasonable  of  the  Irish  Members  to 
change  their  minds.  But  he  (Mr.  Par- 
nell)  thought  in  politics,  if  a  politician 
set  out  with  the  principle  that  ho  was 
never  going  to  change  his  mind,  he 
would  not  find  himself  a  very  successful 
one.  The  reason  they  had  changed  their 
minds  was  not  because  the  Government 
had  g^ven  them  what  they  originally 
asked  for ;  but  rather  because,  in  the  in- 
terval that  had  been  allowed  to  elapse, 
they  had  got  such  overwhelming  evi- 
dence of  t£e  injustice  of  the  leases  pre- 
vious to  1870,  that  they  thought  it  right 
to  lay  the  case  before  the  Government, 
and  to  ask  them  to  extend  their  benefi- 
cial provisions  to  such  cases.  What 
were  the  facts  of  the  case  ?  He  did  not 
think  that  the  leases  executed  before 
1870  were,  on  the  whole,  as  bad  as  those 
executed  since  1870  ;  but  there  could  be 
no  doubt  at  all  that  they  were  very  bad. 
He  had  taken  the  trouble  to  collect  41 
leases  which  had  been  executed  previous 
to  1870,  and  he  had  had  them  tabolatedy 


and  he  found  that  the  average  rental 
amounted  to  £1,591,  or  £1,600  in  round 
numbers,  and  the  average  Poor  Law 
valuation  amounted  to  £1,000,  showing 
an  average  rental  in  these  41  cases  of 
62  per  cent  over  the  Poor  Law  valua- 
tion. Everybody  who  was  conversant 
with  agricultural  matters  in  Ireland 
would  admit  that,  as  a  rule — and  those 
cases  were  selected  at  haphazard  from 
all  parts  of  Ireland,  and  were  not  in 
any  way  picked  out— 50  per  cent  over 
the  Poor  Law  valuation  was  undoubtedly 
a  rack  rent,  and  an  extreme  rent ;  and 
they  should  hope  that  the  Bill  of  the 
Government,  and  the  7th  clause  of  the 
Government,  would  reduce  the  rents  of 
the  tenants  occupying  holdings  to  con- 
siderably below  that  figure.  In  that 
case,  if  this  hardship  existed,  what  rea- 
son was  there  why  these  people  should 
continue  to  pay  this  excessive  rack  rent  ? 
The  Prime  Minister,  with  that  wonder- 
ful ingenuity  wliich  so  distinguished 
him,  said  that  this  was  owing  to  the 
Land  A6t  of  1870  being  passed.  But  it 
seemed  to  him  (Mr.  Pamell)  that  the 
Land  Act  of  1870,  having  been  passed 
meanwhile,  was  rather  an  argument  in 
their  favour ;  because  those  tenants  who 
were  forced  into  these  leases  before  the 
Land  Act  of  1870  had  not  even  the  pro- 
tection of  that  Land  Act  to  enable  them 
to  withstand  the  exorbitant  demands 
made  by  the  landlord.  Now,  let  him 
give  very  shortly — because  he  recognized 
the  desirability  of  shortening  the  dis- 
cussion— instances  of  the  way  in  which 
those  leases  were  forced  upon  the 
tenants.  In  1875  he  found  that  there 
were  1 1  cases  in  which  the  leases  were 
forced  upon  the  tenants,  and  accepted 
by  them  under  a  threat  of  eviction  in 
four  days.  Then,  again,  in  1876,  there 
were  two  leases  which  were  forced  upon 
tenants  under  a  threat  of  eviction ;  and 
again,  in  1877,  he  had  cases  of  leases 
which  were  forced  upon  the  tenant  to 
deprive  him  of  the  expected  benefits  of 
the  Land  Act  of  1870.  People  at  that 
time  were  talking  about  some  legisla- 
tion in  hopes  and  expectation  of  the 
agitation  in  Ireland  being  successful, 
and  the  landlord  took  advantage  of  it 
and  forced  these  cases  on.  Then,  again, 
he  had  three  cases  of  leases  which  were 
accepted  under  the  penalty  of  having 
the  rent  doubled,  the  rent  in  these  cases 
being  raised  50  per  cent  higher  because 
they  took  leases.    He  ^d  not  say  for  a 
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moment  that  the  cases  of  hardship  were 
very  numerous  previous  to  the  Act  of 
1870.  [Mr.  OABTWRianx:  For  what 
terms  were  these  cases  ?]  They  were 
for  31  years,  and  there  was  a  consider- 
able penalty  attached  to  them.  He  did 
not  mean  to  contend  that  there  had  been 
BO  many  cases  before  1 870  as  there  had 
been  since.  In  saying  that,  he  admitted 
that  he  was  making  an  admission  which 
went,  to  some  extent,  againt  the  case  he 
was  desirous  of  making  clear  to  the  Com- 
mittee. He  had  received  returns  re- 
lating to  something  like  as  many  as  350 
other  leases  which  were  forced  upon 
tenants  since  the  Act  of  1870,  and  he 
had  found  that  there  were  41  cases  in 
which  leases  had  been  forced  upon 
tenants  before  the  passing  of  the  Act  of 
1870,  and  350  since  that  Act  came  into 
force.  He  would  therefore  ask  the 
Prime  Minister  whether,  as  the  matter 
involved  was  not  of  very  large  import- 
ance, the  number  of  leases  being  com- 
paratively few,  there  was  any  reason  for 
opposing  the  Amendment  before  the 
Cfommittee?  He  saw  no  reason  why 
tenants  who  held  leases  which  were 
dated  before  the  year  1870  should  be 
debarred  from  the  beneficial  provisions 
accorded,  or  proposed  to  be  accorded, 
by  the  present  Bill,  which  woidd,  in  a 
large  degpree,  remedy  the  grievance  of 
which  they  now  complained  as  having 
suffered  since  the  passing  of  the  Land 
Bill  of  1870.  He  thought  it  would  be 
a  politic  act  on  the  part  of  the  Govern- 
ment to  have  mercy  on  those  tenants 
who,  owing  to  no  fault  of  their  own, 
when  they  were  unprotected  by  the  law, 
and  when  no  measure  of  justice  or 
mercy  had  been  extended  to  them  by 
that  House,  were  compelled  to  take 
leases  on  the  terms  of  which  he  was  then 
complaining.  He  could  not  help  think- 
ing— and  he  was  sorry  to  be  compelled 
to  the  thought — that  there  were  in  the 
Committee  a  considerable  section  of  hon. 
Members  who  would  oppose  the  Amend- 
ment that  had  been  proposed,  notwith- 
standing the  fact  that  it  would,  if  passed, 
remove  from  the  minds  of  many  among 
the  Irish  tenants  a  burning  and  rank- 
ling sense  of  injustice. 

Mr.  a.  M.  SULLIVAN  said,  he  had 
hailed  with  pleasure  the  fact  that  the  No- 
tice Paper  bore  the  Notice  of  Amendment 
proposed  by  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Attorney  General  forlre- 
land|  which  went  as  far  as  ever  he  anti- 

JTr.  P^meU 


cipated  the  Government  would  see  their 
way  to  go.  Let  him  say,  however,  that  he 
wished  his  hon.  Friend's  (Mr.  Healy's) 
wordsinreference  to  this  particular  branch 
of  the  question  were  not  to  be  misun- 
derstood, in  that  they  were  wishing  to 
push  back  a  little  further  the  date  of 
leases  which  should  be  affected  by  the 
Act.  The  course  of  action  which  had 
been  taken  reminded  him  somewhat  of 
the  observation  of  Charles  II.,  who, 
speaking  of  one  of  his  courtiers,  said 
that  if  he  had  presented  to  him  the 
whole  of  Ireland  as  an  estate,  he  would 
want  the  Isle  of  Man  as  a  cabbage 
garden.  There  was,  he  must  confess,  an 
appearance  of  something  of  the  kind  in 
some  of  the  proposals  which  had  been 
made  by  his  hon.  Friends ;  but  behind 
that  action  on  the  part  of  his  hon. 
Friends  there  was  the  daily  receipt 
by  hon.  Members  at  the  Post  Office  in 
the  Lobby  of  the  House  of  bundles  of 
leases  sent  by  tenants  who  wished  to 
show  the  harshness  of  the  treatment  to 
which  they  were  subjected  prior  to  the 
passing  of  the  Act  of  1870,  and  he  must 
confess  that  he  had  been  simply  as- 
tounded by  the  revelations  contained  in 
those  documents.  It  was  impossible  for 
hon.  Members  who  took  an  interest  in 
the  Gubject  to  hear  of  these  cases  with- 
out a  desire  to  induce  the  Government 
to  throw  a  shield  over  the  men  who  had 
suffered  the  injustice  to  which  he  re- 
ferred. At  the  same  time,  he  could 
understand  the  Gx)vemment  asking 
themselves  whether  there  were  sufficient 
reasons  for  looking  for  a  signal  post  be- 
hind the  year  1870.  There  was  nothing, 
as  far  as  he  could  see,  to  give  a  reason 
for  marking  the  period  of  a  starting 
point  anterior  to  the  passing  of  the  Act 
of  1870,  unless  it  was  contended  that  if 
they  were  to  go  back  behind  the  year 
1870  they  should  stop  at  anv  particular 

?eriod,  and  not  subject  all  the  leases  in 
reland  to  review.  He  had  reasoned  the 
matter  out  for  himself,  and  had  come  to 
the  conclusion  that  to  submit  all  leases 
in  Ireland — good  and  bad  alike — would 
only  have  the  effect  of  causing  a  ereat 
outcry  among  the  leaseholders  them- 
selves. Therefore,  while  he  was  sorry 
to  differ  on  this  or  any  other  subject 
from  the  Friends  with  whom  he  gene- 
rally  acted,  he  could  only  say  that,  in  his 
view,  the  Government  had  met  them 
very  fairly.  The  only  definite  opinion 
to  which  he  oame  on  the  occasion  of  the 
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fint  reading  of  the  Bill  was  that  the 
Goyemment  would  defeat  the  equities  of 
ihe  Land  Act  of  1870  ;  and  the  sub- 
stance of  the  present  proposal  was  that 
the  present  Bill  should  not  go  behind 
the  leasee  granted  since  the  passing  of 
that  Act,  but  should  include  them.  This 
was  an  intelligible  proposal,  and  one 
which,  with  an  ardent  desire  to  promote 
in  every  way  the  interests  of  the  Irish 
tenants,  he  could  not  but  hope  would 
find  acceptance  in  the  eyes  of  his  hon. 
Friends.  Of  course,  while  saying  this, 
he  wished  for  more  than  the  Bill  pro- 
posed  to  give ;  and  he  would,  thereK)re, 
suggest  that  if  the  Government  would 
not  ffive  all  that  his  hon.  Friends  de- 
manded, they  should  be  content  with  a 
revision  of  the  leases  which  were  forced 
upon  the  tenants  by  their  landlords  just 
before,  and  in  view  of,  the  passing  of 
the  Land  Act  of  1870,  so  as  to  defeat  and 
checkmate  its  beneficent  proposals. 

Mb.  MITCHELL  HENRY  wished 
the  Committee  to  reflect  upon  what 
would  be  the  efiPect  of  this  proposal  on 
the  action  that  might  be  taken  in 
''another  place"  in  the  event  of  its 
being  carried.  He  feared  that  if  the 
Amendment  were  accepted  the  clause 
would  be  struck  out  altogether  when  the 
Bill  reached  the  House  of  Lords. 

Mb.  CALLAN  said,  as  no  such  pro- 
posal had  been  made  as  that  aU-existing 
leases  in  Ireland  should  be  broken  or  re- 
vised, he  saw  no  force  or  foundation  in 
fact  in  the  suggestion  of  the  quondam 
tenant  farmers'  Friend  who  had  just 
addressed  the  Committee.  The  Com- 
mittee had  already  departed  from  the 
only  stand-point  on  which  coidd  be  based 
any  valid  objection  to  the  Amendment  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Wexford  (Mr. 
Healy).  In  an  eloquent  speech,  the 
Prime  Ministeir  had,  practically,  con- 
ferred upon  existing  leaseholders  the 
right,  as  far  as  future  tenancies  were 
concerned,  to  avail  themselves  of  the 
benefits  of  this  Act ;  and  all  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Wexford  asked  was  that  if 
injustice  perpetrated  after  the  year  1870 
was  to  be  redressed,  the  injustice  in- 
flicted before  that  year  should  also  be 
similarly  treated.  He  (Mr.  Callan)  had 
seen  a  letter  from  a  tenant,  and  also  a 
copy  of  the  lease  under  which  that 
tenant  held  before  the  passing  of  the 
Act  of  1870.  In  his  letter,  the  tenant 
said  that  before  the  Act  came  into  opera- 
tion he  had  a  new  lease  forced  upon  him, 


and  the  threat  held  out  to  him  to  induce 
or  compel  him  to  accept  such  lease  was, 
that  if  he  did  not  so  accept  his  ten- 
ancy would  be  terminated  at  the  end  of 
the  one  then  running.  The  majority  of 
tenants  in  the  best  parts  of  Ireland  were 
leaseholders  before  the  year  1870;  and 
why,  he  asked,  were  they  to  be  shut  out 
from  the  benefits  of  this  Act  ?  It  was 
all  very  well  to  say  that  the  Act  should 
only  be  used  for  the  purpose — as  far  as 
this  branch  of  the  subject  was  concerned 
— of  repairing  injustice  committed  since 
1870;  but,  surely,  if  the  injustice  had 
been  inflicted  earlier  than  that  year,  the 
injured  person  ha,d primd  facie  a  stronger 
ground  for  reparation  in  some  form  or 
another. 

Mr.  JUSTIN  M'CAETHY,  in  sup- 
porting the  Amendment,  said,  he  had 
himself  received  copies  of  a  number  of 
leases  forced  upon  tenants  by  their  land- 
lords, in  each  of  which  there  was  a  cove- 
nant to  the  efifect  that  at  the  termination 
of  the  tenancy  no  claim  was  to  be  set  up 
for  any  improvements  made  on  the  hold- 
ing, and  that  such  improvements,  if  any, 
were  to  become  the  property  of  the 
Jandlord. 

Question  put,  and  negatived, 

Mr.  E.  stanhope  proposed  in  the 
same  Amendment,  before  the  word  ''pro- 
cured," the  insertion  of  the  word  ''un- 
fairly," and  said,  he  only  proposed  the 
Amendment  in  order  to  maxe  more  clear 
what  he  took  to  be  the  obvious  inten- 
tion of  the  Government. 

Amendment  proposed  to  said  proposed 
Amendment,  in  line  6,  before  the  word 
"procured,"  to  insert  the  word  "un- 
fairly."—(J/ir.  E,  Stanhope,) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  word 
'  unfairly '  be  there  inserted." 

The  ATTOENEY  GENEEAL  foe 
lEELAND  (Mr.  Law)  said,  he  could 
not  agree  to  the  Amendment,  in  that 
it  was  unnecessary,  because  a  lease  ob- 
tained unfairly  could  not  be  included  in 
the  provisions  of  the  Bill. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Mr.  GIBSON  moved,  in  the  same 
Amendment,  in  line  6,  to  leave  out  the 
words  "  or  undue  influence,"  in  order 
to  insert  the  words  "  and  under  circum- 
stances which  a  Court  of  Equity  would 
hold  to  be  sufficient  to  set  aside  a  deed.'' 

[Thiriieth  Nighi.'] 


1339 


Land  Law 


(OOMMONB] 


(7r#kiii)  Bm. 


1340 


The  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
said  his  proposal  ran  on  all  fours  with 
a  statement  made  by  the  Prime  Minister, 
on  the  30th  of  June,  to  the  effect  that  in 
cases  where  tenants  had  presented  to 
them  the  altematiTes  of  lease  or  evic- 
tion— 

"  The  question  may  arise  whether  relief 
ought  not  to  be  afforded  to  those  leaseholders 
jo^y  and  upon  the  strictest  principles  of 
equity  by  enabling  them  to  go  into  Court  and 
have  a  fair  rent  fixed — ^by  enabling  them  to 
have  the  lease  quashed,  as  it  would  be  quashed 
in  a  Court  of  Law." 

[Mr.  Gladstone  dissented.]  He  (Mr. 
Gibson)  could  only  say  that  it  was  The 
Times  report  which  he  held  in  his  hand. 
If  the  Government  declined  to  accept 
his  Amendment,  thej  were  in  the  posi- 
tion of  seeking  to  set  aside  leases  in  cir- 
cumstances which  a  Court  of  Equity 
would  not  hold  sufi^cient  for  the  setting 
aside  of  a  deed.  He  thought  it  right  to 
gpiard  himself  by  saying  that  his  Amend- 
ment would  only  improve  the  drafting, 
and  would  not  relieve  the  clause  from 
its  original  vice. 

Amendment  proposed  to  said  proposed 
Amendment, 

In  line  6,  leave  out  ''  or  undue  influence," 
and  insert  "  and  under  circumstances  which  a 
court  of  equity  would  hold  to  be  sufficient  to  set 
aside  a  deed.*' — (Jfr.  Oihson,) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  the  words 
'  or  undue  influence '  stand  part  of  the 
said  proposed  Amendment." 

The  ATTOENEY  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  said,  the  Govern- 
ment could  not  accept  this  Amendment, 
and  for  these  reasons.  The  jurisdiction 
proposed  to  be  set  up  differed  from  that 
of  a  Court  of  Equity,  and  was,  at  the 
same  time,  more  extensive.  If  this  had 
not  been  so  the  clause  would  have  been 
useless. 

Question  pat,  and  negatived. 

Sib  R.  ASSHETON  CROSS  said,  the 
Committee  had  just  heard  a  very  re- 
markable declaration  on  behalf  of  the 
Government  to  the  effect  that  the  Court 
created  under  the  Bill  would  have  power 
to  interfere  between  landlords  and  ten- 
ants in  cases  where  the  ordinary  Courts 
of  Equity  would  have  no  power.  This 
was  a  rather  startling  doctrine,  and  he 
thought  the  Committee  had  a  right  to 
aak  by  what  rules,  if  any,  the  Court  was 
to  be  governed.  As  it  seemed  to  him, 
this  Court  was  to  be  armed  with  new 
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powers,  undirected  by  any  principles 
of  law,  or,  for  that  matter,  equity 
either,  but  commissioned  to  do  a  sort  of 
rough  justice  between  the  parties  coming 
before  it.  In  order  that  the  question 
might  be  considered,  he  would  move  to 
insert  words  providing  that  the  Land 
Commission  ''  may  make  such  order  as  a 
court  of  equity  would  make  in  the  like 
circumstances."  He  was  not  in  the 
least  tied  to  any  particular  form  of 
words,  and  perhaps  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland  would  be  able  to  suggest 
other  words  fitter  for  the  purpose. 

Amendment  proposed  to  said  proposed 
Amendment, 

In  line  6,  leave  out  all  from  after  the  word 
''may,"  to  end,  in  order  to  insert  tiie  words 
*'  make  such  order  as  a  court  of  dquity  would 
make  in  the  like  circumstances." — {Sir  R,  Assht- 
ton  Cross,) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
said  proposed  Amendment." 

The  attorney  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  said,  he  could 
not  see  any  difference  between  the 
Amendment  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man and  the  one  which  the  Committee 
had  just  negatived. 

Sir  R.  ASSHETON  CROSS  asked 
what  prospect  there  was  that  when  the 
new  equity  was  got  it  would  be  ad- 
ministered upon  known  principles  ? 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  (Sir 
Farrer  Herschell)  said,  that  if  a  new 
equity  was  created,  it  must  be  adminis- 
tered according  to  the  old  principles. 

Mr.  PLUNKET  explained  that  the 
object  of  the  Amendment  of  his  right 
hon.  Friend  (Sir  R.  Assheton  Cross) 
was  to  provide  that  the  order  should  be 
made  in  accordance  with  the  known 
rules  of  equity.  The  Amendment  was 
intended  to  deal  with  the  circumstances 
under  which  the  order  was  to  be  made  ; 
and  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
the  Solicitor  General  argued  that  it 
must  be  administered  according  to  the 
old  rules  of  equity,  while  his  right 
hon.  Friend  proposed  that  judgment 
should  be  given  according  to  existing 
rules. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  the  construc- 
tion put  upon  the  Amendment  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  (Sir  R.  As^eton 
Cross)  was  that  it  admitted  the  fact  that 
there  was  a  new  equity  created  and  a  nftw 
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r'er  oonfemd  on  the  Court ;  bnt  that .      Mr.  WABTON  asked  fbr  s  definition 
Oonrt  mnat  exercise  it  according  to  ■,  of  this  new  equity  from  the  Solicitor 
the  known  mles.    The  words  were  that  \  General. 

the  Oonrt  should  "  make  such  order  as  a  |     Amendment,  by  leaye,  withdraum. 
touxt   of   equity,"   and  not  that  they ' 
should  exercise  their  powers  according 


to  the  old  prindples. 


Lord    BANDOLPH    CHURCHILL 
said,  he  considered  the  Amendment  of 


Sni  E.  A88HBT0N  CROSS :  What  ^^^  right  hon.  Fnend  (Sir  R.  Assheton 
I  stated  in  my  opening  remarks  on  the  !  ^'°^l  ^  ^^^^i^  because  it  did  not 
proposal  was,  that  I  was  not  in  the  least  P'^^,^®  *^a*  ^^^  C<"?T*  8h°uM  proceed 
uxlous  about  the  words,  and  that  the  1  o°  all  matters  according  to  the  known 
Tight  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  i  '"*««  "^T**^'  *°^  '^«,^'"'"  fstruction 

Attorney  General  for  Ireland  might,  !  S*«J^**  i'»o<^o°'*  ^"'i'V"*  "*  PfS, 
perhaps,  suggest  other  words.  The  hon.  ^®  f?"®f  there  would  be  a  great  deal 
indleimed&licitor  General  (Sir  Farrer  ■  of  misunderstanding  amongstlrujh  ten- 
HerscheU)  says  you  have  created  new  *°*?  '^^Idmg  leases,  unless  some  words 
equity.  We  grant  that,  and  if  it  was  to  *"«?  ^^  'i®  proposed  to  move  were  m- 
be  administered  by  a  known  Court  of  ^^-  „.0? ,  **»«  ^^^^^  ^*y  ''^?'»  A".® 
Equity  there  would  be  nothing  more  to  ^"™®  Mimster  consented  to  m^e  this 
be  said  upon  it;  but  this  is  a  new  pro-  concession  with  regard  to  leases,  the  hon. 
eednre.  and  a  new  Court  altogether.  Member  for  Tralee  (The  O'Donoghue) 
They  have  certain  powers  of  equitable  presented  a  Potion  from  50  leaseholders, 
jurisdiction  ;  but  they  are  a  new  Court,  praymg  the  House  to  cause  their  leases 
and  wiU  haye  to  administer  law  and  to  be  set  aside.  If  50  leaseholders  from 
equity  upon  some  new  and  undefined  Castle  Island  which  was  a  small  part  of 
principlei.  That  is  precisely  the  point  Ireland  took  that  course,  how  many 
1  wish  to  guard  against;  but  the  hon.  leases  did  the  Prime  Minister  think  were 
and  learned  Gentleman  the  Solicitor  ^'^^^y  *<>  ^®  brought  mlo  Court  ?  Unless 
General  says  the  Court  will  administer  !?™®,  ?"?*»„^™®??,™®°*  *«  ?*^  (?°V 
this  equity  according  to  known  equity  Randolph  Churchill's)  was  adopted  al- 
prinriplee.  If  that  be  so  I  am  content ;  most  every  lease  would  be  submitted  to 
but  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentle-  **»«  Court  on  the  chance  that  it  might  be 
man  the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland  ff  *  ,«»* '"^O;,  His  obiect  was  to  provide 
stated  that  that  was  not  necessary.  I  t\».*  the  Court  should  make  rules  under 
have  done  my  best  to  insist  that  the  Go-  ^^'^^  the  tenants  should  know  perfectly 
vemment  shall  provide  that  this  new  ^^^^  whether  they  had  any  chance  of 
jurisdiction  shaU  be  administered  by  the  carrying  their  leases  into  Court  or  not. 
Court  according  to  the  known  rules  of  9"«  "^jf  "^^''iH  *H'i*  "  *^°*''*  "^PP^y- 
equity,  and  not  according  to  expediency.  "8  **»  *^«  Court  should  produce  his  last 
It  is  a  matter  of  broad  principle,  and  we   '^^^'P*  ^r  rent,   and  by  another  the 

cannot  insist  upon  broad  principles  too  S°"A ""V^^*  ''/IcJfV^.t  *®°^''*.*?  *°'S 

much.     This  Court  is  not  composed  of  *t*t  ^«  tad  fulfilled  the  conditions  of 

lawyers,  and  what  I  want  to  insure  is  the  lease  which  he  wished  to  have  set 

that  the.  Court  shall  administer  this  new  f  f^j  ,*?,P'?^V,*'!u^°™®  evidence  that  he 

equity  according  to  the  known  rules.  ^\  {"T^,l"  *''®  co^/^a'^ts,  and  had 

The  hon.  and  learned  Solicitor  General  ^^^Pt  the  buildings  and  fences  in  repair, 

says  I  am  right ;  but  I  want  to  be  certain  Amendment  proposed, 

of  that.  .      In  line  8  of  said  proposed  Amendment,  after 

The  attorney  GENERAL  foe  the  word  "act,"  tomaert  " and  on  comi)Uance 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  said,  the  Govern-  !  ^7  tlie  tenant  with  the  prescribed  conditions." 
ment  beUeved  the  Court  would  manage  i  -(^'"''  ^"'"'"(pA  Churchill.) 


its  afiPairs  like  all  other  Courts,  according 
to  definite  principles,  and  by  the  adop- 
tion of  such  rules  of  procedure  as  were 
best  suited    for  the  exercise  of  their 


Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted  in  the  said  proposed 
Amendment." 


The  ATTORNEY   GENERAL  foe 

^S^R.  ASSHETON  CROSS  said,  he  ^^^^^  ^^''  ^^^  ''^^'''^  *°  *^« 
should  not  press  his  Amendment,  but '      .         j     \  t_    i  .  » » 

ihoold  like  to  have  it  negatived  rather       Amendment,  by  leave,  ictthdraum. 


than  withdrawn.      [^Criei   of  "With- 
draw !  "3    Then  ho  would  withdraw  it. 


Mr.  E.  stanhope  said,  he  had 
hoard  with  some  surprise  certain  pro- 


1848 


Land  Law 


(OOMMONS) 


ilrehnd)  Bitt. 


1844 


positions  which  had  been  adopted  by  the 
Committee  with  regard  to  the  position  of 
the  tenant  on  the  conclusion  of  his  lease. 
It  seemed  to  him  that  all  the  propositions 
were  based  on  very  incorrect  ideas ;  and 
the  Government  appeared  to  be  consider- 
ing, not  what  the  leases  were,  but  what 
they  might  be.  It  was  proposed  to  give 
the  Court  power  to  break  through  leases 
at  a  time  when  the  tenants  had  the  com- 
plete advantage  of  the  lease,  and  to  take 
away  from  the  landlord  any  advantage 
that  he  might  claim.  Under  the  pre- 
sent proposal,  if  unreasonable  conditions 
were  put  before  a  tenant,  he  might  either 
refuse  them,  or  accept  them  under  a 
protest  of  undue  pressure.  The  Govern- 
ment proposed  to  empower  the  Court  to 
set  aside  leases,  and  on  conditions  which 
went  far  beyond  anything  that  the  ten- 
ant was  entitled  to  ask.  The  utmost  a 
tenant  was  entitled  to  ask  was  to  be  put 
back  in  the  same  position  as  if  the  lease 
had  not  been  forced  upon  him,  and  the 
Government  made  that  proposal  upon 
the  understanding  that  it  woidd  meet 
cases  which  did  not  quite  amount  to 
fraud  ;  but  if  there  was  fraud,  the  exist- 
ing Courts  of  Law  would  cancel  the  lease ; 
but  now,  in  a  case  which  was  less  than 
fraud,  the  Court  were  to  be  empowered 
to  cancel  the  lease,  and  to  put  the  ten- 
ant in  a  position  very  much  more  advan- 
tageous than  he  would  have  been  placed 
in  if  fraud  had  been  proved.  The  ten- 
ant would,  therefore,  go  into  Court  with 
everything  in  his  favour.  If  he  failed 
in  his  obligations,  he  could  fall  back  on 
the  lease  which  previously  existed,  with 
the  additional  advantage  that  on  the 
conclusion  of  the  lease  he  would  be 
placed  in  the  position  of  the  present 
tenant.  If  he  could  show  that  in  one 
sinffle  instance  something  xmreasonablo 
had  been  demanded  by  the  landlord,  he 
could  repudiate  the  instrument  he  had 
made,  and  be  placed  in  a  much  better 
position  than  if  he  had  originally  re- 
pudiated the  lease,  or  if  the  lease  had 
been  set  aside  as  having  been  obtained 
by  fraud. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  line  1 1  of  said  proposed  Amendment,  to 
leave  out  all  after  the  won!  "  deemed,"  in  order 
to  insert  the  words,  **to  have  voluntarily  sur- 
rendered his  tenancy,  and  the  Court  shall,  if 
necessary,  put  the  landlord  in  possession  thereof 
by  injunction." — (Mr.  £.  Stanhope.) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
saia  proposed  Amendment." 

JKr.  JK  Stanhope 


The  attorney  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  said,  he  did  not 
think  the  hon.  Member  (Mr.  E.  Stan- 
hope) really  comprehended  the  true 
meaning  of  his  Amendment.  What  was 
proposed  was  that  an  application  to  set 
aside  a  lease  should  be  made  by  a  per- 
son who  had  been  a  tenant  from  year  to 
year,  but  upon  whom  a  lease  had  been 
forced.  It  must  be  proved — first,  that 
he  was  a  tenant  from  year  to  year ;  and, 
secondly,  that  the  lease,  at  the  time  of 
its  acceptance,  was  unreasonable  and 
xmfair;  and,  finally,  that  he  had  been 
forced  or  defrauded  into  taking  it.  But 
the  hon.  Member  seemed  to  suppose  that 
the  first  part  was  very  favourable  to  the 
tenant,  and  the  last  part  more  favourable 
to  the  landlord.  The  extraordinary  part 
of  the  Amendment,  however,  was  that  in 
which  the  hon.  Member  would  set  aside 
a  lease,  and  the  tenant  would  be  placed 
in  the  same  position  as  if  the  lease  had 
been  obtained  by  fraud.  He  agreed 
with  the  hon.  Member  in  his  object; 
but  how  was  it  to  be  carried  out  ?  The 
Bill  would  undo  a  wrong,  and  leave  the 
man  as  he  would  be  if  the  wrong  had 
not  been  done;  but  the  hon.  Member 
proposed  that  the  man  should  surrender 
his  tenancy  to  the  landlord  with  all  his 
improvements  on  it,  and  seemed  to  think 
that  that  was  restoring  the  parties  to 
their  original  position. 

Mb.  E.  STANHOPE  repHed,  that  the 
tenant  would  not  be  put  in  the  same  posi- 
tion. If  the  Bill  would  make  him  a 
future  tenant,  he  could  understand  that; 
but  what  it  would  do  was  to  put  him  in 
the  position  of  the  present  tenant,  with 
all  the  advantages  which  this  Act  con- 
ferred. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Mb.  EDWARD  CLARKE  moved  to 
introduce  at  the  end  of  the  section  a 
Proviso  that  any  persons  aggrieved  by 
any  order  made  under  the  section  might 
take  the  same,  by  way  of  appeal,  to  Her 
Majesty's  Court  of  Appeal  in  Ireland, 
in  the  same  manner  as  if  it  was  an  order 
made  by  Her  Majesty's  High  Court  of 
Chancery.  The  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman said  that  in  another  part  of  the 
Bill  the  Committee  had  agreed  that,  on 
all  questions  of  law,  an  appeal  should 
be  allowed  from  the  order  of  the  Com- 
missioners to  the  Court  of  Appeal ;  and 
if  there  was  one  part  of  the  Bill  at  which 
it  was  essential  that  there  should  be  an 
appeal  to  the  High  Court,  it  was  yi  thi^ 
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Motion.  AnwimiTig  the  addition  pro- 
poaed  by  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Attomej  General  for 
Ireland  to  be  appended  to  the  clause, 
that  would  provide  that  the  Court  should 
have  power  to  set  aside  agreements  be- 
tween landlord  and  tenant  on  grounds 
which,  at  all  events,  were  different  in 
their  definition  from,  those  at  present 
known  to  the  law ;  and  it  was  most  es- 
sential that  in  a  case  of  that  kind,  which 
gave  to  the  new  Court  considerable 
powers,  its  decisions,  in  the  first  in- 
stance, should  be  regulated  by  a  right 
of  appeal  to  the  High  Court. 

Amendment  proposed, 

At  end  of  BecUon,  to  add  <<Anv  person 
Aggriered  by  any  order  made  under  this  section 
may  take  the  samei  by  way  of  appeal,  to  Her 
Ifigesty's  High  Coort  of  Appeal  in  Ireland,  in 
the  lame  manner  as  if  it  was  an  order  made  by 
the  Chancery  Division  of  Her  Majesty's  High 
Cknirt  of  Justice  in  Ireland." — {Mr,  Edward 
Cittrke.) 

Question  nroposed,  '*  That  these  words 
be  there  added." 

The  ATTOENEY  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  said,  he  could  not 
agree  with  the  Amendment,  for  he  con- 
sidered it  needless,  as  the  rights  which 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  wished  to 
see  conferred  upon  aggrieved  suitors 
was  already  conferred  upon  them  by 
another  part  of  the  Bill. 

Mr.  EDWAED  CLARKE  said,  he 
could  understand  that  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  assumed  that 
the  proposal  came  within  the  general 
power  given  by  another  part  of  the  Bill; 
bat  he  (Mr.  Edward  Clarke)  thought 
there  would  be  some  doubt  as  to  that. 
He  was,  however,  satisfied  with  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman's  as- 
surance of  his  intention  with  regard  to 
the  clause,  and  would  not  press  his 
Amendment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
moved  to  add  at  the  end  of  the  said 
proposed  Amendment  the  following  Pro- 
riflo: — 

"That  the  lease  of  any  holding  held  at  a 
rent  of  over  fifty  pounds  should  not  be  sub- 
jected to  revision  by  the  Court.*' 

He  would  remind  the  Committee  that 
when  the  Prime  Minister  introduced  tlie 
Land  Act  of  1870,  he  provided  that 
persons  holding  tenancies  of  over  £50 
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should  not  be  subject  to  that  Act.  He 
did  not  understand  that  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister admitted  having  made  any  mis- 
take about  the  Act  of  1870,  or  that  the 
Act  was  not  suited  to  the  circumstances 
of  the  time.  It  must  be  admitted  that 
leases  of  large  holdings  stood  on  a 
totally  different  footing  from  that  of 
leases  of  holdings  of  less  value  than 
£50a-year;  and  the  Land  Act  of  1870 
had  made  a  considerable  distinction  be- 
tween them.  He  did  not  suppose  for 
a  moment  that  the  Prime  Minister  would 
deny  the  necessity  of  having  some  limit 
to  the  clause.  Was  it  intended,  for  in- 
stance, that  leases  of  £500  a-year  should 
be  taken  into  Court  ?  Surely,  it  would 
never  be  contended  that  leases  of  £10 
a-year  for  30  years,  and  leases  of  £500 
a-year  for  80  years,  were  in  the  same 
position  and  required  the  same  protec- 
tion? All  that  he  (Lord  Handolph 
Churchill)  asked  was  that  the  19th  sec- 
tion of  the  Land  Act  of  1870  should  be 
adhered  to,  and  that  this  enormous  con- 
cession should,  at  any  rate,  be  limited 
to  those  tenants  who,  at  the  time  of  the 
passing  of  the  Act  of  1870,  were  ad- 
mitted by  Parliament  to  require  protec- 
tion. He  thought  the  Amendment  was 
a  fair  one,  and  he  hoped  the  Govern- 
ment would  accept  it. 

Amendment  proposed  to  said  pro- 
posed Amendment,  to  insert  at  end  the 
words — 

"  Provided  always,  That  the  lease  of  any 
holding  let  at  a  rent  of  over  fifty  pounds  shaU 
not  be  subject  to  revision  by  the  Court,*' — 
{Lord  Randolph  Churchill.) 

Question  proposed,  ''  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted  in  the  said  proposed 
Amendment." 

Mil.  GLADSTONE :  It  is  an  error  on 
the  part  of  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  £an- 
dolph  Churchill)  to  suppose  that  this 
Amendment  coincides  with  the  line  laid 
down  in  the  Act  of  1870.  The  line  then 
laid  down  was  £50  of  annual  valuation, 
not  £50  of  rent.  But  I  rise  to  oppose 
the  Amendment  on  another  ground.  He 
says  we  have  always  stood  upon  the 
sufficiency  of  the  Act  of  1870,  so  far  as 
it  went.  But  that  is  not  so.  The  Act 
of  1870  was  in  several  respects  insuffi- 
cient, and  we  have  shown  our  sense  of 
its  insufficiency  by  largely  altering  the 
line  above  which  what  is  called  freedom 
of  contract  is  restored.  Consequently, 
if  any  line  is  to  be  drawn  it  must  be  a 
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Ms.  QLADSTONE  again  pointed  ont 
that  there  was  really  noneoessityfortho 
Amendment  at  all. 

Loan  EANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
expressed  his  willingness  to  withdraw  it. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  vithiraiott. 

Mb.  QIBSON  said,  that  before  the 
original  Amendment  of  his  right  bon. 
and  learned  Friend  the  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland  was  finally  decided  upon,  he 
wished  to  make  one  or  two  remarks,  for 
this  legislation  was  so  strong,  and  each 
strong  Amendments  were  proposed  to  it, 
that  they  almost  lost  sight  sometimes  of 
the  extreme  importance  of  what  they 
were  doing.  He  therefore  did  not  think 
it  unreasonable  to  ask  the  Committee  to 
rememher  exactly  what  waa  the  clause 
that  they  were  upon,  what  it  was  aa 
originally  introdnced,  and  what  it  waa 
now,  eren  before  this  final  Amendment 
was  added  to  it.  As  the  clause  waa 
originally  introduced  by  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister, and  aa  it  stood  in  the  Bill,  it  was 
a  clause  without  qualification,  absolutely 
protecting  all  exiating  leases,  with  aU 
their  clauses  and  conditions.  That  after- 
noon the  Committee  were  induced,  in  a 
House  composed  of  half  its  real  strength, 
but  still  composed  of  a  very  subatantial 
number,  considering  the  time  of  year 
and  the  weather,  to  introduce  into  the 
clause  a  moat  important  qualification, 
largely  doin^  away  with  the  effect  of  one 
of  the  most  important  clauses  and  cove- 
all  existing  leases 


line  conformable  to  the  spirit  of  this  Bill, 
and  not  to  the  Act  of  1870.  There iano 
question  whatever  that  the  majority  of 
the  leases  which  will  come  under  the 
operation  of  these  Amendmenta  will  be 
leases  of  comparatively  small  holdings ; 
but  my  opinion  is  that  many  of  them  are 
above  the  line  of  £50  rent,  and  even 
above  the  line  of  £50  valuation.  I  do 
not  think  it  is  worth  while  to  introduce 
the  present  Amendment ;  but  if  any 
Amendment  is  to  be  accepted  by  UB, 
without  inconsistency  on  our  part,  it 
must  be  an  Amendment  which  snail  be 
based  on  the  spirit  of  this  Bill,  and  not 
on  that  of  the  Act  of  1 870. 

Lord  HANDOLPH  CHUBCHILL 
hoped  the  right  hon.  Qentleman  would 
coninder  the  position  of  hon.  Members 
on  the  Conservative  aide  of  the  House. 
Tbey  had  not  met  this  clause  with  any- 
thing  like  an  obstinate  opposition,  and 
they  had  assented  to  the  views  of  hon. 
Gentlemen  below  the  Gangway.  After 
what  the  Prime  Minister  had  said,  it 
would  be  a  concession  of  an  appreciable 
nature  if  he  would  consent  to  an  Amend- 
ment Umiting  the  Act  to  leases  of  leaa 
than  £150  a-year.  That  would  show 
that,  in  the  opinion  of  Parliament,  there 
were  some  tenants  who,  under  no  con- 
uderation  whatever,  should  come  under 
this  clause.  He  would  propose  to  amend 
his  own  Amendment  by  aubstituting 
■'  £150"  for  "  £50." 

On  MotJOD  of  Lord  Baitdolph 
Ohuroeill,   Amendment  to  said    pro- 


poeed  Amendment  amended,  by  leaving 
out  the  words  "fifty  pounds,  and  in- 
serting "one  hundred  and  fifty  pounds;" 
and  leaving  out  the  words  "  at  a  rent," 
in  order  to  substitute  the  words  "  annual 
value  "  after  the  word  "  pounds." 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  said  pro- 
posed Amendment, 

To  insert  at  end  tha  worda  "  Provided  dl- 
mja.  That  the  lease  ot  any  hotding  of  over  one 
hundred  and  Oltj  foaaiB  lumual  Tslua  shall  not 
bo  aubjaot  to  renaion  by  the  Court." — (Loril 
Bandeipli  Chttrchill.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted  lu  the  said  proposed 
Amendment." 

Sia  GEOEGE  CAMPBELL  said,  it 
seemed  to  him  that  there  waa  no  proper 
vay  of  distinguishing  between  large  and 
small  tenants,  and  no  reason  whatever 
why  the  large  tenant  should  be  left  out 
of  the  Bill. 

,J&-,  QkdtUm 


uauts  to  be  found  ii 

and  the  clause  now  provided  that  all 
existing  leases  should  be  deemed  to  have 
added  to  thom  this  qualification — that  at 
their  termination  the  tenant,  instead  of 
being  bound  to  give  up  possession  and 
to  comply  with  his  covenant  to  give  up 
his  holding  in  good  order  and  condition 
to  his  landlord,  might,  if  he  pleased,  re- 
main on  in  the  very  beneficial  status  of 
a  present  tenant,  with  the  right  of  having 
his  rent  assessed  at  what  he  might  con- 
ceive to  be  a  fair  rent,  and  with  the 
absolute  right  of  holding  on  for  15  years, 
and  with  the  power  of  again  applying,  if 
he  thought  proper,  at  the  end  of  that  term 
of  15  years,  for  an  additional  term.  They 
were  now  considering  the  Amendment 
of  his  right  hon.  and  learued  Friend  the 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  to  a  clause 
which  practically  said  that  there  might 
be  no  termination  to  a  lease  at  all — that 
at  the  technical  termination  of  a  lease 
there  might  be  such  an  addition  tlut 
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there  might  be  praotioally  no  end  to  it. 
What,  then,  was  the  Amendment  which 
was  now  proposed  to  be  added?  One 
might  have  thought  that  the  most  ex- 
treme ambition  to  have  a  strong  clause 
would  have  been  satisfied  with  what  was 
done  that  afternoon,  without  now  seeking 
to  make  a  more  striking  departure  from 
sound  principles,  as  a  good  many  people 
would  think  it.  For  the  present  Amend- 
ment sought,  not  to  add  on  a  large  and 
substantiad  qualification  at  the  end  of  a 
lease,  but  to  interfere  with  an  existing 
lease,  and  to  give  power  to  the  Court  to 
break  it  under  certain  circumstances — 
circumstances  duly  set  forth  in  the 
Amendment,  and  circumstances  which 
invited  the  tenant  to  go  into  Court  ^'  on 
velvet,"  to  use  a  phrase  which  was  well 
known  in  Ireland,  though  he  did  not 
know  whether  it  was  in  similar  use  in 
this  country,  or,  in  other  words,  to  go 
into  Court  with  a  full  knowledge  that  he 
might  win,  but  could  not  possibly  lose. 
If  the  tenant  went  into  Court  to  have 
his  lease  broken,  he  might  succeed,  and 
then  he  could  at  once  be  sure  of  having 
the  rent  revised,  if  he  pleased,  by  the 
Court,  with  the  certainty  of  a  term  of  16 
years,  and  the  possibility  of  renewal.  If 
he  failed  he  was  no  worse  off ;  for  he 
had  his  existing  lease,  and  there  was 
nothing  whatever  to  discourage  the 
tenant  from  going  into  Court.  He 
(Mr.  Gibson)  had  a  right  to  ask  where 
was  the  justification  for  presentiug  this 
Amendment  for  the  adoption  of  the  Com- 
mittee— an  Amendment  of  so  startling 
and  exceptional  a  character  ?  If  there 
were  any  justification  for  it,  he  sup- 
posed it  would  be  found — if  found  it 
could  be  at  all — in  the  Land  Act  of 
1870 ;  and  if  it  could  be  found  there,  it 
must  be  found  in  three  of  the  clauses 
of  that  Act — the  3rd,  the  4th,  and  the 
12th  clauses.  He  was  not  going  to 
weary  the  Committee  by  going  through 
all  the  details  of  those  clauses ;  but  he 
must  say  a  few  words  upon  each.  The 
3rd  clause  of  that  Act— and  he  was  not 
now  dealing  with  an  Amendment  to 
that  clause  inserted  either  in  that  House 
or  in  **  another  place,"  he  was  dealing 
with  the  framing  of  the  clause  as  origin- 
ally intended  by  the  Government  in 
1870 — the  3rd  clause  gave  a  right  to 
the  tenant,  on  the  termination  of  his 
tenancy,  to  demand  that  the  Court 
should  assess  for  him,  if  he  thought 
proper,  a  compensation  for  disturbance, 


but  that  the  granting  or  acceptance  of  a 
lease  for  31  years  should  bar  that  claim 
to  compensation  for  disturbance.  That 
was  not  put  in  at  the  instance  of  the 
landlord  ;  it  was  the  deliberate  proposal 
of  the  Government,  and  was  a  distinct 
statement  to  landlords  and  tenants  that 
it  was  fair  and  reasonable,  and  according 
to  the  policy  and  intention  of  Parlia- 
ment, that  where  a  lease  of  31  years 
was  given  it  should  hstf  that  claim  to 
compensation  for  disturbance.  The  mere 
acceptance  of  the  lease  was  to  be  suffi- 
cient to  bar  the  claim.  He  asked  again, 
where  was  the  justification  for  the  new 
power  now  proposed,  higher  than  any 
power  now  possessed  by  any  Court  of 
Equity,  higher  than  the  power  possessed 
by  the  Court  of  Chancery  either  in  Eng- 
land or  in  Ireland  ?  It  certainly  could 
not  be  foimd  in  the  3rd  clause  of  the 
Land  Act  of  1870.  The  Committee 
should  bear  in  mind  that  the  3rd  clause 
expressly  stated,  when  it  gave  this 
power,  and  held  out  this  invitation  to 
landlords  to  grant  leases  for  31  years, 
that  any  leases  for  shorter  periods  should 
not  affect,  take  away,  or  qualify  the 
tenant's  claim  to  compensation  for  dis- 
turbance. They  should  remember  also  that 
they  had  already,  practically,  destroyed 
the  right  to  release,  even  if  it  logically 
existed  at  all,  by  the  Amendment  ac- 
cepted this  afternoon,  because  the  claim 
to  compensation  for  disturbance  could 
only  be  made  when  the  tenant  had  com- 
pleted the  term  of  his  holding,  and  they 
had  taken  care  that  the  tenant  should 
never  be  asked  to  quit,  unless  he  de- 
sired to  go,  or  desired  to  break  the  sta- 
tutory conditions  ;  so  that  he  (Mr.  Gib- 
son) was  entirely  within  the  argument 
to  be  drawn  from  the  Land  Act  of  1870, 
and  entirely  within  the  argument  to  be 
drawn  from  the  present  clause  as  now 
defended,  when  he  said  that  no  reliance 
could  be  placed  upon  the  3rd  clause  of 
the  Land  Act  as  a  justification  for  the 
present  Amendment.  As  to  the  4th 
clause  of  that  Act,  that  was  one  of 
such  minor  and  petty  application,  so  far 
as  this  leasehold  point  was  concerned, 
that  it  could  only  be  relied  upon  tech- 
nically, because  the  acceptance  of  a 
lease  for  31  years  could  not  stop  a 
claim  to  compensation  for  improvements 
of  a  permanent  character.  The  4th 
clause,  then,  was  out  of  the  case,  even 
if  not  removed  by  the  Aihendment 
adopted    this  afternoon,  which  practi- 
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cally  placed  it  at  the  option  of  the  tenant 
whether  he  would  quit  his  holding  or 
not ;  and  he  could  not  take  compensa- 
tion for  improvements  until  he  did  quit 
his  holding.  He  came  now  to  the  only 
other  section  of  the  Act  of  1870  which 
could  be  relied  on  in  support  of  an 
Amendment  which  he  would  only  cha- 
racterize as  extraordinary,  and  that  was 
the  12th  section.  It  was  very  startling 
— that  was  a  moderate  and  fair  word, 
and,  therefore,  he  should  use  it  in  pre- 
ference to  any  other — it  was  very  start- 
ling to  find  that  the  12th  section  of  the 
Act  of  1870  was  to  be  relied  on  in  de- 
fence of  the  Amendment  of  his  right 
hon.  and  learned  Friend.  They  were  all 
familiar  with  the  1 2th  section  of  the 
Land  Act  of  1870.  It  provided  clearly 
and  distinctly  that  the  landlord  and 
tenant  of  any  holding,  the  value  of 
which  exceeded  £50  a-year,  were  to  be 
at  liberty  to  contract  with  one  another. 
They  were  to  be  absolutely  free  to  con- 
tract with  each  other  as  they  thought 
fit;  for  it  was  assumed — and  this  was 
the  foundation  of  the  limitation  of  the 
clause — that  the  tenant  of  a  holding 
valued  at  a  higher  rent  than  £50  of 
Poor  Law  valuation  was  quite  able  to 
look  after  himself,  without  the  interven- 
tion of  any  Land  Act  or  Court  of  Law  or 
Equity.  That  was  the  whole  policy  and 
justification  of  the  clause,  and  if  it  had 
not  had  that  policy  and  justification, 
there  never  would  have  been  such  a 
clause.  But  the  Amendment  now  moved 
practically  proceeded  upon  this — that  the 
12th  section  of  the  Act  of  1870,  which 
provided  for  good  contracts,  and  which 
had  prevailed  for  the  last  11  years, 
should  not  only  be  repealed  for  the 
future,  but  that  a  Court — not  a  Court  of 
Equity,  but  a  Court  specially  and  pecu- 
liarly framed  to  administer  some  pecu- 
liar kind  of  bastard  equity — should  be 
at  liberty  to  upset  that  freedom  of  con- 
tract which  the  Government  themselves 
had  declared  legitimate  by  the  12th  sec- 
tion of  their  Act  of  1 870.  Where,  then, 
was  their  justification  for  so  slandering 
their  own  work  of  1870  ?  If  they  did 
not  care  to  repeal  that  12th  section,  why 
were  they  going  to  make  it  worthless  ? 
But  they  were  doing  still  worse.  They 
were  going  back,  and  giving  powers  to 
this  Court — not  a  Law  Court,  but  a 
partly  lay  Court,  for  he  declined  to  re- 
cognize the  accident  of  any  member  of 
it  being  a  lawyer— [**  Oh,  oh  !  "] — this 
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was  not  a  Law  Court — nothing  of  the 
kind  —  they    were    giving    powers    to 
this  Court  which  were  not,  at  present, 
possessed  by  any  Court  of  Equity — the 
power  of  administering  an  equity  un- 
known, at  present,  to  any  Court  in  the 
Kingdom.     Where  was  the  justification 
for  that?     His  right  hon.  and  learned 
Friend,  whose  opinion  he  respected  as 
much  as  that  of  any  member  of  the  Pro- 
fession, had  rested  some  justification  for 
it  upon  their  old/riend — one  of  the  Bess- 
borough  Commissioners'  Heports.     His 
right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  rested  his 
case  on  the  Bessborough   Keport,  and 
also,  he   believed,  on  the  ui^ortunate 
Index  to  that  Keport.     He  was  sure  the 
hon.  Member  for  County  Cork  (Mr.  Shaw) 
was  not  the  author  of  that  Index.     His 
right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  rested  his 
case,  then,  on  the  Bessborough  Heport, 
and  on  its  Index.     But  that  Report  was 
before  the  Grovemment  long  beK)re  they 
framed  this  47th  clause,  and  they  knew 
the  opinion  of  the  Prime  Minister  in 
reference  to  it  and  its  modifications ;  and 
the  Cabinet,  in  all  their  meetings,  ne- 
cessarily numerous,  and  in  all  their  con- 
siderations,   necessarily    elaborate,    in 
reference  to  this  Bill,  never  drafted  the 
present  Amendment  upon  that    Bess- 
borough Report,  or  upon  the  paragraph 
in  that  Report — cautious  and  qualified 
as    that    paragraph  was — which   bore 
upon  this  point.     With  the  Commission 
and  its  Evidence  before  them,  the  Cabinet 
deliberately  elected  to  pass  this  matter 
by,  and  they  brought  in  a  clause  which 
was  substantially  inconsistent  with  the 
Amendment  now  proposed  by  his  right 
hon.  and  learned  Friend.     It  was  only 
recently  that  this  change  was  introduced,' 
for,  so  lately  as  the  29th  of  June,  the 
Prime  Minister  said  that  the  Govern- 
ment were  not  prepared,  either  with  re- 
gard to  present  leases,  or  with  regard  to 
future  leases,  to  lay  down  the  principle 
that  those  who  assented  to  the  terms  of 
a  lease  should  be  at  liberty  to  question 
them  before  the  Court  during  the  period 
of  the  lease.     And  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman added  that  where  a  lease  was 
entered  into,  it  should  be  a  real  one  and 
not  illusory,  and,  above  all,  it  should  not 
be  binding  upon  one  side  only.   But  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Attorney  General    for  Ireland,   by  his 
Amendment,  drove  a  most  disrespectful 
coach-and-four  through  that  very  clear 
statement  of  the  Prime  Minister,  because 
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lie  said  that  leases  made  siiice   1870 
should  be  binding  on  one    side  only. 
The  Amendment,  in  fact,  gave  the  ten- 
ant power  to  go  into  Court  to  void  the 
lease ;  and  if  he  succeeded,  instead  of 
having  to  give  up  possession,   he   re- 
mained in  possession  with  all  the  new 
benefits  and  equities  established  under 
the  Bill.     The  opinion  expressed  by  the 
Prime  Minister  on  the  29th  of  June  was 
expressed  not  so  very  long  ago.     After 
the  g^od-humoured  expression  on  the 
phrase  ''change  of  front,"  which  had 
occurred  that  afternoon,  he  would  not 
use  the  phrase  again  now ;  but  he  thought 
he  was  entitled  to  say  that  the  Prime 
Minister    had    somewhat    reconsidered 
his  position  since  the  29th  of  June,  and 
he  was  not  sure,  indeed,  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  did  not  do  so  on  the 
following  day,   because  on  the   Ist  of 
July  he  made  another  speech  of  a  not 
entirely  satisfactory  character,   though 
he  would  not  call  it  a  "  change  of  front." 
He  only  wished  the  Government  had 
seen   their  way,  in  their  wisdom  and 
with  their  majority,   to   stand   to    the 
clause  in  the  form  in   which  they  in- 
troduced   it.      This    was    a   very    im- 
portant   question — there    could    be   no 
doubt  about  that — and  it  was  a  question 
which  was  quite  entitled  to  a  prolonged 
debate.     But  he  did  not  tliink  that  even 
the  most  bitter  enemies  of  the  Conserva- 
tive Party  could  accuse  them  of  raising 
too   long  or  exaggerated  a   discussion 
upon  these  points.     He  had  touched  as 
shortly  as  he  could  upon  some  of  the 
points   which   had   struck  his  mind  as 
most  strong;  and,  though  ho  did   not 
intend  to  grapple  with  them  further,  he 
should  feel  it  his  duty  to   divide   the 
Committee     against     the     Amendment 
moved  by  his  right  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  the  Attorney  General  for  Ire- 
land. 

Me.  O'SULLIVAN  supported  the 
Amendment,  and  declared  that  he  had 
in  his  possession  a  number  of  cases 
which  had  occurred  in  Limerick,  and  on 
the  estate  of  the  Earl  of  Kenraare,  and 
in  other  places  where  leaseholders  had 
been  very  unfairly  treated  and  had  had 
to  leave  their  holdings  without  any  com- 
pensation. However,  as  the  Committee 
were  anxious  for  a  division,  he  would 
not  detain  them  by  giving  the  details  of 
these  cases. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  It  would  not  be 
oonslBtent  with  the  respect  which  we  all 


on  this  side  of  the  House  feel  for  the 
ability  and  integrity  of  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  opposite,  who 
has  spoken  so  strongly  on  this  subject, 
if  I  were  to  allow  the  Question  to  be 
put  without  saying  one  word  upon  it. 
Now,  Sir,  in  the  first  place,  I  may  say 
that  a  very  large  part  of  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman's  statement  ap- 
pears to  turn  upon  a  matter  which  has 
been  already  settled ;  and,  undoubtedly, 
the  general  tenour  of  his  speech  was  not 
such  as  to  bring  in  view  that  which  we 
conceive  to  be  the  essence  of  this  matter. 
Let  it  be  understood  that  there  is  no 
question  depending  between  us  now  as 
to  the  condition  of  a  leaseholding  tenant 
at  the  termination  of  his  lease.     That 
is   completely  settled,   and   would   not 
be  in  the  least  degree  afiected  by  the 
Amendment  of  my  right  hon.  and  learned 
Friend,  which  is  now  before  us.    The 
whole  question  before  us  now  is  this — 
Whether  certain  leases  in  Ireland  are  of 
such  a  character  that  the  tenant  ought 
not  to  be  kept  under  the  operation  of 
those  leases,  but  ought  to  be  replaced 
in  the  position  he  would  have  held  if 
he  had  never  executed  a  lease  at  all? 
No  doubt,  it  is  the  case  that,  whenever 
the  lease  terminates,  he  will  be  so  re- 
placed in  that  position ;  but  the  question 
is  whether,  in  the  case  of  such  ques- 
tionable leases,  he   ought  to  continue 
subject  to  the  conditions  of   the  lease 
until  its  specific  term  has  run  out.     The 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  oppo- 
site has  made  a  reference,  of  which  I 
cannot  complain,  to  a  speech  made  by 
me  on  the  80th  of  June,  and  to  what  he 
supposes  to  be  a  diS'erence  of  opinion 
held  by  me  between  then  and  the  Ist  of 
July.     I  do  not  question  the  substan- 
tial accuracy  of  the  words  quoted  by 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  ; 
but  the  fact  is  that  the  point  under  dis- 
cussion on  the  3Cth  of  June  was  a  point 
of  rent  in  regard  to  existing  leases,  and 
it  was  in  reference  to  that  point  of  rent 
in  regard  to  existing  leases,  and  that 
point  alone,  that  I  said  we  were  not 
prepared  to  interfere  with  existing  cove- 
nants.    On  the  1st  of  July  other  points 
were  raised — I  speak  from  memory — 
and  it  was  brought  under  the  notice  of 
the  House  that  there  were,  in   many 
of  these  leases,  covenants  which  were 
totally  contrary  to  the  plain  meaning 
and  intent  of  the  Act  of  1870.    The 
question,  then,  Sir,  is  this.     Has  there 
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been  an  abuse  of  power  by  landlords 
in  certain  cases  in  consequence  and  by 
virtue  of  the  provisions  of  the  Act  of 
1870?  Have  tne  tenants  suffered,  down 
to  the  present  time,  by  that  abuse  of 
power,  and,  if  they  have,  is  there  any 
reason  why  they  should  continue  to 
suffer  until  the  termination  of  the  lease  ? 
Now,  it  is  admitted,  I  understand,  that 
if  these  were  cases  of  fraudulent  leases, 
such  leases  might  be  set  aside;  and  it  has 
been  said  by  some  that  this  is  a  case 
much  weaker  than  a  case  of  fraud. 
Well,  Sir,  that  it  does  not  correspond 
to  a  case  of  fraud  I  readily  admit ;  but 
I  do  not  think  it  is  in  the  least  necessary 
to  enter  upon  a  moral  comparison  be- 
tween an  act  of  the  kind  aimed  at  by 
this  Amendment  and  a  case  of  legal 
fraud.  The  only  act  aimed  at  by  this 
.Amendment  is  where  the  landlord  has 
done  two  things  to  a  certain  person. 
That  certain  person  having  been  a  ten- 
ant from  year  to  year  at  the  time  when 
the  lease  was  made,  and  a  tenant  who 
would,  presumably,  have  continued  to 
be  a  tenant  from  year  to  year,  the  land- 
lord has,  in  the  first  place,  got  him  to 
accept  a  lease  containing  unfair  and  un- 
reasonable provisions,  and  not  only  that 
— for  we  do  not  seek  to  release  the  ten- 
ant from  the  consequences  of  his  own 
imprudence — but  the  landlord  has,  in 
the  second  place,  enforced  that  unfair 
lease  by  the  threat  of  eviction.  That  is 
the  case  in  which  we  interfere,  and  I  do 
say  that,  as  we  are  now  a  Legislative 
Assembly,  it  is  our  duty  to  look  at  rules 
and  principles  of  equity  which  are  larger 
than  those  committed  to  the  ordinary 
administration  of  the  Courts  of  Law. 
I  say,  these  are  equities  which  are  sound 
and  right,  upon  special  occasions,  to  be 
contemplated  by  a  Legislative  Assembly, 
even  though,  as  a  general  rule,  it  may 
not  be  desirable  or  politic  to  remit  them 
to  Courts  of  Law.  This  is  the  case  of 
a  lease  containing  unfair  and  unreason- 
able provisions  enforced  by  a  threat  of 
eviction.  Was  it  the  intention  of  the 
Act  of  1870  that  that  should  bo  done? 
Is  any  man  ready  to  suppose  that  that 
was  the  meaning  and  intention  ?  The 
intention  was  perfectly  plain  upon  the 
face  of  it.  It  was,  that  if  parties  of 
their  own  will  chose  to  commute  the 
claim  to  compensation  for  disturbance 
ffiven  under  that  Act,  they  are  at 
Cberty  to  do  so;  but  the  presump- 
tion of  the  Act  was  plainly  this— that 
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the  lease  was  not  to  contain  unfair  and 
unreasonable  provisions,  and  that  it  was 
not  to  be  enforced  by  a  threat  of  evic- 
tion. If  a  lease  did  contain  such  pro- 
visions, I  say  it  was  an  abuse  of  the 
Act — I  think  I  may  even  say,  politically 
speaking,  that  it  was  a  fraudulent  abuse 
of  the  provisions  of  the  Act — and  it  is 
within  the  high  discretion  of  Parlia- 
ment to  give  a  remedy  for  such  an 
abuse.  We  have  no  question  here  at 
all  about  the  condition  of  the  tenant  at 
the  termination  of  the  lease ;  that  is  all 
settled.  And  the  question  now  is,  whe- 
ther, when  by  legislation  you  have  put 
the  tenant  into  the  position  of  having 
unjust  provisions  forced  upon  him  by  a 
threat  of  eviction,  you  cannot  relieve 
him,  and  whether  it  is  not  your  duty  to 
relieve  him  from  the  operation  of  those 
covenants  for  the  remainder  of  his  lease 
by  interposing  the  authority  of  Parlia- 
ment. 

Sir  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE :  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  looks  upon  the 
clause  as  carried  in  the  Act  of  1870  in  a 
very  different  character  now  firom  that 
in  which  he  looked  upon  it  before. 
When  Parliament  was  asked  to  pass  the 
Act  of  1870  the  matter  was  put  in  this 
way.  At  that  time  there  were  to  be 
provisions  made  for  granting  to  the 
tenant  compensation  for  disturbance ; 
but  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  in  intro- 
ducing his  Bill,  stated  that  there  would 
be  other  methods  by  which  it  would  be 
possible  to  give  the  tenant  the  same 
advantage — that  is  to  say,  that  instead 
of  leaving  him  to  rely  upon  a  provi- 
sion granting  compensation  for  disturb- 
ance, there  should  be  the  alternative 
power  of  giving  him  a  lease.  And  the 
way  in  wnich  it  was  put  was  this. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said — 

"  Many  landlords  may  say  that  they  do  not 
object  to  granting  security  or  stability  of 
tenure,  but  that  they  prefer  to  do  it  by  the 
method  of  lease  rather  than  in  the  shape  of 
compensation  for  eviction  from  yearly  or  other 
short  tenancies.  Where  a  lease  is  of  compe- 
tent length,  we  consider  the  parties  to  it  must 
be  understood  to  be  perfectly  cognizant  of  the 
relations  into  which  they  enter ;  and  we  con- 
sider it  to  be  found  by  experience  that  the 
more  definite  those  relations  the  greater  will 
be  the  exertion  of  the  farmer,  the  more  fully 
will  he  develop  the  agricultural  resources  of  the 
'Country,  and  the  more  complete  will  be,  as  a 
general  rule,  the  satisfaction  of  all  concerned." 
— [3  Mansard,  cxcix.  377.] 

That  is  a  short  extraot  from  a  speech 
from  which  I  might  make  many  others 
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to  the  same  effect;  and  only  a  little 
while  ago  the  Prime  Minister  reverted 
almost  to  the  position  that  he  took  up 
at  that  time  to  justify  the  proposal 
to  confine  this  provision  which  is  now 
before  us  to  leases  made  since  the  pass- 
ing of  the  Act  of  1 870.  He  has  quoted 
that  Act  as  being  one  by  which  Parlia- 
ment has  given  special  facilities  and 
special  inducements  to  landlords  to  give 
leases.  But  now  we  are  told — **  Oh, 
we  see  there  may  have  been  cases,  and 
there  have  been  cases,  in  which  this 
power  has  been  used  in  a  way  which 
was  not  in  accordance  with  the  inten- 
tions of  the  framers  of  the  Act."  Well, 
I  really  do  not  know  where  we  are  to 
stop.  If  the  lease  was  obtained  by  any- 
thing in  the  nature  of  fraud,  it  is  ad- 
mitted that  there  are  means,  by  going 
to  the  ordinary  tribunals  of  the  country, 
to  set  aside  its  provisions.  But  this 
is  not  a  case  of  fraud — it  is  a  case  in 
which  some  undue  influence  is  supposed 
to  have  been  used,  or  a  threat  of  evic- 
tion. But  what  is  meant  by  ''a  threat 
of  eviction?  "  I  thought  that  compen- 
sation for  disturbance  was  exactly  the 
weapon  by  which  a  threat  of  eviction 
was  to  be  paiTied,  and  that  whenever 
the  landlord,  after  the  passing  of  the 
Act  of  1870 — for  it  is  only  of  that  that 
we  are  now  speaking  —  threatened  to 
evict  the  tenant,  the  tenant  would  be 
able  to  say — *'  If  you  turn  me  out  you 
will  have  to  give  me  a  very  large  amount 
of  compensation."  Therefore,  this  threat 
of  eviction  is  a  very  different  thing  from 
what  it  may  have  been  in  former  times, 
before  this  compensation  for  disturbance 
was  granted.  Then  I  should  like  to 
know  what  is  to  be  considered  **  undue 
influence  ?  "  We  heard  in  one  instance 
that  a  tenant  was  induced  to  take  a 
lease  because  he  was  moved  by  the  wish 
of  his  wife,  who  did  not  like  to  leave 
the  holding.  You  may  say  that  that 
was  an  undue  influence.  In  fact,  you 
may  say  that  anything  and  everything 
except  the  mere  consideration  of  how 
much  money  can  be  made  by  the  busi- 
ness of  a  farmer  is  an  undue  influence ; 
and  if  a  man  is  induced,  by  any  per- 
sonal consideration  whatever,  to  give  a 
certain  rent  for  a  farm  for  a  certain 
period,  he  may  be  said  to  have  been 
actuated  by  some  influence  other  than 
the  mere  commercial  one,  and  it  might 
be  called  **  undue."  Wo  have  no  test 
or  g^ide  as  to  how  the  words  would  be 


construed ;  all  we  know  is  that  they  are 
not  likely  to  be  construed  as  a  Court  of 
Equity  would  construe  them.  But  where 
are  we  to  stop?  The  Prime  Minister 
told  us  this  afternoon  that  there  is  no 
use  in  using  arguments  which  turn  on 
the  question  of  consistency  or  change 
of  front,  and  I  quite  agpree  with  him 
that  those  are  arguments  on  which  we 
should  not  lay  excessive  strength.  But 
the  real  question  is  whether,  in  cases 
of  this  sort,  what  is  proposed  to  be 
done  is  in  itself  equitable  and  is  in 
itself  expedient.  Now,  it  appears  to 
me  that  it  is  very  questionable  in 
equity  to  allow  a  contract  deliberately 
entered  into  between  persons  of  fuU 
competency  to  enter  into  contracts,  and 
entered  into  with  the  deliberate  consent 
of  the  Legislature,  as  in  the  case  of 
these  31  years'  leases,  to  be  broken  and 
set  aside,  because  the  tenant,  on  reflec- 
tion, does  not  happen  to  like  it.  When 
one  states  a  case  in  that  way,  it  natu- 
rally limits  the  objection  very  mate- 
rially. But  the  real  question  is — **  What 
does  this  mean?"  because  you  have  a 
very  undefined  ground  upon  which  you 
have  to  go.  The  hon.  Member  for  Wexford 
(Mr.  Healy)  told  us  some  time  ago  there 
was  nothing  sacred  in  parchment  or 
sealing  wax.  Think  what  mischief  you 
are  doing  by  establishing  precedents 
and  rendering  leases  and  contracts  so 
insecure  as  you  are  about  to  make  them. 
If  you  are  going  to  lay  down  doctrines 
by  which  contracts  in  years  to  come  may 
be  set  aside  in  the  easy  manner  in 
which  it  is  now  proposed  that  these  con- 
tracts should  be  set  aside,  or  by  which 
facilities  should  be  given  to  destroy  or 
greatly  weaken  the  confidence  between 
man  and  man  which  the  system  of  con- 
tract is  intended  to  build  up,  it  seems 
you  are  doing  a  most  unwise  thing.  I 
want  to  know  whether,  after  the  pass- 
ing of  this  Act,  we  are  to  expect  that 
there  will  be  any  more  leases  at  all  ? 
Although  a  lease  may  be  made  much 
more  in  favour  of  the  tenant  than  the 
landlord,  the  landlord  is  undoubtedly 
bound  by  it,  and  however  the  holdibg 
may  increase  in  value  he  cannot  raise 
the  rent ;  whereas  we  know  very  well 
that  if  the  profits  fell  off  the  tenant  can 
give  up  the  f£u*m  and  the  landlord  cannot 
enforce  the  rents.  Is  there  to  be  no 
equality  in  the  treatment  of  the  two 
parties?  The  hon.  Member  for  Wex- 
ford, in  a  few  sentences  which  had  a 
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Tery  fair  riog  about  theiUi  said  he 
wished  to  do  equal  justice  to  the  land- 
lord and  tenant ;  but  I  do  not  see  any- 
thing here  which  is  to  give  the  landlord 
any  relief  if  he  had  the  misfortune  to 
enter  into  a  bad  bargain.  Suppose  a 
tenant  has  been  induced  by  undue  in- 
fluences to  enter  into  a  bargain,  and 
that  for  several  years  his  profits  have 
been  much  gpreater  than  he  anticipated, 
when  a  bad  time  came  he  could  break 
the  lease.  It  would  matter  nothing  if 
he  had  made  a  gpreat  deal  on  the  farm 

Sreviously;  and  although  years  might 
ave  elapsed  since  he  entered  into  the 
agreement,  he  could  break  the  lease  if 
he  could  prove  undue  influence.  But 
how  are  you  going  to  prove  undue  in- 
fluence? In  a  great  many  cases  the 
evidence  may  not  be  forthcoming,  the 
original  parties  may  be  dead,  you  may 
have  to  deal  with  representatives,  and 
you  will  have  great  difficulty  in  giving 
effect  to  these  matters,  and,  at  the  same 
time,  you  will  run  the  risk  of  committing 
great  injustice.  The  task  which  is  as- 
signed to  your  Commission  to  fix  a  fair 
rent  even  for  existing  tenancies  is  an 
extremely  right  task  ;  but  when,  in  ad- 
dition, you  throw  upon  them  the  duty  of 
finding  what  would  have  been  a  fair 
rent  10  years  ago— and  they  could  only 
gather  that  from  the  imperfect  evidence 
of  some  of  the  parties  to  the  transaction 
— you  put  upon  them  a  duty  which  it 
will  be  almost  impossible  for  them  to 
perform  properly.  I  am  quite  aware 
the  Committee  must  submit  to  what- 
ever the  Government  may  desire  and 
press  in  this  matter ;  but  we  must  enter 
our  protest  against  the  adoption  of  a 
principle  which  appears  to  be  funda- 
mentally unsound  and  inexpedient,  and 
which,  if  allowed  to  go  unchallenged, 
must  result  in  the  development  of  prin- 
ciples still  more  dangerous. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite  (Sir  Stafford  North- 
cote)  has  made  an  extract  from  my 
speech  on  this  subject  in  1870.  I  wish 
to  assist  in  giving  to  the  Committee  and 
to  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  a  little  more 
light  as  to  what  my  view  in  1870  was 
concerning  the  nature  of  leases ;  and  I 
am  very  sorry  that  my  right  hon.  Friend, 
owing  to  some  inadvertence  possibly, 
completely  failed  to  read  a  material 
part  of  the  passage  in  which  I  explained 
my  view.  I  say  m  that  speech,  on  page 
48  of  the  oorrected  report — 

Sir  Stafford  NorthcoU 


**  A  landlord,  then,  may,  according  to  the  16th 
claafle,  exempt  his  lands  from  being  snbject  to 
anv  custom,  except  the  Ulster  Custom  or  from 
being  subject  to  the  scale  of  damages,  provided 
he  agrees  to  give  the  tenant  a  lease  such  as  I  will 
now  describe.  First,  it  must  be  for  thirty-one 
years ;  and,  secondly,  it  must  leave  to  the  tenant 
at  the  end  of  those  thirty-one  years  a  right  to 
claim  compensation  under  three  heads — first,  the 
head  of  tillages  and  manures,  ....  secondly, 
for  permanent  buildings ;  and,  thirdly,  for  the 
reclamation  of  land.  But  besides  this,  the  lease 
must  be,  in  regard  to  rent  and  to  covenants, 
approved  by  the  Court."— [3  Hamardy  cxcix. 
377-8.] 

That,  Sir,  is  the  view  upon  which  my 
right  hon.  Friend  seeks  to  convict  me 
and  show  me  up  for  inconsistency,  be- 
cause we  now  say  that  the  landlords 
who  have  inserted  in  leases  covenants 
whereby  the  tenant  renounces  the  claim 
to  improvements  at  the  end  of  the  lease 
have  acted  contrary  to  the  spirit  and  mean- 
ing of  the  Act.  If  hon.  Gentlemen  will 
turn  to  the  first  print  of  the  Act  of  1870 
and  to  the  1 6th  clause,  they  will  see  that 
it  is  there  provided  that  a  landlord  may 
tender  to  a  tenant  a  lease  of  a  holding 
for  a  term  certainly  not  less  than  31 
years,  upon  such  terms  as  the  Court 
may  think  fair.  Such  was  the  policy 
upon  which  the  charge  of  inconsistency 
is  now  based. 

Mr.  CHAPLIN  said,  he  knew  not 
how  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  might 
stand  with  regard  to  consistency  with 
what  he  said  in  1870 ;  but  there  appeared 
to  be  some  slight  inconsistency  with 
what  he  had  stated  earlier  in  the  even- 
ing. He  had  said  that  a  lease,  in  the 
opinion  of  the  tenants  since  1870,  meant 
the  fixing  of  a  settled  rent  and  nothing 
else ;  and  to-night  he  had  pointed  with 
triumph  to  his  own  description  of  a  lease 
at  that  time  which,  so  far  from  being  a 
fixed  rent,  included  tillage  and  manures, 
and  covenants  to  be  approved  by  the 
Court.  What  became  of  his  arguments 
of  a  few  hours  ago  ?    He  (Mr.  Chaplin) 

grotested  against  the  doctrines  which 
ad  been  advanced  under  thQ  form  of 
this  Amendment.  The  Prime  Minister 
would  say  to  the  leaseholder — **  It  is  true 
that  you  have  entered  into  solemn  con- 
tracts and  engagements,  and  my  advice 
is,  adhere  to  these  engagements  as  long 
as  they  are  profitable ;  but  the  day  and 
the  hour  that  you  find  them  to  your  dis- 
advantage, cast  them  to  the  winds." 
Why,  he  had  asked,  should  the  tenants 
in  Ireland,  if  they  had  suffered  up  to 
now,  continue  to  suffer  any  longer  ?    Ho 
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would  give  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
one  answer.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  himself  said,  when  passing  the  Act 
of  1870— 

"  This  Bill  will  proceed  on  the  principle  .... 
that  from  the  moment  the  measure  is  passed 
every  Irishman,  small  and  great,  must  be  abso- 
Intely  reeponoible  for  every  contract  into  which 
he  enters.^'— C^^^'-  380.] 

Was  it  eoneeivable  that  that  language 
proceeded  from  the  same  Minister  who 
occupied  the  same  position  11  years 
ago,  and  who  now  advised  Irish  tenants 
to  break  their  leases  ? 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  201 ; 
Noes  109:  Majority  92.— (Div.  List, 
No.  315.) 

The  CHAIRMAN:  The  acceptance 
of  this  Amendment  rules  out  Amend- 
ments standing  in  the  names  of  Mr. 
M*Coan,  Mr.  W.  J.  Corbet,  Mr.  Mac- 
farlane,  Mr.  Shaw,  Mr.  J.  N.Eichardson, 
Mr.  Marum,  Mr.  Lalor,  Mr.  Charles 
Bussell,  and  Mr.  Givan. 

Mb.  MACFARLANE  moved  an 
Amendment  to  provide  that  where  a 
tenant  had  been  induced  to  sign  away 
his  rights  under  the  Ulster,  or  any  other 
custom,  the  landlord  should  be  able  to 
prove  that  such  resignation  of  those 
rights  had  been  given  for  valuable  con- 
sideration. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  27,  lino  29,  at  end  of  Clause,  to  add 
"Provided  such  Ulster  or  other  custom  has 
been  obtained  for  a  valuable  consideration." — 
{Mr,  Macfarlane.) 

Question  proposed,  *'Tliat  those  words 
be  there  added.** 

The  attorney  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  said,  he  did  not 
think  the  Amendment  necessary,  and 
could  not  accept  it. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  tOy  and 
ordered  to  stand  part  of  the  Bill. 

Clause  48  (Saving  in  case  of  inability 
to  make  immediate  application  to  Court) ; 
Clause  49  (Application  of  Act) ;  and 
Clause  50  (Short  title  of  Act),  severally 
agreed  to,  and  ordered  to  stand  part  of 
the  BiU. 

Committee  report  Progress;  to  sit 
again  To-morrow, 
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POTATO  CROP    COMMITTEE,  1880. 
RESOLUTION. 

Major  NOLAN,  in  rising  to  move  a 
Resolution  upon  the  question  of  the 
Potato  Crop  in  Ireland,  said,  he  was 
anxious  to  take  a  division  on  this  .sub- 
ject, if  the  Government  would  not  ac- 
cept his  Resolution.  There  had  been 
great  danger  of  a  potato  famine  in  Ire- 
land ;  but  it  was  prevented  by  the  happy 
chance  of  a  good  new  crop.  Since  then 
a  Committee  had  been  appointed  on  the 
question,  and  they  had  made  recom- 
mendations which  they  believed  would 
prevent  the  immediate  recurrence  of  the 
plague.  In  the  first  place,  they  recona- 
mended  that  some  small  experiments 
should  be  made ;  and,  in  the  next 
place,  that  new  varieties  of  potatoes 
should  be  introduced  into  Ireland,  as  it 
had  been  found  that  some  kinds  of  po- 
tatoes wore  out  sooner  than  others.  It 
would  be  easy  to  establish  new  varieties ; 
but  no  one  would  undertake  the  task,  as 
it  was  not  a  paying  speculation.  The 
potato  crop  was  estimated  at  about 
£12,000,000  or  £13,000,000  a-year. 
The  third  recommendation  of  the  Com- 
mittee was  that  small  farmers  should 
have  brought  within  their  power  the 
means  of  purchasing  good  sound  seed. 
It  was  said  that  that  should  be  left  to 
private  entorprize ;  but  private  enter- 
prize  had  never  done  anything  in  Ire- 
land. He  believed  if  the  Government 
would  place  within  the  reach  of  the 
small  farmers  good  sound  seed,  in  that 
way  they  would  confer  an  inestimable 
boon  on  Ireland.  For  this  purpose  he 
believed  the  best  machinery  would  be 
the  Poor  Law  Unions.  His  Resolution 
would  not  bind  the  Government,  for  he 
had  made  it  as  general  as  possible ;  and, 
with  the  leave  of  the  House,  he  would 
now  move  it. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,'  it  is  ex- 
pedient that  Her  Majesty's  Government  should 
take  stops  to  carry  into  effect  such  of  the  recom- 
mendations of  the  Potato  Crop  Committee  of 
1880  as  relate  to  Ireland,  by  promoting  the 
creation  and  establishment  of  new  varieties  of 
the  Potato  ;  by  facilitating  the  progress  of  fur- 
ther experiments  as  the  best  means  of  lessening 
the  spread  of  the  Potato  Disease ;  and  by  bring, 
ing  within  the  reach  of  small  farmers  supplies 
of  sound  seed  to  be  obtained  for  cash  pay- 
ments."— {Mtyor  Nolan,) 
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Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER  said,  no  one 
could  complain  of  the  manner  in  which 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  (Major 
Nolan)  had  brought  the  subject  forward. 
His  proposals  in  the  Seeds  Act  certainly 
did  an  immense  amount  of  good  in  Ire- 
land. He  was  also  justified  in  the  tone 
he  took  as  to  the  Committee  of  last  year. 
The  Report  of  that  Committee  was  most 
usefuli  and  the  evidence  collected  sup- 
plied much  valuable  information.  He 
(Mr.  W.  E.  Forster)  was  sorry  he  could 
not,  on  behalf  of  the  Government,  ac- 
cept the  Motion,  for  it  would  commit  to 
the  Government  a  duty  they  could  hardly 
perform.  They  could  not  undertake  to 
promote  the  creation  and  establishment 
of  new  varieties  of  the  potato  ;  but  as  to 
giving  facilities  for  experiments  to  check 
the  spread  of  disease,  so  far  as  these 
could  be  afforded  through  the  means  of 
the  model  farms,  he  was  ready  to  give 
them.  He  would  give  that  assurance ; 
but  he  saw  no  advantage  in  making  that 
an  actual  Resolution  of  the  House  in 
favour  of  a  series  of  vague  experiments. 
To  the  latter  part  of  the  Resolution, 
that  the  Government  should  bring  within 
the  reach  of  small  farmers  supplies  of 
sound  seed,  to  be  obtained  for  cash  pay- 
ments, he  objected  as  a  duty  which  the 
Government  could  not  undertake ;  but 
the  model  farms  had  proved  themselves 
useful  institutions,  and  he  would  have 
the  subject  brought  before  them,  so  that 
they  should  do  all  they  could  to  en- 
courage the  object  that  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  had  in  view. 

Mb.  O'JSHEA  said,  the  reply  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  illustrated  the 
necessity  of  the  appointment  of  a  Minis- 
ter of  Agpriculture,  for  it  was  absurd 
that  there  should  be  no  means  of  pro- 
viding due  protection  for  the  staple  pro- 
duce of  the  country.  As  to  the  dignity 
of  the  Government  being  brought  into 
question  in  the  matter,  there  need  be  no 
anxiety  upon  that  point.  It  was  not 
intended  that  they  should  be  agents  for 
the  supply  of  new  seed,  but  only  that 
they  should  help,  to  some  extent,  in  pro- 
viding the  means  for  obtaining  it.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  said  he  would  give 
advice  to  the  model  farms,  and,  no  doubt, 
that  would  be  useful;  but  what  was 
proposed  was,  not  that  the  Government 
should  take  on  itself  the  distribution  of 
seed,  but  that  this  should  be  done  through 
the  Poor  Law  Guardians,  who  had  al- 
ready done  it,  more  or  less  satisfactorily 
—they  would  be  the  distributing  agents. 


not  the  Government  itself  .  This  matter, 
was  of  the  greatest  importance  to  Ire- 
land, and  his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend 
(Major  Nolan)  had  done  good  service  in 
bringing  it  forward.  He  sincerely  hoped 
the  Government  would  give  a  little  more 
practical  assistance  than  platonical  ad- 
vice to  the  model  farms  to  look  after  it. 
Of  so  much  importance  was  the  matter, 
that  he  hoped  a  division  would  be  taken 
to  test  the  feeling  of  the  House. 

Mr.  HEALY  said,  he  should  like  to 
suggest  that  the  Government  should  do 
something  in  the  way  of  experiments, 
by  placing  a  small  sum  for  the  purpose 
upon  the  Estimates — say,  £100.  That 
was  not  much  to  ask,  considering  the 
amount  of  taxation  Ireland  paid,  and 
the  value  she  received  in  return.  Ac- 
cording to  Thorn's  Statistics,  the  value 
of  the  potato  crop,  in  good  years, 
amounted  to  £12,000.000,  and  by  the 
failures  caused  by  bad  seed  this  had 
fallen  to  £3,000,000— a  total  loss  from 
this  cause  of  £9,000,000  in  the  produce 
of  the  country.  For  the  sake  of  a  little 
expenditure  on  behalf  of  the  Govern- 
ment, was  all  this  waste  to  go  on  ?  It 
was  when  dealing  with  such  subjects 
that  Irishmen  felt  the  want  of  a  Parlia- 
ment of  their  own.  On  such  a  matter, 
involving  so  much  national  interest,  no 
National  Assembly  would  begrudge  a 
little  expenditure.  A  sum  of  £100 
would  enable  Professor  Baldwin  and  his 
staff  to  do  much  in  the  way  of  experi- 
ment. 

Mr.  MITCHELL  HENRY  said,  he 
was  glad  to  hear  that  the  Government 
would  direct  the  attention  of  the  model 
farms  to  the  subject,  and  he  hoped  that 
these  experiments  might  be  supple- 
mented by  other  experiments  on  the 
Land  League  model  farms,  which  the 
League  had  on  their  hands. 

Major  NOLAN  said,  that  for  the  pur- 
pose of  carrying  out  experiments,  one  or 
two  farms  should  be  taken  temporarily 
for  a  few  years.  He  did  not  think  model 
farms  could  do  everything;  what  was 
wanted  was  the  raising  of  new  varieties 
of  seed.  Model  farms  were  always 
anxious  to  produce  good  balances,  and 
the  raising  of  new  kinds  of  potatoes  was 
not  a  paying  operation ;  so,  with  the  de- 
sire to  show  a  good  baiance,  proper  at- 
tention would  not  be  bestowed  on  the 
experiments.  Some  more  assistance 
was  wanted,  some  increase  in  the 
Estimates.  As  to  the  dignity  of  the 
House  and  the  Government  not  being 
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compatible  with  dealing  in  a  staple  of 
food,  really  be  could  not  regard  tnat  as 
an  ar^ment ;  tbe  Poor  Law  Guardians 
would  do  it. 

Sib  JOHN  LUBBOCK  said,  the  bon. 
and  gallant  Member  (Major  Nolan)  bad 
80  mixed  up  two  entirely  different  ques- 
tions tbat  be  would  prevent  many  bon. 
Members  from  supporting  bis  Resolu- 
tion. Tbere  was  a  great  deal  to  be  said 
in  favour  of  experiments  tbat  would 
throw  light  upon  tbe  nature  of  potato 
disease,  and  it  could  hardly  be  expected 
that  these  would  be  undertaken  by  in- 
dividuals at  their  own  expense.  But  tbe 
third  part  of  the  Hesolution  was  of  a 
very  different  character.  He  did  not  see 
how  the  Government  could  undertake 
to  bring  sound  seed  within  the  reach  of 
farmers.  If  potato  seed,  then  it  might 
apply  to  all  seeds ;  and  that  would  be 
entering  into  a  business  Government 
was  quite  unfitted  to  carry  on.  If  the 
Resolution  were  modified  by  tbe  omis- 
sion of  the  latter  part  of  it,  then  he 
would  support  it. 

Major  NOLAN  said,  as  the  bou. 
Member  for  the  London  University  (Sir 
John  Lubbock)  was  a  very  high  autho- 
rity, he  would  be  happy  to  withdraw  the 
latter  part  of  his  Motion. 

Mr.  speaker  :  The  bon.  and  gal- 
lant  Member  can,  with  the  leave  of  the 
House,  withdraw  the  whole  of  his  Mo- 
tion, and  bring  it  up  again  in  an  amended 
form. 

Major  NOLAN  asked,  could  he  bring 
it  up  again  now  ? 

Mr.  SPEAKER:  No;  the  bon.  and 
gallant  Member  cannot  take  that  course. 

Mr.  DENIS  O'CONOR  asked,  would 
it  not  be  open  to  an  bon.  Member  to 
move  to  amend  the  Resolution  ? 

Mb.  speaker  :  It  is  open  to  an  lion. 
Member  to  do  so. 

Mr.  DENIS  O'CONOR  then  moved 
that  the  words 

"  and  by  bringing  within  tho  reacli  of  small 
farmers  supplies  of  sound  seed  to  be  obtained 
for  cash  payments  " 

should  be  omitted. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out 
from  the  word  **  Disease,'*  to  the  end  of 
the  Question. — (J/r.  Denis  0^  Conor.) 

Question  proposed,  *'  That  the  words 

8 reposed  to  oe  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER  said,  tbat 
wotdd  take  away  the  chief  objection  to 


the  Resolution ;  but  be  should  prefer 
that  the  Resolution  should  run — 

"  By  facilitating  the  progress  of  further  ex- 
periments as  to  the  best  means  of  lessening  the 
spread  of  the  potato  disease  and  promoting  the 
creation  and  establishment  of  new  varieties  of 
tho  potato." 

But  he  supposed  he  was  too  late  in  pro- 
posing this  alteration. 

Mr.  speaker  :  If  the  Amendment 
and  the  Motion  are  withdrawn,  the  Reso- 
lution could  be  brought  up  in  the  form 
proposed  bj  the  right  bon.  Gentleman. 

MAJOR  NOLAN  said,  he  should  like 
to  know  if  the  Government  would  bring 
it  up,  so  that  it  might  be  passed  this 
Session  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER  said,  he  would 
put  it  on  for  the  next  night.  He  wished 
to  avoid  any  misunderstanding ;  he  could 
not  undertake  that  a  Yote  should  be 
placed  on  the  Estimates  this  year ;  but 
he  would  make  it  his  duty  to  consult 
Professor  Baldwin  and  others,  to  obtain 
information  as  how  to  best  carrv  out 
the  progress  of  experiments,  and  the 
best  means  of  arriving  at  the  result 
desired. 

Major  NOLAN  said,  but  would  the 
Resolution  be  passed  this  year  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER  said,  yes ;  he 
would  put  it  on  the  Paper  at  once. 

Amendment  and  Motion,  by  leave, 
withdrawn. 


POOK    RELIEF    AND     AUDIT    OF 
ACCOUNTS  (SCOTLAND)  BILL. 

ADDITION     TO     SELECT     COMMITTEE. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  Sir  Edward  Oolebrooke  and  Mr. 
Arthur  Balfour  be  added  to  the  Select 
Committee  on  the  said  Bill.'* — {The  Lord 
Advocate.) 

Earl  PERCY  said,  some  reason 
should  be  forthcoming  for  these  addi- 
tions, for  there  were  already  19  Mem- 
bers nominated.  The  practice  of  in- 
creasing the  number  of  Members  on 
Committees  was  g^wing  very  preva- 
lent. He  was  not  aware  why  two  more 
names  should  be  added  to  the  19. 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J. 
McLaren)  said,  he  might  inform  the  noble 
Earl  that  the  bon.  Baronet  the  Mem- 
ber for  North  Lanarkshire  (Sir  Edward 
Colebrooke),  whose  name  it  was  pro- 
posed to  add,  took  a  very  active  part  in 
the  Committee  of  1871  which  sat  on  the 
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Scotch  Poor  Law  Administration.  The 
hon.  Baronet  would  have  been  origi- 
nally nominated  for  the  Committee,  but 
for  the  circumstance  that  he  was  not  in 
town  when  the  list  was  made  out,  and  it 
could  not  be  ascertained  whether  he  was 
willing  to  serve ;  but,  on  his  return,  he 
expressed  his  wish  to  have  his  name 
added.  That  was  accordingly  done,  and 
the  name  of  another  Member  fi-om  the 
other  side  of  the  House  was  also  added, 
under  the  usual  arrangement  of  Com- 
mittees. 

Mr.  speaker  :  I  was  not  aware 
that  the  Committee  had  been  ordered  to 
consist  of  19  Members.  This  Motion 
must  be  preceded  by  the  usual  Motion 
to  increase  the  number. 

Question,  '*  That  the  Select  Com- 
mittee on  the  Poor  Belief  and  Audit  of 
Accounts  (Scotland)  Bill  do  consist  of 
Twenty -one  Members,"  —  (The  Lord 
Advocate,) — put,  and  agreed  to. 

Original  Question,  **That  Sir  Edward 
CoLEBRooKE  and  Mr.  Arthur  Balfour 
be  added  to  the  Select  Committee  on  the 
said  Bill," — {The  Lord  Advocate^) — put, 
and  agreed  to. 

BILLS   OF   EXCHANGE   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  John  Lubuock,  Bill  to 
consolidato  and  codif^r  the  Law  relating  to  Bills 
of  Exchange  and  Promissory  Notes,  ordtred  to 
be  brought  in  by  Sir  John  Lubbock,  Mr. 
Arthur  Cohen,  'Sii.  Lewis  Fry,  Sir  John 
HoLKER,  and  Mr.  Monk. 

"BiHLpreBentedj  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  218.] 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter 
after  One  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 
Wednesday,  20th  July,  1881. 


MINUTES.]— Public    Bill— i^/V»<   Reading— 
Iteformatory  Institutions  (Ireland)  ♦  (172). 

The  House  met; — And  having  gone 
through  the  Business  on  the  Paper, 
without  debate — 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  past  Five 

o'clock,  till  To-morrow,  a  quarter 

before  Five  o  clock. 

The  Lord  Advocate 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Wednesday,  20th  July,   1881. 


MINUTES.]— Public  Bills— /'tr*/  Reading— 

Statute  Law  Revision  and  Civil  Procedure  • 

[219]. 
Committee — Land   Law    (Ireland)   [136] — r.p.  ; 

Removal  Terms  ^Scotland)  [8] — ilp. 
JFithdrawn  —  Lord    Lieutenants    of    Counties 

(Ireland)  •  [180] ;  Leases*  [108]. 

TRANSVAAL  RISING. 

OBSERVATIONS. 

Sir  MICHAEL  HICKSBEAOH  : 
Sir,  it  may  be  convenient  to  the  House 
that  I  should  take  the  earliest  opportu- 
nity of  stating  what  course  I  intend  to 
pursue  with  respect  to  my  Notice  of 
Motion  on  the  Transvaal ;  and  it  will 
be  necessary,  therefore,  very  shortly  to 
recapitulate  what  has  occurred  on  the 
matter.  Before  the  Easter  Vacation,  I 
gave  Notice  of  the  Motion,  which  was 
in  its  terms  a  direct  Vote  of  Censure  on 
Her  Majesty's  Government  for  the  course 
which  up  to  that  time  they  had  pursued 
in  the  Transvaal.  I  asked  the  Prime 
Minister  to  afford  me  an  opportunity 
for  the  discussion.  He  then  suggested 
that  it  would  be  better  I  should  first 
endeavour  in  the  ordinary  way  to  find 
an  opportunity  for  myself.  I  did  so 
without  success.  I  again  appealed  to 
the  Prime  Minister,  after  Easter,  to 
give  me  a  day,  and  his  reply  was  that 
circumstances  which  had  occurred  in 
connection  with  the  capture  and  re-occu- 
pation of  Potchefstroom  had  altered  the 
position  of  affairs  to  such  an  extent  that 
if  there  were  to  be  a  discussion  then  it 
would  be  injurious  to  the  Public  Service. 
I  felt  myself  bound  to  accept  that  reason 
for  delay,  which,  of  course,  was  based 
upon  circumstances  which  could  oniY  be 
known  to  Her  Majesty's  Government. 
But  I  wish  to  say,  in  passing,  tha^  I 
hope  we  shall  have  at  some  time  or 
other  an  explanation  of  the  circulm- 
stances  which  justified  that  statement, 
for  I  have  not  been  able  to  discover  Any 
in  the  Papers  presented  to  the  House. 
That  reason  for  postponement  wasVe- 
newed  from  time  to  time,  and  it  wi 
only  about  a  month  ago  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  informed  us  it  no  longer 
existed ;  and  then  he  stated  that  the 
ezigenciea  of  the  Land  Law  (Ireland) 
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Bill  prevented  mj  Motion  from  being 
discussed.  I  think  it  was  a  very  excep- 
tional reason  to  give  for  the  delay.  I 
should  have  thought  it  was  almost  un- 
precedented for  any  Government  to  post- 
pone a  discussion  on  a  Vote  of  Censure 
upon  a  question  of  high  policy  likely  to 
receive  the  general  support  of  those 
sitting  on  this  side  of  the  House  on  the 
ground  of  the  necessity  of  proceeding 
with  any  measure  of  legislation,  how- 
ever important,  as  to  which  there  was 
no  absolute  or  statutable  necessity  that 
its  consideration  should  be  concluded  by 
a  particular  day.  But  I  felt  the  diffi- 
culty of  the  position,  and  I  did  not  think 
it  right  to  press  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man in  a  manner  which  the  Forms  of 
the  House  would  have  permitted  me  to 
do.  The  result  of  all  these  postpone- 
ments has  been  this — that  a  Notice  of 
Motion  of  the  character  to  which  I  have 
referred,  and  which  I  gave  early  in 
April,  in  the  natural  hope  and  expecta- 
tion that  it  would  be  discussed  within  a 
very  short  period,  has  been  postponed 
for  a  period  of  three  months,  and  a  day 
is  now  offered  me,  the  25th  of  July,  at  a 
period  of  the  Session  when  it  is  perfectly 
notorious  that  any  Government,  from 
circumstances  well  understood,  can  com- 
mand a  majority  entirely  disproportion ed 
to  the  real  division  of  opinion  in  the 
House.  That  period  coincides  with  the 
time  at  which  it  has  occurred  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  that  this  discussion 
can  no  longer  be  delayed,  and  that  it 
has  become  so  immediately  imperative 
that  if  I  do  not  proceed  with  my  Motion 
he  will  provide  somebody  else  to  take 
my  place.  There  is  another  point  also 
to  which  I  would  refer.  We  were  told 
only  yesterday  that  a  Paper  containing 
the  Convention  which  will  be  settled  by 
the  Koyal  Commission  in  the  Transvaal, 
a  document  of  great  importance  for 
the  full  consideration  of  the  whole  sub- 
ject, will  be  in  our  hands  before  the 
close  of  the  Session.  [Mr.  Gladstone  : 
Probably.]  Well,  I  think  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  went  rather  farther  than 
"  probably  ; ''  but,  at  any  rate,  he  led 
us  to  suppose  there  was  good  reason  to 
expect  that  that  would  be  the  case.  I 
felt,  considering  the  very  long  period 
for  which  my  Motion  had  been  al- 
ready postponed,  that  a  postponement  of 
a  few  weeks  longer — possibly  of  a  few 
days — would  not  of  itself  be  any  serious 
matter,  and  that  a  knowledge  of  this 


document  would  certainly  be  a  gpreat 
gain  to  the  complete  consideration  of  the 
whole  subject  by  the  House,  and,  I  will 
add,  to  the  fair  judgment  of  the  policy 
pursued  by  Her  Majesty's  Government. 
Her  Majesty's  Government  have  very 
naturally  expressed  from  time  to  time 
their  great  desire  that  this  whole  subject 
should  be  completely  and  fully  discussed, 
and  their  confident  belief  that  the  fuller 
and  more  thorough  and  searching  that 
discussion  shouldbe  the  more  triumphant 
would  be  their  vindication.  Therefore, 
I  must  say  that  it  is  unaccountable  to 
me  why,  with  the  prospect  of  having  so 
soon  in  our  possession  all  the  materials  by 
which  we  might  form  a  thorough  judg- 
ment, not  only  as  to  the  past,  but  also 
as  to  the  present  and  the  future  of  this 
question.  Her  Majesty's  Government 
should  insist  that  this  is  the  moment, 
and  the  only  moment,  when  the  discus- 
sion must  take  place ;  and  that  we  must, 
in  fact,  form  a  judgment  in  this  House 
which,  in  the  present  state  of  our  in- 
formation, I  will  venture  to  say  as 
regards  the  present  and  the  future  can 
only  be,  if  it  be  in  favour  of  the  Govern- 
ment, an  expression  of  the  blind  confi- 
dence of  their  loyal  supporters  rather 
than  the  deliberate  decision  of  the  House 
of  Commons,  fully  acquainted  with  the 
whole  course  and  conduct  of  the  policy 
which  has  been  pursued.  Well,  Sir,  I  feel 
that  what  has  occurred  has  seriously  pre- 
judicedthe  chances  of  the  Motion  of  which 
I  have  given  Notice,  quite  irrespective 
of  the  merits  of  that  Motion  in  itself. 
I  feel  that  I  have  been  placed  in  what  I 
can  only  describe  as  an  unfair  position  ; 
but  I  will  not  allow  that  to  make  me 
shrink  from  what  I  believe  to  be  my 
duty  in  this  matter.  I  intend,  in  spite 
of  these  disadvantages,  to  ask  the  judg- 
ment of  the  House,  even  at  this  incon« 
venient  time  and  in  this  inconvenient 
way,  upon  the  question  of  which  I  have 
given  Notice  ;  and  on  the  understanding 
that  Monday  will,  without  fail,  be  de- 
voted to  the  discussion  of  this  Motion, 
I  will  proceed  with  it. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  Sir,  I  must  own 
it  appears  to  me  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  gone  far  beyond  the  limits 
which  might  fairly  be  allowed  him  in 
giving  a  narrative  of  the  circumstances 
connected  with  the  postponement  of  his 
Notice  of  Motion.  He  has  absolutely 
compelled  me  to  note  several  of  the 
assertions  he  has  made ;  but  I  shall  en- 
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deavour  to  confine  myself  in  the  strictest 
manner  to  the  points  he  has  raised.    As 
regards  his  narrative  of  what  has  oc- 
curred I  have  no  objection  to  take ;  it  is 
perfectly  accurate,  I  believe;  and  it  is 
quite  proper  that  we  should  explain  the 
gprounds  why  we  considered  the  circum- 
stances which  occurred  at  Potchefstroom 
justified  the  postponement  of  the  ques- 
tion.    Probably  it  would  not  be  conve- 
nienti  however,  that  I  should  do  that 
now;  but  it  shall  be  done  at  a  future 
time.     The  right  hon.  Gentleman  says 
that  his  Motion  has  been  prejudiced  by 
what  has  taken  place.     Now,  it  is  a  very 
odd  thing  that  in  the  first  conversation 
I  had  with  my  noble  Friend  (the  Earl 
of  Kimberley)  on  this  question,  that  is 
the  very  observation  he  made,  but  in 
the  reverse  sense.     He  said — **  Our  case 
has  been  extremely  prejudiced  by  the 
delays  which  have  occurred."     Such  are 
the  different  views  taken  in  regard  to  it. 
I  then  told  him  that  I  believed  that  the 
right   hon.   Gentleman  took  the  same 
view  of  his  side  of  the  case.    The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  says  we  have  strangely 
insisted  that  this  is  the  moment,  and  the 
only  moment,  at  which  this  question  can 
be  discussed ;  and  that  we  insist  upon 
its  being  discussed,  after  all  these  post- 
ponements,  before    the    production    of 
±^apers  which  may  place  us  in  posses- 
sion of  the  Convention  before  the  end  of 
the  Session.     We  have  expressed  that 
hope,  because  we  entertain  it ;  but  it  is 
a  pure  matter  of  opinion.     It  is  abso- 
lutely impossible  for  us  to  say  that  the 
Commissioners  will  be   able  to   bring 
their  business,  which  is  very  complex 
and  diverse,  to  a  close  at  a  particular 
time.     The  opinion  I  have  given  is  the 
best  that  we  can  form,  and  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  will  take  it  for  what  it 
is  worth.    But  it  is  quite  a  mistake  to 
suppose  that  we  are  pressing  Monday 
next  as  the  only  moment  for  the  discus- 
sion. If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  thinks 
it  more  advantageous  to  take  a  later  day, 
on  the  chance  of  obtaining  this  Conven- 
tion, we  shall  be  quite  ready  to  fall  in 
with  his  view.     But  it  is  not  for  us,  who 
have  been  so  often  obliged  to  point  out 
the  obstacles  in  his  way,  to  propose  any 
delay  whatever  except  what  was  required 
by  the  necessity  of  the  case,  and  the 
necessity  of  the  case  we  consider  to  ter- 
minate with  the  Committee  on  the  Land 
Law   (Ireland)  Bill.      The  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  therefore,  must  understand 
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that  it  is  perfectly  free  to  him,  without 
the  slightest  departure  from  our  engage- 
ment to  promote  the  discussion,  to  exer- 
cise his  own  judgment  upon  whether  he 
will  propose  his  Motion  either  on  Mon- 
day, or  take  it  upon  a  later  day.  I  leave 
that  entirely  to  his  own  consideration. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  spoke  of  our 
having  a  gpreat  desire  for  this  discussion. 
That  is  far  from  being  an  accurate  state- 
ment of  the  case.    The  Notice  having 
been  given  and  speeches  having  been 
made — extraordinary  charges  in  extra- 
ordinary language   from   most  respon- 
sible persons  having  been  advanced  in 
''another  place,"  and  in  other  places, 
and    brought    before    the    public    by 
Members  of  this  House  as  well  as  by 
others — under  these  circumstances,   we 
expressed  a  desire  that  there    should 
be  a  full  discussion  and  a  definite  issue. 
If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  interprets 
that  as  meaning  that  we  are  of  opinion, 
viewing   the   interests  of  this  country 
in  South  Africa,  the  division  of  races, 
and  the  balance  of  probabilities  there, 
that  this  discussion  is  in  itself  desir- 
able, I  must  say  that  is  not  the  case, 
and    I    must    throw    upon    him    the 
entire  responsibility   of  having  raised 
it.     I  cannot  speak  too  explicitly  on  that 
subject.    I  cannot  say  for  myself  that  I 
should  have  done  anything  whatever  to 
promote  the  discussion.    The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  says  he  thinks  it  astonishing 
that  we  should  have   urged  the  Land 
Law  (Ireland)  Bill  as  a  reason  for  the 
postponement  of  a  debate  upon  a  Yote 
of  Censure.    I  am  ready  so  far  to  meet 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  as  to  say  I 
think  that  observation  would  be  per- 
fectly just  and  sound  were  the  Irish 
measure  simply  a  measure  of  legislative 
importance,  such  as  the  Land  Act  of 
1870  was.     But  the  Land  Law  (Ireland) 
Bill  at  every  stage  of  its  progress  has 
stood  in  the  closest  and  most  immediate 
connection   with  the  peace    and  tran- 
quillity of  Ireland,  with  the  security  of 
life  and  property  in  that  country ;  and 
it  was  on  that  account,   and  on  that 
account  alone,  that — admitting  the  ur- 
gency, with  regard  to  time,  of  the  Vote 
of  Censure — we  felt  it  necessary  to  ask 
the  House  to  continue  the  debate  upon 
the  Land  Law  (Ireland)  Bill  until  we 
reached  the  close    of   the  Committee, 
when  an  interval  might  be  given  for  the 
disposal  of   this    matter    without  any 
serious  public  inconvenience.    Then  the 
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right  hon.  G^tleman  says  that  it  is 
Botorioas  that  an  Opposition  cannot  pos- 
sibly with  justice  to  itself  raise  a  ques- 
tion of  this  kind  on  the  25th  of  July. 
That  may  be  the  opinion  of  the  right 
hon.  Baronet ;  but  it  is  rather  too  much 
to  say  that  it  is  "  notorious."  I  should 
rather  say  the  reverse  is  notorious ;  and 
though  it  is  true  that  for  ordinary  pur- 
poses towards  the  close  of  the  Session 
the  GK)yemment  is  strong  and  the  Oppo- 
sition is  weak,  yet,  when  a  very  serious 
question  is  brought  forward,  there  is 
nothing  to  prevent  the  Opposition  from 
carrying  on  its  conflict  with  exactly  the 
same  facilities  and  with  the  same  pros- 
pects as  at  any  other  period  of  the  year. 
Why,  Sir,  I  have  seen  those  Benches 
crowded  with  a  Conservative  Opposition 
on  the  1st  of  September.  It  is  rather 
hard  to  say  that  on  such  a  question  and 
with  all  their  public  spirit,  on  the  25th 
of  July  the  friends  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  cannot  be  brought  together. 
Then  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  with  a 
taunt  which  he  did  not  perhaps  intend, 
and  which  is  of  no  great  consequence, 
says  that  I  have  contrived  the  matter  so 
that  if  he  does  not  bring  forward  his 
Motion  I  will  provide  somebody  else  to 
do  it.  Well,  I  want  to  know  whether 
my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Carlisle 
(Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson)  is  a  person  so  ab- 
solutely known  to  have  no  independence 
whatever  of  character  or  action  ?  He 
was  the  person  who  first  put  the  Motion 
in  defence  of  the  Transvaal  policy  on  the 
Notice  Paper ;  and  now  I  am  told  that 
I  have  provided  him  in  case  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  does  not  come  forward, 
and  that  the  hon.  Member  for  Carnarvon- 
shire (Mr.  Kathbone)  is  simply  an  alter- 
native to  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Carlisle,  who  would  infallibly  come 
into  the  field.  Upon  my  word,  I  have 
not  consulted  either  of  them ;  but  I  would 
venture  to  lay  10  to  1  that  if  the  hon. 
Member  for  Carnarvonshire  withdrew 
his  Motion  the  hon.  Member  for  Carlisle 
would  be- forthcoming  to  give  effect  to 
his  opinions,  and  that  very  promptly, 
indeed,  after  the  withdrawal  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Carnarvonshire.  I  repeat 
the  expression  that  we  have  been  com- 
pelled by  a  sense  of  public  duty  to  take 
a  course  which  is  certainly  unusual,  under 
very  unusual  and  very  peculiar  circum- 
stances 

Mr.  EATHBONE  gave  Notice  that  if 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  retained  the  terms 


of  his  Notice  he  would  move  the  Amend- 
ment  thereto  which  he  had  put  upon  the 
Paper ;  but  if  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
altered  it,  he  would  reserve  to  himself 
the  right  of  varyine  the  terms  of  his 
Amendment.  He  might  say  that  many 
independent  Liberal  Members  had  their 
own  opinions,  and  did  not  always  agree 
with  the  Government  upon  this  question. 

ORDERS    OF   THE   DAT. 

LAND  LAW  (IRELAND)  BILL.— [Bill  136.] 
{Mr.  Gladstone,  Mr.  For  Her ,  Mr.  Bright ,  Mr. 

Attorney  General  for  Ireland,    Mr.  Solicitor 

General  for  Ireland^ 

COMMITTEE.      [tHIBTY-FIBST   NIGHT.] 

\JPr ogress  19M  July."] 
Bill  considered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

Postponed  Clauses. 

Clause  12  (Sale  of  tenancy  without 
notice  of  increase  of  rent). 

Question  proposed,  **  That  the  Clause 
stand  part  of  the  Bill." 

Mb.  MACFAELANE  said,  he  wished 
to  ask  a  question  on  a  point  of  Order. 
He  had  risen  at  1  o'clock  in  the  morn- 
ing to  move  an  Amendment,  which  he 
had  had  upon  the  Paper  for  about  two 
months ;  but,  before  he  could  move  his 
Amendment,  an  Amendment  to  the  same 
clause  was  moved  by  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland.  At  the  close  of  the  discus- 
sion upon  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman's  Amendment,  the  Chairman 
called  upon  him  (Mr.  Macfarlane)  to 
move  his  Amendment  as  it  originally 
stood  on  the  Paper,  and  as  it  remained 
unaltered,  except  that  the  additional 
words  moved  by  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
had  been  added  to  the  clause.  On  being 
called  upon  by  the  Chairman  to  move 
his  Amendment,  he  thought  he  had  the 
right  to  assume  that,  in  having  been  so 
called  upon,  the  Amendment  itself  was 
in  Order ;  but  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Attorney  General  for  Ire- 
land, assuming  for  a  moment  the  func- 
tions of  the  Chair,  got  up  and  told  him 
that  the  Amendment  was  not  in  Order, 
that  it  could  not  be  moved  in  that  place, 
and  that  if  it  was  to  be  moved  at  all,  it 
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should  have  been  moved  before  his  own 
Amendment.  The  question  he  now 
wished  to  ask  the  Chairman  was  this — 
who  was  to  regulate  the  order  in  which 
Amendments  were  to  be  called  ?  Was 
it  the  Chairman,  or  hon.  Members  who 
had  Amendments  on  the  Paper?  He 
would  not  say  that  his  Amendment  was 
of  very  much  importance.  He  said 
nothing  about  its  importance  or  non- 
importance.  That  had  nothing  to  do 
with  the  question.  What  he  wished  to 
call  attention  to  was  the  effect  of  the 
proceeding,  because,  upon  another  occa- 
sion, it  might  have  the  effect  of  striking 
out  some  very  valuable  Amendment. 
He  (Mr.  Macfarlane)  had  accepted  the 
ruling  of  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  last  night,  acting  in  the 
place  of  the  Chairman,  and  he  had  ac- 
cepted the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman's decision  that  the  Amendment 
was  out  of  Order ;  but,  at  the  same  time, 
when  Amendments  had  been  placed 
on  the  Paper,  he  thought  it  was  a  duty 
the  Chairman  owed  to  the  Members  who 
gave  Notice  of  them  to  see  that  they  were 
taken  in  the  proper  place.  The  Amend- 
ment of  the  right  hon.  and  learned  At- 
torney General  for  Ireland  was  only  a 
week  old,  whereas  his  (Mr.  Macfarlane's) 
was  at  least  two  months  old.  He  wished 
to  know  who  was  to  regulate  the  order 
in  which  Amendments  were  to  be  called, 
whether  it  was  the  Member  in  whose 
name  an  Amendment  stood  or  the 
Chairman  ? 

The  CHAIEMAN:  The  question  of 
the  hon.  Member  is  a  naturfd  one  from 
his  point  of  view;  but  there  was  no 
irregularity  in  the  course  that  was 
actually  taken.  Whenever  there  are  a 
number  of  Amendments  in  the  same 
place,  which  in  this  case  was  the  end  of 
the  clause,  the  Government  Amendments, 
by  the  practice  of  the  Committee,  have 
precedence.  The  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
Member,  coming  after  the  part  relating  to 
the  Ulster  tenant  right  custom  at  the  end 
of  the  clause,  would  have  been  in  Order 
had  not  the  Committee,  at  the  instance 
of  the  Government,  added  a  number 
of  lines  which  prevented  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  hon.  Member  from  being 
put  in  that  place,  because  it  then  had 
no  connection  with  the  words  which  ap- 
peared previously  in  the  clause.  But 
the  hon.  Member  is  not  without  redress. 
He  will  have  full  opportunity  of  moving 
liis  Amendment  on  the  Beport. 


The  ATTOENEY  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  said,  his  hon. 
Friend  (Mr.  Macfarlane)  must  have  mis- 
understood what  he  had  said.  He  did 
not  object  to  the  proposal  of  the  Amend- 
ment on  the  ground  of  Order ;  but  be- 
cause, if  it  were  proposed  after  the  adop- 
tion of  his  (the  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland's)  Amendment,  it  would  make 
nonsense  of  the  clause.  It  had  refer- 
ence entirely  to  the  Ulster  Custom,  and 
if  it  were  tacked  on  to  the  end  of  the 
clause  after  the  words  which  had  been 
added  to  the  clause,  it  would  have  made 
the  latter  part  of  the  section  quite  in- 
sensible. 

Mb.  WARTON  said,  he  wished  to 
point  out,  on  the  question  of  Order,  a 
matter  which  ought  to  act  as  a  guide 
and  warning  to  the  printer  of  the  Votes. 
There  were  two  sorts  of  additions  to  a 
clause.  One  was  the  addition  of  part  of 
a  sentence  which  was  to  be  read  with  part 
of  another  phrase.  The  other  was  the  ad- 
dition of  entirely  new  matter,  such  as  the 
rieht  hon.  and  learned  Attorney  Gene- 
ral for  Ireland  had  proposed  in  this 
instance.  Therefore,  as  a  point  of  Order, 
he  would  submit  that  a  sentence  which 
formed,  with  the  concluding  sentence  of 
a  clause,  one  harmonious  wnole,  ought, 
by  every  right  of  reason  and  grammar, 
to  have  precedence  of  Amendments 
which,  although  coming  at  the  end  of  a 
clause,  had,  nevertheless,  no  conneotion 
with  it. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  With  respect  to 
Clause  12,  I  may  remind  the  Committee 
that  the  well-understood  purpose  of  the 
clause  was  simply  to  provide  for  a  pos- 
sible interval  between  the  engagement  of 
an  incoming  tenant  and  an  outgoing 
tenant,  and  the  incoming  tenant  being 
accepted  by  the  landlord.  But  I  am  now 
assured  by  the  legal  authorities,  who 
are  unanimous  on  the  point,  that  altera- 
tions made  in  a  later  clause  of  the  Bill 
will  secure  the  object  this  clause  was  in- 
tended to  meet,  and  therefore  Clause  12 
will  be  quite  unnecessary. 

Question,  **  That  Clause  12  stand  part 
of  the  Bill,"  put,  and  negatived. 

Postponed  Claiise  15  (Provision  in 
case  of  title  paramount). 

The  attorney  GENERAL  roB 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  moved,  in  page 
11,  line  25,  after  ''  holding,"  insert  *'  the 
estate  of." 
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Qnestion,  /'  That  those  words  be  there 
inserted,"  pBt,  and  agreed  to. 

The   attorney   GENERAL    for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  moved,  in  page 
11,  line  26,  to  loave  out  from  *'  is"  to 
'daring"  inline  27,  and  insert  "de- 
termined." 

Question,  '*  That  the  words  proposed 
to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the  Clause," 
put,  and  negatived. 

Question,  '*That  the  word  *  deter- 
mined' be  there  inserted,"  put,  and 
agreed  to. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  L.vw)  moved,  in  page 
11,  line  27,  after  "tenancy,"  insert 
"  from  year  to  year,  whether  subject  or 
not  to  statutory  conditions." 

Question  proposed,  "That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mr.  GIBSON  said,  the  clause,  as  ori- 
ginally proposed,  would  have  given  rise 
to  the  most  extraordinary  and  startling 
consequences.  If  it  had  not  been 
amended,  this  strange  consequence 
might  have  been  the  result — namely, 
that  a  man  might  have  got  a  lease 
of  10  years  from  the  immediate  land- 
lord and  the  lessee  might  have  sub- 
let a  large  portion  of  the  holding  at  a 
nominal  rent  for  1,000  years,  and  the 
head  landlord  would  have  found  himself 
saddled  with  this  lease  for  1,000  years, 
and  would  only  be  entitled  to  this  no- 
minal rent.  The  Amendments  proposed 
by  his  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  obviated  a 
result  so  startling,  and  they  were  very 
much  an  advance  on  the  original  clause  in 
the  direction  of  common  sense  and  simpli- 
city. But  he  thought  that  a  case  had  not 
been  made  out  for  even  so  wide  a  change 
as  was  now  applied.  It  appeared  to  be 
a  hardship  that  in  the  case  of  a  long 
lease  the  sub-lessee  who,  with  his  family, 
might  have  been  in  possession  of  the 
farm  and  holding  for  generations  should 
at  the  termination  of  the  lease,  and  at 
the  end  of  the  tenancy,  find  himself, 
from  no  fault  of  his  own,  deprived  of 
his  holding.  On  the  other  hand,  the 
Amendment  of  his  right  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  was  so  widely  drawn 
that  a  man  who  came  in  as  a  sub-tenant 
six  months  before  the  termination  of  a 
long  lease  would  be  given  all  the  bene- 
fits which  the  Act  of  Parliament,  and 
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this  section,  conferred  npon  a  present 
tenant.  The  clause,  therefore,  was  much 
wider  than  the  exigencies  of  the  case 
demanded.  It  would  be  better  to  say 
a  "sub-tenant  from  year  to  year  who 
had  been  in  occupation  "  for  a  certain 
definite  period,  naming  the  period.  The 
clause  entitled  the  sub-tenant  to  the  im- 
mense rights  and  privileges  it  was  now 
proposed  to  confer  on  a  present  tenant ; 
and  it  would  be  clearly  unreasonable  to 
the  head  landlord,  under  all  the  circum- 
stances of  the  case,  to  permit  such  a 
state  of  facts,  that  a  week  or  a  month 
before  the  termination  of  a  long  and  an 
old  lease  the  lessee  might  create  a  series 
of  sub-tenants  from  year  to  year,  who 
would  come  in  with  the  right  of  having 
their  rents  fixed  and  to  a  statutory  term 
granted.  He  did  not  propose  at  the 
present  moment  to  challenge  further 
the  introduction  of  the  words  submitted 
by  his  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend ; 
but  he  had  thought  it  right  to  point  out 
what  he  considered  to  be  a  fair  and 
reasonable  objection  to  them.  He  would, 
however,  ask  his  right  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  on  the  Report  to  introduce  words 
which  would  prevent  the  landlord  from 
being  deprived  of  his  rights  in  conse- 
quence of  a  lessee  unfairly  dealing  with 
the  property  shortly  before  the  termina- 
tion of  the  lease. 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  said,  he  would 
consider  the  matter  before  the  Report; 
but  he  did  not  think  that  the  difficulty 
suggested  by  his  right  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  was  likely  to  arise.  On  the  con- 
trary, the  arrangements  made  by  the 
lessee  whose  tenancy  was  about  to  ex- 
pire would  be  for  his  own  advantage, 
and  not  for  those  of  another  person.  He 
would,  however,  consider  whether  it  was 
not  desirable  to  introduce  an  Amend- 
ment which  would  prevent  a  mischiev- 
ously disposed  lessee  from  sub-letting 
for  the  purpose  of  doing  harm  to  the 
property  without  securing  any  corre- 
sponding amount  of  good  for  himself. 

Mr.  MARUM  pointed  out  that  if  a 
head  landlord  originally  conferred  a 
right  upon  a  middle-man,  it  would  only 
be  the  consequence  of  his  own  act  if  the 
lessee  availed  himself  of  such  right.  He 
could  not  take  advantage  of  his  own 
wrong,  and  could  not  complain  if  the 
power  he  had  originally  g^ven  was  exer- 
cised. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 
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Thb  attorney  GENEEAL  fob 
IBELAND  (Mr.  Law)  moved,  in  page 
I  ly  line  29,  to  insert  after  the  word  **  in" 
the  word  '*the." 

Question,  '*  That  the  word  '  the '  be 
there  inserted,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Mr.  HEALY  moved,  in  page  11,  line 
31,  at  the  end  of  the  clause,  to  insert — 

"Every  tenancy  to  which  this  Act  applies 
■hall  be  deemed  a  present  tenancy  until  the 
contrary  is  proved." 

The  hon.  Gentleman  said  the  Amend- 
ment would  have  come  better  in  the 
next  clause,  and  it  was  by  a  mistake  on 
his  part  that  it  had  been  connected  with 
the  present  one.  It  could,  however,  do 
no  harm  at  the  end  of  Clause  15,  and 
therefore  he  would  move  it.  His  object 
was  to  throw  the  burden  of  proof  in  all 
cases  upon  the  landlord.  There  could 
be  no  injustice  in  making  such  a  provi- 
sion, for  this  reason — that  the  landlord 
and  his  agents  were  the  persons  who 
kept  the  books,  the  legal  documents,  and 
all  the  estate  dockets ;  whereas  the  ten- 
ant was  generally  an  illiterate  man,  who 
kept  no  books  or  records  at  all.  Of 
course,  an  Amendment  of  this  nature 
would  have  very  little  effect  at  the  pre- 
sent moment ;  but  at  the  end  of  30  years, 
when  it  became  necessary  to  prove  that 
the  tenancy  was  a  present  tenancy,  the 
burden  of  proof  instead  of  being  thrown 
on  the  illiterate  tenant  would  rest  with 
the  landlord,  who  would  have  kept  all 
the  books  and  records.  He  did  not  think 
it  was  too  much  to  ask  under  such  cir- 
cumstances that  the  onus  should  rest 
upon  the  landlord. 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  page  1 1,  at  end  of  clause,  to  add—'*  Evexy 
tenancy  to  which  this  Act  applies  shall  be  deemed 
a  present  tenancy  until  the  contxury  is  proved." 
-^{Mr.  Healy,) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  those  words 
be  there  added." 

Thb  attorney  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  rMr.  Law)  said,  he  did  not 
think  that  the  words  proposed  to  be 
added  by  the  hon.  Meniber  would  come 
in  well  at  the  end  of  the  present  clause. 
It  would,  therefore,  be  more  convenient 
to  discuss  the  matter  on  the  Report,  and 
he  would  undertake  to  consider  it  before 
the  Report  was  brought  up.  The  hon. 
Member  admitted  very  fairly  that  the 
difficulty  would  not  arise  immediately, 
\Vii  was  one  which  was  only  likely  to 


occur  at  some  future  time.  In  the  mean* 
time,  proof  would  be  easily  available 
that  the  tenancy  was  a  present  tenancy, 
or,  at  least,  it  would  be  only  in  very- 
rare  cases  that  any  difficulty  could  arise. 

Mb.  HEALY  said,  they  were  told 
that  it  was  not  the  o^ect  of  the  Bill  to 
drive  the  tenants  into  Court ;  but  he  was 
afraid  there  would  be  a  great  number 
of  disputes  in  reference  to  ordinary  ten- 
ancies, where  the  aid  of  the  Court  would 
be  invoked.  The  tenant  would  claim 
the  rights  of  an  ordinary  tenancy,  and 
unless  the  landlord  filed  an  objection  to 
that  claim  it  would  be  allowed. 

Thb  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  said,  he  hoped 
the  hon.  Member  would  withdraw  the 
Amendment  and  bring  it  up  on  the  Re- 
port. He  thought  it  was  possible  to  de- 
vise some  means  of  putting  the  tenant's 
claim  on  record,  and  of  thus  preserv- 
ing the  rights  of  the  tenant  for  the 
future. 

Mb.  HEALY  said,  he  was  anxious 
that  the  House  should  not  be  required 
to  thrash  all  these  questions  out  a^ain 
upon  the  Report.  They  were  subjects 
that  would  be  much  more  satisfactorily 
dealt  with  in  Committee.  On  the  Re- 
port, an  hon.  Member  would  only  be 
entitled  to  make  one  speech;  and  it 
would  be  inconvenient  to  be  followed  on 
the  Report  by  hon.  Members  who  took 
very  little  interest  in  the  matter,  without 
having  the  power  to  answer  them.  He 
would  be  content,  however,  if  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland  would  promise  to  bring  up  a 
new  clause 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  :  There  would  be 
great  force  in  what  the  hon.  Member 
says  if  it  were  not  for  two  considerations 
— in  the  first  place,  that  the  words  can- 
not be  inserted  here,  and  the  matter 
must,  therefore,  be  postponed ;  and  next, 
that  the  other  parts  of  the  Bill  will  afford 
conclusive  proof  as  to  the  nature  of  the 
tenancy. 

Sir  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  said,  he 
was  glad  that  the  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland  had  engaged  to  consider  the 
matter.  It  would  be  a  great  disadvantage 
if  the  want  of  a  record  should  preju- 
dice the  rights  of  the  tenant. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Question , ' '  That  Clause  1 5,  as  amended, 
stand  part  of  the  Bill,"  put,  and  agreed 
to. 
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Postponed  Clause  27  (Supply  of  money 
to  Land  Commission  for   purposes  of 

Act). 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  We  now  come  to 
.Clause  27.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  has  given 
Notice  of  his  intention  to  move  the  omis- 
sion of  this  clause,  with  a  view  of  sub- 
mitting a  plan  of  his  own ;  but  I  think 
I  shall  be  able  to  show  some  grounds  why 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  should  not  press 
his  Amendment.  The  points  which  I  wish 
to  state  principally  are  these.  First  and 
foremost,  it  is  quite  obvious  that  during 
the  present  Session — I  do  not  say  during 
the  present  financial  year — we  can  make 
no  other  than  a  purely  provisional  and 
initial  arrangement.  I  do  not  speak 
now  of  the  plan  of  my  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Chief  Secretary,  with  respect  to 
arrears.  That  is  a  definite  plan,  and 
can  be  treated  apart  from  every  other 
financial  question.  It  contemplates  draw- 
ing money  from  the  Church  Fund  ;  but 
I  do  not  hesitate  to  say  that  if  hereafter 
it  is  found  desirable  to  make  the  Church 
Fund  available  for  any  other  and  larger 
purpose  than  that  of  arrears,  we  should 
be  quite  prepared  to  move  any  obstacles 
in  the  way  of  the  plan,  by  carrying  over 
the  whole  of  the  arrear  arrangement 
bodily  to  the  Consolidated  Fund  for  the 
sake  of  getting  it  out  of  the  way.  But, 
speaking  of  the  other  great  financial 
demands  which  may  arise  under  this 
Act,  first  and  foremost  come  the  advances 
required  for  the  purchase  of  estates,  and 
behind  that  come  the  questions  with  re- 
spect to  the  reclamation  of  land,  agri- 
cultural improvements,  and  emigration. 
With  respect  to  these  questions,  it  is 
quite  impossible  that  we  can  have  any 
light  whatever,  or  any  means  of  estimat- 
ing what  we  ought  to  propose,  until  the 
Act  is  passed,  the  Commission  has  met, 
and  its  establishment  and  offices  have 
been  got  into  working  order,  and  until 
it  has  begun  to  receive  applications  from 
persons  proposing  to  take  advantage  of 
the  provisions  of  the  Bill.  We  can  only 
make  a  proposal  in  the  present  Session 
— I  distinguish  broadly  between  the 
Session  and  the  financial  year — because 
in  February  next  it  is  quite  possible  and 
highly  probable  that  we  may  be  able  to 
propose  a  more  definitive  and  broader 
arrangement.  We  only  propose  to  take 
the  clause  which  constitutes  a  charge 
on  the  Consolidated  Fund.  We  shSl 
have  to  ask  the  House,  on  the  Public 


Loans  Act,  to  vote  £1,100,000  for  ad- 
vances in  Ireland  under  Acts  already 
existing ;  and  we  shall  propose,  in  order 
to  have  an  ample  margin  for  any  calls 
that  may  arise — although  it  is  really 
difficult  to  say  whether  any  serious  caU 
could  arise  before  the  month  of  Decem- 
ber— we  propose  to  raise  that  sum  to 
£2,000,000.  That  could  not  prejudice 
any  conclusion  to  which  the  House  may 
desire  to  arrive.  That  is  my  first  point. 
My  second  point,  is  to  notice  the  plan 
sketched  out  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  late  First  Lord  of  the  Admi- 
ralty (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  in  his  speech 
on  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill^  and 
which  he  has  since  embodied  in  certain 
clauses,  with  one  object  and  principle 
which  apparently  lies  at  the  root  of  his 
ideas.  He  is  desirous  of  constituting 
an  Irish  Fund,  and  he  conceives  that 
that  can  be  done,  first  of  all,  by  provid- 
ing an  insignificant  nucleus  from  the 
resources  of  the  Church  Fund.  Although 
that  nucleus  is  inconsiderable  in  itself 
for  purchasing  purposes,  compared  with 
the  large  sums  that  would  be  required 
for  the  purchase  of  land  in  Ireland  under 
the  provisions  of  the  Bill,  it  must  be  re- 
membered that  the  money  that  is  laid 
out  in  purchasing  operations  would  im- 
mediately begin  to  trickle  back,  if  I 
may  so  say,  into  the  Exchequer,  through 
the  re-sales,  and  a  very  considerable 
fund,  we  hope,  will  be  provided  in  that 
way.  But  it  is  not  possible  at  this  mo- 
ment to  say  what  proportion  the  nucleus 
which  would  provide  the  means  for  the 
first  advances  would  bear  to  the  amount 
of  the  sales ;  and  the  nucleus  which  the 
Church  Fund  would  afford  would  only 
enable  us  to  set  out  on  a  somewhat 
limited  scale.  Until  we  know  what  the 
scale  is  on  which  we  will  have  to  set  out, 
we  cannot  enter  with  advantage  upon 
the  consideration  of  this  question.  If 
the  demands  appear  to  be  likely  to  be 
spread  over  a  considerable  space  of  time, 
it  will  be  possible  to  organize,  with 
general  satisfaction,  a  plan  on  the  foot- 
ing proposed  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man. But  I  may  say  this,  that,  so  far 
as  we  can  make  a  calculation  at  present, 
and  speaking  very  roughly,  we  are  in- 
clined to  say  that  about  £10,000,000  of 
purchases  may  be  made  on  the  basis 
proposed  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
within  a  period  of  six  years.  That  is 
the  best  information  I  can  give,  and  it 
must  be  taken  with  some  indulgence  and 
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some  liberty,  for  nobody  can  tell  at  this 
moment  whether  that  would  be  an  ade- 
quate provision  or  not.  Therefore,  the 
upshot  of  what  I  have  to  say  is  that 
the  Government  propose  to  adhere  to 
this  clause  for  the  time,  without  pre- 
judice to  any  future  action.  But,  as  it 
is  absolutely  necessary  to  make  some 
provision    at  the  present  moment  for 

Sossible  contingencies,  it  is  eminently 
esirable  that  a  more  definitive  state- 
ment of  the  provisions  we  propose  to 
make  should  not  be  made  now,  but  that 
it  should  be  reserved.  With  these  few 
observations,  I  would  propose  to  retain 
the  clause  a»  it  stands. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  this  Clause  stand  part  of  the 
Bill."— (iTr.  Gladstone,) 

Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  After  the  state- 
ment of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  I 
shall  not  persevere  with  the  Notice 
which  stands  on  the  Paper  in  my  name. 
I  am  sure  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will 
acknowledge  that  I  have  not  given  that 
Notice  with  any  feeling  of  hostility  to 
the  proposal  to  set  up  a  peasant  pro- 

frietary  in  Ireland.  On  the  contrary, 
am  convinced,  from  the  experience 
which  I  gained  when  in  Office,  that  the 
present  system  has  been  practically  a 
failure.  There  has  been,  up  to  the  pre- 
sent moment,  something  like  800  peasant 
proprietors  in  Ireland  constituted  under 
the  Act  of  1870,  and  less  than  one-half  of 
the  sum  of  £  1, 000, 000  sterling  which  was 
authorized  to  be  advanced  by  the  Act  of 
1870,  has  been  appropriated  for  the  pur- 
pose. I  am  sure  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man will  feel  that  fair  play  has  not  been 
given  to  the  scheme,  and  that  the  diffi- 
culties connected  with  the  administra- 
tion of  the  money,  and  the  circumstances 
in  which  the  Fund  was  placed  are  so 
great,  that  I  am  not  sanguine  that  any 
scheme  on  the  same  lines  can  be  really 
successful.  In  the  first  place,  it  will  be 
understood  that  it  is  the  duty  of  the 
Treasury,  and  very  properly  so,  to  exer- 
cise a  wholesome  check  upon  the  expen- 
diture of  the  public  money,  and  to  be 
extremely  jealous  as  to  the  value  of  the 
security  which  is  offered  for  public  loans. 
It  must  also  be  borne  in  mind  that  under 
the  provisions  of  th  e  Bill  as  they  now  stand 
it  will  be  necessary  from  timeto  time,  and 
from  year  to  year,  to  apply  for  an  Act  to 
authorize  the  expenditure  of  the  money ; 
and  as  there  is  likely  to  be  a  discussion 

Mr,  Gladstone 


in  which  different  opinions  may  be  ex 
pressed,  I  do  not  think  that  any  public 
financial  authority  can  be  very  earnest 
in  its  desire  to  give  full  effect  to  this 
scheme.  I  have  the  greatest  confidence 
that  the  proposal  which  I  intended  to 
lay  before  the  Committee  would  have 
been  found  to  work  sucessfully  in  prac- 
tice. That  proposal  was,  that  an  Irish 
Fund  shoula  be  established  on  the  secu- 
rity of  Irish  property,  and  administered 
by  Irishmen  in  Dublin,  competent  men 
and  desirous  of  insuring  its  success.  I  am 
confident  that  such  a  scheme,  if  carried 
out  in  that  way,  would  have  had  fair 
play  given  to  it.  In  the  first  place,  it  is 
quite  certain  that  many  of  the  purchasers 
of  land  who  will  avail  themselves  of  the 
facilities  which  will  be  afforded  under  any 
scheme  will  be  more  or  less  unsuccessful. 
It  will  require  strono^  and  vigorous  hands 
to  see  that  the  object  the  Government 
have  in  view  in  constituting  a  solvent, 
an  independent,  and  a  thriving  peasant 
proprietary  is  attained.  In  order  to  do 
that,  it  will  be  necessary  to  deal  from 
time  to  time  with  a  man  who  has  proved 
to  be  a  complete  failure,  and  to  turn  such 
a  man  out  of  his  holding  and  sell  it,  be- 
cause he  is  utterly  unable  to  comply  with 
the  conditions  which  are  necessary  in 
order  to  secure  success.  I  venture  to  say 
that  a  Government  officer,  acting  on  the 
responsibility  and  on  behalf  of  a  Govern- 
ment having  a  Chief,  whose  position  must 
always  be  refi^arded  from  a  political  point 
of  view,  would  really  be  placed  in  a  posi- 
tion of  the  greatest  possible  difficulty, 
and  would  hardly  be  able  to  discharge 
his  duty — so  that  the  success  of  the  whole 
scheme  would  be  imperilled.  We  should 
have  growing  up  a  number  of  men  with 
small  means  —  weak  men  with  a  load 
hanging  round  their  necks — and  a  new 
Encumbered  Estates  Bill  and  a  new 
application  of  the  public  money  would 
be  necessary ;  and  we  should  arrive  at 
this  position — that,  at  the  end  of  four  or 
five  years,  there  would  be  a  general  ad- 
mission that  the  scheme  had  failed,  be- 
cause the  officers  of  the  Government 
were  really  incapable,  under  the  circum- 
stances, of  giving  effect  to  it.  Then  I 
come  to  consider  how  the  scheme  would 
work  if  you  constituted  what  would  prac- 
tically be  a  Land  Bank,  with  officers 
alike  responsible  to  the  Government  and 
the  country  and  to  the  people  of  Ireland, 
for  the  manner  in  which  they  carried  out 
the  scheme  and  administered  the  fund 
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intrusted  to  their  charge.  We  should 
hare  to  consider  first  of  all  what  the 
security  would  be  which  the  intended 
bondholder  would  give.  He  would  have 
to  give  the  security  of  the  margin  of  25 
per  cent,  either  of  his  own  money  or  of 
money  obtained  from  his  friends.  The 
Commissioners  would  have  the  security 
of  the  new  interest  given  by  this  Bill 
to  the  tenant  and  the  occupier,  and  the 
tenant  himself  would  have  the  great 
individual  security  that  the  fund  would 
be  preserved  intact  for  the  benefit  of  the 
whole  community.  That,  I  think,  would 
a  powerful  and  a  strong  additional  se- 
curity. I  agree  with  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Prime  Minister  that  the  sum 
of  £2,000.000  placed  at  the  disposal  of 
the  Commissioners,  taken  b}^  itself,  would 
be  a  comparatively  small  sum  on  the 
strength  of  which  to  undertake  very 
large  operations ;  but  I  am  convinced 
that,  taking  that  sum  with  the  security 
I  have  referred  to.  strengthened  by  an 
honest  and  careful  administration,  a 
very  large  sum  might  be  raised  by 
means  of  debentures  secured  on  the  pro- 
perty which  the  Commissioners  would 
have  to  administer.  Lot  us  consider 
how  the  system  would  work.  There 
would  be  an  income  at  once  secured  to 
the  Commissioners  of  £60,000  a-year 
from  the  fund  of  £2,000,000  placed  at 
their  disposal,  which  would  bo  far  more 
than  sufficient  to  make  good  any  deficiency 
in  the  repayments  by  the  purchasing 
tenants  of  the  capital  advanced  to  them 
for  the  purchase  of  their  holdings.  I 
think  it  must  be  clear  that,  unless  the 
administration  is  inefiPectivo — and  I  be- 
lieve it  might  be  made  thoroughly  effec- 
tive— the  deficiencies  wliich  would  occur 
would  make  a  very  small  demand  indeed 
upon  this  annual  income  of  £60,000 
a-vear.  But  the  value  of  this  income 
would  be  that  any  investor  desirous  of 
taking  up  these  land  debentures  would 
have  his  interest  secured  on  the  day  on 
which  it  became  due,  and  the  absolute 
security  of  payment  on  the  day  it  be- 
came due  would  make  a  great  difference 
in  the  circumstances  under  which  the 
debentures  are  issued.  They  might  be 
issued  with  great  ease  at  even  a 
lower  rate  of  interest,  in  the  present 
state  of  the  market,  than  3J  per  cent. 
We  have  had,  in  a  limited  way,  evidence 
of  the  success  of  an  Irish  Reproductive 
Loan  Fund.  According  to  the  last  He- 
port,  out  of  £30,000  advanced,  £20,000 


have  been  repaid,  and  there  are  only 
£800  of  arrears  altogether  at  the  pre- 
sent moment,  and  of  that  sum  a  con- 
siderable amount  has  been  repaid  since 
the  Beport  of  the  Commissioners  was 
printed.  That  affords  evidence,  in  a 
small  way,  that  sums  not  easily  recover- 
able are  repaid  in  Ireland,  if  it  is  an 
Irish  fund  administered  by  Irishmen, 
and  the  Irish  people  have  confidence  in 
it.  As  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
admitted  that  the  scheme  of  the  Govern- 
ment is  not  intended  to  be  a  final  scheme 
at  the  present  moment,  and  as  I  fully 
admit  that  it  would  be  impossible  to 
frame  a  measure  that  woula  be  com- 
pletely satisfactory  in  a  short  space  of 
time,  it  is  desirable  that  I  should  refrain 
from  going  further  into  the  proposal 
which  I  have  submitted.  It  was  in- 
tended merely  to  suggest  the  way  in 
which  a  successful  attempt  to  deal  with 
the  question  might  be  made.  It  was 
intended  not  by  any  means  as  a  com- 
plete scheme,  or  as  an  indication  of  the 
extent  to  which  the  scheme  might  go. 
But  I  hope  some  good  will  have  been 
done  by  directing  the  attention  of  the 
Government  and  of  the  Committee  to  a 
question  which  I  believe  to  be  one  which, 
if  followed  up,  would  prove  to  be  ex- 
tremely beneficial  to  Ireland,  by  inducing 
the  people  of  Ireland  to  rely  on  their 
own  resources  rather  than  to  trust  to 
assistance  to  be  derived  from  the  Im- 
perial Exchequer.  In  our  past  expe- 
rience there  has  been  nothing  more  de- 
pressing than  the  feeling  that  there  are 
Irishmen  who  come  to  this  country  with 
the  idea  that  we  possess  resources  which 
can  be  and  ought  to  be  placed  at  their 
disposal,  in  order  to  get  them  out  of  any 
misfortune  into  which  they  may  happen 
to  fall.  That  is  not  consistent  with  the 
principle  and  spirit  on  which  the  future 
of  a  great  and  prosperous  country,  such 
as  I  sincerely  trust  Ireland  will  become, 
ouglit  to  be  built  up.  I  believe  there 
are  material  resources  in  Ireland  which, 
if  properly  applied,  should  make  her  as 
prosperous  and  her  people  as  vigorous 
as  any  people  on  the  face  of  the  earth  ; 
and  it  is  my  desire  to  see  those  re- 
sources applied  by  Irishmen  for  Ire* 
land  in  a  spirit  of  true  independence, 
rather  than  see  her  come  to  this  coun- 
try for  aid  from  the  Imperial  Exche- 
Quer.  For  the  reasons  I  have  stated  I 
do  not  propose  to  proceed  with  my 
Amendment. 
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Mr.  GLADSTONE:  I  only  rise  to 
express  the  pleasure  with  whioh  I  have 
listened  to  the  obserrations  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman.  I  receive  with  due  re- 
spect, for  future  consideration,  all  the 
remarks  which  he  has  made  ;  and  there 
are  two  things  which  I  feel  specially 
bound  to  say — first,  I  am  very  glad  to 
Bee  that  the  speech  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  been  received  in  a  favour- 
able spirit  by  many  of  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers ;  and  secondly,  that  I  do  not  think 
we  ought  to  depart  from  this  discussion 
without  an  expression  on  my  part  of  my 
sense  of  obligation  to  my  right  hon. 
Friend  for  the  entire  spirit  with  which 
he  has  approached  the  question.  Upon 
the  scheme  itself  I  can  give  no  opinion 
now, except  this — that  it  may  be  possible 
to  frame  a  plan  which  may  take  the 
form  of  an  Irish  Fund,  and,  at  the  same 
time,  not  be  permanently  dissociated 
from  the  Consolidated  Fund. 

Sib  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE:  I 
wish  to  ask  one  question  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman.  I  understood  him  to 
say  that,  according  to  the  demands  at 
present  made  on  the  Exchequer  for  ad- 
vances for  the  coming  year,  and  which 
have  to  be  provided  for  under  the  Public 
Works  Loans  Act  for  this  year,  but 
irrespective  of  any  matter  under  the 
present  Bill,  they  amount  to  about 
£1,100,000,  and  that  he  proposes  to 
increase  the  power  of  advance  from 
£1,100,000  to  £2,000,000.  Will  that 
additional  £900,000  be  money  that  will 
be  advanced  in  respect  of  obligations 
that  must  be  met  before  the  31st  of 
December,  or  will  it  be  of  a  more  gene- 
ral character?  I  put  the  question  in 
this  sense.  According  to  the  principles 
we  have  adopted  in  dealing  with  these 
Public  Works  Loans,  the  applications 
for  the  money  that  would  be  required 
in  the  coming  year  have  to  be  sent  in 
by  a  particular  day,  so  that  we  may 
be  able  to  know  what  the  demands 
would  be.  With  regard  to  this  amount, 
will  it  be  applicable  to  demands  that 
may  be  made  before  a  particular  time, 
or  generally  applicable  to  loans  applied 
for  at  any  time  r 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  It  must  be  made 
applicable  to  demands  made  before  a  par- 
ticular time.  That  seems  to  me  to  have 
been  the  principle  adopted  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  when  in  Office.  It  might, 
however,  be  right  to  make  that  time  as 
late  as  the  close  of  the  financial  year. 


Mr.  SHAW  said,  he  wished  to  ex- 
press on  his  own  behalf  and  on  behalf 
of  the  Irish  Members  their  full  appre- 
ciation of  the  admirable  spirit  in  which 
the  observations  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  late  First  Lord  of  the  Ad- 
miralty (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  had  been 
made.  If  there  were  Irish  Members  or 
Irishmen  who  were  of  opinion  that  the 
Imperial  Exchequer  was  the  source 
upon  which  they  must  rely  for  relieving 
them  of  all  their  difficulties,  they  must 
be  peculiarly  constituted.  Such  an  idea 
had  long  ago  been  revolutionized,  and  it 
would  be  a  great  misfortune  for  Ireland 
if  it  ever  got  hold  of  the  Irish  people  in 
any  way  again.  It  was  certainly  not 
the  object  of  Irishmen  to  rely  for  as- 
sistance upon  the  Imperial  Exchequer, 
but  upon  their  own  resources.  Their 
real  object  was  to  work  on  the  lines  of 
the  scheme  which  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  sketched  out,  not  in  the  present 
Session,  because  that  would  be  impos- 
sible, for  reasons  which  had  been  pointed 
out  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Prime  Minister;  but,  as  a  permanent 
mode  of  carrying  out  the  frame- work 
of  the  Bill,  he  entirely  approved  of  the 
scheme  of  the  ri^ht  hon.  Member  for 
Westminster  for  the  establishment  of  a 

freat  Irish  Fund  to  be  administered  by 
rishmen.  He  believed  that  such  a  fund 
would  be  easily  obtainable.  It  was  not 
necessary  to  discuss  now  the  mode  in 
which  it,  was  to  be  accomplished  ;  but  as 
the  Prime  Minister  had  suggested,  it 
might  be  absolutely  necessary,  to  a  cer- 
tain extent,  to  depend  upon  the  Conso- 
lidated Fund.  He  thought  that  such  a 
fund  might  in  future,  with  great  benefit 
to  Ireland,  be  rendered  available  for 
purposes  other  than  those  indicated  by 
the  present  Bill,  and  that  it  should  not 
be  confined  exclusively  in  the  promotion 
of  the  objects  of  the  Land  Commission. 
Nothing  was  more  wanted  in  Ireland 
than  money.  There  was  an  immense 
amount  of  wealth  in  the  country  in  the 
shape  of  raw  material,  and  there  was 
also  an  immense  amount  of  power  in 
bone  and  sinew.  But  there  was  no 
country  in  the  world  in  which  its  re- 
sources had  been  less  used.  He  believed 
that  a  marvellous  change  would  be 
brought  about  if  the  Irish  people  were 
only  allowed,  to  some  extent,  to  manage 
their  own  affairs.  If  that  principle  was 
once  brought  into  action,  the  further  it 
oould  be  extended  the  more  oontentedi 
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happy,  and  prosperous  Ireland  would 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
wished  to  say  a  word  as  to  the  efifect  of 
the  remarks  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Prime  Minister  with  regard  to 
an  Irish  Fund,  and  the  sources  from 
which  such  Irish  Fund  was  to  come.  He 
desired  to  place  before  the  Committee 
the  impossibility  of  any  Irish  Fund  de- 
pending upon  money  drawn  in  any  way 
irom  the  Irish  Church  Surplus.  He 
hoped  this  would  be  made  public,  be- 
cause they  heard  a  great  deal  about  the 
way  in  which  that  Fund  might  be  ren- 
dered available.  Everybody  cried  out 
that  the  State  might  go  the  Irish  Fund 
for  this  object  and  for  that.  The  Go- 
vernment had  recently  written  oflf  a  sum 
amounting  to  £2,000,000  advanced  for 
the  payment  of  arrears  of  tithe,  and 
which  the  Treasury  had  until  recently 
always  hoped  to  recover  from  the  surplus 
property  of  the  Irish  Church,  and  it  was 
an  absolute  impossibility  to  make  many 
further  demands  upon  it.  At  the  pre- 
sent moment  the  Fund  only  brought  in 
an  income  of  £75,000  a-year ;  and  how 
were  they  going  to  pay  off  £2,000,000 
out  of  an  annual  income  of  £75,000  ? 
Moreover,  this  income  of  £75,000  by 
the  year  1890  would  be  diminished  to 
£40,000  a-year.  The  sum  of  £2,300,000 
advanced  during  the  Famine  was  ad- 
vanced out  of  this  Fund,  on  the  under- 
standing that  it  was  to  be  returned  to 
the  Church  Surplus  Fund ;  but  it  would 
be  impossible  to  repay  it,  so  that,  in 
point  of  fact,  if  they  made  further  de- 
mands upon  it,  they  would  be,  in  reality, 
drawing  upon  the  Imperial  Exchequer — 
an  object  they  professed  to  discounte- 
nance. He  hoped  that  when  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  proposed  his  clause  as 
to  arrears,  he  would  be  prepared  to  say 
whether  the  arrangements  under  which 
advances  were  to  be  made  would  be 
carried  out  in  their  integrity,  or  whe- 
ther it  was  intended  to  set  aside  the  ar- 
rangements come  to  with  respect  to  loans, 
and  to  put  a  further  charge  on  the  Church 
Surplus  Fund ;  and  also  that  the  Prime 
Minister  would  state  what  really  re- 
mained of  that  Fund. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  thought 
it  would  be  vain  to  enter  on  the  subject 
of  the  Church  Fund  now.  All  he  could 
say  was  that  the  estimate  as  to  the  pro- 
bable amount  of  purchases  was  the  best 
estimate  that   could  be  made   on   the 


available  data ;  but,  of  course,  there  Tfas 
a  certain  degree  of  uncertainly  in  the 
calculation. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  said,  he  could 
not  let  the  speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  pass  without 
some  expression  of  opinion  from  the 
Irish  Members.  He  accepted  with  g^ti- 
tude  the  tone  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man's remarks,  in  which,  acting  on  the 
germ  theory,  he  thought  he  could  detect 
in  an  embryonic  form  an  advocacy  of 
local  self-government.  He  was  ^lad 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  paid  a  just 
and  fair  tribute  to  the  solvency  and 
good  faith  of  the  Irish  people  with  re- 
gard to  advances  made  to  them.  The 
result  of  the  Irish  Reproductive  Fund 
and  the  loans  under  the  Church  Act 
had  shown  that  the  people  of  Ireland 
could  be  safely  trusted  to  discharge 
their  lawful  debts ;  but  there  was  im- 
mense force  in  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man's argument  against  the  whole  prin- 
ciple of  Government  action  in  this  mat- 
ter. He  pointed  out  with  irresistible 
force  the  enormous  difficulties  in  the 
way  of  the  Government  in  driving  their 
bargain  with  the  Irish  tenant  to  its  ulti- 
mate issue  in  case  he  failed  to  meet  his 
liabilities— that  was  to  say,  turning  the 
tenant  out.  That  placed  the  Govern- 
ment in  a  most  difficult  position,  and  he 
would  point  out  a  solution  of  the  diffi- 
culty. What  was  wanted  for  the  Go- 
vernment was  the  sanction  and  support 
of  public  opinion.  That  support  would 
be  wanting  to  any  Government  that  at- 
tempted to  rule  Ireland  from  West- 
minster ;  and  until  the  Government  had 
at  their  back  the  full  support  and  sym- 
pathy of  the  public  their  action  would 
be  very  much  impeded.  The  future  of 
Ireland  must  be  largely  dependent  on 
Irishmen  being  allowed  to  devote  all 
their  enegies  to  the  advancement  of  their 
country ;  and  it  would  be  much  better 
if  Irishmen  of  ability  were  allowed  to 
do  so. 

Clause  agreed  to,  and  ordered  to  stand 
part  of  the  Bill. 

Postponed  Clause  34  (Constitution  of 
Land  Commission). 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  his  right 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  proposed  to  intro* 
duce  an  Amendment  which  expressed 
with  perfect  fid^ty  tiie  intention  of  the 
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Ooveramont  on  full  consideration  of  the 
circumstances  of  the  case. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  21,  line  20 »  leave  out  from  begin- 
ning to  ''pleasure  and,"  in  line  24,  and  insert, — 

**  A  Land  Commission  shall  be  constituted 
under  this  Act  consisting  of  a  Judicial  Commis- 
sioner and  two  other  Commissioners. 

"  The  Judicial  Commissioner,  and  every  suc- 
cessor in  his  office,  shall  be  a  person  who  at  the 
date  of  his  appointment  is  a  practising  bar- 
rister at  the  Irish  bar  of  not  less  than  ten 
years*  standing. 

"The  Judicial  Commissioner  for  the  time 
being  shall  forthwith  on  his  appointment  be- 
come an  additional  judge  of  the  Supreme  Court 
of  Judicature  in  Ireland  with  the  same  rank, 
salary,  tenure  of  office,  and  right  to  retiring 
pension  as  if  he  had  been  appointed  a  puisne 
judge  of  one  of  the  Common  Law  Divisions  of 
the  High  Court  of  Justice. 

"  He  may  be  required  by  order  of  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  in  Council  to  perform  any  duties 
which  a  judge  of  the  said  Supreme  Court  of 
Judicature  is  by  Law  required  to  perform  ;  but, 
unless  so  required,  he  shall  not  be  bound  to  per- 
form any  of  such  duties. 

"  The  first  Judicial  Commissioner  shall  be  Mr. 
Seneant  O'Hagan." — {Mr.  Attortiey  General  for 
Inland.) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  the  words 
proposed  to  oe  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Olause." 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  We  have  been 
moved  to  this  selection  of  names  to  be 
submitted  to  Her  Mai  est  j  upon  a  very 
full  consideration  of  the  circumstances 
of  the  case.  Of  course,  it  was  intended 
that  the  Judicial  Commissioner  should 
be  a  person  of  judicial  rank,  equal  to 
any  member  of  the  High  Court  of  Jus- 
tice, and  capable,  if  need  be,  of  taking 
part  in  the  ordinary  duties  of  the  Court 
in  lieu  of  the  Commissioner  at  any 
time.  That  being  so,  it  was  natural  to 
consider  whether  it  would  be  more  ex- 
pedient to  appoint  a  person  already  a 
member  of  the  High  Court  of  Justice, 
or  a  person  who  would  be  recognized 
by  public  opinion  as  fully  qualified  to 
become  a  member  of  it.  I  believe  it 
will  be  admitted  that  Mr.  Serjeant 
O'Hagan  is  in  the  first  rank  of  the  Irish 
Bar,  atid  that  his  appointment  to  the 
High  Court  of  Justice  on  the  occurrence 
of  a  vacancy  will  be  welcomed  by  the 
public  opinion  of  Ireland.  He  has  had 
practice  in  the  administration  of  the 
Land  Act  of  1870,  and  it  is  an  advan- 
tage, though  not  a  capital  consideration, 
that  he  is  of  the  religion  of  the  majority 
of  the  Irish  people.  It  is  desirable  that 
it  should  be  so,  and  that  the  Commis- 


Bion  should  consist  of  Irishmen,  as  mat- 
ters of  race  and  nationality  are  asso- 
ciated with  the  question,  and  popular 
jealousies  may  be  excited.  It  was 
thought  wiser,  on  the  whole,  to  appoint 
a  gentleman  thoroughly  qualified  to  go 
into  the  High  Court  of  Justice  rather 
than  a  member  of  it.  The  office  of  a 
Judge  is  one  of  great  dignity  and  re- 
sponsibility, but  not  on  the  whole  of 
excessive  labour.  The  work  to  be  per- 
formed under  the  Bill  will  be  rather  of 
a  novel  kind,  and  it  was  felt  that  it 
would  hardly  be  fair  to  ask  a  Judge  to 
change  his  habits  and  address  himself 
to  this  novel  and  constructive  work.  It 
was  believed  that  a  man  having  the 
highest  qualifications  for  being  a  Judge, 
and  at  the  same  time  not  so  far  advanced 
in  life  as  the  Judges  are,  would,  on  the 
whole,  be  better  able  to  address  himself 
to  this  work  with  the  prospect  of  being 
able  to  carry  it  out  in  a  thoroughly 
satisfactory  manner.  It  was  on  these 
grounds  that  the  selection  was  made. 

Me.  GIBSON  said,  he  did  not  desire  to 
raise  any  obj  ection  to  the  particularconsti- 
tution  of  this  Commission,  but  he  desired 
to  elicit  some  information  as  to  its  power 
and  duration.  He  inferred  that  it  was 
intended  that  the  Judicial  Commissioner 
should  be  the  sole  arbiter  of  everything 
connected  with  this  Bill  at  the  end  of 
seven  years.  He  inferred  that  the  office 
of  the  Judicial  Commissioners  was  to  be 
a  permanent  one,  and  that  the  appoint- 
ment of  the  other  Commissioners  would 
be  for  seven  years  only.  If  they  died 
or  resigned  within  seven  years,  there 
was  power  to  appoint  successors  for  the 
residue  of  that  term,  but  not  beyond ; 
and  then  he  inferred  that  the  vast 
powers  of  the  Commissioners  would  de- 
volve on  the  Judicial  Commissioners. 
Was  that  intended,  or  was  it  intended  to 
reserve  power,  to  appoint  someone  to 
divide  the  responsibility  with  the  Judi- 
cial Commissioners  ?  Were  the  Commis- 
sioners to  be  amenable  to  the  criticism 
or  jurisdiction  of  Parliament  in  respect 
of  plans  of  emigration  and  reclamation, 
and  the  exercise  of  patronage  in  the  ap- 

? ointment  of  Assistant  Commissioners  ? 
f  they  were,  the  names,  salaries,  quali- 
fication, tenure  of  office,  and  duties 
should  be  submitted  to  Parliament 
earlier  than  they  could  be  in  the  annual 
Beport,  as  the  Prime  Minister  was  un- 
derstood to  have  promised;  but  tiiere 
was  no  Amendment  on  the  Paper  indi- 
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eating  that  the  Commissioners  were  to 
be  bound  to  furnish  this  information. 
A  further  question  was  whether  the 
whole  patronage  was  to  be  at  the  abso- 
lute disposal  of  one  Commissioner  at  the 
end  of  seven  years.  Of  course,  the  Trea- 
sury would  check  the  number  of  appoint- 
ments ;  but  the  GoTernment  would  have 
the  right  to  recognize,  as  it  had  done 
in  the  selection  of  Commissioners,  only 
one  side  in  politics. 

Mk.  GLADSTONE :  I  will  offer  a 
few  words  in  reply  to  the  remarks  of  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  who 
has  just  sat  down,  as  to  the  scope  of  the 
Commission.  The  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  says — he  does  not  found  any 
charge  upon  it — that  we  have  appointed 
this  Commission  from  one  side  of  poli- 
tics, as,  he  frankly  admits,  it  was  in  our 
power  to  do.  Of  course,  we  were  in  this 
aifficulty  —  that  to  appoint  Commis- 
sioners who  did  not  enter  into  the 
spirit  of  the  Bill  would  quite  plainly  be 
an  absurdity.  We  were  very  happy  at 
the  time  of  the  Church  Act  in  appoint- 
ing Mr.  George  Alexander  Hamilton  ; 
but  he  was  a  man  who  had  had  large 
experience,  and  who  we  knew  was  a 
man  who  would  act  precisely  in  the 
spirit  of  the  commission  he  undertook. 
iJor  was  there  any  difficulty  in  that  case, 
for,  once  having  passed  the  Act  and  ap- 
pointed the  Commission,  our  desire  was 
that  everything  should  be  done  in  the 
most  liberal  way,  and  not  as  between  the 
Parties.  Therefore,  we  were  glad  to 
appoint  a  gentleman  who  was  in  marked 
opposition  to  ourselves.  But  in  this  case 
the  Commissioners  are  to  deal  with  a 
vast  number  of  questions,  and  the  most 
difficult  part  of  their  duty  will  be  be- 
tween the  Parties  ;  and  it  is  absolutely 
necessary  that  those  appointed  should 
be  persons  entering  into  tho  spirit  of 
the  Bill  as  between  the  Parties.  At  the 
same  time,  it  was  our  very  great  desire 
that  at  least  one  of  the  Commissioners — 
our  choice  was  very  limited,  as  there 
are  few  Gentlemen  on  the  opposite 
Bench  who  are  so  associated  with  the 
leading  ideas  of  this  Bill  as  to  make 
them  possible  subjects  of  selection — but 
we  were  very  anxious  that  one  of  the 
Commissioners  should  bo  a  person  who 
was  totally  disassociated  with  political 
action,  and  who  was  not  under  suspicion 
on  that  ground.  I  believe  with  regard 
to  Mr.  Vernon,  that  it  would  be  impos- 
aibje  to  describe  him  as  a  Party  man  in 


any  sense.  I  only  know  that  he  voted 
against  the  hon.  Member  for  Cavan 
(Mr.  Biggar)  in  favour  of  the  Tory  can- 
didate. That  being  so,  it  is  an  indica- 
tion of  the  opinion  of  the  political  cha- 
racter of  Mr.  Vernon.  It  is  not  neces- 
sary to  state  his  qualifications;  but  I 
believe  that  if  all  the  land  agents  in  Ire- 
land were  to  be  placed  in  their  rank  and 
importance  and  experience,  without  any 
prejudice  at  all,  probably  by  general 
suffrage  Mr.  Vernon  would  be  placed  at 
the  head.  Mr.  Vernon's  connections 
and  associations  are  almost  entirely  Con- 
servative. He  has  been  the  agent  of 
Lord  Pembroke,  Lord  Bath,  and  many 
other  landlords,  most  of  whom  are  of 
Conservative  politics ;  but  what  is  more 
is  this — he  has  had  charge  of  the  rela- 
tions between  5,000  tenants  and  their 
landlords  since  the  date  of  the  Land 
Act,  and  he  has  never  had  a  single  con- 
tentious case.  I  think  that  of  itself  con- 
stitutes a  eulogy  which  cannot  be  dis- 
puted. As  to  the  other  specific  point 
with  regard  to  the  reporting  of  the 
names  of  the  Assistant  Commissioners, 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
(Mr.  Gibson)  perfectly  understood  and 
accurately  represented  the  effect  of 
what  I  said,  that  it  appeared  to  me 
that  any  anticipation  of  any  annual 
Report — for,  after  all,  we  cannot  very 
well  have  an  annual  Eeport  for  1882 
— and  that  immediately  on  the  appoint- 
ment of  the  Commissioners,  or  within  an 
approximate  time.  Parliament  should  be 
made  acquainted  with  the  names  of,  and 
particulars  relating  to,  the  proposed 
Assistant  Commissioners.  But  it  appears 
doubtful  whether  it  is  necessary  to  put 
that  into  the  shape  of  a  positive  en- 
actment ;  and  we  think,  perhaps,  we  are 
not  asking  too  much,  having  made  a 
positive  statement  on  the  point,  that  the 
House  should  leave  that  matter  in  our 
hands  on  the  assurance  that  has  been 
given.  Now  as  to  the  general  scope  of 
the  observations  of  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman.  In  that  respect  he 
has  not  correctly  gathered  the  genersd 
view  and  contention  of  the  Government 
with  regard  to  the  limitation  of  time  in 
the  Act.  The  whole  meaning  of  the 
enactment  on  that  subject  does  not  con- 
fine us  to  the  precise  limit ;  but,  viewing 
on  the  one  one  hand,  the  probable  extent 
of  their  duties,  and,  on  the  other  hand, 
the  uncertainty  as  to  what  degree  they 
may  oontinue  to  be  as  difficult  and  re- 
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sponsible,  and  to  inyolve  euch  large 
conBiderations  in  future  years  as  there 
are  likely  to  be  in  the  first  year,  we  have 
thought  it  our  duty  above  all  to  endea- 
vour to  provide  for  bringing  the  matter 
of  the  constitution  of  the  Commissioners 
again  at  a  reasonable  time  under  the 
review  of  Parliament.  That  is  the 
meaning  of  the  whole  affair.  How  do  we 
do  that  y  We  do  that  with  regard  to  the 
lay  Commissioners,  by  saying  that  they 
shall  hold  ofiice  for  seven  years ;  and  it  is 
a  common  thing  on  the  part  of  Parlia- 
ment in  cases  of  this  kind,  where'a  limit 
of  years  is  fixed,  if  it  is  found  that  the 
duties  are  continued,  and  that  the  same 
kind  of  emolument  is  required  to  pro- 
long the  office.  But  as  to  the  Judicial 
Commission,  that  is  a  different  case,  for 
we  cannot  expect  any  man  of  eminence 
at  the  Bar  to  accept  what  is  to  be  a 
judicial  office  upon  any  other  footing 
than  that  upon  which  judicial  offices  are 
generally  accepted — that  is,  with  per- 
manent tenure  of  office,  and  salary  or 
pension  for  life.  Therefore,  we  are 
obliged  to  go  that  length  with  regard  to 
the  Judicial  Commission.  But  we  have 
done  the  only  thing  we  could  do  by 
leaving  the  door  open  to  the  Judicial 
Commissioner,  for  he  may  be  required  by 
order  of  the  Lord  Lieutenant  in  Council 
to  perform  any  duties  which  an  ordinary 
Judge  is  required  to  perform ;  so  that  we 
have  left  the  door  open  for  any  future 
change  even  as  to  the  Judicial  Commis- 
sioner, and  the  entire  aim  of  this  pro- 
vision is  not  to  leave  him  upon  a  solitary 
throne,  at  the  close  of  seven  years,  but 
to  make  sure  that  the  whole  matter 
shall,  before  that  time,  be  brought, 
without  prejudice,  before  Parliament. 
I  hope  these  facts  may  give  a  more 
favourable  turn  to  the  views  of  hon. 
Members. 

Sir  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE :  It 
appears  to  me,  then,  that  the  proposals 
have  in  view  to  practically  give  seven 
years'  effect  to  the  present  measure,  be- 
cause this  is  a  provision  which  will,  as  a 
matter  almost  of  certainty,  bring  under 
the  view  of  Parliament  at  the  end  of 
seven  years,  if  not  before,  the  whole 
working  of  this  system.  Considering 
the  position  in  which  we  are  going  to 
leave  the  question,  and  the  scope  of  the 
measure,  which  places  the  reconstruction 
of  the  agricultural  and,  to  a  ^reat  extent, 
of  the  social  relations  of  Ireland  in  the 
hands  of  the  Commission,  this  is  a  very 
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important  statement,  and  the  importance 
of  it  is  not  diminished  by  several  hints  and 
suggestions  thrown  out  by  the  Prime 
Minister,  and  the  questions  that  are  still 
left  open  for  consideration.  We  can 
only  feel  that  we  are  in  the  hands  of  the 
Government,  and  that  they  have  a  work 
to  do  which  will  be  of  great  importance 
to  the  future  of  Ireland.  Further,  very 
much  will  depend  upon  the  carrying  out 
of  details  by  the  Assistant  Commis- 
sioners. It  is,  therefore,  important  that 
it  should  be  known,  as  early  as  possible, 
who  they  are  to  be  and  how  they  are  to 
perform  their  duties. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  I  am  afraid  that, 
although  I  have  not  a  word  to  say 
against  the  spirit  of  the  remarks  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  I  do  not  see  how 
we  can  give  the  names  of  the  Assistant 
Commissioners  during  the  time  that  is 
to  lapse  before  the  passing  of  this  Bill, 
or  during  the  present  Session.  It  is 
quite  evident  that  the  Commission  can- 
not meet  until  the  Act  has  been  passed, 
and  they  will  certainly  require  several 
meetings  before  they  can  make  even  a 
skeleton  scheme  for  the  appointment  of 
Assistant  Commissioners.  I  assure  the 
Committee  that  our  great  desire  is  to 
keep  down  the  patronage  of  the  Exe- 
cutive Government  on  this  matter  to  the 
lowest  point,  and  obviate,  as  far  as  we 
can,  all  jealousies.  We  do  not  object  to 
give  the  names  of  the  Assistant  Com- 
missioners without  waiting  for  their  Re- 
port ;  but  I  am  afraid  we  could  not  give 
a  promise  with  regard  to  that  being  done 
this  Session,  as  it  may  be  only  a  few 
days  before  the  Prorogation  that  this 
Bill  becomes  law. 

Mr.  W.  H.  smith  said,  he  under- 
stood there  was  no  objection  to  give  the 
names,  qualifications,  salary,  tenure  of 
office,  and  other  information  in  regard 
to  the  Assistant  Commissioners  at  the 
commencement  of  next  Session.  It  was 
a  matter  of  the  highest  importance  that 
there  should  be  complete  confidence  in 
the  equity,  fairness,  and  justness  of  this 
Act,  and  the  greater  part  of  the  work 
must  be  done  by  the  Assistant  Commis- 
sioners ;  and  in  order  to  give  that  confi- 
dence these  names  and  particulars  should 
be  given  at  the  earliest  possible  moment 
after  the  meeting  of  Parliament,  in  a 
Report  which,  it  was  understood,  should 
be  made  before  the  financial  year. 

Me.  W.  E.  FORSTER  agreed  that  it 
would  be  right  to  give  the  names  on  the 
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meeting  of  Parliament  next  Session,  and 
promised  to  do  so. 

Mr.  HEALY  observed,  that  the  Prime 
Minister  was  perfectly  right  in  saying 
that  the  appointment  of  Mr.  O'Hagan 
to  the  High  Court  of  Justice  would  be 
welcomed  in   Ireland  ;   but  it  did  not 
follow  that  he  would  be  welcomed  as  a 
Commissioner.      In  Ireland,  a  man  of 
the  character  of  Mr.  O'Hagan  would  be 
welcomed  in  the  High  Court,  because  it 
was  very  difficult  for  the  Government  to 
fi^et  honest  men  for  that  position  in  Ire- 
land.    Anybody  upon  whom  the  British 
Government  put  its  seal  was  immedi- 
ately looked  upon  with  distrust  by  the 
great  body  of  the  people,  fand  to  say 
that  Mr.  Serjeant  O'Hagan  had  managed 
to  go  through  life  without  leaving  be- 
hind him  sufficient  traces  of  bitterness  as 
to  make  his  appointment  to  a  Judgeship 
not    unwelcome   was   not    saying  very 
much.     The  Prime  Minister  had  rested 
the  appointment  of  Mr.  O'Hagan  also  on 
the  fact  of  his  being  a  Catholic.     At  all 
events,  he  allowed  the  fact  of  his  being 
a  Catholic  to  enter  favourably  into  the 
question    of   his  appointment.      Now, 
they  in  Ireland  did  not  care  whether  a 
man  was  a  Thug  or  a  Tartar,  so  long  as 
he  was  an  honest  man.     They  did  not 
care  whether  he  was  a  Catholic  or  not. 
What  they  wanted  was  an  honest  man ; 
and  he  must  say  they  had  had  a  great 
deal  too  much  experience  of  the  pious 
political  Catholic  in  Ireland.     They  had 
had  Mr.  Justice  Keogh,  and  other  great 
ornaments  of  the  Judicial  Bench.  Neither 
did  he  hold  it  to  be  absolutely  necessary 
that  in  addition  to  the  man  being  a  Ca- 
tholic he  should  be  an  Irishman.  He  held 
that  in  addition  to  being  an  honest  man 
he  must  be  an  able  man.  And  that  being 
his  opinion,  his  expectation  would  have 
been  that  men  like  Chinese  Gordon  and 
Sir  Evelyn  Wood,  associated  with  a  Judi- 
cial Commissioner,  would  have  been  ap- 
pointed.   They  had  had  some  experience 
of  the   way  in  which  a  man  like   Sir 
Evelyn  Wood  had  conducted   delicate 
operations,    and  he  believed  such    an 
appointment  as  that  would  have  had  the 
whole   confidence  of   the  Irish  people. 
Colonel  Gordon  had  been  to  Ireland  at 
Mr.   Bonce  Jones's  invitation,  and  his 
dictum  was  that  the  people  of  Ireland 
were  the  most  suffering  people  he  had 
known — worse     than    Bulgarians    and 
Chinese — and  that  they  had  full  ground 
for  their  agitation.  It  was  desirable  that 


on  the  Commission  they  should  have 
honest  men,  altogether  irrespective  of  race 
or  religion  ;  and  he  protested  against  the 
dictum  laid  down  by  the  Prime  Minister 
that  they  were  to  accept  a  gentleman 
because  he  was  an  Irishman  and  a 
Catholic,  irrespective  of  other  qualifica- 
tions. 

Sir  WALTER  B.  BARTTELOT  said, 
he  was  one  of  those  who  knew  the  very 
great  difficulty  there  was  in  making 
such  appointments  as  these,  and  he 
also  knew  that  the  first  thing  to  create 
confidence  was  that  the  Commission 
should  be  strong.  He  ventured  to  say, 
however,  that  both  in  the  House  and 
out  of  the  House,  this  Commission  had 
been  looked  upon  as  one  that  was  neither 
strong,  nor  one  that  would  have  the  full 
confidence  of  those  with  whom  the 
Commission  would  have  to  deal.  He 
had  nothing  to  say  individually  against 
any  one  of  the  gentlemen  selected ;  but 
he  was  bound  to  say  that  if  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  would  look  at  the  public 
organs  of  opinion,  he  would  see  that  the 
Commission  had  not  been  received  with 
that  favour  which  might  have  been  ex- 
pected in  regard  to  a  Commission  se- 
lected by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
The  Church  Commission  was  a  strong 
Commission,  and  one  that  commended 
itself  to  all  parties.  He  also  thought  the 
Committee  would  like  to  know  exactly 
how  the  Assistant  Commissioners  were  to 
be  appointed.  This  Commission  would 
change  the  whole  state  of  affairs  in  Ire- 
land, and,  in  truth,  re-arrange  the 
whole  social  condition  of  that  coimtry ; 
and  he  wished  to  know  whether  these 
Assistant  Commissioners  were  to  be  ap- 
pointed for  political,  or  for  other  pur- 
poses connected  with  the  Bill  ?  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  could  not  disguise  that 
the  Bill,  ably  as  he  had  handled  and 
well  as  he  had  conducted  ^it,  had  not 
attracted  that  attention  in  this  country 
which  a  great  Bill  of  this  kind  usually 
would  have  attracted  in  England ;  and 
he  ventured  to  say  that  it  was  looked 
upon  with  apathy,  if  not  with  something 
else. 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER  observed,  that 
the  question  of  how  the  patronage  was 
to  be  distributed  could  not  be  discussed, 
for  by  the  36th  clause  it  was  provided 
that  the  Lord  Lieutenant,  with  the  con- 
sent of  the  Treasury,  should  appoint  the 
Assistant  Commissioners ;  but  the  Com- 
znissioners  themselves  were  to  determine 
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the  number  and  other  conditions  with 
respect  to  the  Assistant  Commissioners. 
It  would,  therefore,  be  impossible  for 
him  to  give  the  names  of  the  Assistant 
Commissioners  until  the  Assistant  Com- 
missioners had  met  and  complied  with 
the  instructions  of  Parliament.  He  did 
not  know  that  it  would  be  well  to  pro- 
long this  discussion  any  further;  but  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  seemed  to 
take  two  things  for  granted — first,  that 
public  opinion  did  not  approve  of  the 
Commission ;  and,  secondly,  that  it  was 
the  business  of  the  Government  to  con- 
sider the  reception  of  the  names  of  the 
Commissioners  by  the  organs  of  public 
opinion.  So  far  as  Ireland  was  con- 
cerned, if  the  hon.  and  gallant  Mem- 
ber would  look  at  what  was  stated  in 
the  organs  of  public  opinion  there,  he 
would  find  that  the  reception  had  been 
quite  as  good  as  could  have  been  ex- 
pected ;  but,  after  all,  the  first  duty  of 
the  Government  was  to  consider  the  fit- 
ness of  the  gentlemen  appointed,  and  he 
could  only  state  his  conviction  that  it 
would  be  impossible  for  more  care  to  be 
taken  in  choosing  fit  and  suitable  men 
than  had  been  taken  by  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister in  choosing  these  Commissioners. 
Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  said,  he  must 
protest  against  the  constitution  of  the 
Commission,  although  he  had  no  sort 
of  objection,  in  a  personal  point  of 
view,  against  any  of  the  three  gen- 
tlemen named  for  the  appointments. 
He  thought  the  Prime  Minister  had 
entirely  misappreciated  the  position  by 
the  names  he  had  chosen,  inasmuch 
as  the  duties  the  gentlemen  would 
have  to  discharge  were  not,  as  in 
the  case  of  the  Church  Commission, 
merely  administrative,  but  constructive, 
and  would,  therefore,  require  statesman- 
like qualities,  which  neither  of  those 
Gentlemen  could  be  said  to  possess,  or, 
at  any  rate,  to  have  displayed.  The 
work  which  the  Commissioners  would 
have  to  do — to  borrow  a  picturesque  ex- 
pression of  the  Premier  when  speaking 
on  another  question — would  be  to  *'  re- 
store a  ruin,"  and  that  was  rather  more 
than  could  be  expected  of  the  gentle- 
men who  had  been  nominated.  He 
thought  it  a  distinct  disadvantage  that 
two  of  the  gentlemen  should  be  lawyers. 
That  one  of  them  should  be  was  all  very 
well  and  proper,  inasmuch  as  the  Com- 
mission would  have  to  interpret  Acts  of 
Parliament  and  legal  documents;  but 
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in  dealing  with  the  agrarian  question 
in  Ireland  they  did  not  want  law,  but 
common  sense,  and  that  not  of  the 
spurious  character  known  by  the  name  in 
England.  The  common  sense  they  wanted 
was  that  of  Irishmen,  who  understood 
the  Irish  Question.  If  he  had  had  to 
make  a  choice  he  would  either  have 
asked  the  Viceroy  of  India  to  select 
from  his  officials  three  Irishmen  practi- 
cally acquainted  with  the  work  of  the 
Land  Laws  existing  in  India,  or  would 
himself  have  appointed  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Kirkcaldy  (Sir  George  Campbell), 
Sir  Richard  Temple,  and  Dr.  W.  K. 
Sullivan,  President  of  the  Queen's  Col- 
lege, Cork.  Who  would  deny  that  the 
Irish  Church  Commission  was  a  far  abler 
and  a  far  more  vigorous  Commission 
than  that  proposed  to  be  appointed? 
|Mr.  Gladstone:  I.]  The  right  hon. 
ientleman  would  deny  it.  Well,  to  con- 
tend against  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
denial  he  would  be  led  into  an  unpleasant 
personal  analysis,  and  that  was  a  thing 
not  at  all  to  his  taste.  He  would  not 
go  into  a  personal  discussion  unless  it 
were  absolutely  necessary ;  but  he  thought 
most  people  would  say  that  the  three 
gentlemen  appointed  on  the  Church 
Commission  were  far  more  eminent  than 
the  three  persons  named  as  the  Land 
Commissioners.  He  spoke  now  from  the 
bosom  of  the  Tory  Party.  [Mr.  Warton  : 
No,  no !]  Well,  he  spoke  physically 
from  the  bosom  of  the  Tory  Party,  and 
if  that  Party  would  allow  him  on  this 
occasion  to  be  the  interpreter  of  their 
opinions  and  their  wishes — [Mr.  War- 
ton  :  No,  no !] — if  they  would  allow 
him,  for  once,  to  be  the  interpreter  of 
their  opinions,  he  would  say  that  they 
were  utterly  weary  of  the  internecine 
struggle  that  had  been  going  on  be- 
tween the  landlords  and  tenants  in  Ire- 
land for  the  last  few  years.  Was  it  not 
better  for  the  interest  of  the  landlords, 
as  well  as  for  the  interest  of  the  tenants, 
that  this  question  should  be  settled  on 
the  broad  lines  of  common  sense  and 
statesmanship,  in  place  of  having  the 
weariness  of  litigation  between  the  par- 
ties ?  He  thought  the  Prime  Minister, 
by  the  appointment  of  this  Commission, 
had  done  his  best  to  minimize  the  good 
effect  of  his  own  Bill.  He  did  not  think 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  com- 
pletely grasped  the  situation  in  Ireland, 
because  all  through  these  debates  he 
had  spoken  more  as  a    Conservatiye. 
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["  Oh,  oh !  "]  All  through  this  discus- 
sion  the  right  hon.  Oentleman  had 
spoken  from  the  point  of  view  of  a 
still  unregenerated  Conservative  with  re- 
gard to  Ireland,  and  he  (Mr.  O'Connor) 
thought  it  was  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man's desire  not  to  transform,  but  to 
mainta^in  as  much  as  possible,  the  old 
system  of  things  in  that  country.  He 
would  give  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
fair  warning  .that  the  old  system  of 
things  was  dead,  and  could  not  be 
brought  back  to  life  again,  even  through 
the  indirect  and  complicated  agency  of 
this  Land  Bill ;  and  he  could  assure  the 
Government  that  it  would  be  far  better 
to  face  the  realities  of  the  question,  and 
put  on  the  Commission  men  who  had 
the  intention  of  laying  the  foundation 
of  a  new  and  better  state  of  things  in 
Ireland,  than  to  appoint  such  men  as 
they  proposed  to  do. 

Mr.  STOEER  said,  he  did  not  wish 
to  dictate  to  the  Government  who  were 
to  be  the  Assistant  Commissioners ;  but 
he  agreed  with  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  for  West  Sussex  (Sir  Walter 
B.  Barttelot)  that  the  country  expected, 
that  though  the  law  should  be  dominant 
amongst  those  who  had  been  appointed, 
yet  care  should  be  taken  that  the  Assist- 
ant Commissioners  should  be  persons 
thoroughly  conversant  with  the  value  of 
land  and  agricultural  produce  in  Ire- 
land. This  was  a  most  important  mat- 
ter, and  it  was  also  of  the  highest  im- 
portance that  the  Assistant  Commis- 
sioners should  not  be  men  chosen  from 
one  side  of  politics.  There  was  one  pas- 
sage in  the  speech  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite  which  was  calcu- 
lated to  alarm  even  the  humblest  Mem- 
ber of  that  Committee,  because  even  that 
Member  had  a  constituency.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  said  ho  knew  Mr.  Ver- 
non had  voted  for  a  strong  Tory  instead 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Cavan  (Mr. 
Biggar).  That  statement  was  one  which 
might  well  terrify  Members  of  that 
House,  because  if  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman was  able  to  ascertain  who  voted 
for  Members  of  Parliament  the  electors 
of  the  country  would  grow  fearful,  and 
the  confidence  which  they  had  hitherto 
felt  in  the  Ballot  would  be  seriously 
weakened. 

Mr.  DALY  said,  he  had  not  intended 
to  take  part  in  this  discussion,  and  he 
should  not  have  done  so  had  it  not  been 
for  some  remarks  which  fell  from  the 


hon.  Member  for  Wexford  (Mr.  Healy) 
and  from  the  hon.  Member  for  Gal  way 
City  (Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor).  The  hon. 
Member  for  Wexford  had  stated,  in  ex- 

Eressing  his  opinion,  that  he  spoke  on 
ehalf  of  the  Irish  people,  and  had  de- 
clared that  it  was  unimportant  to  them 
whether  the  Commission  was  composed 
of  Englishmen  or  Irishmen.  Well,  in 
expressing  that  opinion  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Wexford  was  certainly  not 
expressing  his  (Mr.  Daly's)  view.  He 
should  be  sorry  to  endorse  any  such 
sentiment  as  that  the  Commission  might 
be  composed  of  any  but  Irishmen.  The 
Prime  Minister  had  said,  incidentally, 
that  he  was  glad  the  Official  Commis- 
sioner was  of  the  same  religion  as  tho 
majority  of  Irishmen ;  but  he  guarded 
himself  from  saying  that  a  Boman 
Catholic  had  been  expressly  appointed. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said  that,  as 
a  concurrent  matter,  it  was  a  good  thing 
that  Serjeant  O'Hagan  was  of  the  same 
religion  as  the  majority  of  Irishmen. 
He  (Mr.  Daly)  was  inclined  to  think 
that  it  was  a  most  important  fact.  The 
first  function  of  this  Commission  would 
bo  to  generate  confidence  amongst  the 
Irish  people.  Well,  he  know  that  Ser- 
jeant O'Hagan  possessed  the  confidence 
of  his  country  so  far  as  he  was  known. 
As  to  the  other  Members  of  the  Com- 
mission, it  was  not  a  matter  of  import- 
ance to  Irishmen  that  one  was  a  Pres- 
byterian and  the  other  a  Protestant. 
The  Presbyterian  was  thoroughly  in 
accord  with  the  feelings  of  the  tenants 
of  Ireland  on  the  Land  Question.  His 
(Mr.  Daly's)  only  knowledge  of  Mr. 
Vernon  was  derived  from  reading  his 
evidence  before  the  Land  Commission. 
He  knew  him  to  be  one  of  the  Go- 
vernors of  the  Bank  of  Ireland,  and,  as 
such,  he  was  greatly  struck  with  the 
fairness  of  his  evidence;  and  he  must 
say  that  such  evidence,  given  without 
any  idea  of  any  subsequent  appointment, 
stamped  him  as  a  person  fit  to  exercise 
the  functions  of  a  Commissioner.  As  a 
matter  of  fact,  whoever  the  Government 
had  appointed,  someone  or  other  would 
have  objected  to  them.  So  far  as  he 
(Mr.  Daly)  was  concerned,  he  was  glad 
the  three  Commissioners  were  Irishmen, 
because  he  believed  it  would  have  been 
a  great  source  of  pain  and  regret  to  the 
people  of  Ireland  if  they  found  that  the 
important  functions  of  the  Commission 
were  to  be  discharged  by  any  but  their 


1403 


Land  Law 


(OOHMONS) 


i^Oand)  BiU. 


1404 


own  oountrTmen.  With  regard  to  Dr. 
W.  K.  Sullivan,  who  had  been  men- 
tioned as  a  man  whom  it  would  hare 
been  well  to  appoint  upon  the  Commis- 
sion, so  far  as  he  was  aole  to  judge,  no 
fitter  person  could  have  been  appointed; 
but  he  should  be  sorry  to  say  that  there 
were  no  fit  men  in  Ireland  to  be  ap- 
pointed outside  the  three  who  had  been 
selected,  which  would  not  include  in 
their  number  Dr.  W.  K.  Sullivan.  As 
far  as  regarded  the  Commission,  when 
appointed,  there  would,  of  course,  be  a 
great  deal  of  anxiety  as  to  their  first 
acts  and  operations ;  but  it  was  impor- 
tant that  they  should  not  be  jealously 
watched.  It  was  important  that  when 
they  began  their  operations  they  should 
have  the  confidence  of  the  Irish  people, 
and  that  the  great  chance  which  was  to 
be  given  to  the  nation  should  not  be 
marred  by  any  defect  in  the  administra- 
tive function  of  the  Commission.  He 
would  not  give  an  opinion  as  to  the  per- 
sonal capabilities  of  the  gentlemen  to  be 
appointed;  but,  judging  from  external 
circumstances,  he  thought  the  Govern- 
ment had  made  a  reasonable  and  fair 
selection. 

Mr.  BLAKE  regretted  to  be  obliged 
to  say  that  he  conceived  a  very  great 
blander  in  one  respect  had  been  com- 
mitted in  the  appointment  of  this  Com- 
mission, and  he  was  glad  that  the 
Prime  Minister  was  in  his  place,  in 
order  to  hear  what  he  had  to  say.  He 
did  not  wish  to  utter  a  word  against 
any  one  of  the  gentlemen  who  constituted 
the  Commission,  for  he  believed  they 
were  all  exceedingly  competent  and 
honest  men,  and  he  had  the  fullest  con- 
fidence that  they  would  discharge  the 
important  duties  entrusted  to  them  with 
satisfaction  to  the  Government  and  the 
country ;  but,  at  the  same  time,  there 
were  many  men  who  could  have  been 
foimd  in  Ireland  just  as  competent.  He 
thought  the  serious  mistake  that  had 
been  made  by  the  Cabinet  in  the  ap- 
pointment of  the  Commission  was  in 
neglecting  to  nominate  some  one  gentle- 
man who  was  marked  by  strong  sym- 
pathy and  great  effort  in  the  cause  of 
the  tenantry.  If  such  a  gentleman  had 
been  appointed  it  would  have  given 
confidence  to  the  mass  of  the  tenantry  of 
Ireland.  If  this  Commissioner's  predi- 
lections in  the  direction  of  the  interest  of 
the  tenantry  had  been  too  strong,  there 
would  have  been  the  other  two  Com- 
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missioners  as  a  sufficient  counterpoise. 
Some  of  the  journals  in  the  interest  of 
the  Government  had  taken  credit  to  the 
Government  for  having  offered  the  ap- 
pointment to  three  gentlemen,  all  of 
whom  would  have  given  the  utmost 
satisfaction.  One  of  these  was  Lord 
Monck,  another  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland  (Mr.  Law),  and  the  third 
the  senior  Member  for  the  County  of 
Cork  (Mr.  Shaw).  Thft  Government 
might  very  well  have  anticipated,  and 
he  dared  say  they  did  anticipate,  that 
none  of  these  gentlemen  would  accept 
the  position.  They  knew  that  Lord 
Monck  had  worked  very  hard  on  the 
Church  Commission,  and  it  was  generally 
believed  that  he  was  pretty  well  tired  of 
the  hard  work,  and  that  he  did  not  in- 
tend to  undertake  such  arduous  duties 
again.  The  Attorney  General  for  Ire- 
land, from  his  learning  and  ability,  they 
knew,  might  very  well  aspire  to  a  much 
higher  position  than  that  of  Judicial 
Member  of  the  Commission,  and  to  a 
post,  at  the  same  time,  much  easier  in 
point  of  work.  Of  the  third  gentleman 
— of  whom  he  should  speak  very  freely, 
because  he  had  made  strong  efforts  to 
conquer  him  on  the  point,  and  had 
been  defeated — he  had  no  information 
except  that  which  he  obtained  from  the 

Subuo  journals.  If  appointed  on  the 
'ommission,  to  everyone  in  Ireland  the 
hon.  Gentleman  would  have  given  un- 
bounded satisfaction.  But  they  knew 
the  hon.  Member  occupied  a  most  im- 
portcmt  commercial  position.  He  was  at 
the  head  of  an  important  banking  esta- 
blishment in  Ireland,  and  the  world  gave 
him  credit,  and  no  doubt  correctly,  for 
being  in  possession  of  an  independent 
private  fortune.  Besides  this,  ne  was 
glad  to  see  the  hon.  Member  was  fond 
of  hard  Parliamentary  work,  and  it 
might  very  well  have  been  anticipated 
that  this  hon.  Member  would  not — as  he 
did  not — accept  the  position.  But  on 
both  sides  of  the  House  there  were  hon. 
Gentlemen  who  nearly  approached  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  County  of  Cork  in 
ability,  and  who  held  as  high  a  cha- 
racter in  point  of  probity,  and  who  en- 
tertained as  much  sympathy  for  the 
Irish  tenantry  as  the  hon.  Member,  and, 
he  thought,  a  serious  mistake  had  been 
made  in  not  adding  some  gentleman  of 
that  description  to  the  Commission.  He 
understood  that  it  was  probable  that  ii^ 
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**  another  place  "  an  attempt  would  be 
made  to  increase  the  Oommission  from 
three  to  five ;  and  should  that  take  place 
— and  he  thought  there  would  be  ample 
work  for  five  Commissioners  to  do — he 
earnestly  trusted  that  the  Prime  Minister 
would  remedy  the  very  great  blunder 
which  he  had  made  in  the  formation  of 
the  Commission.  He  could  not  agree 
with  the  hon.  Member  for  Wexford  (Mr. 
Healy)  that  it  would  have  been  a  matter 
of  indifiPerence  to  the  people  of  Ireland 
if  Tartars  or  Thugs  had  been  appointed 
on  the  Commission.  In  the  one  instance 
they  might  have  found  that  they  had 
caught  a  Tartar ;  and,  in  the  other ,  no 
one  would  have  wished  to  see  the  Thug 
Commissioner,  in  carrying  out  his  reli- 
gious convictions,  now  and  then  chop- 
ping off  the  heads  of  the  landlords  and 
tenants.  He  could  only  say  that  the 
function  the  Commission  now  appointed 
would  have  to  perform  would  be  of  g^eat 
importance  and  moment  to  the  people  of 
Ireland.  He  had  the  very  utmost  con- 
fidence that  these  duties  would  be  per- 
formed in  a  conscientious  and  satisfac- 
tory manner,  and  he  merely  rose  for  the 
purpose  of  expressing  his  views  in  a 
perfectly  disinterested  manner. 

Mr.  p.  J.  SMYTH  said,  that  as 
marked  reference  had  been  made  to 
Serjeant  O'Hagan,  he  wished  to  give 
expression  to  his  conviction  that  a  better 
selection  could  not  possibly  have  been 
made.  There  was  no  man  in  Ireland 
who  more  commanded  the  respect,  es- 
teem, and  confidence  of  all  who  knew 
him  than  Serjeant  O'Hagan.  He  (Mr. 
Smyth)  was  confident  that  the  voice  of 
the  country,  without  distinction  of  Party, 
would  ratify  in  his  regard  the  wise 
selection  of  the  Prime  Minister.  With 
regard  to  the  Commission  as  a  whole  he 
believed  it  to  be  an  admirable  one. 

Mr.  FINDLATEE  said,  that  as 
other  Irish  Members  were  expressing 
their  opinion  upon  this  matter,  he  would 
venture  to  express  his.  It  appeared  to 
him  that  the  Commission  would  be  an 
admirable  one,  and  would  possess  the 
entire  confidence  of  the  people  of  Ire- 
land. He  believed  he  was  the  only  Mem- 
ber of  the  House  who  knew  each  of  the 
Commissioners  personally.  Mr.  Vernon 
was  a  man  of  broad  views  and  enlightened 
spirit,  and  would  approach  the  subject 
in  a  proper  manner.  As  to  Serjeant 
O'Hagan,  he  had  had  many  years  know- 
ledge of  him,    and    ^ne^   him   to  be 


a  distinguished  lawyer,  a  man  of  ability 
and  sound  views,  and  thoroughly  ac- 
quainted with  the  subject  with  which  he 
would  have  to  deal.  He  had  been  for 
many  years  a  County  Court  Judge,  and 
he  had  never  heard  of  any  of  his  deci- 
sions being  quarrelled  with  by  the  Irish 
tenants.  He  had  been  very  sorry  to  hear 
the  hon.  Member  for  Wexford  (Mr. 
Healy)  give  a  quiet  sneer  at  the  piety 
of  this  gentleman.  HeknewMr.O'Hagau 
to  be  a  thoroughly  religious  and  pious 
man ;  but  he  could  not  see  that  for  that 
reason  he  was  less  worthy  of  the  con- 
fidence of  the  Irish  people.  He  (Mr. 
Findlater)  knew  that  the  learned  Serjeant 
had  the  confidence  of  everyone  who  had 
come  into  contact  with  him.  As  to  Mr. 
Litton,  everyone  in  the  House  had  an 
opportunity  of  appreciating  his  ability 
and  his  thorough  knowledge  of  the 
Land  Question.  He  (Mr.  Findlater)  had 
been  brought  closely  in  contact  with  him 
since  the  commencement  of  the  present 
Parliament,  and  he  felt  convinced  that 
he  was  a  thorough  worker,  who  never 
spared  himself  when  business  was  to  be 
done.  He  also  possessed  qualities  which 
would  be  invaluable  to  him  in  his  new 
position— an  excellent  temper  and  great 
patience  and  judgment.  He  (Mr.  Find- 
later)  had  no  doubt  whatever  that  he 
was  ''  the  right  man  in  the  right  place." 
Sib  PATRICK  O'BRIEN  said,  there 
had  been  no  impugnment  from  that  (the 
Ministerial)  side  of  the  House  of  the 
fairness  of  the  Commission.  What  made 
him  rise  was  an  observation  which  had 
fallen  from  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
county  of  Waterford  (Mr.  Blake),  ia 
which  that  hon.  Member  expressed  his 
regret  that  no  person  of  a  more  dis- 
tinctively tenant-class  character  had  been 
nominated  on  the  Commission.  Very 
lately  in  the  county  of  Tipperary  there 
was  a  meeting  held  in  connection  with 
the  Land  Question,  and  one  of  the  most 
distinguished  Roman  Catholic  clergymen 
in  the  county,  who,  he  believed,  held  an 
official  position  about  the  person  of  the 
Archbishop  of  Cashel,  had  declared  on 
that  occasion  that  if  there  was  to  be  any 
confidence  reposed  in  this  Commission 
there  was  one  man  who  should  be  ap- 
pointed on  it,  and  that  gentleman  was 
Mr.  Serjeant  O'Hagan.  He  (Sir  Patrick 
O'Brien)  merely  made  this  observation 
in  consequence  of  what  had  fallen  from 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  county  of 
Waterford.    To  him  it  was  not  necessary 
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to  speak  of  Mr.  Seijeant  O'Hagan.  He 
had  had  the  advantage  of  being  his 
class-fellow  in  the  University  of  Dublin, 
and  from  that  time,  in  common  with  all 
the  learned  gentleman's  countrymen  who 
had  come  into  contact  with  him,  he  had 
entertained  the  greatest  respect  for  him. 
As  to  the  tone  and  character  of  Mr. 
Litton,  they  all  knew  what  they  were ; 
and  it  would  be  unbecoming  for  him  (Sir 
Patrick  O'Brien)  to  say  anything  about 
the  hon.  Gentleman.  But  as  to  Mr. 
Vernon,  it  might  be  said  that  he  was, 
to  some  extent,  a  representative  of  the 
landlords.  Well,  no  one  could  say  that 
the  landlord  party  ought  not  to  be  repre- 
sented on  the  Commission.  From  all  he 
had  been  able  to  learn  of  Mr.  Vernon,  in 
connection  with  the  agencies  he  held  in 
dififerent  parts  of  Ireland,  everyone  spoke 
in  the  highest  terms  of  his  high-minded- 
ness,  his  broadness  of  view,  and  freedom 
from  narrow  prejudices.  In  common 
with  all  Irish  Members,  he  (Sir  Patrick 
O'Brien)  had  received  letters  referring 
to  possible  patronage  in  connection  with 
the  Commission ;  and  an  opinion  pre- 
vailed, so  far  as  he  could  gather,  in  Ire- 
land, which,  if  it  were  accurate,  would 
show  that  the  Assistant  Commissioners 
might  be  anything  but  a  satisfactory 
body.  That  opinion  was  that  these  Assist- 
ant Commissioners  were  to  be  formed  into 
local  Courts,  and  that  men  were  to  be  ap- 
pointed for  a  special  county  or  for  their 
own  district.  He  ventured  respectfully 
altogether  to  disapprove  of  such  a  system. 
If  they  were  to  have  Assistant  Commis- 
sioners under  this  Act,  those  officials  ought 
to  be  removed  from  every  tinge  of  local 
feeling.  If  it  were  possible  they  should 
act  more  like  Circuit  Judges.  Special  care 
should  be  taken  that  these  gentlemen 
should  be  segregated  as  much  as  pos- 
sible from  the  localities  with  which  they 
were  connected. 

Lord  ELCHO  said,  the  discussion  was 
as  to  the  appointment  of  the  whole  Com- 
mission, though,  technically,  the  ques- 
tion before  the  Committee  was  only  as 
to  the  appointment  of  one  of  the  body. 
He  gave  the  Government  full  credit  for 
possessing  an  anxious  desire  to  appoint 
the  very  best  men  for  the  difficult  duties 
which  were  to  be  performed;  but  he 
thought  there  was  a  matter  of  principle  at 
issue  as  to  the  appointment  of  one  of  the 
Commissioners.  They  all  knew  that  the 
ambition  of  a  lawyer  was  to  get  into 
Parliament,  because  it  was  supposed  to 
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be  a  short  oat  to  the  Bench.  Now,  he 
was  one  of  those  who  thought  that  that 
was  not  the  best  way  of  getting  the  best 
law  upon  the  Bench.  In  making  these 
observations,  he  did  not  so  much  refer 
to  the  present  Parliament,  because  there 
were  more  lawyers  in  this  Parliament 
than  there  had  been  in  any  other  he  had 
ever  known,  and  he  had  no  doubt  that 
if  they  examined  these  hon.  and  learned 
Gentlemen  they  would  all  show  they 
were  greater  pundits  of  the  law,  and  had 
a  greater  knowledge  of  the  law,  than  any 
learned  gentleman  out  of  the  House. 
But,  as  a  matter  of  principle,  if  they 
wished  to  get  the  best  men  on  the  Bench, 
it  did  not  follow  that  those  men  were 
necessarily  such  as  had  succeeded  in 
captivating  a  constituency,  and  who  had 
subsequently  captivated  the  House  by 
their  eloquence.  [An  hon.  Membek: 
They  never  do  that.  J  An  hon.  Member 
told  him  that  they  never  did  that ;  but 
he  had  known  some  who  had  done  it, 
and  everyone  knew  that  Ministries  were 
frequently  captivated  by  these  gentle- 
men being  good  political  partizans. 
When  a  Ministry  was  captivated  these 
gentlemen  were  put  on  the  Bench  to 
administer  the  law  of  the  land.  But 
what  had  they  here  in  connection  with 
this  Commission  ?  They  had  the  most 
special  and  peculiar  law  that  had  ever 
been  passed  in  the  recollection  of  any- 
one in  this  or  in  any  previous  Parlia- 
ment. This  was  essentially  a  Party 
measure,  if  ever  there  was  one,  and 
who  were  to  be  appointed  to  administer 
it?  One  gentleman  was  Mr.  Serjeant 
O'Hagan,  of  whom  he  knew  nothing; 
another  was  Mr.  Vernon,  of  whom  also 
he  knew  nothing ;  but  the  third  was  a 
gentleman  whose  views  he  had  had  the 
opportunity  of  listening  to,  and  whose 
actions  he  had  watched  in  common  with 
every  other  Member  of  the  Committee 
during  the  whole  of  these  discussions. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Tyrone 
(Mr.  Litton),  who  waste  be  one  of  these 
Commissioners,  was  an  earnest  partizan. 
He  objected  to  such  an  appointment 
not  because,  personally,  he  found  fault 
with  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman, 
or  because  ho  doubted  liis  ability,  but  aa 
a  pure  matter  of  principle.  When  they 
had  an  Act  of  this  kind  which  was  ad- 
mitted to  contain  a  new  kind  of  equity, 
giving  a  power  that  no  Equity  Judge 
had,  and  when  they  knew  that  the  Com- 
missioners were  not  to  be  guided  by  the 
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ordinary  rules  of  equity,  he  thought 
that,  as  a  matter  of  principle,  they  ought 
not  to  select  from  the  House  of  Com- 
mons— and  he  did  not  care  on  which  side 
of  the  House  he  sat — a  Gentleman  who 
had  taken  an  active  part  in  the  framing 
of  that  measure  to  sit  upon  the  Commis- 
sion. That  was  his  objection  in  prin- 
ciple. He  would  recall  to  the  remem- 
brance of  the  Committee  a  speech  which 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Tyrone 
had  made  in  Belfast  in  April  last.  He 
(Lord  Elcho)  had  called  the  attention  of 
the  House  to  it  at  the  time,  and  he  should 
have  said  no  more  about  it  if  it  had  not 
been  for  the  fact  that  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Tyrone  had  been 
nominated  as  one  of  the  Commissioners. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Member,  at  a 
great  meeting  of  the  Liberal  Party,  had 
said,  speaking  of  the  Land  Law  (Ire- 
land) Bill,  that  the  Government  were 
surrounded  by  certain  difficulties,  which 
they  had  endeavoured  to  get  rid  of  by 
the  skill  with  which  the  measure  had 
been  prepared,  and  not  by  trying  to 
overpower  them  by  mere  force.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Member  said  there  was 
**  a  strong  Opposition  in  the  House," 
and  if  Mr.  Gladstone  had  come  forward 
with  a  Bill  distinctly  declaring  that 
every  tenant  in  Ireland  must  have  fair 
rent,  free  sale,  and  fixity  of  tenure, 
he  would  have  found  it  impossible  to 
carry  it. 

"  Mr.  Gladstone  had  aimed  at  in  this  Bill — 
and  he  thought  that  in  his  Bill  he  had  secured 
— fair  rent,  free  sale  and  fixity  of  tenure,  but 
secured  not  in  a  direct  way,  and  not  in  such  a 
manner  as  he  who  ran  might  read,  for  if  the 
Bill  had  been  so  framed,  there  would  have  been 
a  hostility  to  the  Bill  that  those  who  framed  it 
were  anxious  to  keep  back." 

That  was  distinctly  an  approval  of  the 
Bill  beingbrought  into  Parliament  under 
false  pretences,  and  the  tone  of  mind 
exhibited  in  that  speech  did  not  appear 
to  him  (Lord  Elcho)  to  be  such  as 
should  characterize  one  of  the  Gentle- 
men who  would  have  to  administer  the 
measure. 

Mr.  fay  :  I  rise  to  a  point  of  Order. 
I  wish  to  point  out  that  the  Amendment 
only  deals  with  the  appointment  of  the 
Judicial  Commissioner,  Mr.  Serjeant 
O'Hagan,  and  that  the  noble  Lord  is 
traveling  beyond  that  proposal. 

The  CHAIEMAN  :  I  assume  that  the 
noble  Lord  was  quoting  a  speech  of  one 
of  the  Gentlemen  whom  if,  is  proposed  to 
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appoint  to  show  why  that  person  should 
not  be  selected. 

Lord  ELCHO  said,  he  should  be  glad 
to  see,  on  Beport,  a  clause  inserted  de- 
claring that  no  member  of  the  Commis- 
sion should  have  a  seat  in  that  House. 
It  might  go  further,  and  declare  that  no 
person  should  be  appointed  who  was  a 
political  partizan. 

Mr.  W.  E.  FOESTER  :  The  noble 
Lord's  statement  is  rather  a  remarkable 
one,  and  I  do  not  think  that  the  Com- 
mittee will  agree  with  his  observations 
with  reference  to  the  strong  support 
which  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Tyrone  (Mr.  Litton)  has  given  to  the 
Bill.  In  the  noble  Lord's  earlier  re- 
marks, I  understood  him  to  give  an  un- 
qualified approval  of  the  Commission ; 
but  then  he  went  on  to  express  disap- 
proval at  any  Gentleman  being  appointed 
on  the  Commission  who  was  a  political 
partizan  or  a  Member  of  Parliament. 
That  appeared  to  me  to  show  how  en- 
tirely he  approved  of  the  appointment 
of  Serjeant  O'Hagan,  who  has  never 
had  the  advantage  of  having  a  seat  in 
this  House.  But  when  he  came  to  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Tyrone, 
he  gave  us  a  quotation  from  his  speech, 
and  I  hardly  think  that  that  quotation 
can  afford  much  ground  for  objecting  to 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman's  ap- 
pointment. Under  any  circumstancesi 
I  do  not  think  that  it  can  be  fair  to  take 
hold  of  certain  words  in  a  single  speech 
without  their  context ;  but,  after  all,  for 
the  sake  of  argument,  admitting  it  to 
be  fair,  what  was  there  extsraordinary  in 
the  observations  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Tyrone? 
After  all,  he  only  said  what  has  been 
said,  not  only  by  the  noble  Lord  him- 
self, but  what  almost  every  Member  on 
the  Front  Opposition  Bench  has  said 
about  the  Bill. 

Mr.  J.  N.  EICHAEDSON  said,  that 
the  tone  of  the  speeches  to  which  they 
had  been  listening  showed  how  difficult 
it  must  have  been  for  the  Government 
to  make  up  their  minds  as  to  whom  to 
appoint  on  the  Commission.  The  de- 
bate, although  critical,  was  certainly  not 
ill-humoured,  and  the  Government  could 
not  but  be  satisfied  with  the  result. 
There  had  been  no  acrimonious  speeches, 
and  no  very  bitter  attacks  made  against 
the  gentlemen  placed  upon  the  Commis- 
sion, which  showed  that,  on  the  whole, 
in  spite  of  the  great  difficulties  which 
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the  Gbyernment  had  had  to  face,  they 
had  not  done  very  badly.  He  should 
not  have  taken  part  in  this  discussion 
if  it  had  not  been  for  the  remarks  of 
the  noble  Lord  (Lord  Elcho)  with  refer- 
ence to  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  T^one  (Mr.  Litton). 
Presumably  the  objection  taken  to  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  by  the  noble 
Lord  was  a  landlord's  objection,  coming, 
as  it  did,  from  a  Member  of  the  House 
who  sat  on  the  Oonseryative  Benches. 
The  noble  Lord's  objection  was  that  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  had  shown 
himself  to  be  a  partizan — a  supporter  of 
the  Government  and  a  tenant  right  par- 
tizan. Well,  he  was  quite  certain  that 
if  the  noble  Lord  read  the  newspaper 
reports  published  in  the  North  of  Ire- 
land, he  would  not  find  that  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  was  regarded  by 
the  tenants  as  a  warm  partizan  of  theirs. 
No  one  in  the  House  was  more  pleased 
than  he  (Mr.  J.  N.  Richardson)  to  see 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  appointed  a 
Member  of  the  Commission.  Noonemol^ 
deserved  the  position,  and  no  one  was 
more  fit  for  it ;  and  many  of  them  would 
be  sorry  to  lose  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  from  amongst  them,  for  to 
them — his  Colleagues— he  was  more  like 
a  brother  than  a  person  whom  they  had 
met  for  the  first  time  in  Parliament. 
The  tenants  would  have  preferred  a  man 
much  stronger  in  their  interests  than 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member.  They 
would  have  preferred,  for  instance,  a 
Gentleman  whose  name  he  had  no  hesi- 
tation in  mentioning,  as  other  names 
had  been  given  during  the  debate.  They 
would  have  preferred  the  late  Member 
for  Dungannon  (Mr.  Dickson)  on  the 
Commission.  He  regretted  tiiat  that 
Gentleman's  name  was  not  on  the 
Commission,  because  he  knew  the  ten- 
ants would  not  always  be  satisfied  with 
the  decisions  that  were  g^ven.  They 
would  consider  that  the  rents  might  be 
reduced  more  than,  in  all  probability, 
they  would  be ;  and  he  could  not  help 
thinking  that,  if  they  had  had  such  a 
gentleman  as  Mr.  Dickson  on  the  Com- 
mission, the  people  would  have  taken  an 
adverse  decision  uncomplainingly. 

LoBB  ELCHO  said,  his  objection  had 
been  to  the  principle  of  appointing  upon 
the  Commission  any  hon.  Member — on 
whatever  side  of  the  House  he  might 
sit— who  had  taken  an  active  part,  either 
on  behalf  of  the  landlord  or  of  the  ten- 

Mr.  J,  If.  Eichardion 


ant,  in  the  framing  of  this  Bill.  He  still 
held  that  the  speech  he  had  quoted  was 
a  disqualification  for  membership  of  the 
Commission. 

8iB  JOSEPH  M<E:ENNA  said,  that 
the  noble  Lord  had  quoted  an  oration 
in  the  nature  of  a  hustings  speech,  and 
probably  few  of    them  would  like  to 
be  bound  all  their  lives  by  declarations 
made  from  the  busting^.     [''  Oh,  oh ! "] 
Hon.  Members  apparently  did  not  ap- 
prove of  that  courage  in  others^jWhicm, 
on  every  occasion,  uiey  had  not  them- 
selves.   It  seemed  to  him  that  the  noble 
Lord  was  entirely  mistaken  in  his  ap- 
prehensions; it  was  much  more  likely 
that   the    hon.    and    learned  Member 
for  Tyrone  (Mr.   Litton)  would  lapse 
more  into  mendliness  to  those  parties 
amongst  whom  he  usually  moved  than 
that  he  would  go  forward  too  strongly 
in  the  ranks  of  the  friends  of  tenant 
right.  The  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Tyrone  had  made  one  or  two  proposi- 
tions to  the  Committee  which  had  not 
been  successful.    They  were  all  on  the 
Liberal  and  tenant  side  of  the  question, 
and  he  (Sir  Joseph  M^Kenna)  had  suc- 
ceeded in  inducing  him  on  one  occasion  to 
withdraw  a  certain  proposal.  But  he  did 
not  think  that  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber was  a  Gentleman  who,  sittii^  judi- 
cially, would  be  in  any  way  swayed  by  the 
opimons  he  had  expressed  when  the  mea- 
sure was  in  an  inchoate  state  in  the 
House.    As  for  Serjeant  O'Hagan,  he 
was  one  of  the  best  men  that  could  pos- 
sibly have  been  chosen  for  the  office  of 
Judicial  Commissioner.     He  had  known 
the  learned  Serjeant  for  25  or  30  years, 
and  there  was  no  one  with  whom  he  had 
ever  come  into  contact  in  whose  favour 
more  could  be  said  to  recommend  him  for 
such  a  post  as  that  to  which  he  was  to 
be  appointed.     As  to  Mr.  Yemen,  he 
rSir  Joseph  M'Kenna)  only  knew  him 
crom  his  testimony  before  the  Conunittee 
which  sat  upstairs,  of  which  he  was  a 
Member ;  and  the  idea  he  (Sir  Joseph 
M'Kenna)  and  some  of  his  friends  had 
formed  of  that  gentleman  when  he  came 
before  them  was  that  if  ever  a  Land 
(commission  was  appointed  Mr.  Venion 
would  be  a  most  fitting  person  to  select 
as  one  of  the  body. 

Mn.  SHAW  said,  the  noble  Lord 
opposite  (Lord  Elcho)  had  said  that  this 
was  a  Panr$r  Bill.  He  (Mr.  Shaw)  dif- 
fered entirely  from  that  view.  It  might 
be  a  Bill  that  the  English  landlords  did 
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not  like ;  but  he  oould  assure  the  Oom- 
mittee  that  the  Irish  landlords  from 
Ulster  perfectly  agreed  with  it.  His  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  the  Member  for 
Tyrone  (Mr.  Litton)  happened  to  be  the 
Hepresentative  of  a  Northern  constitu- 
ency resident  in  Dublin,  and  a  consider- 
able landowner,  and  that  seemed  to  him 
to  give  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
sufficient  qualification  for  the  position 
to  which  it  was  proposed  he  should 
be  appointed.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  lived  on  the  most  pleasant 
terms  with  his  tenantry,  and  he  (Mr. 
Shaw)  must  say  that  he  did  not  think 
he  had  ever  met  a  broader-minded, 
or  more  fair-minded  man  in  his  life. 
He  was  quite  sure  that  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  had  ability  enough 
and  legal  knowledge  enough  for  the 
position.  The  hon.  Member  for  the 
City  of  Gal  way  (Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor) 
said  that  the  Commission  should  consist  of 
great  statesmen  who  should  be  able  to 
compass  great  motives.  Well,  he  (Mr. 
Shaw)  believed  that  nothing  could  be 
more  unfortunate  than  to  appoint  upon 
the  Commission  any  such  men.  If  they 
had  three  men  of  that  class  upon  the 
Commission  they  would  keep  Ireland 
constantly  in  hot  water.  What  they 
wanted  on  the  Commission  were  men 
of  capacity,  men  of  honesty^  men  who 
oould  devote  their  whole  time  to  the 
work ;  and  he  sincerely  believed  that 
the  Government  had  found  such  men. 
He  did  not  know  Serjeant  O'Hagan  per- 
sonally ;  but,  as  a  business  man,  he  had 
had  plenty  of  opportunities  of  knowing 
him  by  repute.  He  was  acquainted  with 
the  position  which  the  learned  Serjeant 
held  at  the  Bar,  where  he  had  shown 
great  ability  and  legal  knowledge.  As 
to  Mr.  Vernon,  he  believed  that  the 
Government  could  not  get  in  the  whole 
of  Ireland  a  better  man  for  the  post. 
He  was  a  good  man,  because  he  knew 
his  business  thoroughly,  and  because 
his  feelings  and  his  attitude  towards 
the  tenantry  with  whom  he  had  had 
to  deal  had  always  been  of  the  most 
generous  kind.  And  not  only  was  he 
on  good  terms  with  the  tenants,  but  Mr. 
Vernon  possessed,  he  believed,  the  con- 
fidence of  the  landlords.  The  landlords 
were  not  at  all  frightened  about  Mr. 
Vera  on' 8  action  in  this  respect.  This 
conversation  had  commenced  about  the 
Assistant  Commissioners ;  and  he  (Mr. 
Shaw)  believed  those  appointments  to 


be  one  of  the  most  difficult  works  which 
the  Government  would  have  before  them, 
and  one  to  which  they  could  not  give  too 
much  thought.  The  Assistant  (Commis- 
sioners would  be  a  Court  of  First  In- 
stance, and  would,  so  to  speak,  give  a 
complexion  to  the  other  (3ourt.  They 
must  be  careful  not  to  appoint  too  many 
lawyers  upon  that  body ;  and  he  agreed 
with  the  remarks  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  King's  County  (Sir  Patrick  O'Brien) 
that  the  Assistant  Commissioners  should 
be  removed  from  local  influences.  There 
were  plenty  of  men  to  be  found  in  Ire- 
land fit  for  the  work.  He  could  say  of 
his  own  knowledge,  having  gone  round 
Ireland  looking  at  the  men  whom  he 
believed  possessed  of  the  necessary  quali- 
fications, that  there  were,  in  his  opinion, 
plenty  in  the  different  localities  who  were 
quite  fit  for  the  work.  But  care  should 
be  taken  to  remove  them  from  the  lo- 
calities, so  that  they  should  in  no  way  be 
influenced  in  their  operations  by  local 
opinion. 

Mb.  EEDMOND  said,  that  if  the 
Commission  was  to  receive  the  confi- 
dence of  the  people  of  Ireland  and  ad- 
vantageously work  this  Act,  it  was 
essential  that  the  Government  should 
appoint  upon  it  gentlemen  who,  as  the 
Prime  Minister  had  said,  entered  into 
the  spirit  of  the  Bill.  He  therefore 
thought  the  charge  of  partizanship 
which  had  been  brought  against  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Tyrone  (Mr.  Litton)  was  one  to 
which  no  weight  should  be  attached. 
They  should  not  forget  that  on  more 
than  one  occasion  that  hon.  and  learned 
Member  had  taken  up  a  thoroughly  inde- 
pendent position  in  that  House.  On 
one  occasion,  though  a  strong  Liberal, 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  had 
stood  out  stoutly  against  the  Govern- 
ment, and  had,  furthermore,  rendered 
considerable  assistance  to  the  Irish  Party 
on  the  question  of  leases,  when  they 
on  the  Home  Eule  Benches,  who  were 
supposed  more  directly  to  represent  the 
tenant  farmers  of  Ireland,  were  en- 
deavouring to  carry  Amendments  in 
their  favour.  On  the  whole,  one  of  the 
greatest  recommendations  that  could  be 
put  forward  for  the  Commission  was  that 
none  of  the  appointments  were  of  a  really 
partizan  character.  He  thought  it  was 
something  which  must  be  very  grateful 
and  welcome  to  Irishmen  to  find  that 
the  day  was  past  when  appointments  of 
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this  kind  were  made  in  a  partizan  spirit. 
The  Govemment  might  have  easily  made 
a  much  worse  selection.  With  regard 
to  the  nationality  and  race  of  the  Oom- 
missionersi  he  must  say  that  he  quite 
agreed  with  what  had  fallen  from  an 
hon.  Gentleman  near  him  that  the 
point  was  one  of  vast  importance ;  and 
he  was  satisfied  to  find  that  the  appoint- 
ments had  only  been  made  amongst 
Irishmen.  The  first  important  require- 
ment of  a  position  of  tnis  kind  was,  of 
course,  that  a  man  should  be  able. 
Then,  to  look  upon  it  from  a  practical 
point  of  view,  there  could  not  be  the 
slightest  doubt  in  tbe  world  that  if 
Englishmen  had  been  appointed  serious, 
dissatisfaction  and  discontent  would  have 
been  felt  all  over  Ireland.  l!hey  had 
great  reason  to  be  satisfied,  therefore, 
that  the  three  Oommissioners  would  be 
Irishmen.  Allusion  had  been  made  to 
the  religion  of  Serjeant  O'Hagan,  and 
upon  that  point  he  could  fairly  say  that 
no  one  could  accuse  the  Irish  people  of 
intolerance  upon  questions  of  religion — 
that  they  set  an  example  of  toleration 
to  every  part  of  the  United  Kingdom, 
and  especially  to  every  part  of  England. 
In  Ireland  large  Boman  Catholic  con- 
stituencies returned,  in  some  cases,  Pro- 
testant Bepresentatives ;  but  yet  in  the 
whole  of  Great  Britain  there  was  not 
one  Boman  Catholic  returned,  in  spite 
of  the  lar^e  Boman  Catholic  element  in 
some  of  the  constituencies.    No  doubt, 

great  satisfaction  would  be  felt  in 
erjeant  0*Hagan's  qualification  of  re- 
ligion, in  addition  to  his  many  other 
qualifications,  about  which  it  would  be 
presumptuous  for  him  to  speak.  Of  the 
appointment  of  Mr.  Vernon  he  should 
not  like  to  offer  an  opinion,  because  he 
knew  nothing  of  that  gentleman  except 
from  having  read  the  evidence  which  he 
gave  before  the  Bessborough  Commis- 
sion. But  he  thought  it  a  matter  for 
congratulation  that  whilst  they  had  a 
man  whom  they  must  acknowledge  as  a 
fair  representative  of  the  landloA's  in- 
terest, he  was  a  representative  of  that 
class  of  landlords  who,  unfortunately, 
had  been  so  few,  and  the  effect  of  whose 
conduct,  had  such  landlords  been  more 

general  throughout  the  country,  would 
ave  prevented  the  crisis  which  had 
arisen.  Although  Mr.  Vernon  would 
be  a  representative  of  the  landlords,  he 
was  evidently  animated  by  a  spirit  of 
fairness  and  liberality  towards  the  ten- 
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ant.  So  much  with  regard  to  the  com- 
ponent parts  of  the  Commission.  As  to 
the  Commission  as  a  whole,  he  must  say 
that  he  had  felt  great  disappointment 
when  he  heard  the  names  announced, 
because,  in  the  first  place,  he  thought  that 
the  gentlemen  who  were  to  compose  the 
body  should  have  been,  if  he  might  use 
the  expression,  of  more  eminent  standing. 
He  was  not  speaking  of  the  judicial 
member  of  the  Commission,  and  he  did 
not  wish  to  say  anything  discourteous  or 
unpleasant  with  regard  to  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Tyrone  (Mr.  Litton) ; 
but  he  had  thought  tiliat  the  gentlemen 
appointed  might  have  been  of  more  com- 
manding ability.  On  the  whole,  he  could 
not  help  thinking  that  the  Commission 
was  a  weak  one.  He  believed  that  the 
appointment  of  Mr.  Vernon  would  be  of 
the  greatest  importance.  Mr.  Vernon 
was  a  man  of  strong  will  and  feelings  ; 
and  the  other  two,  albeit  that  they  were 
most  amiable  gentlemen,  and  well  dis- 
posed, were  men  of  considerable  weak- 
ness of  character.  It  therefore  seemed 
to  him  that  all  the  work  of  the  Commis- 
sion would,  practically,  be  in  the  hands 
of  Mr.  Vernon. 

Mb.  MACFABLANE  said,  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  City  of  Galway  (Mr.  T.  P. 
O'Connor)  had  expressed  disappointment 
that  the  hon.  Member  for  Kirkcaldy  (Sir 
George  Campbell),  a  Scotchman,  and 
Sir  !mohard  Temple,  whom  he  believed 
was  an  Englishman,  had  not  been  ap- 
pointed on  the  Commission.  Well,  he 
(Mr.  Macfarlane)  must  say,  as  a  Scotch- 
man, that  he  was  exceedingly  pleased 
that  neither  the  one  nor  the  other  gentle- 
man had  been  appointed ;  and,  in  saying 
this,  he  did  not  wish  to  be  misunder- 
stood. He  was  speaking  in  reeard  to 
the  nationality,  and  not  as  to  we  per- 
sonal qualifications,  of  those  gentlemen. 
To  his  mind,  it  was  most  important  that 
the  Commissioners  should  be  Irishmen. 

Sia  WILLIAM  PALLISEB  said,  with 
reference  to  the  strong  accusations  made 
by  the  hon.  Member  against  the  Irish 
landlords,  he  would  remind  the  Com- 
mittee of  the  remarks  which  the  Prime 
Minister  had  made  in  his  opening  ad- 
dress on  the  Irish  Land  Bill.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  said  that  the  land- 
lords of  Ireland  had  been  placed  upon 
their  trial,  that  their  conduct  had  been 
subjected  to  a  rigid  examination,  that, 
on  the  whole,  they  had  passed  through 
the  ordeal  with  flying  colours,  and  mX 
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they  had  been  fully  and  honourably 
acquitted.  [Mr.  Healy  :  As  to  rents.] 
He  had  only  one  fault  to  find  with  the 
appointments,  and  that  was,  they  were 
not  permanent ;  but  he  was  afraid  it  was 
too  late  to  remedy  that  now.  At  any  rate, 
if  the  Prime  Minister  would  make  some 
provision  by  which  the  position  of  the 
two  Commissioners  would  be  thoroughly 
secured,  it  would  be  of  great  importance. 
If  he  could  give  them  to  understand 
that  they  were  certain  on  retiring  to 
receive  some  other  appointment,  they 
would  be  rendered  independent  of  any 
influence,  from  whatever  quarter  it  might 
come.  At  the  next  Election  a  wicked 
Tory  Government  might  be  returned; 
and,  unless  there  was  some  kind  of  per- 
manency in  the  appointments,  they 
might  say — **  Unless  you  rack  rent  the 
tenants  we  will  not  maintain  you  in  your 
present  positions."  His  experience  in- 
side that  House  had  not  been  large ;  but 
his  experience  outside,  he  was  sorry  to 
say,  had  been  considerable,  and  it  was 
to  this  eft'ect — that  when  persons  con- 
nected with  politics  were  appointed  to 
permanent  positions  they  threw  aside  all 
feelings  of  political  partizanship,  and 
were  guided  solely  by  a  sense  of  duty. 
What  they  required  was  men  of  ability, 
and  honour,  and  high  principle  ;  and  if 
they  got  such  men,  it  did  not  matter 
whether  they  came  from  the  Liberal, 
the  Conservative,  or  the  Home  Eule 
Benches.  Nay,  he  should  not  even 
object  to  them  if  they  came  from  the 
Fourth  Party  itself ;  but  their  position 
should  be  assured. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  I  think  it  only 
right  to  say  one  word  at  the  termination 
of  this  discussion.  I  must  say  that  I 
think  the  Government  have  no  reason 
to  be  dissatisfied  with  its  general  tone, 
nor  with  the  criticisms  which  have  been 
offered,  for  they  have  been  not  unkindly ; 
and,  so  far  as  any  of  them  were  of  a 
severe  or  of  an  extreme  character,  they 
have  to  a  very  great  extent  equalized 
and  qualified  one  another.  It  has  been 
the  object  and  desire  of  the  Government 
to  appoint  men  who  would  enter  into 
what  I  may  call  the  spirit  of  the  Act ; 
and  it  has  been  our  object,  on  the  other 
hand,  to  avoid  what  would  be  justly 
stigmatized — namely,  partizan  appoint- 
ments. With  reference  to  the  observa- 
tions that  have  been  made  with  regard 
to  the  individuals,  I  would  make  this 
remark — that  the  business  of  appointing 


a  Commission  of  this  kind  is  a  very 
serious  one,  and  requires  an  examina- 
tion of  a  mreat  number  of  topics  in  them- 
selves ana  in  their  combination  together 
— an  examination  much  more  searching, 
if  I  may  say  so,  than  can  possibly  be 
tested  by  that  kind  of  popular  impression 
which  betrays  itself  in  the  first  concep- 
tion of  a  Commission  of  this  sort.  I 
remember  that  more  than  36  years  ago, 
when  I  was  Secretary  of  State  in  the 
Colonial  Office,  a  post  in  the  Govern- 
ment of  Canada  fell  vacant.  There  was 
a  gentleman — I  will  not  mention  his 
name — who  was  particularly  in  the 
public  eye  at  that  moment,  for  he  had, 
with  great  success  and  ability,  concluded 
an  important  Convention  on  behalf  of 
this  country  in  another  quarter  of  the 
world,  and  he  was  recommended  as  a 
fit  person  to  be  appointed  to  the  vacancy. 
I  called  upon  Sir  Bobert  Peel,  who  was 
a  man  of  great  sagacity  and  experience, 
in  respect  to  this  appointment,  and,  of 
course,  the  name  of  the  gentleman  came 
up.  Sir  Bobert  Peel  said  that  beyond 
all  doubt  the  appointment  of  this  gentle- 
man would  secure  popular  approbation  ; 
but,  said  he,  "he  is  the  wrong  man.'' 
It  is  not  possible  that  these  things  can 
be  tested  by  the  mere  impression  out-of- 
doors,  which  undoubtedly  looks  for  ex- 
ternal marks,  high  titles,  and  so  on. 
But  knowing  the  full  responsibility  that 
we  undertake  in  proposing  these  names 
to  Parliament,  we  are  contented  that  it 
shall  be  tested  by  the  result.  We  have 
the  utmost  confidence  that  these  ap- 
pointments will  prove  satisfactory.  Two 
names  have  been  mentioned  in  this  dis- 
cussion as  those  of  gentlemen  eminently 
qualified  for  appointment  on  the  Com- 
mission, but  whom  we  have  not  been 
able  to  include  in  our  proposal  to  the 
Committee.  One  is  my  right  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  near  me,  the  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  (Mr.  Law).  In  the 
face  of  all  Parties  and  Sections  in  this 
House,  and  through  the  intricate  and 
delicate  discussions  which  have  taken 
place  in  this  Committee,  my  right  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  has  had  an  opportu- 
nity of  showing  hon.  Members  the  metal 
of  which  he  is  made.  The  other  is  a 
Gentleman  of  independent  and  unofficial 
position,  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  the  County  of  Cork  (Mr.  Shaw).  To 
all  that  has  been  said  in  regard  to  that 
hon.  Gentleman,  as  well  as  with  regard 
to  my  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
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near  me,  I  subscribe  with  all  my  heart 
and  soul ;  and  I  admit  that  the  appear- 
ance of  such  names  as  theirs  on  the 
Commission  would  have  been  an  honour 
and  bulwark  of  strength  to  that  or  any 
other  body.    But,  Sir,  the  power  of  the 
Government  is  limited.     It  is  not  for  us 
to  command  the  services  of  those  who, 
in  the  £ree  exercise  of  their  own  judg- 
ment, may  find  that  their  public  duty 
calls  them  too  much  in  a  direction  dif- 
ferent to  that  which  we  might  desire 
they  should  take.     But  having  rendered 
this  just  tribute  to  those  Gentlemen,  I 
must  say  that  I  do  not  in  the  slightest 
degree  qualify  the  declaration  I  have 
made  with  regard    to    the  gentlemen 
whom  we  have  appointed.     We  cannot 
admit  that  a  cordial  support  to  this  Bill 
is  a  disqualification  for  a  seat  on  this 
Commission.    We  cannot  admit  that  if 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  (Mr. 
Litton)  pointed  out  anything  on  a  cer- 
tain occasion  which  he  thought  circuitous 
in  our  method  of  proceeding,  that  it  was 
to  be  considered  in  any  degree  as  a  fault 
on  his  part.   It  would  appear  from  what 
the  noble  Lord  opposite  (Lord  Elcho) 
said  that  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man stated  in  his  speech  at  Belfast  that 
the  **  three  F's'*  are  in  this  Bill,  although 
they  were  not  deliberately  and  direcUy 
inserted  in  it.     Well,  the  controversy  as 
to  whether  or  not  the  '*  three  F's  "  are 
in  the  Bill  is  one  into  which  I  have  not 
entered.      The    *' three    F's"    I    have 
always  seen  printed  have  been  three 
capital  F's ;   but  the  "  three  F's "  in 
this  Bill,  if  they  are  in  it  at  all,  are 
three  little  fs.     In  the  communications 
we  have  received  in  Downing  Street 
from  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Tyrone  (Mr.  Litton),  as  well  as  from  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  County  of  Cork,  and 
likewise  in  the  discussions  in  this  Com- 
mittee,  we  have  derived  considerable 
assistance  in  the  construction  of  the  de- 
tails of  this  Bill.     I  am  very  glad  that 
the  Committee  has  had  an  opportunity 
of  considering   these  names,  and  that 
every  hon.  Member  has  had  an  oppor- 
tunity of  offering  remarks  upon  them. 
But  in   this   matter — in  passing  these 
names  through  the  ordeal  of  public  dis- 
cussion— neiUier  on  my  right  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  near  me,  with  whom  I 
have  been  so  closelv  associated  in  the 
oonduct  of  the  Bill,  nor  anyone  else, 
would  I  wish  to  cast  one  shred  or  tittle 
of  the  responsibility  attaching  to  the 
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Commissioners.     That  responsibility  is 
ours.     We  accept  it,  and  even  court  it. 

Mr.  BIGGAK  said,  that  some  Mem- 
bers of  the  Party  to  which  he  belonged 
more  or  less  differed  from  him  upon  uiis 
subject ;  but  he  was  not  going  to  discuss 
the  personnel  of  the  Commission.     He 
was  only  acquainted,  personally,  with 
one  of  the  Commissioners ;  and,  there- 
fore, it  would  be  out  of  place  for  him  to 
criticize  them  at  all,  and  especially  for 
him    to   criticize  them    in  an  adverse 
manner.     The  hon.    Member   for  the 
County  of  Waterford  (Mr.  Blake)  had 
laid  down  a  proposition  to  which  he  was 
inclined  to  take  exception.     The  hon. 
Member  had  said  that,  instead  of  three 
Commissioners,   it  was    desirable  that 
they  should  appoint  five;  but  he  (Mr. 
Biggar)  thought  two  things  were  desir- 
able— in  the  first  place,  that  the  Govern- 
ment should  not  have  too  large  a  patron- 
age in  their  hands;  and,  in  the  next 
place,  that,  as  far  as  possible,  public 
expense  should    be  saved.     An    hon. 
Fnend  near  him  had  made  another  pro- 
position, to  which  he  should  be  disposed 
also  to  take  exception — namely,  that  the 
Government  should  have  selected,  as  far 
as  possible.  Members  of  this  House  who 
had  been  extreme  partizans  in  the  inte- 
rest of  the  tenant  farmers  to  sit  on  the 
Commission.     If   one  thing  was  more 
unpopular  in  Ireland  than  another,  it 
was  the  giving  of  appointments  by  the 
Government  to  men   who   had  openly 
advocated  the  interests  of  the  popular 
party  in  Ireland.     It  was  believed  that 
those  people,  forgetful  of  the  interests 
of  their  country,  associated  themselves 
with  the  Government  for  their  own  per- 
sonal advantage.     He  was  extremely 
glad  that  the  Government  had  abstained 
&om  such  appointments  upon  the  Com- 
mission on  this  occasion ;  and  he  hoped 
that,  in  makins^the  other  appointments, 
they  woidd    also  abstain  from   giving 
situations  to  hon.  Members,  or  to  politi- 
cal agitators  who  were  not  in  the  House. 
Such  appointments  were  always  unpopu- 
lar,  and  were  calculated  not  only  to 
raise  suspicion  amongst  friends,  but  also 
to  give  rise  to  suspicion  in  other  quar- 
ters.    The  gentlemen  who  were  so  ap- 
pointed  proved    themselves    not    very 
honest  wnen  they  expected  to  be  backed 
up  by  the  Government.    The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Youghal  (Sir  Joseph  M'Kenna) 
had  said  that  too  much  attention  had 
been  paid  to  hustings  apeeehes 
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8iB  JOSEPH  M^KENNA :  I  did  not 
say  that  too  much  attention  was  paid  to 
hustings  speeches.  What  I  said  was 
that  you  ought  not  to  pay  too  much  at- 
tention to  them. 

M&.  BIGGAB  said,  he  could  not  see 
any  very  g^eat  distinction  between  what 
he  had  said  the  hon.  Member  had  stated 
and  that  which  the  hon.  Member  now 
declared  that  he  had  said.  The  doctrine 
that  hon.  Members  when  before  their 
constituents  were  to  make  one  class  of 
speeches,  and  were  to  make  another 
class  of  speeches  altogether  when  they 
got  into  the  House,  was  a  doctrine  to 
which  he  could  not  subscribe.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Cork  City-  (Mr.  Daly)  had 
said  that  they  should  not  look  upon  this 
question  with  too  much  jealousy.  He 
(Mr.  Biggar)  thought  they  should  watch 
the  conduct  of  the  Oommission  closely, 
and  that,  whenever  there  was  occasion 
to  do  so,  they  should  find  fault  with  it. 
But  that  was  the  extent  to  which  he 
would  go.  He  would  not  condemn  them 
before  they  had  been  tried ;  but  as  soon 
as  they  had  proved  their  capacity,  or 
their  incapacity,  as  the  case  might  be, 
he  thought  an  opinion  should  be  e:|:- 
pressed  upon  it. 

Sib  JOSEPH  M^KENNA  wished  to 
remark  that  what  he  had  said  was  that 
too  much  attention  should  not  be  paid 
to  hustings  speeches  in  the  House.  He 
had  not  said  that  attention  was  not  to  ba 
paid  to  hustings  speeches  elsewhere. 

M&.  BLAKE  said,  the  hon.  Member 
for  Cavan  (Mr.  Biggar)  had,  no  doubt 
unintentionally,  misrepresented  what  he 
had  said.  He  had  not  stated  that  the 
Commission  should  be  composed  of  par- 
tizans  in  the  interest  of  the  tenants, 
as  he  would  object  to  too  strong  par- 
tizans  of  any  kind.  What  he  had  said 
was  that  it  was  a  regrettable  circum- 
stance that  some  one  gentleman  had  not 
been  appointed  on  the  Commission  who 
was  distinguished  for  his  pronounced 
views  in  the  interests  of  the  tenants, 
and  by  his  efforts  in  their  behalf,  and 
that  such  a  Gentleman  could  have  been 
found  on  either  side  of  the  House  he 
had  no  doubt. 

Amendment  agreed  io. 

The  chairman  :  I  should  here 
explain  that  the  rest  of  the  Amend- 
ments go  out  until  we  reach  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 


tleman the  Attorney  (General  forIrel^4 
at  page  4,  b. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  21,  line  27,  to  leave  out  from  "va- 
cancy," to  end  of  Clause,  and  insert  as  new 
paragraphs—**  The  two  Commissioners,  other 
than  the  Judicial  Commissioner,  shall  respec- 
tively hold  their  offices  for  seven  years  next 
succeeding  the  passinc^  of  this  Act. 

**  If  during  the  said  period  of  seven  years  a 
vacancy  occurs  in  the  office  of  an  j  of  such  other 
Commissioners  by  death,  resignation,  incapacity, 
or  otherwise,  ller  Majesty  may  by  warrant 
under  the  Royal  Sign  Manual  appoint  some 
other  fit  person  to  nil  such  vacancy ;  but  the 
person  so  appointed  shall  hold  his  office  only 
until  the  expiration  of  the  said  period  of  seven 
years. 

'*  The  first  Commissioners,  other  than  the 
Judicial  Commissioner,  shall  be  Mr.  Edward 
Falconer  Litton,  Member  for  Tyrone,  and  Mr. 
John  £.  Vernon,  of  Mount  Merrion,  Booters- 
town." — {Mr,  Attorney  General  for  Ireland,) 

Question  proposed,  ''  That  these  new 
parag^phs  be  there  inserted." 

Mb.  HEALY  said,  he  quite  approved 
of  the  idea  of  the  Prime  Minister  to 
bring  the  matter  every  seven  years 
before  Parliament.  But  while  any  fu- 
ture Liberal  Government  mi^ht  be  in 
favour  of  the  £ill,  he  would  like  to 
know  how  far  power  of  revision  might 
be  exercised  by  a  Conservative  Govern- 
ment ? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  thought 
it  would  be  extremely  undesirable,  when 
there  was  a  general  settling  down  of  the 
relations  between  landlord  and  tenant  in 
Lreland,  that  these  relations  shouldbe  dis- 
turbed. Under  the  Land  Act  the  judicial 
business  in  Ireland  had  been  very  much 
less  than  had  been  anticipated,  and  it 
would  be  extremely  unsatid^actoiy  to  the 
country  if  any  large  establishment  was 
being  maintained  at  high  salaries  in  con- 
sequence of  the  Government  failing  to 
provide  some  means  of  reconsidering 
the  question.  Beference  had  been  made 
to  the  present  indisposition  of  the  Con- 
servative Party  to  appreciate  the  value 
of  this  Bill ;  but  it  must  be  hoped  that 
when  the  good  results  which  the  Govern- 
ment anticipated  from  it  were  gradually 
realized,  he  should  be  slow  to  believe 
that  the  Tory  Party  would  not  acknow- 
ledge the  benefits  of  the  Act.  That 
Party  might  be  in  Office  for  seven  years, 
or  might  be  in  Office  and  thrown  out 
again.  Whether  that  were  so  or  not, 
he  had  no  doubt  that  when  this  im- 
portant statute  came  to  be  recognized 
as  part  of  titie  fixed  legislation  of  the 
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country,  no  Government  subject  to  the 
control  of  Parliament  and  public  opi* 
nion  would  object  to  carrying  it  into 
effect. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Olause,  as  amended,  ordered  to  stand 
part  of  the  Bill. 

New  Glauses. 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER  said,  the  first 
new  clause  was  one  relating  to  labourers' 
cottages,  and  was  a  very  important  mat- 
ter; and  he  was  quite  aware  that  the 
time  had  arrived  when  explanation  of 
the  intention  of  the  Government  might 
be  rehired  by  the  Committee.  This 
was  a  JBill  mainly  brought  in  to  settle 
the  relation  between  landlord  and  ten- 
ant ;  but  it  was  impossible  to  lose  sight 
of  the  labourer  and  those  who  knew  his 
position  and  wished  to  improve  it,  and 
ne  was  glad  to  see  the  sympathy  which 
had  been  expressed  with  the  condition  of 
the  labourer  on  both  sides  of  the  House, 

Suite  independently  of  Party,  quite  in- 
ependent  of  the  feelinfi^  with  regard 
to  the  general  objects  of  the  Bill.  There 
could  be  no  doubt  that  the  ag^cultural 
labourer  in  Ireland  was  very  badly  off. 
The  reason  why  he  was  so  badly  off  was 
that  there  was  not  much  demand  for  his 
labour.  He  did  not  imagine  that  by 
any  clause  he  could  bring  in,  or  that  the 
Committee  could  agree  to,  they  could 
get  rid  of  the  great  present  cause  of  the 
labourer's  distrossed  position.  He  looked 
forward  with  hope  that  the  effect  of  this 
Bill  would,  at  all  events,  improve  the 
labourer's  position.  If  the  Bill  did  any 
good  at  all,  it  would  increase  the  culture 
of  agricultural  land  in  Ireland,  it  would 
increase  the  amount  of  capital  which 
would  be  spent  in  Ireland,  and,  as  the 
hon.  Member  for  Cork  had  fairly  said 
that  day,  what  was  mainly  wanted  in 
Ireland  was  more  money.  The  Govern- 
ment hoped  the  result  of  this  Bill  would 
be  to  induce  more  capital  to  be  employed 
successfully  and  more  labour  to  be  em- 

Sloyed  in  Ireland.  There  could  be  no 
oubt  that  the  labourer's  condition  was 
made  worse  and  his  low  wages  aggra- 
vated by  the  bad  state  of  the  cottages 
in  which  he  generally  lived.  Political 
economists  would  say  that  if  anybody 
was  compelled  to  put  up  better  cottages 
it  would  merely  reduce  the  wages.  There 
was  some  truth  in  that,  but  it  was  not 
absolutely  true.    If  they  could  get  la- 
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bourers'  cottages  improved,  that  would 
happen  in  Ireland  which  had  happened 
in  England,  where  improvement  in  cot- 
tages had  not  always  meant  decrease  in 
wages.    The  object  of  this  clause  was 
to  improve  the  condition  of  the  houses, 
or,  at  all  events,  to  remove  obstacles  in 
the  way  of  improvement.  What  applied 
to  cottages  would  apply  also  to  allot- 
ments.   That  which  was  a  good  thing 
for  labourers  in  England  would  be  a 
still  better  thing  for  labourers  in  Ire- 
land.    One  reason  of  the  distressed  con- 
dition of  the  labourer  was  that  there 
was  much  less  demand  for  his  labour 
tl^roughout  Ireland  than  there  was  in 
England.    A  reason  for  that  was  that 
the  tenancies  in  Ireland  were  so  much 
smaller  than  in  England.    The  labourer 
was  often  a  farmer,  and  had  a  son,  and 
consequently  outside  labour  merely  stood 
a  chance  of  coming  in  to  fill  up  gaps. 
Everyone  would  admit  that  the  Govern- 
ment should  not  multiply  the  number  of 
small  cottier  tenants.    If  they  did  that, 
they  would  be  producing  in  other  parts 
of  Ireland  one  of  the  evils  they  had  to 
contend  with  in  the  counties  of  Mayo 
and  Galway,  where  the  holdings  were 
much  too  small  for  good  and  decent 
living.    Therefore,  in  trying  to  provide 
for  allotments,  they  must  tue  care  that 
they  did  not  tempt  the  labourer  to  rely 
on  his  small  plot  of  land  for  his  liveli- 
hood, but  rather  that  he  should  rely  on 
his  main  source  of  income,  and  that  was 
the  production  of  his  labour.    He  hoped 
he  had  nearly  said  enough  in  explana- 
tion.   It  was  absolutely  impossible  to 
leave  the  labourers  out  of  tlus  Bill,  be- 
cause, in  modifying  the  relations  of  land- 
lord and  tenant,  they  could  not  avoid 
affecting  the  position  of  the  labourer. 
So  far  as  they  eave  security  to  the  ten- 
ant, they  put  the  labourer  for  the  time 
being  more  completely  under  the  control 
of  the  tenant.    There  was  no  avoiding 
that.  Therefore,  there  had  been  a  gene* 
ral  feeling  in  the  Committee  that  they 
ought  to  take  care  that  in  doing  that 
they  do  the  labourer  no  harm.    What 
the  Government  had  done  was  to  give 
power  to  the  landlord  to  erect  cottages 
under  the  sanction  of  the  Court  and 
under  fair  terms  of  compensation.  They 
had  to  deal  with  the  tenant  in  regard  to 
the  power  of  sub-letting.  The  1st  clause 
was  to  give  him  the  power   of   sub- 
letting, because  by  the  24th  clause  they 
had  taken  &om  hun  the  power  of  sub- 
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letting.  The  tenant  could  not  let  cot- 
tages unless  Parliament  gave  him  the 
power  to  do  so.  The  Government  thought 
there  ought  to  be  some  check  on  the 
amount  of  rent  charged  by  the  tenant 
upon  the  labourer,  and  that  was  pro- 
vided in  the  clause  by  the  power  of 
the  Court  to  prescribe  the  terms.  It 
was  provided  that  there  should  not 
be  more  than  half-an-acre  let  in  each 
case,  and  that  there  should  not  be 
more  than  one  cottage  or  allotment  for 
every  25  acres,  or  less  than  25  acres. 
Perhaps  he  might  be  permitted,  before 
he  sat  down,  to  make  some  allusion  to 
the  2nd  clause,  because  the  course 
would  be  more  convenient  to  the  Com- 
mittee. In  addition  to  the  1st  clause 
there  was  another  which  would  fasten 
upon  every  application  by  any  landlord 
or  tenant  the  possible  obligation  that 
the  Court  would  have  to  consider,  or 
might  consider,  whether  labourers'  cot- 
tages were  absolutely  wanted  on  that 
tenancy,  and  if  the  Court  thought  they 
were  so  wanted,  then  to  fix  the  judicial 
rent.  He  had  now  explained  the  way 
in  which  the  Government  had  endea- 
voured to  deal  with  the  question ;  and  if 
the  Committee  agreed  with  the  Govern- 
ment, they  would  certainly  leave  the 
labourer  no  worse,  and  he  believed  they 
would  leave  him  better  than  they  found 
him. 

New  Clause — 

(Letting  for  labourers'  cottages  not  to  be  within 
the  restrictions  of  Act.) 

"  Any  person  prohibited  under  this  Act  from 
letting  or  sub-letting  a  holding  may,  with  the 
sanction  of  the  Court,  and  with  power  for  the 
Court  to  prescribe  such  terms  as  to  rent  and 
otherwise  as  the  Court  thinks  just,  let  any  por- 
tion of  land  with  or  without  dwelling-houses 
thereon  to  or  for  the  use  of  labourers  bona  fide 
employed  and  required  for  the  cultivation  of  the 
holding,  and  such  letting  shall  not  be  deemed  to 
be  a  sub-letting  within  the  meaning  of  this  Act, 
or  to  be  a  lettmg  prohibited  by  this  Act :  Pro- 
vided, That  the  portion  of  any  holding  so  let 
does  not  exceed  half  an  acre  in  each  case,  and 
that  the  total  number  of  such  lettings  of  por- 
tions of  a  holding  does  not  exceed  one  for  every 
twenty-five  acres  of  tillage  land  contained  in  the 
holding," — {Mr.  William  Edward  Forster,) 

— brought  up,  and  read  the  first  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  the  Clause  be  now  read  a  second 
time." 

Lord  EANDOLPH  CHUEOHILL 
said,  he  was  bound  to  say  the  Com- 
mittee had  gone  through  a  good  deal  in 


the  course  of  this  Bill.  They  had  had 
to  swallow  some  of  the  most  bitter  pro- 
viaibns  and  principles  which  had  ever 
been  pressed  upon  Parliament ;  but 
there  was  a  limit  to  the  political  diges- 
tive capacity  of  even  the  most  capacious 
of  hon.  Gentlemen.  He  could  not  help 
thinking  that  this  limit  had  at  last  been 
reached.  When  they  found  that  free- 
dom of  contract  between  landlord  and 
tenant  had  been  abolished,  and  not  only 
that,  but  they  had  abolished  all  con- 
tracts that  had  hitherto  been  concluded 
between  landlord  and  tenant,  now  they 
were  called  upon  to  abolish  freedom  of 
contract  between  the  labourer  and  his 
master.  In  this  matter  it  was  time  that 
somebody  in  the  Committee  should  make 
a  decided  stand  upon  this  point,  and 
for  this  reason.  When  they  abolished 
freedom  of  contract  with  regard  to  rent, 
and  when  they  got  such  a  valuation  as 
the  Court  thought  proper  to  g^ve,  there 
was  no  further  liability  for  anyone  to  in- 
terfere between  the  labourer  and  the 
tenant.  There  would  be  no  fixity  at  all. 
They  were  attempting  to  regulate  by  the 
intervention  of  the  State  what  it  was  be- 
yond the  power  of  the  State  to  regulate, 
unless  by  the  law  of  supply  and  demand. 
He  would  not  object  to  this  clause  if 
certain  words  were  left  out,  because  there 
was  no  reason  why  the  tenant  should  not 
be  allowed' to  sub-let.  The  rent  of  cot- 
tages, and  the  rent  of  allotments,  were 
inseparable  parts  of  the  labourer's 
wages.  In  England  and  in  Ireland 
that  was  the  same.  If  a  labourer  occu- 
pied an  allotment  on  a  farm,  that 
matter  must  be  taken  into  account  in 
the  wages  he  received.  By  raising 
the  rent  of  the  cottage  they  would  be 
diminishing  the  wages  of  the  labourer. 
Was  it  worth  while,  in  order  to  attempt 
to  accomplish  what  it  was  beyond 
their  power  to  accomplish,  that  they 
should  run  such  a  tremendous  risk  ? 
They  were  attempting  to  introduce  prin- 
ciples which  had  been  dropped  ever 
since  the  reign  of  Henry  VIII.,  when 
the  last  attempt  to  regmate  wages  by 
State  interference  was  made,  it  was 
left  to  hon.  Gentlemen  who  had  sought 
to  defend  liberty  in  every  form  to  go 
back  to  the  principle  of  tike  State  regu- 
lation of  wages.  It  was  said  that  the 
building  of  cottaees  in  England  had  not 
interfered  with  labourers'  wages.  Hon. 
Members  seemed  to  forget  that  cottages 
in  England  were  never  built  by  the 
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tenants.  It  was  always  done  by  the 
landlord,  who  wished  to  improye  his 
property,  and  who  wished,  from  the  best 
of  motives,  to  improve  the  condition  of 
his  tenants.  Why  should  the  tenant  be 
the  person  to  improve  the  property? 
The  Government  were  interfering  in  a 
matter  which  was  an  inseparable  part  of 
wages,  and  the  more  they  interfered  the 
more  ridiculous  became  their  efiPorts. 
He  ventured  to  suggest  that  the  Govern- 
ment had  not  gone  rightly  to  work  on 
this  question  of  the  labourer.  He  would 
co-operate  with  the  Government  in  any 
real  attempt  to  improve  the  condition  of 
the  Irish  labourer.  The  way  he  would 
have  gone  to  work  would  have  been  to 
throw  greater  power  into  the  hands  of 
the  local  authorities.  He  remembered 
a  Bill  to  give  Local  Boards  in  England 
power  to  purchase  land  compulsorily  for 
the  purpose  of  allotments  for  labourers. 
Not  a  word  could  be  said  against  that 
principle.  The  proposal  now  made  was 
in  conflict  with  the  simplest  and  soundest 

Srinoiples  of  political  economy.  The 
bvemment  might  attempt  to  force 
things  on  a  minority ;  but  the  attempt 
would  be  attended  with  nothing  but 
failure. 

Colonel  COLTHURST  said,  the  noble 
Lord's  suggestion,  as  to  the  great  ques- 
tion of  allotments  for  labourers,  were 
well  worthy  of  consideration.  In  the 
clause  now  before  the  Committee,  the 
Government  was  attempting  to  deal  with 
the  question  of  labourers  living  on  farms, 
and  hired  from  year  to  year,  and  not 
with  those  who  lived  in  towns  or  vil- 
lages. There  were  a  lar^e  number  of 
labourers  who  would  not  oenefit  by  the 

Sroposals;  and  he  did  not  think,  with  all 
eference  to  the  noble  Lord,  that  the  local 
authorities  could  do  anything  for  them. 
As  to  the  2nd  clause,  it  would  be  of  most 
enormous  advantage,  because  it  not 
only  imposed  upon  the  tenant  the  obli- 
gation, but  the  necessity  of  finding  ac- 
commodation for  labourers,  and  would 
find  him  the  means  of  doing  it. 

LoKD  EDMOND  FITZMAURIOE 
■aid,  he  believed  everybody  would  re- 
joice that  the  Government,  by  placing 
this  Amendment  on  the  Paper,  had 
shown  their  recognition  of  the  fact 
that  the  condition  of  the  Irish  agricultural 
labourers  was  a  subject  deserving  of  the 
attention  of  Parliament.  No  one  who 
had  any  acquaintance  with  Ireland  could 
doubt  tiiat  the  condition  of  the  Izi«h  agri- 
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cultural  labourers  was  nothing  short,  as 
a  rule,  of  a  scandal  to  civilization.    They 
lived,   as  a  rule,   in  dwellings  where 
human  beings  ought  not  to  dwell ;  and 
he  believed  the  Acts  which  had  of  late 
years  been  passed  giving  power  to  the 
sanitary  authority  to  prevent  these  scan- 
dals had  been  found  in  Ireland  almost 
impracticable.      Therefore,     Her    Ma- 
jesty's Government  had   done  well  to 
show  that  they  considered  this  question 
was  one  that  every  person  who  had  an 
interest  in  the  welfare  of  the  population 
of  Ireland  ought  to  take  to  heart.     Per- 
sonally, he  was  not  very  hopeful  as  to 
what  legislation  could  do.     He  would 
like  more  personal  effort  and  private  en- 
terprize.     He  remembered  well,  when 
his  right  hon.  Friend  the  present  Post- 
master General  (Mr.  Fawcett)  called  at- 
tention to  that  condition  of  agricultural 
labourers,    he    stated    that  he  wanted 
the  people  to  consider  what  in   their 
own  localities  they  could  do.     So  this 
clause  might  do  much  in  causing  the 
landlord  and  farmer  to  do  what  they 
could  to  raise  up  the  condition  of  the 
Irish  agricultural  labourer.     There  had 
hitherto,  in  regard    to    this  condition, 
been  a  great  many  misunderstandings. 
He  saw  it  stated,  over  and  over  again,  in 
English  newspapers  that  no  clause  such 
as  this  could  have  any  effect,  because 
there  were  in  Ireland  no  agricultural 
labourers.   That  might  have  been  true  at 
the  time  of  the  Devon  Commission ;  but 
since  then  the  consolidation  of  holdings 
had  been  going  on   extensively  in  Ire- 
land, and  in  some  parts,  at  least,  it  had 
undoubtedly  called  into  existence  a  bond 
fide  class  of  agricultural  labourers.     He 
believed  that  hon.   Members  opposite 
would  fully  confirm  the  accuracy  of  what 
he  said.     What  they  had  now  to  con- 
sider was  what  was  to  be  done  in  the 
future.     He    regretted  that  Her    Ma- 
jesty's Government  had  not  done  some- 
thing in    the    way  of   giving  further 
powers  to  the    local    bodies;  and   he 
would  remind  the  Committee  that  there 
was  a  precedent  for  this  in  English  legis- 
lation in  the  indosure  schemes,  which 
were  from  time  to  time  brought  before 
Parliament.     What  was  the  course  pur- 
sued when  an  inclosure   scheme  came 
before  Parliament?    It  set  out  that  a 
certain  quantity  of  land  was  required 
for  allotments,  and  for  recreation  ground, 
and  for  labourers'  dwellings,  and  from 
time  to  time  Parliament  gitve  power  to 
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the  local  bodies  to  hold  land  for  the 
benefit  of  the  poor  in  their  own  district. 
He  should  have  been  glad  if  something 
of  that  kind  could  have  been  done 
here,  and  he  had  been  in  hopes  that 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  (Mr.  Shaw) 
intended  to  suggest  something  in  that 
direction.  He  believed  it  would  be  an 
effectual  method  of  attaining  the  end 
they  had  in  view.  He  was  bound  to 
say  that  he  agreed  with  the  remarks 
which  had  been  made  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber. He  did  not  think  they  ought  to  do 
anything  in  the  way  of  regulating  the 
rent  of  the  labourers'  dwellings ;  if  they 
did,  and  made  the  cottages  cheap,  the 
farmer  would  lower  the  amount  of  wages 
he  paid.  The  Irish  farmer  was  a  shrewd, 
calculating  man,  and  as  he  knew  the  cir- 
cumstances of  the  locality  very  well,  he 
would  know  that  a  labourer  was  occu- 
pying a  certain  cottage  and  piece  of 
allotment  land  for  28.  a- week,  for  which 
he  ought  to  pay  double.  The  conse- 
quence would  be  that  he  would  strike  oif 
2«.  a-week  from  the  labourer's  wages. 
He  agreed  with  the  criticism  of  the 
noble  Lord  opposite  (Lord  Bandolph 
Churchill)  as  to  the  politico- economic 
aspect  of  this  clause ;  but  such  argu- 
ments were  addressed  in  vain  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland,  because  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  a  wholesome  terror  of 
political  economists.  Indeed,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  seemed  to  have  some 
difficulty  in  addressing  the  Commit- 
tee without  going  almost  out  of  his 
way  to  throw  a  stone  at  the  political 
economists.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
said  political  economists  asserted  that 
if  they  gave  the  labourer  a  better  cottage 
they  would  lower  his  wages.  He  chal- 
lenged the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  pro- 
duce any  political  economist  to  back  him 
up  in  that  statement.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Postmaster  General  (Mr. 
Fawcett)  was  a  Professor  of  Political 
Economy ;  but  would  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  say  so  ?  He  challenged  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  find  any  passage  in 
any  work  of  recognized  authority  on 
political  economy  which  stated  that  the 
giving  of  a  better  dwelling  to  a  labourer 
tended  to  lower  his  wages.  No  work  on 
political  economy  allowed  such  a  de- 
duction to  be  drawn,  but  exactly  the 
converse.  Political  economists  edways 
taught  that  the  converse  would  be  the 
case. 


Mb.  CALLAN  rose  to  Order.  There 
were  two  clauses  to  be  proposed  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary. But  at  present  only  ome  of  them 
had  been  proposed,  and  was  it  competent 
for  the  noble  Lord  to  discuss  the  one 
which  had  not  been  moved  ? 

The  CHAIEMAJSr :  It  is  not  com- 
petent  for  the  noble  Lord  to  discuss  the 
2nd  clause  in  detail.  It  is  the  1st  clause 
which  is  now  before  the  Committee. 

Lord  EDMOND  FITZMAURICE 
said,  he  was  simply  replying  to  remarks 
which  had  already  been  made,  and  his 
remarks  were  relevant  to  the  1  st  clause 
and  not  to  the  2nd.  Political  economy 
had  always  shown  that  in  proportion  as 
they^  raised  the  standard  of  the  comfort 
of  die  labourer  they  tended  ultimately 
to  raiso  the  standard  of  his  remunera- 
tion. In  the  rest  of  the  Bill  there  was 
a  correlative.  The  tenant  had  a  certain 
fixity  and  security  for  the  labour  of  the 
labourer. 

Mb.  CALLAN  said,  he  rose  again  to 
Order.  He  wished  to  know  whether 
there  was  anything  whatever  as  to 
the  fixing  of  rent  in  the  clause  now 
under  discussion  ?  The  clause  was  the 
first  of  the  Chief  Secretary's  new  clauses, 
and  it  had  nothing  to  do  with  that  ques- 
tion at  all. 

The  chairman  :  I  think  the  clause 
does  bear  upon  that  subject.  It  says 
that  such  terms  may  be  prescribed  as 
may  appear  to  the  Court  to  be  just. 

LoBD  EDMOND  FITZMAURICE 
trusted  the  hon.  Member  would  move 
the  Amendment  he  was  about  to  pro- 
pose before  he  interrupted  him.  The 
clause  distinctly  gave  power  to  the  Court 
to  prescribe  such  terms  as  to  the  rent 
or  otherwise  as  the  Court  thought  just, 
and  these  interruptions  on  the  part  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Louth  were  most 
unusual  and  most  discourteous.  The 
point  he  was  desirous  of  raising  was 
this — What  was  to  be  the  position  of  the 
labourer  ?  Was  he  to  enjoy,  as  against 
the  farmer,  the  same  right  which  the 
farmer  enjoyed  as  against  the  landlord  ? 
He  also  wished  to  point  out  that  the 
fixing  of  rent  in  the  way  proposed 
raised  a  new  and  important  set  of  con- 
siderations, because,  as  he  understood, 
the  whole  of  this  Bill,  in  regard  to  the 
fixing  of  rent,  had  arisen  from  this  cir- 
cumstance, that  the  tenant  had  had  the 
rent  of  the  holding  fixed  by  the  landlord 
ina  way  in  which  the  Court  oas  not  recog- 
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nized,  and  you  have  called  in  the  aid  of 
the  Court  to  decide  between  the  two  to 
prevent  the  landlord  from  eating  up  the 
tenant  or  the  tenant  from  eating  up  the 
landlord.  Nobody  could  argue  that  the 
labourer  had  the  same  joint  proprietary 
right  as  the  tenant ;  and,  as  had  already 
been  pointed  out,  the  Government  were 
in  point  of  fact  regulating  wages,  and 
they  were  basing  their  proposal  upon 
arguments  which  were  exactly  the  same 
arguments  as  those  which  were  used  by 
Socialists  to  justify  the  fixing  of  the 
price  of  bread,  and  the  fallacy  of  which 
was  shown  100  years  ago  by  Adam 
Smith.  Would  it  not  be  far  better,  in 
regard  to  this  matter  of  rent,  to  trust  to 
the  improving  civilization  of  Ireland 
rather  than  to  embark  in  legislation 
which  was,  in  regard  to  these  particu- 
lar words,  simply  the  re-enactment  of  the 
Statute  of  Labourers  of  Queen  Elizabeth, 
which  was  one  of  the  most  absurd  and  ridi- 
culous failures  that  had  ever  adorned,  or 
rather  had  not  adorned,  the  Statute  Book. 
Sib  E.  ASSHETON  CEOSS  :  I  am 
glad  that  the  labourers,  even  at  this  late 
period,  have  been  deemed  worthy  of  the 
consideration  of  the  Government  and  of 
the  Committee.  No  one  can  conceal  the 
fact  that  when  the  Bill  was  first  brought 
in  the  whole  question  of  the  labourers 
was  left  out  of  it.  But  we  are  now 
brought  face  to  face  with  the  question, 
and  I  shall  heartily  support  the  Govern- 
ment in  any  endeavours  on  their  part  to 
raise  the  condition  of  the  labourer  in 
Ireland.  But  in  this  particular  proposal 
as  to  rent,  I  think  they  are  proceeding 
upon  a  wrong  tack.  I  do  not  see  how  it 
can  be  ima^ned  that  the  Court  can  fix 
the  rent  witnout  fixing  every  other  detail 
with  regard  to  the  hiring  of  the  labourer 
by  the  rarmer.  The  proposal  is  opposed 
not  only  to  all  the  principles  of  political 
economy,  but  to  all  the  principles  of 
sound  common  sense,  and  I  do  not  be- 
lieve for  a  moment  that  it  could  pos- 
sibly work.  The  noble  Lord  who  has 
just  sat  down  (Lord  Edmond  Fitz- 
maurice)  has  pointed  out,  clearly  enough, 
the  difference  between  the  relations  of 
the  labourer  and  the  farmer,  as  well 
as  the  difference  between  the  relations 
of  the  farmer  and  the  landlord.  The 
labourer  can  have  no  joint  proprietary 
interest  as  against  the  tenant  farmer ; 
but  if  he  could  be  put  upon  a  better 
footing,  in  respect  of  cottage  accommo- 
dation, 80  mucn  the  better.    It  might  be 
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possible  to  put  him  upon  tlie  land  as 
the  holder  of  an  office  or  of  an  appoint- 
ment. The  clause,  as  it  stands,  limits 
the  matter  to  providing  accommodation 
for  the  labourers  necessary  for  the  work- 
ing of  the  estate ;  and  when  a  labourer 
ceases  to  work  on  the  estate  he  would, 
very  properly  under  the  clause,  be  dis- 
entitled to  any  of  the  benefits  of  the 
Act.  It  is  one  of  the  questions  dealt 
with  the  other  day  to  which  the  pro- 
visions of  the  Act  were  very  properly 
and  necessarily  held  not  to  apply.  There 
is,  however,  one  other  question  which  I 
would  venture  to  press  on  the  Govern- 
ment. I  should  have  thought  it  very 
much  better  that  the  matter  should  be 
left  entirely  in  the  hands  of  the  land- 
lord. All  questions,  then,  as  to  the  im- 
position of  an  exorbitant  rent  would  dis- 
appear. I  do  not  think  it  should  be  in- 
trusted to  the  local  authority.  There 
would  be  great  difficulty  in  doing  that. 
But  whatever  is  to  be  done  the  tenant 
should  not  have  permission  to  put  up  any 
building  which  has  not  the  approval  of 
the  locfid  authority  in  regard  to  the  sani- 
tary arrangements.  I  would  press  that 
upon  Her  Majesty's  Government,  be- 
cause I  am  certain  that  unless  the  local 
authority  has  some  control  over  the 
sanitary  arrangements  of  the  building 
we  shall  have  very  bad  buildings  put 
up.  But  on  the  question  of  rent,  I  hope 
the  Government  will  be  able  to  see  their 
way  to  withdraw  from  the  position  they 
have  taken  up,  and  will  leave  that  to  the 
ordinary  controlling  conditions  of  supply 
and  demand. 

Mr.  SHAW  said,  that  as  he  under- 
stood the  question,  the  Commissioners 
would  have  power  to  deal  with  it  when- 
ever a  dispute  arose  between  the  labourer 
and  the  farmer ;  and  he  thought  it  would 
be  extremely  advantageous  that  the 
Court  should  have  some  power  to  inter- 
fere in  the  case  of  a  dispute  as  to  the 
rent  of  a  cottage.  It  must  be  borne  in 
mind  that  there  was  no  uninclosed  land 
in  Ireland ;  and,  therefore,  it  was  impos- 
sible to  stake  out  small  plots  for  the 
accommodation  of  the  labourers.  The 
only  other  means  of  giving  adequate 
accommodation  to  the  labourer  was  to 
purchase  part  of  the  property,  and  that 
part  would  be  a  very  small  part  only, 
unless  some  such  arrangement  as  that 
proposed  by  the  present  clause  was  come 
to.  The  question  of  labour,  and  the 
condition  of  labour,  in  Ireland,  was  one 
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that  must  be  left  very  much  to  the 
future,  and  he  believed  tiiat  the  Gk>yern- 
ment  had  done  as  much  in  these  clauses 
as  they  could  be  expected  to  do  under 
the  circumstances.  It  must  also  be 
taken  into  consideration  that  if  they  did 
too  much  for  the  labourer,  they  might 
run  the  risk  of  improving  him  entirely 
off  the  face  of  the  farm.  If  they  said  to 
the  farmer  that  "he  must  do  this  and 
do  that "  for  the  labourer,  the  farmer,  in 
the  end,  would  do  without  the  labourer 
at  all.  He  would  soon  find  that  it  would 
not  pay  him  to  employ  the  labourer;  and, 
therefore,  the  labourer  would  be  driven 
off  the  land,  and  would  certainly  find 
himself  housed  in  a  most  miserable  con- 
dition. He  had  not  the  slightest  sym- 
pathy with  the  intention,  which  some  of 
the  landlords  seemed  to  have,  of  getting 
up  a  feud  between  the  farmers  and  the 
labourers,  as  if  there  could  be  such  a 
thing  as  antagonism  between  them.  He 
believed  that  the  labourers,  in  his  own 
county,  were  wretchedly  paid  and 
wretchedly  housed;  but  if  Parliament 
went  to  the  farmer  and  said,  **  You  must 
do  this,"  they  would  soon  find  that  the 
labourers,  upon  many  farms,  would  be 
in  a  much  better  position  than  the  ten- 
ants themselves.  Nothing  could  be  more 
wretched  than  the  condition  of  the  ten- 
ants. Many  of  them  were  miserably 
housed ;  no  doubt,  there  were  many 
good  landlords,  and  the  people  of  Ire- 
land were  now  asking  for  the  inter- 
ference of  the  Government,  because  the 
condition  of  the  tenant,  and  the  general 
condition  of  the  estate,  were  not  satis- 
factory, and  because  the  landlords  had 
not  done  their  duty.  It  was  now  pro- 
posed to  go  to  the  other  end  of  the  scale, 
and  impose  a  duty  upon  the  tenants  of 
providing  good  dwellings  for  their 
labourers,  whereas  they  had  never  im- 
posed a  similar  duty  upon  the  landlords, 
of  providing  good  cottages  for  their  ten- 
ants. The  whole  question  was  one  which 
it  was  very  difficult  to  deal  with,  and  he 
would  suggest  that  the  Land  Commission 
should  look  into  all  these  questions,  and 
report  upon  them  to  the  Government, 
with  a  view  to  future  legislation. 

Mr.  FAENELL  remarked,  that  as  he 
was  the  first  Member  of  the  House  who 
had  suggested  that  something  might  be 
done  for  the  labourers  in  the  present 
Bill,  he  was  glad  the  Government  had 
introduced  these  clauses,  which,  though 
very  deficient  in  character,  still  indicated 


a  desire  on  their  part  to  do  something  to 
improve  the  condition  of  the  labourers. 
He  was  not  one  of  those  who  thought 
that  because  a  labourer  lived  in  a  good 
house,  he  would,  therefore,  work  for 
less  wages,  for  the  farmer.  He  thought, 
on  the  contrary,  that  the  comforts  of 
home  would  give  higher  ideas  to  the 
labourer  as  to  the  way  in  which  he  was 
entitled  to  live,  and  he  would  be  more 
likely  to  look  for  better  treatment  and 
better  wages  from  the  farmer,  if  he  was 
given  a  good  house,  than  if  he  was 
placed  in  a  wretched  hovel  without  ordi- 
nary comforts.  But  he  could  not  help 
seeing  that  as  regarded  the  2nd  clause 
proposed  by  the  Gt)vemment,  it  was 
proposed  to  g^ve  power  to  the  Oommis- 
sion  to  direct  the  tenant,  when  applying 
for  a  judicial  rent,  to  build  certain 
labourers'  cottages  on  his  farm.  He 
was  afraid  that  there  might  be  some 
difficulty  in  the  practical  working  and 
carrying  out  of  such  a  clause.  Of  course, 
the  1st  clause  was  a  coi*ollary  to  the 
provision  they  had  already  inserted  in 
the  Bill,  givinff  the  landlord  the  power 
of  resumption  S)r  the  purpose  of  build- 
ing labourers'  cottages,  for,  as  far  as  that 
1st  clause  went,  he  thought  it  was 
one  that  ought  to  be  passed,  and  one 
that  would  be  of  a  highly  beneficial  cha- 
racter. But  the  1st  clause  was  of  a 
permissive  character,  and  only  touched 
the  fringe  of  the  labourers'  question. 
The  Gt>vernment,  in  proposing  the  2nd 
clause,  were  introducing  a  provision 
which,  undoubtedly,  deserved  considera- 
tion as  a  tentative  measure,  and  one 
which,  he ,  believed,  would  be  attended 
in  its  working  with  advantage.  He  was 
sorry  that  they  did  not  propose  to  g^ve 
power  to  the  local  authority  to  build 
labourers'  cottages  in  the  manner  sug- 
gested by  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Dundalk  (Mr.  0.  Eussell).  The 
Government  could  take  up  the  sugges- 
tion in  three  ways.  First  of  all,  they 
might  give  power  to  the  landlord  to  do 
something  for  the  labourer;  secondly, 
they  could  give  power  to  the  tenant; 
and,  in  the  third  place,  if  they  had  given 
power  to  the  local  authority  to  do  some- 
thing, their  measure  would  have  been 
far  more  perfect  than  it  was,  because  it 
must  be  borne  in  mind  that  the  large 
proportion  of  the  labourers  were  com- 
pelled to  live  in  towns,  and  that  the  far- 
mers would  be  deterred  from  doing  any- 
thing, owing  to  the  fear  of  casting  addi- 
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tional  burdens  upon  the  Union  rates. 
If  the  Government  had  included  power 
to  the  local  authority,  they  would  have 
covered  as  much  of  the  work  as  they 
could  be  expected  to  undertake.  But 
he  was  afraid  that  unless  they  gave 
some  additional  power  to  some  inde- 
pendent authority,  the  labourers  would 
not  be  satisfied  with  the  result  of  the 
working  of  the  provisions  of  the  Bill  in 
his  favour.  He  should  be  glad  to  hear, 
even  now,  that  when  the  clause  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Dundalk 
came  on,  the  Government  would  be  pre- 
pared to  reconsider  the  matter.  He 
admitted  that  the  local  authorities  in 
Ireland— certainly  in  many  parts  of 
Ireland — were,  to  a  great  extent,  defi- 
cient and  not  sufficiently  representative, 
and  that,  in  other  respects,  they  exhi- 
bited many  shortcomings.  But  he 
thought  that  some  confidence  might  be 
extended  to  them,  and  that  they  might 
have  some  power  given  to  them  to  Utke 
care  of  a  laoourer  whose  case  would  not 
be  covered  by  the  two  clauses  proposed 
by  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland. 
He  hoped,  as  regarded  the  suggestion 
which  had  been  made,  that  the  Govern- 
ment would  adhere  to  the  last  part  of  the 
1st  clause,  which  provided  for  the  fixing 
of  rents  by  the  Court.  He  hoped  the 
Government  would  stick  by  that.  He 
knew  nothing  more  calculated  to  breed 
dispute  between  landlords  and  farmers 
than  the  practice  which  many  farmers 
might  adopt  of  imposing  exorbitant 
rents  upon  their  labourers.  He  did  not 
think  that  in  the  working  of  this  provi- 
sion it  would  be  found  that  any  improved 
cottage  accommodation,  or  any  diminu- 
tion of  the  rent  of  a  cottage,  would  be 
made  a  reason  for  inducing  the  farmers  to 
reduce  the  labourers'  wages.  As  a  rule, 
in  most  counties,  the  rate  of  wages  was 
uniform,  whether  the  labourer  had  A 
cottage  or  not.  He  was  assured  that  a 
standing  rate  of  wages  was  adopted  in 
most  districts,  and  the  fact  that  the 
labourer  had  a  cottage  at  a  fair  rent  from 
the  farmer  would  not  be  considered  by 
public  opinion,  in  such  districts,  to  en- 
title the  farmer  to  deduct  anything  from 
the  labourers'  wages  on  that  account. 
He  therefore  hoped  the  Government 
would  adhere  to  the  provision  in  regard 
to  the  fixing  of  rents  by  the  Court. 
Although  it  was  not  a  perfectly  scientific 
one,  it  was  worthy  of  trial,  and  could  not 
possibly  injure  the  farmers. 

Jfr.Pameil 


Mb.  W.  B.  FORBTER  :  I  do  not  wish 
to  shorten  the  discussion  on  the  subject 
generally ;  but  I  hope  that  the  Committee 
win  consent  now  to  take  a  division  upon 
the  second  reading  of  the  clause.  I  do 
not  think  that  there  is  any  difference  of 
opinion  upon  that  point,  and  the  dis« 
cussion  could  then,  if  necessary,  be  con- 
tinued afterwards.  As  to  the  question 
which  has  been  raised,  of  giving  power 
to  the  local  authorities  to  require  cottages 
to  be  erected  for  the  labourers,  that  is  a 
matter  which  would  really  require  an- 
other Bill.  It  is  not  a  matter  that  could 
be  dealt  with  in  a  measure  affecting  the 
relations  between  landlord  and  tenant. 
If  such  a  measure  were  brought  forward 
it  would  be  necessary  to  give  compul- 
sory powers  of  purchase,  and  it  has  al- 
ready been  stated  that  such  compulsory 
powers  may  not  be  introduced  into  this 
Bill.  Therefore,  we  are  precluded  from 
dealing  with  this  question  in  the  present 
measure.  The  Chairman  has  stated,  in 
regard  to  another  matter,  that  the  care 
which  is  taken  by  our  Standing  Orders 
of  the  rights  of  property  would  require, 
when  compulsory  powers  are  asked  for 
to  purchase  land,  that  the  application 
should  first  of  all  go  before  the  Exa- 
miners of  Standing  Order  proofs,  and 
that  obligation  has  not  been  complied 
with  in  regard  to  this  Bill.  We  are  all 
agreed  that  there  must  be  a  clause  giv- 
ing power  to  sub-let  for  the  purpose  of 
providing  labourers'  dwellings,  and  the 
only  difference  of  opinion  is,  whether — 

"  Power  should  be  g^ven  to  the  Court  to  pro- 
scribe such  terms  as  to  rent  and  otherwise,  as 
the  Court  thinks  just,  to  let  any  portion  of  the 
land  with  or  without  dwellings  thereon." 

The  meaning  of  that  is,  not  that  the 
Court  must  fix  the  rent,  but  that  the 
Court  may  fix  the  rent.  I  think  my 
noble  Friend  (Lord  EdmondFitzmaurice) 
who  has  made  charges  against  me,  in 
regard  to  political  economy,  has  some- 
what misapprehended  my  remarks.  I 
will  not,  however,  enter  into  a  contro- 
versy with  my  noble  Friend  now,  I  will 
only  put  the  question  in  this  way.  Can 
we  really  decide  that  the  Court  shall 
have  absolute  power  to  fix  the  rent  for 
every  holding  taken  by  a  tenant,  and 
that  it  shall  not  have  power  to  interfere 
with  any  amount  of  rent  that  may  be 
charged  for  the  cottage  of  the  labourer  ? 
The  O'DONOGHUE  said,  he  ap- 
proved  of  the  Government  clause  as 
fairly  indicating  tiie  only  way  in  whioli 
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the  labourers'  question  was  to  be  settled. 
He  understood  that  the  question  was  to 
be  settled  through  the  instrumentality  of 
the  farmers.  What  the  labourers  de- 
sired was  to  get  back  upon  the  land,  and 
there  was  no  probability  of  the  landlord 
gratifying  that  desire  to  any  appreciable 
extent.  He  admitted  that  in  a  few  cases 
landlords  had  built  cottages  on  the  estate 
for  labourers ;  butp  as  a  rule,  no  land- 
lord would  take  land  in  an  agricultural 
district  and  plant  labourers  upon  it,  nor 
did  he  think  the  State,  or  any  other 
body,  would  do  it,  for  they  would  be  un- 
able to  guarantee  labourers  anything 
approaching  permanent  employment. 
He  agreed  with  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cork  City  (Mr.  Pamell)  that  there  was 
no  antagonism  between  the  farmers  aud 
the  labourers.  The  labourers  were  men 
who  had  been  themselves  evicted,  or 
they  were  the  sons  or  grandsons  of  men 
who  had  been  evicted ;  and  the  farmers 
had,  under  threats  of  fatal  consequences 
to  themselves,  been  prevented  from  al- 
lowing labourers  to  get  back  on  the  land. 
So  far  as  the  clause  indicated  that  it 
was  through  the  instrumentality  of  the 
farmers  that  the  labourers'  question  was 
to  be  settled,  he  quite  approved  of  it ;  but 
most  assuredly  the  clause  was  far  from 
settling  the  question.  The  farmers  had 
pledged  themselves,  and  certainly  would 
not  repudiate  their  engagement,  to  assist 
the  labourers  to  the  same  terms  as  to 
rent  and  tenure  as  they  had  obtained  for 
themselves 

Mr.  O'SULLIVAN  said,  that  so  long 
as  there  were  divisions  between  labourers 
and  farmers  the  extreme  landlord  party 
encouraged  the  differences ;  but  now, 
when  a  small  attempt  was  being  made 
to  settle  this  question,  the  same  extreme 
party  protested  that  this  was  an  attempt 
to  settle  the  wages  that  should  be  paid 
to  the  labourers.  But  this  was  nothing 
of  the  kind.  What  was  wanted  was  that 
labourers  should  have  decent  homes  near 
their  daily  work,  and  not  have  to  walk 
two,  three,  and  four  miles  to  and  from 
their  labour.  It  was  not  proposed  that 
there  should  be  any  Parliamentary 
settling  of  the  rate  of  wages,  but  that 
there  should  be  homes  for  the  labourers. 
The  land  could  not  be  tilled  without  the 
labourers,  and  they  had  as  much  right 
to  live  on  the  land  as  either  landlord  or 
tenant.  But  the  clause  would  be  almost 
useless  unless  it  were  made  imperative. 
Take  the  oases  of  such  estates  as  those 


of  Lord  Ashdown,  Mr.  Gtaaooyne,  or  Mr. 
Ooote,  where  the  tenants  had  leases  for 
one,  two,  or  three  years,  every  one  of 
those  leases  contained  a  clause  against 
giving  any  part  of  a  holding  to  a  labourer. 
W  hat  would  be  the  use,  then,  of  a  clause 
of  this  kind,  unless  it  were  made  im- 
perative ?  It  might  be  some  good  in  the 
case  of  tenants  with  statutory  terms ; 
but,  with  tenants  holding  such  leases  as 
he  had  mentioned,  to  merely  allow  them 
to  build  cottages  was  worthless.  All 
the  labourers  wanted  was  a  house  with, 
say,  half  an  acre  of  ground  attached,  to 
every  25  acres  of  land.  To  the  word 
'^  tillage  "  he  objected,  as  likely  to  de- 
stroy the  effect  of  the  clause.  The  farm 
might  contain  a  less  area  of  tillage ;  but 
if  uie  labourer  were  employed,  there  was 
equal  necessity  that  he  should  be  housed. 
He  begged  to  move  that  the  word  **  till- 
age "  be  struck  out  of  the  last  line. 

The  chairman  :  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber must  give  Notice  of  that  Amend- 
ment later ;  at  present  the  Motion  is  for 
the  second  reading  of  the  clause. 

Sir  JOSEPH  M^KENNA  said,  it 
would  be  well  to  have  some  indication 
of  the  tenure  upon  which  a  labourer 
should  occupy  his  cottage.  The  clause 
was  simply  one  to  permit  the  letting  of 
plots  of  land  for  erecting  cottaees  for 
bond  fide  labourers ;  but  he  wished  to 
know,  if  the  labourer,  after  getting  his 
holding,  should  difiPer  from  his  landlord 
— the  tenant  of  the  entire  holding — as 
to  the  rate  of  wages  upon  which  he 
should  work,  or  upon  any  cause,  how 
would  the  clause  work?  Would  the 
labourer's  tenancy  of  his  cottage  cease 
instantaneously  with  his  cessation  of 
work  ?  He  pointed  this  out  merely  as 
a  difficulty  which  the  clause  did  not 
seem  to  meet ;  he  believed,  however,  in 
the  object,  and  that  the  giving  facilities 
to  farmers  and  inducements  to  landlords 
to  build  a  sufficiency  of  labourers'  cot- 
tages would  be  a  great  boon. 

Mr.  VILUEES  STUAET  said,  as 
he  had  an  Amendment  on  the  Notice 
Paper  which  would  give  him  an  oppor- 
tunity of  entering  fully  into  the  subject 
later  on,  he  was  unwilling  to  trespass 
on  the  time  of  the  Committee  now ;  but, 
at  the  same  time,  having  heard  the  cri- 
ticisms on  the  proposal  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  he  was  anxious  to  take  the 
opportunity,  on  behalf  of  the  labourers, 
of  expressing  their  gratitude  for  the 
dause.    The  subject  was  very  difficult. 
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and,  in  the  clause,  had  been  dealt  with 
yery  ably  and  skilfully.  It  fell,  of  course, 
far  short  of  meeting  the  entire  case; 
but,  so  far  as  it  did  go,  it  was  excellent. 
He  agreed  with  what  had  been  said  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork 
(Mr.  Pamell) ;  and  he  knew,  from  his 
experience  of  the  relations  between  far- 
mers and  labourers,  that  it  was  a  fallacy 
to  suppose  that  the  improvements  in  the 
cottages  of  labourers  would  diminish  the 
rate  of  wages.  That  would  not  be  the 
case,  he  was  satisfied.  As  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork  had  said,  there  was 
an  understood  rate  of  wages  in  different 
counties,  and  no  farmer  would  ofiPer  less 
than  the  usually-accepted  rate  of  wages 
— so  that  objection  entirely  fell  to  the 
gpround.  He  should  give  a  hearty  sup- 
port to  the  second  reading  of  the  clause. 

Colonel  BAENE  said,  he  should  like 
to  know  under  what  tenure  the  la- 
bourer's cottage  was  to  be  held?  Were 
labourers  to  become  statutable  tenants, 
and  to  be  under  the  Act  ?  There  was 
nothing  in  the  clause  to  decide  that. 
Would  the  farmer  from  whom  the  cot- 
tage was  hired  be  able  to  eject  the 
labourer,  or  would  the  latter  come  under 
the  working  of  the  Bill?  because  he 
maintained  that  if  the  labourer  did  come 
under  the  working  of  the  Bill  then  the 
clause  would  be  entirely  useless,  and  no 
cottages  would  be  built.  It  was  quite 
evident  they  would  not  be  built  unless 
the  farmer  were  able  to  eject  his  la- 
bourer when  he  might  happen  to  dis- 
agree with  him,  or  when  he  had  no  use 
for  his  labour.  The  labourer  might 
fall  into  bad  habits,  get  drunk,  grow 
riotous,  or  careless ;  and  would  he  still 
continue  to  occupy  his  cottage,  though 
it  was  not  worth  the  farmer's  while  to 
pay  him  his  10«.  or  12s,  a-week?  Probably 
the  labourer  would  come  under  the 
working  of  the  Bill;  it  was  not  clear 
that  he  did  not.  Perhaps  the  Chief 
Secretary  could  explain  that  point. 

Me.  W.  E.  FORSTER  said,  he  would 
not  come  under  the  Act,  and  the  reason 
would  be  found  in  the  Definition  Clause, 
the  46th,  sub-section  5,  which  excluded 
from  the  Act  any  holding  held  by  the 
occupier  by  reason  of  his  being  a  la- 
bourer or  hired  servant.  Power  would 
be  given  to  the  Court  to  prescribe  such 
terms  as  to  rent  and  tenure  as  seemed 
just. 

Mb.  p.  martin  said,  the  clauses 
in  this  Bill  could  not   be    considered 

Mr.  FiUmi  atuart 


a  final  settlement  of  the  question.  He 
agreed  with  the  hon.  Member  for  Water- 
ford  (Mr.  YiUiers  Stuart)  that  the  clauses 
did,  to  some  extent,  encourage  the  build- 
ing of  cottages  and  the  providing  better 
accommodation  for  labourers.  But,  con- 
sidering the  expectations  encouraged 
and  the  promises  made  by  previous  Go- 
vernments as  well  as  by  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary, it  was  now  impossible  the  subject 
could  be  put  off  for  an  io  definite  period. 
So  far  back  as  the  first  Commission  on  the 
Land  Question  it  was  pointed  out  that 
it  was  necessary  to  deal  with  this  part 
of  the  subject;  and  he  would  respect- 
fully suggest  to  the  Committee  that  if 
they  took  up  the  subject  at  all,  they 
should  deal  with  it  in  a  thorough  and 
satisfactory  manner.  He  would  remind 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  the  press- 
ing necessity  of  finding  some  mode  of 
satisfying  the  well-founded  complaints 
of  the  labourers  had  been  admitted  by 
both  sides  of  the  House.  In  the  pro- 
ceedings of  the  Committee  which  sat  in 
Dablin  on  Land  Tenure  the  grievances 
of  the  labourers  were  not  only  pointed 
out,  but  the  form  of  machinery  for  their 
remedy  was  indicated.  He  would  not 
enter  into  the  question  at  large,  because 
the  clause  would  have  to  be  dealt  with 
afterwards;  but  he  would  venture  to 
suggest,  again,  that  if  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  carefully  consider  the 
clause  as  put  upon  the  Paper  by  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Dundalk 
(Mr.  C.  Russell),  and  the  recommenda- 
tions that  were  made  in  connection  with 
the  Report  of  the  Committee  on  Land 
Tenure,  he  would  see  that  the  subject, 
when  approached,  was  not  so  difficult 
and  incapable  of  satisfactory  adjustment 
as  at  first  sight  might  appear. 

Mb.  CALLAN  said,  he  hoped  the 
Committee  would  have  a  distinct  under- 
taking given  in  relation  to  this  mat' 
tor  that  the  adoption  of  this  clause 
would  not  in  any  way  relieve  the  Go- 
vernment from  the  pledge  given  through 
the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland,  on  the 
6th  of  May,  to  de«d  with  the  labourers' 
question  in  a  comprehensive  manner. 
Next  year,  when  he  introduced  a  mea- 
sure on  the  subject,  as  he  promised  to 
do  if  the  Government  did  not  take  it 
up,  he  did  not  wish  to  be  met  with  the 
rejoinder  that  the  promise  given  on  the 
6th  of  May  was  redeemed  in  the  Irish 
Land  Bill  of  1881 .  Without  such  a  de- 
claration he  must  go  to  a  division.    He 
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wished  to  pin  the  Goyemment  to  a  die-  But,  as  he  had  said,  his  point  was  now 

tinct  understanding,   for  without  such  to  get  from  the  Gkrvemment  a  pledge 

given  across  the  floor  of  the  House  he  that  they  would  not  consider  this  clause 

had  no  faith  in  Government  intentions,  the  redemption  of  the  promise  of  May 

On  the  6th  of  May  the  Chief  Secretary  6th. 

said—  Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTEB  said,  the  hon. 

"  I  think  it  may  be  expedient  to  pledge  the  ^^m^e'  J^a^  declared  he  would  divide 

House  to  the  proposition  that  measures  should  against  the  clause  unless  he  had  a  satis- 

be  taken  to  improve  the  condition  of  the  dwell-  factory  answer ;  he,  however,  generally 

ings  of  agricultural  labourers  in  Ireland,  if  the  approved  of  the  clause.    He  had  referred 

hon  Member  for  Louth  would  consent  to  leave  ^  the  debate  of  the  6th  May,    and  in 

out  of  his  Resolution  the  words  '  m  the  present  .t    .    j  <•    .      v       /-.r       -rrr     -ci     -n      i.     \ 

Session  of  Parliament.'"  —  [3  2ra«»arrf,  cclx.  ^^^^   debate    he   (Mr.    W.    K.    *orster) 

1983.1  stated  that  in  all  probability  something 

would  be  included  in  the  Land  Bill 
Now,  would  the  Chief  Secretary  say  that  which  would  improve  the  condition  of 
he  would  not  hereafter  rely  on  this  labourers'  dwellings ;  that  the  Govem- 
clause  as  the  redemption  of  the  pledge  ment  would  do  this  if  they  could.  It 
given  to  take  up  the  subject  ?  For  if  he  was  very  well  known  that  in  the  Bill 
did  not,  it  would  be  a  mere  subterfuge  they  could  not  legislate  generally  on  the 
to  tell  the  advocates  of  the  agricul-  labourers' question ;  but  the  Government 
tural  labourers  another  year  that  it  had  did  believe  that  it  ought  to  be  dealt 
been  dealt  with  by  this  clause.  Let  the  with  so  far  as  the  Bill  would  allow,  and 
Government  next  year  bring  forward  a  with  that  object,  and  the  hope  of  a 
measure  dealing  with  the  subject  in  good  result,  this  clause  had  been  brought 
a  large  and  comprehensive  spirit.  He  forward.  He  did  not  consider  that  in 
did  not  suppose  that  they  considered  the  the  slightest  affected  the  Resolution  ar- 
clause  anything  of  that  kind,  though  it  rived  at  by  the  House  on  the  6th  of 
might  tide  over  the  difficulty.  He  hoped  May,  that  the  condition  of  agricultural 
the  Chief  Secretary  would  relieve  all  labourers  required  the  attention  of  Par- 
apprehensions  on  the  point.     There  was  liament. 

another  matter  he  would  commend  to  the  Mr.  CALLAN  said,  were  the  Oom- 
Govemment  if  they  wished  to  deal  in  a  mittee  to  understand  that  the  Govern- 
large  and  comprehensive  manner  with  ment  did  not,  under  cover  of  this  clause, 
the  subject,  and  really  wished  to  facili-  retreat  from  the  position  they  took  up 
tate  the  erection  of  cottages,  and  that  on  the  6th  of  May,  that  the  question  of 
was  that  they  should  strike  out  that  labourers*  cottages  required  attention, 
portion  of  the  clause  that  required  the  not  in  the  present  Session,  because  time 
larmer  to  obtain  the  sanction  of  the  pressed,  but  in  the  next  ? 
Court.    He  would  take  it  for  granted  Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER  said,  he  hoped 
that  next  year  the  Government  would  it  might  be  done,  but  no  promise  was 
relieve  the  clause  from  all  restrictions,  made.     He  assented  to  the  Resolution 
so  as  to  facilitate  the  setting  aside  of  that  the  condition  of  the  labourers  re- 
land  for  the  purpose ;  but,  meantime,  quired  attention  and  improvement,  and 
it  might  be    assumed  that  the  Court  from  that  the  Government  did  not  wish 
would  not  be  at  work  before  January  to  recede, 
next  year,  and  there  was  no  stipulation  .^  ,.               ,  . 
as  to  what  time  the  Court  should  take  ^^*^°^  "^^^"^^  ^^• 
for  consideration.     It  might    take    12  Clause  read  a  second  time, 
months  before  ffivinff  the  farmer  sane-  ,r  ^.           j         j  /^      x»                   j 

tion  to  erect  labourers'  dwellings      He  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

uon  to  erect  labourers  aweiiings.     ne  ,,                ^^         ^    ^^^            g^  „ 

wished  to  have  this  sanction  omitted,  so  "^  ***^     ^  v^i^uo^^  u^  u,^Axx^^x  ^  vu^  ajlu, 

that  without  restriction  the  farmer,  if  Mr.   CALLAN    said,  he   begged  to 

he   so  pleased,  and  had  the  necessary  move  the  omission  of  the  words  requir- 

number  of  acres,  could  proceed  at  once  to  ing  that  the  tenant  should  obtain  the 

build  his  labourers  dwellings.    As  to  the  sanction  of  the  Court.     This  was  a  mere 

condition  of  25  acres  of  **  tillage"  land,  tentative  measure,  and  would  be  in  ope- 

every  friend  of  the  labourer  must  oppose  ration  only  for  a  year,  because  next  year 

that,  for  it  would  be  an  absolute  prohi-  the  Government,  in  fulfilment  of  the 

bition  to  the  building  of  cottages  in  grass  pledge  given,  and  just  now  confirmed, 

districts,  where  they  were  most  required,  would  deal  with  the  question  of  labourers' 
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dwellings  in  a  subsequent  measure.  If 
the  words  to  which  he  objected  were  re- 
tained in  the  clause,  the  tenant  farmer 
would  have  to  make  his  application  to 
the  Court,  and,  following  the  general  rule 
of  Commissions,  he  would  have  to  serve 
a  notice  of  his  intention  on  the  landlord, 
and  the  result  would  probably  be  that 
the  tenant  farmers  of  Ireland  would  not 
be  enabled  to  get  permission  from  the 
Court  for  at  least  six  months  after  the 
Court  came  into  operation.  For  that 
period,  at  least,  the  building  of  a  la- 
Dourer' s  cottage  would  be  put  off.  The 
Bill,  however,  would  become  operative 
the  moment  it  passed ;  and  he  wished  to 
relieve  the  tenant  farmer  from  the  re- 
striction that  would  tie  his  hands  and 
compel  him  to  wait  for  the  sanction  of 
the  Court,  and  to  allow  him  to  begin  at 
once,  and,  if  he  pleased,  erect  cottages 
for  his  labourers  in  the  proportion  of  one 
to  every  25  acres.  So  clearly  did  this 
seem  for  the  advantage  of  the  class  in 
whose  interest  the  clause  was  inserted, 
that  he  could  not  understand  how  the 
Government  should  object  to  his  Amend- 
ment. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  line  2,  to  leave  out  all  the  words  after  the 
word  "may,"  to  the  word  "let,"  in  line  3.— 
{Mr.  Callan.) 

Question  proposed,  *'  That  the  words 
'  with  the  sanction  of  the  Court '  stand 
part  of  the  Clause." 

Me.  W.  E.  FOESTER  said,  he  could 
not  imagine  any  Court,  especially  a  Court 
constituted  as  this  would  be,  wotild 
refuse  the  sanction,  except  in  extremely 
rare  cases ;  but  some  power  of  limitation 
was  required,  some  check  was  necessary, 
otherwise  it  would  be  found  that  under 
cover  of  dwellings  for  his  labourers,  the 
tenant  might  provide  cottages  for  his 
labourers'  families  or  others.  It  was 
necessary,  also,  to  have  such  a  power  in 
the  interest  of  the  labourer,  and  to 
prevent,  in  extreme  cases,  the  tenant 
charging  an  exorbitant  rent. 

Mb.  callan  said,  an  answer  to  the 
Chief  Secretary's  argument  that  the  ten- 
ant miffht  abuse  the  power  given  him  and 
erect  awellings  for  other  than  bond  fide 
labourers,  would  be  found  in  the  clause 
itself,  which  provided  that  the  portion  of 
any  holding  so  let  should  not  exceed 
lialf-an-acre  in  each  case,  and  that  the 
lettings  should  not  exceed  the  propor- 
tion of  one  to  every  25  acres  of  tillage 

Mr.  Calhn  ' 


land.  If  the  Chief  Secretary  knew  as 
much  about  agriculture  as  he  did  about 
the  woollen  trade,  he  would  know  that  one 
labourer  to  every  25  acres  was  a  rather 
low  average,  and  that  a  very  high  till- 
age could  be  carried  on  with  that  pro- 
portion. The  fact  was,  a  restriction 
would  be  imposed  such  as  had  never 
been  imposed  before  as  to  this  building 
of  cottages.  It  was  proposed  that  under 
no  circumstances  should  cottages  be  built 
on  a  farm  without  the  sanction  of  the 
Court.  The  importation  of  American 
beef  had,  within  the  last  few  years, 
materially  changed  the  nature  of  farm- 
ing operations  in  Ireland.  For  instance, 
he  had  a  farm  before  his  mind,  one  of 
his  own,  consisting  of  100  acres  entirely 
grass.  If  he  wished  to  build  labourers' 
cottages,  and  convert  the  farm  into  till- 
age, he  would  have  under  the  clause  to 
go  to  the  Court  and  get  the  sanction  of 
the  Court  to  build  cottages  ;  but,  at  the 
present  time,  he  was  under  no  such  re- 
striction. Could  it  be  said  that  such  an 
enactment  was  in  the  interest  of  agricul- 
ture ?  Hitherto  a  farmer  could  build  a 
cottage  when  he  wished ;  and  the  pro- 
vision  that  the  proportion  of  one  to  25 
acres  was  quite  sufficient  to  check  any 
abuse. 

Mb.  PAENELL  said,  he  must  cer- 
tainly go  with  his  hon.  Friend  that  the 
restriction  ''with  the  sanction  of  the 
Court"  was  not  necessary,  because  it 
appeared  to  him  that  if  there  were  any 
abuse  of  the  clause,  the  landlord  would 
have  the  power  to  bring  the  tenant 
before  the  Court  to  answer  for  it. 

Mb.  callan  said,  there  was  no 
necessity  to  hurry  the  clause  through, 
for  it  would  not  advance  the  progress 
of  the  Bill  to  pass  the  words  and  raise 
the  discussion  at  the  next  stage.  If  the 
words  were  struck  out,  a ;  restriction 
would  be  removed  that  woiild  prevent 
many  tenants  from  erecting  cottages. 

It  being  a  quarter  of  an  hour  before 
Six  of  the  clock,  the  Chairman  reported 
Progress;  Committee  to  sit  again  To- 
morrow. 

REMOVAL  TERMS  (SCOTLAND)  BILL. 

[Bill  8.] 

{Mr.  Jam$9  Stewart,  Dr.  Cameron,  Mr.  Patrick, 
Mr.  Mackintosh.) 

COMMTTTEE.      ADJOUBNED  DEBATE. 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Question  [8th  July],  "  That 
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Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Ohair " 
(for  Committee  on  the  Bemoval  Terms 
(Scotland)  Bill). 

Question  again  proposed. 
Debate  resumed. 
Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 
Bill  considered  in  Committee. 

Committee   report  Progress ;    to  sit 
again  Ih-morrow. 


POTATO   CROP  COMMITTEE. 

Betolvedj  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House, 
it  is  expedient  that  Her  Majesty's  Oovemment 
should  take  steps  to  carry  into  effect  such  of  the 
recommendations  of  the  rotate  Crop  Committee 
of  1880  as  relate  to  Ireland,  by  facilitating  Uie 
progress  of  further  experiments  as  to  the  best 
means  of  lessening  the  spread  of  ihe  Potato 
Disease,  and  promoting  the  creation  and  estab- 
lishment  of  new  varieties  of  the  Potato. — (Mr. 
WiHiam  Edward  Forsier.) 

House  adjourned  at  ten  minutei 
before  Six  o'olook. 


HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 
Thursday,  21st  July,  1881. 


MTNUTES.l  —  Public  Bills  —  Committee  — 
Beport — Unirersities  (Scotland)  Registration 
of  Parliamentary  Voters,  &c.  •  (130). 

Report — Supreme  Court  of  Judicature  (171). 

Third  Reading — Wild  Birds  Protection  Act, 
1880,  Amendment*  (166);  Burial  Grounds 
(Scotland)  Act  (1866)  Amendment*  (131), 
and  pasted. 

SUPREME  COURT  OF  JUDICATURE 
BILL.— (No.  147.) 

{The  Lord  Chancellor.) 
REPOBT. 

Amendments  reported  (according  to 
order). 

Clause  21  (Patronage  under  42  ft  48 
Vic.  c.  78). 

Eabl  CAIENS  said,  this  clause  pro- 
vided for  certain  patronage  which  up  to 
this  time  had  been  exercised  by  the  £ord 
Chief  Justice  of  England,  the  Chief 
Justice  of  the  Common  Pleas,  the  Chief 
Baron  of  the  Exchequer,  and  the  Master 


of  the  Bolls.  Two  of  these  offices  were 
now  extinct,  and  it  became  necessary 
that  some  provision  should  be  made  for 
the  exercise  of  the  patronage.  Origi- 
nally the  Bill  provided  Uiat  it  diould  be 
exercised  alternately  by  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor, the  Lord  Chief  Justice  of  Eng- 
land, and  the  Master  of  the  Bolls.  The 
noble  and  learned  Lord  on  i^e  Wool- 
sack had  since  proposed  to  strike  out  of 
that  triumvirate  the  name  of  the  Lord 
Chancellor,  in  order  to  substitute  that  of 
the  senior  Puisne  Judge  of  the  Queen's 
Bench  Division.  He  would  now  ask 
their  Lordships  to  restore  the  clanse  to 
its  original  form.  He  did  not  think  his 
noble  and  learned  Friend's  reasons  for 
the  change  he  had  introduced  were 
sufficient.  If  the  patronage  were  plaoed 
in  the  hands  of  the  Lord  Chancellor,  the 
Lord  Chancellor  would  exercise  his  re- 
sponsibility directly.  If  it  were  plaoed 
with  the  Chief  Justice  of  England  and 
the  Master  of  the  Bolls,  the  former  was 
the  head  of  a  gpreat  Division  of  the  Court, 
and  the  latter  was,  for  the  future,  to  be 
the  President  of  the  Court  of  Appeal, 
and  with  both  of  these  offices  uiere 
would  be  a  proper  decree  of  responsi- 
bility. All  who  held  these  offices  would 
exercise  the  patronage,  not  as  indi- 
viduals, but  as  Heads  and  Presidents  of 
important  Courts.  But  if  the  person 
who  happened  to  be  the  senior  Puisne 
Judge,  K>r  the  time  being,  of  the  Queen's 
Bench  Division  were  made  one  of  the 
three  Judges  who  were  to  exercise  pa- 
tronage, he  was  not  responsible  to  Par- 
liament, and  had  not  the  responsibility 
which  attached  to  the  Presidents  of  the 
Court,  and  there  was  thus  a  great 
danger  of  the  idea  growing  up  that  the 
patronage  was  the  private  patronage  of 
the  person  who  happened  to  be  the 
senior  Puisne  Judge  of  the  Queen's 
Bench  Division  for  the  time  being.  He 
ventured  to  say  also  that  the  proposal 
was  an  altogether  novel  one.  He  there- 
fore moved  that  the  words ''the  Lord 
Chancellor''  be  inserted  before  ''the 
Lord  Chief  Justice  of  England." 

Moved,  in  paffo  7,  line  11,  beforo  ("  the  Lord 
Chief  Justioe  of  Exigland  "),  to  insert  the  words 
(*'the  Lord  Chancellor");  in  line  11,  after 
(*'  England  "),  insert  (**  and  ") ;  and  in  line  12, 
after  ("  Rolls "),  leave  oat  (**  and  the  senior 
Puisne  Judge  for  the  time  being  of  the  Queen's 
Bench  Division  of  the  High  Court  of  Justice*'}. 
—{The  Earl  Cairns.) 

Thb  LORD  CHANCELLOE  said, 
that  the  subject  Of  this  clause  had  given 
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him  a  great  deal  of  embarrassmeiit,  aud 
be  had  found  it  difficult  to  .settle  it  in 
a  thoroughly  satisfactory  manner.  His 
view  was  that  as  the  Lord  Chancellor 
had  not  hitherto  had  any  of  this  patron- 
age, and  as  it  formerly  belonged  to  the 
chiefs  of  the  two  extinct  Offices,  the 
balance  should  be  maintained  as  far  as 
possible  between  the  two  Divisions  of  the 
Clourts,  and  therefore  he  inserted  the 
*'  senior  Puisne  Judge  *'  of  the  Queen's 
Bench  Division.  He  did  not  wish  to 
add  to  the  duties  of  the  Office  which 
he  held,  and  the  exercise  of  patronage 
was  not  always  the  easiest  or  most  agree- 
able task.  There  would  be  18  masters 
and  about  80  clerks  chiefly  occupied  in 
the  Queen's  Bench  Division,  and  it 
was  not  necessary  that  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor should  have  any  share  in  their 
appointment.  He  himself  would  prefer 
that  the  clause  should  remain  as  it  was. 
He  did  not  deny  that  it  was  somewhat 
anomalous  to  take  a  Puisne  Judge  by 
seniority,  but  they  might  be  sure  that 
the  duty  would  be  exercised  with  a 
sufficient  sense  of  responsibility.  He 
must,  however,  leave  it  to  their  Lord- 
ships to  decide  what  particular  course 
they  would  adopt.  He  was  anxious  to 
maintain,  as  far  as  he  could,  the  balance 
of  patronaee  between  the  two  Divisions 
of  the  High  Court  of  Judicature. 

Lord  DENMAN  said,  he  wished  to 
point  out  that,  certain  Offices  having 
been  abolished,  the  Lord  Chancellor,  if 
the  Amendment  were  carried,  would  be 
able  to  exercise  considerably  more  patron- 
age than  he  had  hitherto  possessed.  He 
(Lord  Denman)  objected  to  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  noble  and  learned  Earl 
on  that  ground. 

On  question?  Their  Lordships  di- 
9%ded: — Contents  41 ;  Not-Contents  36: 
Majority  5. 

CONTENTS. 


Northumberland,  D. 
Biohmond,  D. 
Somerset,  D. 

Amherst,  £. 
BaDdon,  E. 
BathuTst,  E. 
Beauohamp,  E. 
Bradford,  E. 
Oaims,  E. 
Oamarvon,  E. 
De  La  Warr,  E. 
Denbigh,  E. 
Lathom,E.    [Telkr.'] 
Leven  and  Melville,  £. 


Manvers,  E. 
Nelson,  E. 
Onslow,  E. 
Eedeedale,  E. 
Sondes,  E. 
Stanhope,  E. 
WhamcUffe,  E. 

Clancarty,  V.  {E,  Clan- 

earty,) 
flawarden,y.  \  Teller. '\ 
Melville,  V. 

Balfour   of    Burleigh, 


Clonbrooky  L. 
Colchester,  L. 
Colville  of  Culross,  L. 
EUenborough,  L. 
Foxford,  L.     {E,  Lime- 

riek.) 
Howard  de  Walden,  L. 
Kenlis,  L.     (IT.  Head- 

fort,) 
Leconfield,  L. 


Norton,  L. 
Penrhyn,  L. 
Raglan,  L. 
Shute,  L.  (F". Barring- 

ton,) 
Stanley  of  Alderley,  L. 
Strathspey,  L.  {E,  Sea^ 

luid,) 

Walsingham,  L. 
Watson,  L. 


NOT-CONTENTS. 

Selbome,  L.  (L,  Chan-  Carysfort,L.  (^.CScrryx- 

eellor.)  fort.) 

Churchill,  L. 

Camperdown,  E.  Clifford  of  Chudleigh, 

Darbrey,  E.  L. 

Derby,  E.  Denman,  L. 

Innes,    E.      (2).   Box-  Kenmare,  L.  {E.  Ken-- 


burghs,) 

mare.) 
Kenry ,  L.  {E,  Dunraven 

Minto,  E. 

Morley,  E. 
Northbrook,  E. 

and  Mount-Earl.) 

Monson,  L.     [TelldrJ] 

Spencer,  E. 

Mostyn,  L. 

Sydney,  E. 

O'Hagan,  L. 

Ramsay,  L.     (J?.  Dal- 

Eversley,  V. 

houaie,) 

Powerscourt,  V. 

Ribblesdale,  L. 

Rosebery,  L.  (E,  Eo»e- 

ben/,) 

Boyle,  L.  (E.  Cork  and  Strafford,  L.     (T.  En- 
Orrery,)     [Teller.]  Jleld,) 

Braboume,  £.  S^theden  and  Camp- 

Breadalbane,  L.      {E,  bell,  L. 

Breadalbane.)  Sudeley,  L. 

Calthorpe,  L.  Waveney,  L. 

Carlingiord,  L.  Wrottesley,  L. 

Carrington,  L. 

Resohed  in  the  affirmative. 

Further  Amendments  made ;  and  Bil 
to  be  read  3»  To-morrow. 


.il 


Th$  Lord  Chanoolhr 


House  ac^oumed  at  a  quarter  before  Six 

o'clock,  till  to-morrow,  a  quarter 

before  Five  o  dock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Thursday,  2Ut  Julyy  1881. 


MINUTES.]  — Public  Bills— Ordered— Firtt 
Beading — brainage  (Ireland)  Proyisional  Or- 
der •[220]. 

First  Beading — Alsager  Chapel  (Marriages)  • 
[221]  ;  Petroleum  (Hawking)  •  [222]. 

Second  Beading— VuhUc  Works  Loans*  [211]  ; 
Seed  Supply  and  other  Acts  (Ireland)  Amend- 
ment* [217];  Statute  Law  Revision  and 
Civil  Procedure  [219] ;  Summary  Procedure 
(Scotland)  Amendment*  [2161. 

Committee — Land  Law  (Ireland)  [186] — b.p.  ; 
Bemoval  Terms  (Scotland)  [8]— r.p. 
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Committee  —  Report  —  PubKc  Loans  (Ireland) 
Eemisfiion  [212]  ;  Incumbents  of  Benefices 
Loans  Extension  *  [213]. 

Committee  —  Report  —  Third  Reading—  Customs 
(Officers)  •  [210],  and  paeted. 

JTiMrfrfltTfi— Charitable  Trusts  •  [209]. 

QUESTIONS. 

— — 0^0*0 

PAKLIAMENT— ORDER  —  DEB  ATE— UN- 
PARLIAMENTARY LANGUAGE— ENG- 
LAND AND  SERVIA. 

Lord  EANDOLPH  CHUECHILL  : 
I  beg  to  give  Notice  that  to-morrow  I 
shall  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs,  Whether  by  the  Treaty 
between  Austria  and  Servia  the  following 
articles  are  not  exempted  from  all  duties 
on  importation  into  Servia  —  namely, 
machinery  of  any  kind,  agricultural  im- 
plements, all  railway  materials  and  roll- 
ing stock,  and  coals;  and  whether  by 
the  most  favoured  nation  clause  of  the 
Treaty  between  this  country  and  Servia 
of  1880,  goods  of  these  denominations 
would  not  be  equally  exempt  from  duty 
on  importation  to  Servia ;  and  why  Her 
Majesty's  Government  have  absolutely 
sacrificed  all  the  advantage  which  British 
trade  and  industry  might  reasonably  be 
expected  to  derive  from  these  privileges 
at  a  moment  when  enterprises  for  na- 
tional development  are  on  foot  in  Servia  ? 

Sib  CHABLES  W.  DILKE  :  Sir,  I 
think  I  had  better  answer  that  Question 
at  once,  because  an  entirely  false  impres- 
sion might  go  abroad  in  consequence  of 
the  Notice  of  the  noble  Lord 

Lord  EANDOLPH  CHUECHILL: 
I  rise  to  Order.  I  beg  to  give  Notice 
that  if  the  hon.  Baronet  thinks  it  neces- 
sary to  answer  my  Question  now  I  will 
raise  the  whole  question  at  once  on  a  Mo- 
tion for  the  Adjournment  of  the  House. 

Sir  CHAELES  W.  DILKE :  Under 
these  circumstances  I  will  not  take  the 
responsibility  of  answering  the  Question 
now.  I  will  only  say  that  the  noble 
Lord's  Notice  contains  a  statement  dis- 
tinctly opposed  to  the  fact. 

Sir  H.  DEUMMOND  WOLFF:  I 
move  that  the  hon.  Baronet's  words  be 
taken  down.  He  has  said  that  my  noble 
Friend  has  stated  that  which  is  opposed 
to  the  fact.  That  is  an  imputation  on 
my  noble  Friend's  veracity,  and  the  hon. 
Baronet  is  bound  to  explain  himself,  or 
his  words  should  be  taken  down. 

Mr.  CHILDEES:  I  have  been  for 
many  years  in  this  House,  and  I  have 


heard  these  words  used  over  and  over 
again,  and  they  have  not  been  considered 
tobeun-Parliamentary.  My  hon.  Friend's 
words  ought  not  to  be  taken  down. 

Mr.  SFEAKEE:  The  hon.  Baronet 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs  has  declared  on  his  own  responsi- 
bility that  the  statement  made  by  the 
noble  Lord  is  opposed  to  the  fact.  I  am 
not  at  all  prepared  to  say  that  those 
words  are  un-Parliamentary. 

Lord  EANDOLPH  CHUECHILL: 
I  rise  to  Order.  I  made  no  statement. 
I  only  gave  Notice  that  I  should  ask 
whether  certain  information  derived 
from  Government  Papers  laid  before 
Parliament  was  correct  or  not.  I  object 
utterly  to  a  question  of  so  much  import- 
ance being  answered  off-hand, and  to  the 
matter  being  treated  as  if  it  were  of  no 
importance  whatever. 

THE  PARKS  (METROPOLIS)— HYDE 

PARK. 

Mr.  EEPTON  asked  the  First  Com- 
missioner  of  Works,  If  the  same  rules 
are  in  force  as  to  watering  Eotten  Eow 
and  the  carriage  road  leading  to  the 
Barracks  in  Hyde  Park  as  existed  in  the 
time  of  the  late  lamented  Mr.  Adam  ? 

Mr.  SHAW  LEFEVEE:  Sir,  no 
change  whatever  has  been  made  in  the 
arrangements  for  watering  the  Parks. 
The  watering  is  provided  for  by  contract, 
and  the  contractor  is  bound  to  keep  the 
roads  duly  watered,  so  as  to  prevent 
dust.  The  contract  has  been  taken  for 
several  years  in  succession  by  the  same 
contractor,  who  has  generally  given 
satisfaction.  I  have  had  occasion,  how- 
ever, to  call  his  attention  to  complaints 
which  have  recently  been  made.  His 
answer  is,  that  he  has  experienced  great 
difficulties  at  times  on  account  or  the 
want  of  pressure  in  the  water  supply, 
which  caused  great  delay  in  filling  his 
oarts.  On  Monday  last  the  supply  wholly 
failed,  owing  to  the  bursting  of  the 
mains.  These  difficulties  are,  I  believe, 
removed,  and  there  will,  I  hope,  be  no 
cause  for  complaint  in  the  future. 

PROTECTION  OF  PERSON  AND  PRO- 
PERTY (IRELAND)  ACT,  1881— MR.  H. 
O'MAHON Y,  A  PRISONER  UNDER  THE 
ACT. 

Mr.  HEALY  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
trary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  it  is  the  fact  that  on  the  5th 
instant  Mr.  Henry  O'Mahony,  P.L.G.X 
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oonfined  under  the  Coercion  Act  in 
Limerick  Oaol,  was  served  with  a  writ 
out  of  the  Superior  Courts ;  whether  the 
writ  is  for  one  year's  rent  (£30)  up  to 
the  let  of  May ;  whether  as  the  Superior 
Courts  do  not  stay  execution,  Mr.  O'Ma- 
hony  is  practically  allowed  no  oppor- 
tunity of  defence;  whether  the  writ 
was  issued  on  29th  June,  and  not 
served  until  5th  July ;  whether  the  writ 
is  served  at  the  instance  of  the  Hon. 
Judge  Townshend,  of  the  Admiralty 
Court,  Ireland ;  whether  the  costs  on 
the  writ  amount  to  over  £8 ;  whether, 
if  the  writ  were  issued  out  of  the  local 
courts,  costs  would  not  be  more  than  £2, 
and  time  might  be  allowed ;  and,  whe- 
ther Mr.  O'Mahony  will  be  afforded  faci- 
lities to  defend  the  action  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  FOESTER,  in  reply,  said, 
that  the  writ  out  of  the  Superior  Courts 
was  served  on  Mr  O'Mahony  on  the  4th 
instant,  for  one  year's  rent  due  on  the 
1st  of  May.  Mr.  O'Mahony  would  be 
afforded  facilities  to  defend  the  action, 
and  if  it  would  be  more  convenient  to 
him,  he  would  be  brought  up  to  Kil- 
mainham.  The  writ  was  issued  on  the 
29th  of  June,  and  served  on  the  4th  of 
July.  There  was  nothing  unusual  in  that. 
Judge  Townshend  was  the  plaintiff. 
With  regard  to  the  costs,  they  were  fixed 
by  law,  and  he  had  no  power  to  interfere. 

PUBLIC  HOUSES  (IRELAND)  ACT- 
PUBLICANS'  LICENCES. 

Mr.  HEALY  asked  Mr.  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland,  Whether  the  magis- 
trates' certificate  required  by  a  publican 
on  the  annual  renewal  of  his  licence  is 
a  certificate  to  his  "  good  character," 
and  to  the  peaceable  and  orderly  manner 
in  which  his  house  has  been  conducted, 
pursuant  to  s.  11,  c.  89,  of- 17  and  18 
Vic. ;  whether  the  magistrates  are  bound 
to  g^ant  such  certificate  unless  evidence 
is  offered  to  them  on  oath,  proving  that 
the  applicant  is  not  of  ^od  character, 
or  that  his  house  has  not  been  conducted 
in  a  peaceable  and  orderly  manner; 
whether  there  is  any  Law  declaring  a 
publican  not  to  be  of  good  character,  and 
sot  conducting  his  house  in  a  peace- 
able and  orderly  manner,  if  he  refuses  to 
hire  cars  to  policemen ;  and,  whether 
there  is  any  Law  compelling  the  hiring 
of  cars  to  police  by  publicans  who 
happen,  independent  of  their  public 
house  business,  to  keep  livery  stables  ? 

Hr.  Sifalif 


The  attorney  GENEEAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  :  Yes,  Sir.  The 
magistrates'  certificate  required  is  as 
stated  in  the  Question.  The  magistrates 
are  bound  to  grant  such  certificate,  un- 
less they  are  satisfied  by  evidence  on 
oath  that  the  applicant  is  not  of  ^ood 
character,  or  that  his  house  has  not  been 
conducted  in  a  peaceable  and  orderly 
manner.  There  is  no  statutory  defini- 
tion of  the  **  good  character''  of  a  pub- 
lican, or  of  what  is  meant  by  "his  con- 
ducting his  house  in  a  peaceable  and 
orderly  manner."  There  is  no  law  com- 
pelling publicans  who  keep  cars  for 
Eublio  hire  to  hire  them  to  the  consta- 
ularly ;  but  if  it  appears  that  their  re- 
fusal to  do  so  is  part  of  a  concerted  sys- 
tem for  obstructing  the  due  execution  of 
the  law,  the  magistrates  may  well  regard 
such  action  as  inconsistent  with  their 
claim  to  be  of  ''  good  character,"  itnd 
refuse  their  certificates  accordingly.  I 
may  add  that  the  constabulary  have 
been  directed,  in  accordance  with  this 
view,  to  oppose  the  granting  of  certifi- 
cates to  sucn  publicans. 

Mr.  HEALY  asked,  whether  the  busi- 
ness of  a  car-keeper  was  not  inconsis- 
tent with  that  of  the  keeper  of  a  public- 
house? 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  said,  he  did  not 
see  that  the  keeping  of  cars  for  hire 
was  in  any  way  inconsistent  with 
keeping  a  public  -  house.  Publicans 
kept  cars  for  the  convenience  of  bond 
fide  travellers,  and,  no  doubt,  one  in- 
ducement to  keeping  them  was  that  the 
people  who  hired  tliem  took  refresh- 
ment. 

Mr.  PARNELL  asked,  whether  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  would 
explain  what  connection  there  was  be- 
tween selling  whisky  over  a  counter  and 
driving  constables  to  an  eviction  ? 

The  attorney  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law),  in  reply,  said, 
that  a  man  could  have  only  one  cha- 
racter, and  if  it  was  bad  as  a  livery 
stable-keeper  it  could  not  be  good  as  a 
publican. 

INDIA— CULTIVATION  OF  OPIUM. 

Mr.  cropper  asked  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  India,  Whether  the  Govern- 
ment of  India  has  issued  or  sanctioned 
the  issue  of  orders  having  for  their  ob- 
ject the  increase  of  the  area  of  poppy 
cultivation  in  Bengal ;  whether  the  Go- 
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vemment  of  India  lias  issaed  orders 
for  the  introduction  of  the  cultiva- 
tion of  the  poppy,  under  the  system 
of  licences  and  advances,  into  the  North 
"West  Provinces;  and,  whether  he  will 
lay  upon  the  Tahle  a  Eetum  of  the 
areas  cultivated,  and  quantities  of  Opium 
produced,  in  all  the  agencies  during 
the  last  ten  years ;  also  a  Copy  of  the 
**  Resolution  on  the  Report  of  the 
Board  of  Revenue  on  the  Administra- 
tion of  the  Opium  Department  for  the 
year  1879-80,"  dated  *'  Calcutta,  4th 
April  1881 ;  "  and  Copies  of  any  other 
Resolutions  of  the  Government  of  India 
which  have  for  their  object  the  in- 
creased production  of  Opium  ? 

The  Mabquess  of  HARTINGTON  ; 
Sir,  in  consequence  of  the  partial  failure 
of  crops  for  three  consecutive  years,  and 
of  a  reduction  of  the  reserve  stock  of 
opium,  the  Government  of  India,  in  a 
Resolution  of  the  2nd  of  May,  1879,  de- 
sired that    the  agents  in  Behar    and 
Benares  should  be  encouraged  to  ex- 
tend their  engagements  with  cultivators. 
Thereupon,  the  Benares  agent   endea- 
voured  to  re-introduce  poppy  cultiva- 
tion into  certain  pergunnahs  of  the  Alla- 
habad   and   Mirzapore  districts  of  the 
North- Western    Provinces,   which    are 
favourably  situated  for    the    purpose, 
and  where  the  poppy  used  to  be  grown ; 
but  these  efforts  were  not  attended  wit)i 
much  success.     No  orders  were  issued  by 
the  Government  of  India  for  the  introduc- 
tion of  the  cultivation  of  the  poppy  under 
the  system  of  licences  and  advances  into 
the  North-Westem  Provinces,  that  sys- 
tem   having    existed    there  for  many 
years,    several  of  the  sub-divisions  of 
the  Benares  agency  being  situated  in 
territory  under  the  Lieutenant  Governor 
of  those  Provinces.     A   statement  can 
be  given  of  the  areas  cultivated  and  the 
quantities  of  opium  produced  in  the  Go- 
vernment opium  agencies  of  Behar  and 
Benares  for  the  10  years  ending  with 
1878-9,   together  with   a  copy  of    the 
Resolution  of  the  Government  of  India 
above  referred  to.     The  Resolution  on 
the  Report  of  the  Board  of  Revenue  on 
the  administration  of  the  Opium  Depart- 
ment for  the  year  1879-80  has  not  yet 
been  received. 

TREATY  OF  BERLIN— ARTICLE  61— 

ARMENIA. 
Mb.  BAXTER  asked  the  Under  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  If 


Her  Majesty's  Government,  in  conjunc- 
tion with  the  other  European  Powers, 
and  in  order  to  give  full  effect  to  the 
Sixty- first  Article  of  the  Treaty  of  Ber- 
lin, intend  to  propose  to  the  Sublime 
Porte  that  a  form  of  Administration 
should  be  granted  to  Armenia  similar 
to  that  which  was  adopted  twenty  years 
a^o,  and  has  worked  so  well  in  the  case 
of  the  Lebanon  ? 

Sib  CHARLES  W.  DILKE:  Sir,  I 
cannot  make  any  detailed  statement  as 
to  the  nature  of  the  reforms  in  Armenia 
which  will  be  proposed  to  the  Porte, 
until  the  matter  has  been  farther  dis- 
cussed by  the  Representatives  of  the 
Powers  at  Constantinople. 

PACIFIC  ISLANDERS  PROTECTION  ACT, 
1872— JURISDICTION  OF  SIR  ARTHUR 
GORDON. 

Mb.  GORST  asked  the  Secretary  to 
the  Admiralty,  Whether  the  jurisdiction 
of  Sir  Arthur  Gordon  as  High  Commis- 
sioner under  "  The  Pacific  Islanders 
Protection  Act,  1875,"  is  not  by  that 
Act  restricted  to  a  jurisdiction  over  sub- 
jects of  Her  Majesty ;  and,  whether  Sir 
Arthur  Gordon  has  any  authority,  as 
Governor  of  New  Zealand  or  otherwise, 
to  levy  war  against  the  natives  of  the 
Solomon  Islands,  who  are  2,000  miles 
distant  from  New  Zealand ;  and,  if  so, 
under  what  statute,  or  by  what  Com- 
mission, such  authority  is  constituted  f 

Mb.  TREVELYAN  :  Sir,  the  juris- 
diction of  the  High  Commissioner  ex- 
tends over  British  subjects,  and  British 
subjects  only.  In  reply  to  the  hon. 
Member  on  Monday,  I  stated  that  Sir 
Arthur  Gordon  had  authority  to  sanc- 
tion the  sending  of  the  Emerald,  The 
circumstances  under  which  that  sano^on 
was  asked  for  are  these.  Up  till  1880, 
on  the  Australian  station,  and  on  the 
Australian  station  alone,  it  had  been 
the  custom  for  naval  officers  to  resort  to 
force  for  the  protection  of  British  sub- 
jects, without  any  requisition  from  any 
diplomatic  or  any  other  civil  authority. 
As  almost  the  last  act  of  their  adminis- 
tration, the  late  Board  of  Admiralty 
determined  that,  in  cases  where  imme- 
diate and  instantaneous  action  was  not 
required,  the  sanction  of  the  High  Com- 
missioner would  have  to  be  obtained 
before  armed  force  was  used,  in  order 
that  the  naval  officer  might  act  in  coa- 
junction  with  the  civil  authority  in  the 
"Fadfic  as  elsewhere.    It  must  be  re- 
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membered  that  all  the  world  oyer,  how- 
ever strong  may  be  the  requisition  of  a 
Consul  or  other  civil  functionary,  a 
naval  officer  must,  and  often  does,  use 
his  own  discretion,  and  is  absolutely  re- 
sponsible to  the  Admiralty  for  the  man- 
ner in  which  he  uses  it. 

ARMY    (AUXILIARY     FORCES>-ADJXJ. 
TANTS  OF  MILITIA. 

Mr.  THORNHILL  asked  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War,  Whether,  under 
the  Eoyal  Warrant  of  Ist  July,  1881,  it 
is  intended  that  Adjutants  of  Militia, 
who  were  originally  appointed  for  life, 
should  be  compulsorily  retired  at  the 
age  of  forty-eight;  and,  if  so,  what 
compensation  it  is  proposed  to  give  to 
them? 

Mr.  CHILDERS  :  No,  Sir.  There 
is  no  intention  to  retire  compulsorily 
any  Militia  or  Volunteer  adjutant  at  48. 
They  will  be  so  retired  at  55,  on  an  im- 
proved scale,  the  maximum  after' the 
20  years'  service  as  adjutant  being  10«. 
a-day. 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE  (IRELAND)— LIS- 
MORE  AND  CARRICK-ON-SHANNON 
QUARTER  SESSIONS. 

Mr.  TOTTENHAM  asked  Mr.  At- 
torney General  for  Ireland,  Whether 
the  Trinity  Quarter  Sessions  for  Lis- 
more,  in  the  county  of  Waterford,  and 
Carrick  on  Shannon,  in  the  county  of 
Leitrim,  were  fixed  for  the  same  day, 
viz.,  Friday  1st  July  instant;  whether 
the  dates  of  Quarter  Sessions  are  fixed 
by  the  Coun^  Court  Judge;  whether 
Mr.  Waters,  Q.C.  is  the  County  Court 
Judge  of  both  these  counties ;  whether 
it  is  possible  that  tlie  same  Judge  should 
hold  Courts  in  both  places  at  the  same 
day ;  whether  it  is  a  fact  that  the  Ses- 
sions which  were  duly  advertised  to  be 
opened  at  Carrick  on  Shannon  at  10  a.m. 
on  the  1st  July  were  not  opened  till  1*30 
p.m.  on  the  following  day ;  and,  whe- 
ther he  will  take  steps  to  prevent  in 
future  the  occurrence  of  similar  in- 
convenience and  expense  alike  to  the 
county  officials,  bar,  and  general  body 
of  suitors. 

Mr.  a.  M.  SULLIVAN  wished  to 
ask,  before  this  Question  was  answered, 
if  it  was  possible  for  a  County  Court 
Judge  to  be  in  two  places  at  the  same 
timef 

The  solicitor  GENEEAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  Jomreoir) :;  Sir, 

Mr.  TVepelyan 


in  answer  to  the  first  three  Questions, 
the  times  for  holding  Quarter  Sessions 
are  fixed  yearly  in  November,  and  last 
November  the  then  Leitrim  County 
Court  Judge  fixed  his  Carrick-on-Shan- 
non  Sessions  for  the  1st  of  July,  and  the 
Waterford  County  Court  Judge  fixed 
his  Lismore  Sessions  for  the  same  day. 
Subsequently  the  Leitrim  Judge  died, 
and  the  Waterford  Judge  was  appointed 
in  his  place,  and,  for  the  reasons  I 
mentioned  on  Monday  last,  was  also  ap- 
pointed temporary  Chairman  of  Water- 
ford. In  answer  to  the  fourth  Question, 
it  is,  of  course,  a  fact  that  the  same  person 
cannot  be  in  two  different  places  at  the 
same  time.  In  answer  to  the  fifth  and 
sixth  Questions,  the  Carrick-on- Shannon 
Sessions  were  adjourned,  pursuant  to 
statute,  from  1  p.m.  on  July  1  to  10  a.m. 
on  July  2,  and  then  opened  by  the 
Judge.  The  next  time  the  sessions  of 
these  counties  are  fixed,  of  course,  care 
will  be  taken  that  they  do  not  clash. 
In  reply  to  the  Question  put  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Dungarvan  (Mr.  O'Donnell) 
last  Monday,  I  have  to  add  that  it  was 
to  the  sessions  at  Carrick-on-Shannon 
the  County  Court  Judge  proceeded  from 
Lismore  on  July  1. 

WATER   SUPPLY  (METROPOLIS). 

Mr.  AETHUR  ARNOLD  (for  Mr. 
D.  Grant)  asked  the  President  of  the 
Local  Government  Board,  Whether  his 
attention  has  been  directed  to  the  failure 
of  the  high-service  water  supply  of  the 
Grand  Junction  Company;  and,  if  so, 
whether  he  purposes  taking  any  steps 
in  the  matter  ? 

Mr.  DODSON  :  Sir,  my  attention  has 
been  directed  to  this  subject,  not  only 
in  my  official  capacity,  but  as  a  private 
victim.  As  already  explained  in  **  an- 
other place,"  Colonel  Bolton,  the  Water 
Examiner  under  the  Metropolis  Water 
Acts,  was  requested  on  Monday  last  to 
ascertain  the  cause  of  some  individual 
complaints  that  had  reached  the  Board, 
and  I  was  informed  by  him  that  the 
failure  referred  to  was  attributable  to 
the  excessive  demand  for  road  watering 
and  private  use  for  gardens,  &c.  More- 
over, this  was  aggravated  by  the  burst- 
ing of  a  main,  which  was  repaired  with 
the  least  possible  delay.  I  have  since 
requested  Colonel  Bolton  to  make  a 
more  complete  inquiry  into  the  arrange- 
ments of  the  Oompany  for  meeting  the 
demands  upon  them;  but  I  have  not 
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yet  got  hia  Eeport.  In  order  to  pre- 
vent misapprehension,  it  ehould  be  stated 
that  the  Local  Government  Board  have 
no  power  to  deal  with  mere  individual 
cases  of  complaint,  in  which  application 
can  be  made  to  a  magistrate.  It  is 
only  when  thej  receive  a  Memorial  from 
not  lees  than  20  inhabitant  householders 
of  a  defective  supply  that  they  can  take 
any  effective  remedial  action,  and  even 
then  they  must  appoint  a  person  to  hold 
a  special  inquiry  nefore  they  can  give 
a  notice  to  the  Company  to  remedy  the 
defect.  This  will  render  the  Company 
liable  to  the  penalty  of  £200,  and  the 
subsequently  accruing  penalty  of  £100  a 
month  in  case  of  continued  default. 

NEWFOUNDLAND  FISHERIES  —  THE 
ANGLO-FRENCH  COMMISSION. 

Captaim  PHICE  asked  the  Under  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
Whether  there  are  any  Beports  or 
Papers  from  the  Joint  (Anglo-French) 
Commission  which  sat  in  1876  upon  the 
Newfoundland  question  which  can  be 
laid  upon  the  Table  of  the  House ;  whe- 
ther it  is  now  open  to  the  Governor  of 
Newfoundland  to  issue  grants  of  land  to 
British  subjects  on  the  west  coast  of  that 
island ;  and,  is  there  any  prohibition  to 
the  working  of  mines  on  that  coast  by 
British  subjects  ? 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE:  Sir, 
Captain — now  Admiral — Miller  was  ap- 
pointed in  November,  1 874,  to  meet 
Captaia  de  Boissoudy,  of  the  French 
Navy,  to  discuss  informally  the  ques- 
tions connected  with  the  Newfoundland 
fisheries,  on  which  differences  of  opinion 
existed  between  the  two  Oovernments. 
Their  meetings  were  held  in  Paris  from 
time  to  time,  but  did  not  result  in  any 
arrangement  being  cume  to.  These  gen- 
tlemen were  not  constituted  a  .^int 
Commission  with  powers  to  settle  any 
of  the  points  in  question,  but  reported 
confidentially  each  to  hie  own  Govern- 
ment,  from  whom  they  received  instruc- 
tions from  time  to  time.  There  are, 
consequently,  no  Beports  or  Papers 
which  could  be  presented.  In  1fi66  the 
Earl  of  Carnarvon,  in  the  hope  of  an 
early  settlement  of  the  questions  at  issue 
with  regard  to  the  French  fishery  rights, 
instructed  the  Governor  of  Newfound- 
land "  for  the  present  not  to  make  any 
grants  of  land"  on  that  part  of  the 
coast  where  those  rights  exist ;  and  this 
inetruotioQ  hM  been  mBintained  in  force 


up  to  the  present  time,  with  the  same 
object  of  postponing  any  fresh  action 
during  the  negotiations,  which  have 
been  again  and  again  renewed. 

MERCHANT  SHIPPING  ACT— CASE  OP 
WILLIAM  LYNCH. 

Ma.  A.  M.  SULLIVAN  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment, If  he  has  further  considered  the 
Memorial  presented  to  him  in  the  case 
of  William  Lynch,  imprisoned  at  Cardiff 
for  an  offence  against  the  Shipping  Act  P 

SiH  WILLIAM  HAECOUHT,  in  re- 
ply, said,  that  he  had  caused  inquiries 
to  be  made  in  this  case  some  time  ago, 
and  it  being  found  that  Lynch  was 
unable  to  pay  the  heavy  fine  imposed 
upon  him,  the  sentence  was  altered,  with 
the  consent  of  the  Judge,  to  imprison- 
ment for  six  months. 

METROPOLITAN  POLICE— CASE  OP  MH. 
EDWARD  SHIEL. 

Ma.  A.  M.  SULLIVAN  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment, If  no  further  step  will  be  tAken 
in  the  case  of  the  two  police  inspectors 
and  the  police  constable  complained  of 
by  Mr.  £dward  Shiel,  of  Thurloe  Square, 
beyond  the  reprimand  announced  by 
him  on  the  Sth  instant  ? 

Sm  WILLIAM  HABCOUET,  in  re- 
ply,  said,  that  after  the  very  full  in- 
quiry which  bad  been  made  by  the 
Chief  Commissioner  into  the  case,  he 
saw  no  reason  to  take  any  further  steps 
in  the  matter. 

PROTECTION  OF  PERSON  AND  PRO- 
PERTY (IRELAND)  ACT,  1881— PRISONS' 
Mb.  HEALY  asked,  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  a  secret  circular  has  been 
issued  to  the  officials  in  all  prisons  in 
which  suspects  are  confined ;  whether  it 
instructs  the  warders  to  pay  particular 
attention  to  what  the  suspects  say  in 
conversation  with  each  other  dnring  the 
two  hours  of  association,  when  wtwders 
in  constant  attendance,  listening  to 
what  is  said  ;  whether  the  warders  are 
instruoted  to  write  down  in  the  evening 
the  impression  they  may  have  received, 
and  report  to  the  Governor ;  and,  whe* 
ther  he  was  aware  of  the  issue  of  the 
circular,  and  approves  of  it  ? 

Mb.  W.  E.  FOBSTER  :  Sir,  no  sueb 
oommunioations  have  been  made  to  the 
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AaSIY— KOYAL  HIBERNIAN  MILITARY 
SCHOOL,  DUBLIN. 
Mb,  W.  J.  COBBET  aaked  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War,  Whether  he  can 
now  inform  the  Houeeof  the  result  of  the 
inquiry  ordered  by  Sir  Thomas  Steele, 
E.G.B.,  Commander  of  the  Forces  in 
Ireland,  into  the  conduct  and  manage- 
ment of  the  Eoyal  Hiberniaa  Military 
School,  and  more  particularly  with  re- 
ference to  the  undue  severities  alleged 
to  have  been  inflicted  on  the  boys  since 
the  appointment  of  the  present  Com- 
mandant; whether  it  is  proposed  to 
make  any  changes  in  the  staff  of  the  in- 
stitution ;  and,  whether  he  will  lay  the 
Papers  relating  to  the  inquiry  upon  the 
Table  of  the  House  ? 

Mb.  CHILDEHS  :  Yes,  Sir  ;  I  have 
now  received  and  considered  the  Heport 
of  the  GuvemorB  of  the  Eoyal  Hibernian 
School  upon  the  result  of  the  inquiry  by 
the  committee  appointed  by  Sir  Thomas 
Steels  into  the  discipline  of  the  school. 
The  Governors  adopt  the  Report  of  the 
committee,  which  strongly  deprecated 
the  great  seventy  of  the  punishments  in 
the  school ;  but  they,  at  the  same  time, 
say  that  the  school  has  eo  materially  im- 
proved in  many  respects  under  the  care 
and  in  consequence  of  the  esertions  of 
Colonel  Cotton  that,  while  they  hare  al- 
tered the  system  of  puniahments,  notably 
abolishing  cells  and  bread  and  water, 
they  express  their  unanimous  opinion, 
shared  by  the  membera  of  the  original 
committee,  that  it  would  not  be  in  the 
intersts  of  the  institution  to  remove 
■Colonel  Cotton.  I  have,  therefore,  though 
I  confess  with  some  hesitation,  sanc- 
tioned the  continuance  of  Colonel  Cotton's 
employment  as  commandant  for  the  pre- 
sent. The  adjutant  is  on.  the  point  of 
retiring,  and  a  £resh  appointment  will 
be  made  shortly.  I  do  not  see  any  occa- 
sion to  lay  the  Reports  before  Parlia- 
ment i  that  of  the  committee  is  of  great 
length. 

LANDIXJRD  and  tenant  (IKELAND) 
ACT,  1870— THE  BBKSBDRODQIl  COM- 
UI8SI0N. 

Sib  WILLIAM    FALLISEE  asked 

the  honourable  Member  for  the  County 

of  Cork,  Whether  any  entry  exists  upon 

the  Minutw  of  the  FroceMings  of  the 

Mr.  W.  X.  FortUt 


Bessborough  Commission  to  show  that 
the  rebutting  statements  made  in  writing 
by  the  Irish  landlords,  and  contained  in 
Appendix  (C),  had  been  officially  con- 
sidered by  the  Oommissionen  at  any  of 
their  sittings  prior  to  the  4tb  of  January, 
when  the  Report  of  the  Commissioners 
waa  signed  ;  and,  whether  the  statement 
made  in  Clause  4  of  the  Report  on  the 
4th  January,  that — 

"  Tho  communicatioQB  received  from  those 
lo  ncre  unable  or  did  not  desire  to  attend 
J  also  printed  in  theii  proper  pbce  (C)," 
IS  correct  at  the  time  it  was  made  ? 
Mb.  SHAW :  Sir,  I  am  afraid  it  is 
not  possible  for  me  to  Ratify  entirely 
the  curiosity  of  the  hon.  Baronet.  The 
Minutes  of  the  proceedings  of  the  Bess- 
borough  Commission  are  not  in  my  pos- 
session ;  but  I  presume  they  are  in  the 
possession  of  theChairmanorSecretaryof 
the  Commission.  I  have  not  the  slightest 
doubt  that  if  the  hon.  Baronet  writes  to 
either  of  these  gentlemen  he  will  get  the 
information  he  wants,  if  it  is  for  any 
legitimate  purpose.  As  to  the  second 
Question,  whether  the  statements  made 
in  Clause  4  of  the  Report  of  the  4th 
January  were  printed  at  the  time  of  the 
second  Report,  I  do  not  suppose  they 
were  printed  at  that  time.  The  general 
rule  ie  that  the  first  volume  of  a  Report 
is  printed  before  the  second  or  third, 
and  that  happened  in  this  case. 

Sm  WILLIAM  PAIXI8ER  asked 
the  honourable  Member  for  the  County 
of  Cork,  Whether  the  Report  of  Lord 
Bessborough's  Commission  was  altered 
after  the  4th  of  January  last,  the  date 
on  which  it  was  signed,  in  consequence 
of  |the  study  by  the  Commission  of  the 
rebutting  evidence  subsequent  to  that 
date  ;  and,  if  so,  what  alterations  were 
introduced  ;  and,  whether  he  will  supply 
the  dates  of  the  "  Statements  in  reply  to 
or  in  explanation  of  evidence,"  ba  well 
as  the  dates  at  which  those  statements 
were  received  back  from  the  printers  f 

Me.  SHAW  :  Sir,  the  Report  was 
not  altered  in  any  very  substantial  par- 
ticular after  the  date  referred  to  by  the 
hon.  Member;  and  I  may  say  also  that 
if  the  Commissioners  met  now,  after  six 
months'  study  of  the  evidence,  I  am 
certain  it  would  not  be  altered.  Tho 
Report  of  the  Commissioners,  I  believe, 
was  fully  justified  on  evidence  of  an  in- 
dependent character,  quite  independent 
of  any  aubseq  uent  evidence.  Some  gen- 
tlemen  think,  when  they  say  tiie  evi- 
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dence  was  rebutted,  that  that  is  quite 
enough ;  but  I  have  had  an  immense 
number  of  cases  brought  under  my 
notice  where  the  rebutting  evidence  was 
completely  rebutted,  and  therefore  the 
original  evidence  was  not  materially 
affected  by  anything  said  afterwards. 
As  to  the  last  Question,  whether  I  can 
supply  the  dates  of  the  statements  in 
reply  to  or  in  explanation  of  the  evi- 
dence, I  am  informed  that  these  state- 
ments were  sent  in  letters  without  any 
dates  whatever,  and  they  were  sent  to 
the  printer  and  very  likely  destroyed. 

CYPRUS— PEST  OF  LOCUSTS. 

Mr.  a.  M'ARTHUR  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies,'VVhe- 
ther  he  is  aware  that  the  locusts  have 
already  inflicted  great  injury  in  Cyprus ; 
what  steps  the  Local  Government  is 
taking  to  deal  with  the  pest ;  and,  whe- 
ther there  is  reason  to  believe  that  the 
measures  adopted  are  calculated  to  ac- 
complish their  object? 

Sib  CHARLES  W.  DILKE,  in  reply, 
said,  that  he  might  answer  the  first  and 
third  portions  of  the  Question  in  the 
affirmative.  In  reply  to  the  second  por- 
tion of  the  Question,  the  steps  that  were 
being  taken  were  being  adopted,  not  so 
much  to  mitigate  as  to  entirely  extirpate 
the  pest.  Papers  on  the  subject  would 
be  laid  before  the  House. 

REVOLUTIONARY  CONGRESS  IN 
LONDON. 

Mb.  BORLASE  asked  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department,  Whe- 
ther his  attention  has  been  called  to  the 
statement  in  this  morning's  papers  that 
a  Revolutionary  Congress  has  been  sit- 
ting in  London  ;  that  a  public  meeting 
promoted  by  delegates  thereof  was  held 
on  the  night  of  the  18th  in  the  Cleveland 
Hall,  Cleveland  Street,  Fitzroy  Square, 
where  all  nationalities  were  represented ; 
that  government  and  capital  in  every 
form  were  emphatically  denounced ; 
and,  whether,  if  so,  it  is  his  intention 
to  take  any  measures  to  suppress  for 
the  future,  proceedings  so  clearly  sub- 
versive of  all  Law  and  order  ?  He 
added  that  he  should  also  be  glad  to 
know  whether  it  was  a  fact  that  at  this 
same  meeting  the  assassination  of  the 
Russian  Governor  Qeneral  was  openly 
advocated  by  a  person  who  was  said  to 
be  a  Russian  tubjeot  ? 


Mr.  BELLINGHAM  said,  he  would 
ask,  if  he  might  do  so  without  Notice, 
Whether  the  conference  was  not  one  the 
holdine  of  which  on  Swiss  territory  was 
prohibited  by  the  Swiss  Republic  ;  and 
whether  the  gentleman  who  took  the 
chair  was  not  an  active  supporter  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government  at  the  late 
election  ? 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT :  Sir, 
I  am  not  aware  of  the  name  of  the  gen- 
tleman who  took  the  chair  at  this  meet- 
ing, and  I  must  ask  for  Notice  of  the 
Question,  as  also  of  the  new  Question 
put  to  me  by  my  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  East  Cornwall  (Mr.  Borlase).  I 
put  it  to  hon.  Members  whether,  on  a 
matter  of  such  importance  as  this,  I 
should  be  called  on  to  answer  Questions 
without  Notice.  Anything  about  an 
assassination  of  the  Russian  Governor 
General  I  have  never  heard  of.  With 
regard  to  the  other  Questions  of  my  hon. 
Friend,  upon  considering  a  Report  that 
has  been  made  to  me  upon  this  subject,  I 
do  not  find  anything  which  womd  au- 
thorize or  justify  any  action  on  the  part 
of  the  Government. 

POST    OFFICE   (TELEGRAPH  DEPART- 
MENT)— SUBMARINE  CABLES. 

Mr.  LAING  asked  the  Financial  Se- 
cretary to  the  Treasury,  Whether,  in 
view  of  the  great  inconvenience  to  im- 
portant districts  and  interests,  which  has 
resulted  from  delays  in  repairing  Sub- 
marine Cables  forming  parts  of  the 
Postal  Telegraphic  system,  the  Treasury 
will  authorise  the  acquisition  by  the  Post 
Office  of  a  suitable  repairing  steamer  to 
be  kept  constantly  available  for  restor- 
ing any  communications  which  may  be 
interrupted  ? 

Lord  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH : 
Sir,  I  cannot  deny  that  very  consider- 
abler  inconvenience  has  been  caused 
this  year  owing  to  two  submarine  cables 
having  required  repair  at  a  time  when 
no  vessel  adapted  for  the  purpose  was 
available.  The  purchase  of  a  cable  ship 
would  entail  a  heavy  charge  upon  the 
Estimates,  and,  looking  to  the  large  sums 
provided  in  this  year's  Estimates  for  the 
Postal  Telegraph  service  for  new  works 
and  renewals,  the  Treasury  did  not  feel 
justified  in  asking  Parliament  to  make 
such  provision  in  the  present  financial 
year.  The  question  will,  however,  be 
carefully  considered  when  the  Estixnates 
for  1882-8  are  b«ing  prepared. 
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Colonels  on  half-pay,   who  have  com- 

Eleted  fifty-eight  years  of  age,  and  who 
y  his  first  memorandum  he  proposed 
compulsorily  to  retire  on  the  1st  of  July 
1881,  on  a  pension  of  £420  a-year,  but 
whose  age  for  such  compulsory  retire- 
ment has  been  extended  to  fifty-nine 
years  of  age,  by  the  recent  Royal  War- 
rant, may  retire  from  the  1st  July  1881, 
with  the  compensations  offered  to  the 
latter  when  compulsorily  retired  at  the 
age  of  fifty-nine  ;  and,  whether  it  is 
proposed  to  keep  these  Colonels  on 
half-pay  till  they  attain  the  age  of 
fifty-nine,  thereby  depriving  them  of 
about  £  198  for  that  year,  which  sum  they 
could  have  obtained  under  the  Warrant 
of  1877  by  voluntary  retirement;  and, 
moreover,  of  the  following  compensa- 
tion for  that  year,  viz.  the  equivalent  for 
the  net  loss  by  being  debarred  from  age 
from  succeeding  to  the  establishment  of 
General  Officers,  and  the  actuarial  cal- 
culation of  value  of  the  chance  of  a 
Eegiment  ? 

Mb.  CHILDERS  :  Sir,  in  reply  to  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman,  1  have  to 
say  that  any  colonel  entitled  under  the 
Warrant  of  1878  to  retire  on  his  pen- 
sion of  £420  a* year  can  so  retire  now. 
The  addition  granted  by  the  Warrant  of 
the  25th  of  June  last  is  only  given 
in  cases  of  compulsory  retirement.  A 
colonel  now  on  half-pay  must  elect  be- 
tween the  two  courses. 


ARMY— VETERINARY  SURGEONS. 

Major  O^BEIENE  asked  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War,  Whether  the  War 
Office  authorities,  when  they  decided  to 
make  no  alteration  in  the  Veterinary 
Warrant  of  1878  in  favour  of  those 
Veterinary  Surgeons  who  entered  the 
Service  under  the  conditions  of  the 
Warrant  of  1859,  had  considered  the 
fact  that  these  officers,  under  the  War- 
rant of  1859,  were  eligible  for  promo- 
tion to  rank  of  Captain  after  five  years' 
service,  but  are  now  only  eligible  after 
twelve  years*  service,  whilst  Hiding 
Masters  and  Quartermasters  are  pro- 
moted to  that  rank  after  ten  years' 
service ;  if  he  will  explain  why  these 
Veterinary  Surgeons  should  not  be 
placed  on  an  equality  as  regards  rela- 
tive rank  with  Eiding  Masters  and 
Quartermasters,  and  why  they  should  be 
left  in  a  far  worse  position  than  that 
occupied  by  any  other  class  of  Commis- 
sioned Officers  in  the  Service;  and,  whe- 
ther he  will  consider  the  gprievance  of 
Officers  who  were  induced  to  enter  and 
remain  in  the  Service  under  the  condi- 
tions of  the  Warrant  of  1859,  and  find 
their  position  and  prospects  altered  to* 
their  disadvantage  by  tne  terms  of  the 
Warrant  of  1 878  ? 

Mr.  CHILDEES  :  In  reply  to  my 
hon.  and  gallant  Friend's  first  Question, 
I  have  to  point  out  to  him  that  there  is  a 
g^eat  difference  between  being  eligible  for 
and  being  entitled  to  a  particular  rank.  It 
is  true  that  the  Warrant  of  1 859  made 
veterinary  surgeons  eligible  for  the  rank 
of  captain  after  five  years'  service  ;  but, 
as  a  matter  of  fact,  vacancies  were  not 
taking  place  in  1878  which  admitted  of 
promotion  within  double  that  time,  and, 
before  long,  no  veterinary  surgeon  would 
probably  have  become  a  captain  under 
17  years'  service.  The  Warrant  of  1878 
gave  them  rank  absolutely  after  12 
years'  service.  The  whole  arrangements 
about  veterinary  surgeons  have  been  so 
recently  settled  by  my  Predecessor  that 
I  have  been  reluctant  to  re-open  the 
question  this  year ;  but  I  will  look  into 
it  during  the  autumn,  especially  with  re- 
ference to  relative  rank. 

ARMY  ORGANIZATION  —  COMPULSORY 
RETIREMENT— HALF-PAY 
COLONELS. 
Captain  AYLMRR  asked  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War,  Whether  those 


INDIA— CHAPLAINS  IN   THE   BENGAL 
ESTABLISHMENT. 

Mb.  BAXTER  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  India, with  reference  to  his  view 
that  the  Government  of  India  do  not 
appear  to  have  paid  sufficient  attention 
to  their  promise  to  revise  ecclesiastical 
expenditure,  If  it  is  true  that  no  fewer 
than  eleven  chaplains  have  been  ap- 
pointed on  the  JBengal  Establishment 
alone  in  the  one  year  of  1 880,  being  as 
many  as  were  appointed  by  the  late  Go- 
vernment in  the  four  years,  1875  to  1 878 
inclusive,  and  greatly  in  excess  of  the 
average 'of  many  years? 

TfiE  Marquess  op  HARTINGTON  : 
Sir,  in  1880,  nine  Bengal  Church  of 
England  chaplains  were  appointed,  as 
against  six.  in  1879.  From  1875  to  1878 
inclusive,  15  such  chaplains  were  ap- 
pointed, making  for  those  four  years  an 
average  of  nearly  four  per  annum.  In 
order  to  obtain  an  average  of  many 
yearsi  it  is  proposed  to  give  the  number 
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of  chaplins  appointed  since  the  last  re- 
vision of  the  Establishment  in  1 859,  when 
the  existing  number  was  fixed  at  90. 
From  1860  to  1880  inclusive,  107  chap- 
lains were  appointed.  The  average  of 
these  21  years  is  more  than  five  per 
annum.  No  new  chaplain  is  appointed 
except  when  a  vacancy  occurs.  The  Go- 
vernment of  India,  in  reply  to  my  in- 
quiries, recently  forwarded  a  Beportfrom 
the  Bishop  of  Calcutta,  in  which  they 
stated  they  generally  concurred,  to  the 
effect  that  the  number  of  chaplains  was 
not  in  excess  considering  the  duties  to 
be  performed.  I  have  addressed  a  de- 
spatch to  the  Government  of  India,  re- 
questing them  to  state  specifically  their 
own  opinion  whether  the  number  of 
chaplains  goes  beyond  the  obligations  of 
the  Government  reasonably  understood. 
The  Scotch  chaplains  are  not  included 
in  the  above  figures,  as  it  is  believed 
that  the  inquiries  of  my  right  hon. 
Friend  (Mr.  Baxter)  were  not  intended 
to  embrace  such  chaplains.  I  may, 
however,  state  that  on  the  Bengal  Es- 
tablishment there  are  five  Scotch  chap- 
lains. 


INDIA— FIELD   OFFICERS  IN   NATIVE 

REGIMENTS. 

Sib  TEEVOR  LAWRENCE  asked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  India,  Whe- 
ther his  attention  has  been  called  to  the 
fact  that,  in  the  native  regiments  of  the 
three  Presidencies,  there  are  625  field 
o£Bcers  to  560  captains  and  subalterns, 
several  regiments  having  but  one  cap- 
tain and  subaltern  a-piece ;  whether  the 
establishment  for  native  regiments  is  not 
two  field  officers  only  to  five  captains 
and  subalterns ;  and,  whether  so  dispro- 
portionate a  number  of  field  officers, 
many  of  whom  are  no  longer  young,  and 
are  simply  waiting  for  offreckonings, 
does  not  impair  the  efficiency  of  we 
native  regiments  and  add  considerably  to 
the  costs  of  the  commissioned  ranks? 
He  wished  further  to  ask  when  the  re- 
vised rules  relating  to  pensions  and  re- 
tirement in  the  Indian  Service  would  be 
promulgated  ? 

The  Makqttess  of  HARTINGTON  : 
Sir,  the  revised  rules  have  been  settled ; 
they  are  now  being  put  into  formal 
shape,  and  I  trust  they  will  be  published 
in  a  short  time.  With  regard  to  the  as- 
sumed proportion  of  field  officers  to  cap- 
tains and  subalterns  in  the  performance 


of  regimental  duty,  I  oan  only  refer  to 
the  reply  I  gave  on  the  20th  of  June,  to 
the  effect  that  the  latest  Return  in  the 
Office  shows  that  of  the  1,058  officers  of 
the  Staff  Corps  and  Indian  Services  in  the 
three  Presidencies  holding  regimental 
commands,  430  are  field  officers  and  628 
are  captains.  A  reference  to  the  latest 
'  ^  Bengal  Army  List"  shows  that  through- 
out that  Army  and  the  regiments  under 
the  Government  of  India — 105  in  all — 
there  are  only  21  substantive  field  officers 
holding  positions  which  should  be  held 
by  captains  or  subalterns,  and  of  these 
only  three  are  in  the  actual  performance 
of  such  duties,  the  rest  being  either  on 
leave  or  acting  in  higher  regimental 
positions,  or  on  the  Staff.  It  does  not 
appear  that  one  of  these  regiments  is  re- 
duced to  one  captain  and  one  subaltern. 
The  disproportion,  where  it  exists,  is  in 
the  Armies  of  Madras  and  Bombay, 
aggregating  81  oorps.  It  is  purely 
temporary,  and  will  be  greatly  alle- 
viated, if  not  altogether  removed,  by 
the  measures  with  regard  to  pensions 
and  other  matters  which  are  now  under 
consideration  and  will  very  shortly  be 
announced.  There  is  no  establishment 
of  the  several  Army  grades  for  Native 
regiments.  The  duties  to  be  ]performed 
by  the  European  officers,  who  it  is  to  be 
remembered  are  not  troop  and  company 
officers,  justify  three  field  officers  with 
each  infantry  and  four  with  eaoh  cavalry 
re^ment.  The  employment  of  the 
existing  field  officers  with  corps  does  not 
add  to  the  cost  of  the  Army,  as  the  offi- 
cers would  equally  draw  their  pa^,  whe- 
ther in  the  performance  of  regimental 
duty  or  not. 

FRANCE  AND  TUNIS  (POLITICAL 
AFFAIRS). 

Sib  H.  DRUMMOND  WOLFF 
asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs,  Whether,  since  July 
4th,  the  date  of  Lord  Lyons'  last  printed 
Despatch,  any  further  commumcation: 
has  been  received  from  the  French 
Foreign  Office  as  to  ''  the  means  of  es- 
tablisning  a  more  satisfactory  organisa- 
tion "  in  the  affairs  of  Tunis  wmch  M. 
Barthelemy  St.  Hilaire  then  promised  to 
consider  ? 

SiK  OHAELES  W.  DILKE :  Sir,  no 
further  communication  has  yet  been  re- 
ceived from  the  French  Foreign  Office 
on  the  subject  referred  to* 
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PBOTECnON  OP  PEB80N  AND  PEO- 
PEKTT  (IRELAND)  ACT,  1881 —HEALTH 
UF  MR.  JAMES  HIOQINS,  A  PRISONER 
UNDER  THE  ACT. 

Mb.  T.  D.  SULLIVAN  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  If  the  authorities  in  Dublin 
have  received  medical  reports  which 
testify  that  Mr.  James  Hignns,  who  is 
confined  as  a  suspect  in  Kitmainham 
Oaol,  is  sufTering  from  a  dangerous 
disease  of  the  heart;  and,  whether, 
nnder  these  circumstances,  he  will  order 
the  epeedy  release  of  Mr.  Higgiua? 

Mr.  W.  E.  FOESTER,  in  reply,  said, 
since  Xotice  of  the  Question  was  giTen 
he  had  telegraphed  for  farther  informa- 
tioii  reBpecting  Mr.  Higgine's  health. 
The  medical  officer  of  the  prison  stated 
that  he  was  suffering  from  excited  action 
of  the  heart;  but  the  disease  hod  not 
been  caused  or  aggravated  by  confine- 
ment, and  was  not  Ukely  to  prove  dan- 
gerous. He  would,  however,  make  fur- 
ther inquiries. 

Mb.  HEALT  asked  whether  the  threat- 
ening letter  for  which  Mr.  Higgina  was 
supposed  to  be  imprisoned  was  not  a 
friendly  letter  advising  a  person  in  the 
locality  to  give  up  a  farm  he  had  taken, 
for  the  sake  of  the  peaoe^af  the  neigh- 
bourhood, and  that  the  person  addressed 
subsequently  stated  that  he  was  in  no 
way  intimidated  ? 

Me.  W.  E.  F0H8TEE  said,  he  must 
remind  the  hon.  Member  that  he  could 
not  state  the  grounds  on  which  the 
arrest  had  been  made.  Notice  might  be 
given  of  the  Question ;  but  he  oould  give 
no  other  answer. 

BULGARIA  (POLITICAL  AFFAIRS). 

Ma.  J.  COWBN  asked  the  Under  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
Whether  any  communication  has  been 
received  from  an^  ForeiBn  Government 
asking  Her  Majesty's  Government  to 
join  in  a  common  declaration  approving 
of  the  course  recently  pursued  by  Prince 
Alexander  in  Bulgaria;  and,  whether, 
if  BO,  any  and  what  reply  has  been 
made? 

Sib  CHARLES  "W.  DILKE -.  No, 
Sir;  no  common  declaration  approving 
the  course  recently  pursued  by  Prince 
Alexander  in  Bulgaria  has  been  pro- 
posed. A  proposal  that  the  Powers 
should  join  In  oonnselling  union  between 
the  FruLoe  and  his  peopbwMmade,  but 
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not  formally  carried  into  effect,  and  the 
Papers  about  to  be  laid  on  the  Table 
will  contain  the  oorrespoadence  on  the 
subject. 


Me.  a.  M'AETHUH  ffor  Mr.  Alder- 
man W.  M'Abthue)  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colouiee,  Whe- 
ther the  Correspondence  between  the 
Colonial  Office  and  the  local  authoritiea, 
relative  to  the  Cessation  of  Ecclesiastical 
Grants  is  now  complete,  and  can  be  pro- 
duced ;  and,  whether  steps  have  been, 
or  will  be,  taken  to  prevent  the  creation. 
of  new  vested  interests  in  connection 
with  episcopal  chaplains  or  other  re- 
cipients of  the  grants  F 

Bia  CHAELES  W.  DILKE:  Sir, 
Papers  are  being  printed,  and,will  shortly 
be  produced.  Steps  will  be  token  to 
prevent  the  creation  of  any  fresb  vested 
interests. 

LANDLORD  AND  TENANT  (IRELAND) 
ACT,  1870-THE  BES8B0R0UGH  COM- 
MISSION. 

Sia  WILLIAM  PALLISER  asked  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whether  he 
received  the  rebutting  evidence  of  the 
Irish  landlords  contained  in  Appendix 
(0)  of  the  Minutes  of  Evidence  of  the 
Bessborough  Commission,  before  it  was 
printed  in  the  Blue  Book  on  or  about 
the  11th  ofMarehlastP 

Me.  GLADSTONE :  I  cannot  be  rs- 
sponsibls  for  the  date  mentioned  by  the 
hon.  Member  as  the  date  of  the  printing 
of  the  Blue  Book.  I  have  made  inquiry 
as  to  the  time  when  the  proof  of  the 
Evidence  which  was  sent  Xa  me  was  re- 
ceived, and  I  find  it  was  about  the  10th 
or  the  12thof  Maroh. 

COMPANIES  ACT,  1874— SCOTCH  BANKS. 

Sib  STAFFORD  NOETHCOTE  asked 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasu^,  Whe- 
ther the  Government  have  any  informa- 
tion as  to  the  correctness  of  a  statement 
that  certain  of  the  Scotch  Banks  have 
resolved  to  re-register  themselves  under 
the  provisions  of  ' '  The  Companies  Act, 
1874?" 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  :  Sir,  since  the 
last  Question  was  put  to  me  on'this  sub- 
ject I  have  received  a  letter  from  Mr. 
Mackenzie,  who  is  the  manager  of  the 
Oonu&eicial  Bank  of  Scotland,  the  senior 
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among  the  associated  banks,  enclosing  a 
minute  of  the  meeting  of  the  representa- 
tives of  the  seven  banks.  Perhaps  I 
had  better  read  the  resolution  that  was 
come  to  at  that  meeting.  It  was  this — 

''  After  full  conference  it  was  nnanimously 
agreed  that  the  directors  of  the  se^mn  ban^ 
should  recommend  their  managers  to  adopt  the 
principle  of  limited  liability,  and  that  all  neces- 
sary steps  be  taken  by  each  bank  for  registering 
under  the  Companies  Acts  of  1872  and  1879  as 
a  limited  bank;  and  in  order  to  perfect  the 
necessary  arrangements  for  effecting  the  said 
object,  and  that  the  whole  of  the  beinks  may 
enter  on  business  on  the  same  day,  or  as  near 
the  same  day  as  possible,  the  said  banks  remit 
to  their  managers  and  to  the  directors  to  con- 
sider all  the  necessary  details,  and,  with  the 
assistance  of  Mr.  Brodie  as  general  agent  of  the 
unlimited  banks,  who  will  communicate  with 
the  law  agents  of  the  representatives,  to  mature 
all  the  requisite  arrangements  and  report." 

ROYAL    UNIVERSITY   OF    IRELAND— 
THE  SCHEME  OF  THE  SENATE. 

Mb.  BEEESFOED  HOPE  asked  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  How  much 
money  would  be  required  to  satisfy  in 
full  the  very  large  financial  proposals  in- 
volved in  the  scheme  of  the  Senate  of 
the  Royal  University  of  Ireland;  how 
far  the  Government  propose  to  modify 
these  proposals;  and,  wnether  Parlia- 
ment will  have  any,  and  (if  so)  what, 
opportunity  of  discussing  the  scheme  ? 

Mr.  J.  A.  CAMPBELL  asked  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whether  he 
intends  to  submit  to  Parliament  durine 
the  present  Session  the  scheme  proposed 
by  the  Senate  of  the  Royal  University  of 
Lreland;  how  far  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment intend  to  adopt  the  proposals  in 
the  scheme  as  to  gpiving  Exhibitions  of 
from  £15  to  £100  each  to  the  profes- 
sional and  other  students  (number  un- 
limited) who  shall  pass  the  Honours 
Examinations,  and  as  to  founding  twelve 
Scholarships  of  £50  per  annum  each, 
fourteen  Junior  Fellowships  of  £200  per 
annum  each,  and  forty-eight  Fellowships 
of  £400  per  annum  each  ;  and,  whether, 
if  Government  are  disposed  to  entertain 
these  large  proposals  for  the  Royal  Uni- 
versity of  Ireland,  they  will  be  prepared 
to  institute  similar  prizes  in  the  Univer- 
sities of  Scotland  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  :  Sir,  I  am  afraid 
I  cannot  enter  into  details  in  reply  to 
these  Questions,  for  this  reason.  In  a 
few  days  a  Minister  of  the  Crown  will 
bring  forward  in  the  House  of  Lords  a 
Pill  dealing  with  this  subject;  and  as 


that  will  involve  a  statement  of  the  in- 
tentions of  the  Gt>vemment,  I  think  it 
would  be  better  not  to  anticipate  the 
statement  and  disoussion  of  it  by  answers 
to  Questions. 

SOUTH  AFRICA  — THE  TRANSVAAL  — 
THE  CAPITULATION  OF  POTCHEF- 
STROOM. 

Sib  WILFRID  LAWSON  asked  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whether 
the  information  which  the  Government 
had  received,  and  which  he  communi- 
cated to  the  House  on  the  2nd  of  May, 
to  the  effect  that — 

'*  The  oapitulation  of  Potchesfroom  was  ob- 
tained by  an  act  of  treachery  on  the  part  of  the 
commandant  of  the  besieging  force," 

has  been  confirmed,  or  otherwise,  by 
more  recent  accounts  from  the  Trans- 
vaal? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE:  Sir, the  Question 
of  my  hon.  Friend  arises  out  of  the  cir- 
cumstance that  I  said  on  a  former  day 
that  the  capitulation  of  Potchefstroom 
was  obtained  by  an  act  of  treachery  on 
the  part  of  the  commandant  of  the  be- 
sieging force.  Since  that  time  we  have 
had  an  opportunity  of  receiving  full  de- 
tails of  the  nature  of  that  act.  I  do  not 
know  that  it  would  be  convenient,  or 
attended  with  advantage,  for  me  to  enter 
upon^those  details.  The  real  question 
is  whether  I  adhere  to  that  phrase.  I 
admit  that  its  accuracy  is  a  matter  of 
argument.  We  do  not  precisely  know 
every  particular  of  what  occurred  in  such 
a  way  as  to  know  exactly  the  oonse* 
quences  that  were  produced  by  certain 
acts ;  but  undoubtedly  this  is  true,  that 
there  was  bad  faith.  It  was  stipulated 
in  the  arrangements  that  the  conclusion 
of  the  armistice  was  to  be  made  known 
to  the  English  Commander  by  the  Com- 
mander of  the  Dutch  Force.  *He  had 
that  communicated  to  him,  and  yet, 
though  this  was  a  stipulation  of  the 
armistice,  he  did  not  conmiunicate  it  to 
the  English  Commander.  To  what  ez« 
tent  that  acted  on  the  mind  of  the 
Commander  at  Potchefstroom  I  cannot 
say ;  but,  without  expressingany  opinion 
at  present  on  the  question  of  toreachery, 
I  may  say  that  there  was  certainly  very 
gross  misconduct  on  his  part.  I  have 
only  to  say,  in  addition,  that  the  com- 
plete record  of  the  facts,  which  is  very 
minute  and  complicated,  is  quite  at  the 
service  of  the  hon.  Baronet  who  put  th# 
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Question,  or  of  any  other  hon.  Member  what   may  be   found   in   the   Papers 

who  wishes  to  inquire  into  the  circum-  already  produced.    I  can  explain  m  a 

stances.  moment  the  change  which  took  place  in 

Sir  WILFBID  LAWSON  :  Is  it  not  our  attitude  with  respect  to  the  discus- 
known  that  the  English  Commander  had  sion  referred  to.  It  is  this — that  when 
a  copy  of  the  terms  of  the  armistice  the  a  case  occurred  in  which  a  British  gar- 
day  before  the  capitulation  ?  risen  had  been  compelled  to  surrender, 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  I  do  not  think  I  owing  to  the  non-fulfilment  of  a  con- 
can  answer  the  Question  precisely.  He  dition  of  the  armistice  by  the  local  Com- 
may  have  had  a  copy  of  the  terms,  but  mandant,  we  at  once  raised  the  whole 
I  do  not  think  it  likely.  question  whether  we  could  or  could  not 

Sir  JOHN  HAY :  Will  the  Papers  rely  upon  a  continuance  of  a  specific 

with  reference  to  the  siege  of  Potcnef-  state  of  things,  or  whether  it  might  not 

stroom  be  laid  on  the  Table  of   the  be  the  losing  of  the  whole  of  the  ground 

House?  we  had  made.      Under  that  state   of 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:   I  will   inquire  things,    although   no   actual  hostilities 

whether  the  Papers  are  in  such  a  form  were  going  on,  we  could  not  feel  secure 

that  they  can  be  produced.    But  I  would  until  our  arrangements  were  made  and 

rather  recommend  the   right  hon.  and  carried  into  effect.    We  did  not  know 

gallant  Gentleman  to  avail  himself  of  what  might  happen  until  we  had  re-oc- 

the  hint  which  I  gave  a  little  time  ago,  cupied  Potcheistroom.     Our  object  was 

and  inspect  the  Papers  for  himself.     I  to  place  ourselves  in  the  same  position 

may  say  that  they  have  no  bearing  on  as  when  the  armistice  was  concluded, 

the  subject  of  the  discussion  of  Monday  We  considered,  of  course,  subject  to  the 

next  as  to  the  Transvaal — I  mean  as  re-  judgment  of  the  House,  that  when  that 

gards  the  conduct  of  the  Government  or  miscarriage —to  use  a  very  weak  word, 

as    regards  the  conduct    of  the   Boer  indeed — occurred  in  the  fulfilment  of  the 

Leaders,  because  the  conduct  of  the  latter  condition  of  the  arrangement,  there  was 

in  respect  of  the  matter  is  perfectly  un-  so  much  uncertainly  cast  on  the  whole 

impeachable.    The  whole  question  is  as  of  the  arrangement  that  the  state  of 

to  the  conduct  of  the  locid  Commandant,  things  was  not  such  as  to  encourage  the 

Sir  JOHN  HAY :  The  reason  why  I  House  to  enter  upon  a  discussion  of 

ask  for  the  Papers  is  because  I  have  re-  political  matters  while  military  affairs 

oeived  letters  from   officers  who  were  were  in  that  condition, 
imprisoned   at  Potchef stroom ;    and    I 

found  myself  upon  those  letters  when  I  AFGHANISTAN-CIVIL  WAR. 

say  that  the  conduct  of  the  Dutch  Com-  The  Marquess  of    HAETINGTON 

mandant,  who  was  a  Boer  Leader,  was  said,  the  following  Question  had  been 

contrary  to  the  laws  of  civilized  war-  put  on  the  Paper  by  the  hon.  Member 

^^ro-  for  Eye  (Mr.  Ashmead-Bartlett);  but,  as 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  :  So  much  I  have  that  hon.  Member  was  not  in  his  place, 

already  said,  and  desire  to  be  respon-  and  he  (the  Marquess  of  Hartington) 

Bible  for.     **  Treachery  "  is,  no  doubt,  a  could  probably  not  be  present  to-mor- 

yery  hard  word,  and  I  do  not  call  the  row,  he  might  reply  by    anticipation, 

individual  referred  to  a  Boer  Leader.  The  Question  was — 

He  waff  the  local  Commandant.      By  ..m       i.i.v    a      i.        £  a*,  t.  £     tj* 

Ti       T      J                         At.            'i.!-      1.  To  ask  the  Secrotarv  of  State  for  India, 

i5oer  Leaders  we  mean  those  with  whom  whether  he  can  give  the  douse  any  information 

we  communicated  respecting  all  the  new  as  to  the  Civil  war  which  has  broken  out  in 

arrangements,    and  their    conduct  has  Afghanistan,  and  especially  with  regard  to  the 

been   perfectly   honourable   and  unim-  statements  that  Ayoub  Khan  has  crossed  the 

peachable.  ^^^"^^^  ^- ' 

Sib  STAFFOEDNORTHCOTE:  May  The  reply  he  had  to  make  was  that  the 

we  expect  that  any  further  communica-  Government  had  already  given  to  the 

tions  will  be  laid  on  the  Table  before  Press  for  public  information  all  the  in- 

the  debate  fixed  for  Monday — a  debate  telligence  they  had  received  on  this  sub- 

which  has  been  put  off  for  a  consider-  ject.      The  latest  telegrams  from    the 

able  time  on  the  ground  of  the  proceed-  Viceroy  showed  that  Ayoub  Elhan  was 

ings  at  Potchefstroom  ?  in  the  Bakwa,  a  small  district  more  than 

Mb.  GLADSTONE:  I  do  not  think  100  miles ^west]  of  the  Helmund.     His 

there  are  any  communications  more  than  f  orooi  consisting,  it  was  said,  of  six  regi- 
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ments  of  Infantry,  13  guns,  and  about 
1,500  Cavalry,  was  distributed  between 
Farah  and  Washir.  The  Ameer's  force, 
which  consisted  of  five  regpiments  of  In- 
fantry, two  of  Cavalry,  1,500  irregular 
horse,  and  16  g^ns,  was  said  to  be  at 
Kalah-i-Qaz,  close  on  the  other  side  of 
the  Helmund.  Besides  this,  it  was  re- 
ported that  two  regiments  of  Infantry 
and  12  guns  left  Candahar  about  the 
1 6th  of  July  en  route  to  Girishk,  and 
that  further  reinforcements  were  on  their 
way  from  Cabul. 

THE  COMMISSION  ON  TECHNICAL 
EDUCATION. 

Mr.  MACDONALD  asked  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury,  If  it  be  correct,  as 
stated  in  several  journals,  there  has  been 
or  there  is  about  to  be  a  Commission  ap- 
pointed to  inquire  into  and  report  on  the 
spread  of  technical  knowledge  among 
those  engaged  in  many  of  the  most  im- 
portant industries  in  several  of  the  Euro- 
pean States  ;  whether,  considering  the 
interest  the  working  classes  of  this  coun- 
try have  in  such  a  subject,  before  the 
Commission  is  complete,  he  will  cause 
to  be  put  on  it,  as  Commissioners,  per- 
sons from  the  ranks  of  the  workmen, 
who  enjoy  their  confidence,  and  who,  at 
the  same  time,  have  a  thorough  prac- 
tical knowledge  in  all  the  branches  of 
manufacture  —  in  the  cotton  trade  ; 
woollen  ditto  ;  the  iron  trade  in  all  its 
forms  ;  coal  mining  in  its  various  modes  ; 
and  any  other  branch  of  manufacture 
that  may  be  of  sufficient  importance  to 
be  reported  upon ;  and,  whether,  if  the 
Government  consent  to  make  such  ap- 
pointments, it  will  cause  the  various 
trades  to  be  communicated  with  directly, 
so  that  only  really  skilled  men  in  the 
respective  occupations  or  handicrafts 
may  be  engaged  on  it  ? 

Mr.  MUNDELLA,  in  reply,  said,  it 
would  be  in  the  recollection  of  the  House 
that  about  three  months  ago  the  hon. 
Member  for  Glasgow  (Mr.  Anderson) 
moved  for  the  appointment  of  a  Boyal 
Commission  to  visit  the  Technical  Schools 
of  France,  Belgium,  Germany,  and  Swit- 
zerland, and  to  report  to  the  House  as 
to  the  advantages  which  the  agriculture 
and  industries  of  these  countries  derived 
from  technical  education.  He  (Mr. 
Mundella)  then  stated  that  he  thought 
the  information  could  be  obtained  with- 
out putting  the  country  to  the  expense 
of    a    roving    Commission    throughout 

VOL.   CCLXIII.    [third  series.] 


Europe,  and  that,  by  appealing  to  the 
public  spirit  of  gentlemen  connected  with 
the  large  public  industries  of  the  coun- 
try, those  gentlemen  would  themselves 
undertake  such  a  commission.  He  had 
since  placed  himself  in  communication 
with  four  gentlemen  on  this  subject; 
two  of  them  had  already  consented,  at 
their  own  expense,  to  investigate  the 
whole  question.  Those  two  Gentlemen 
were  the  hon.  Member  for  Banbury  (Mr. 
B.  Samuelson),  who  had  rendered  very 
important  service  in  this  question  in  1867, 
and  the  senior  Member  for  Manchester 
(Mr.  Slagg),  who  was  largely  interested 
in  the  cotton  industry.  The  other  two 
gentlemen  with  whom  he  had  been  in 
communication  had  not  yet  gpiven  a  final 
answer ;  but  he  believed  he  should,  have 
a  Commission  which  would  obtain  all  the 
information  that  was  required,  and  which 
would  be  all  the  stronger  for  being  com- 
posed of  unpaid  Commissioners.  With 
regard  to  the  presence  of  working  men 
on  the  Commission,  his  hon.  Friend 
must  be  aware  that  there  was  no  an- 
tagonism on  this  question.  Both  sides 
were  equally  interested  in  knowing  what 
was  being  aone,  and  the  Eeport  would 
be  as  public  to  the  working  men  as  to 
the  employers.  Moreover,  they  could 
not  expect  workmen  to  go  at  their  own 
expense  for  two  or  three  months  visit- 
ing the  technical  schools  on  the  Conti- 
nent. 

Mr.  MACDONALD  asked  whether, 
if  the  large  working  industries  of  the 
country  were  prepared  to  pay  repre- 
sentatives to  serve  on  the  Commission, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  allow 
such  representatives  a  seat  upon  it  ? 

Mr.  mundella  said,  that,  under 
these  circumstances,  he  would  only  be 
too  happy  to  have  Eoports  from  those 
gentlemen,  and  have  them  embodied  in 
the  other  Eeports;  and  gpive  the  same 
facilities  to  the  workmen  as  to  their 
employers. 

Mr.  DAWSON  asked  whether  the 
Vice  President  of  the  Council  would 
afford  to  Irish  woollen  manufacturers 
the  opportunity  of  proceeding  in  the 
same  manner  as  the  manufacturers  of 
England  ? 

Mr.  mundella  said,  that  any  in- 
formation as  to  the  advantages  of  tech- 
nical education  on  woollen  manufactures 
would  apply  to  Irish  as  well  as  to  Enff-' 
lish  manufactures.  It  did  not  really 
seem  necessary  to  send  a  number  of 
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ment  of  the  House,  in  order  to  afford  an 
opportunity  for  expressing  an  opinion  on 
the  matter. 

SOUTH   AFRICA  — THE   TRANSVAAL  — 
MILITARY   EXPENDITURE,  1879-80. 

Baron  HENEY  DE  W0BM8  asked 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whe- 
ther, with  reference  to  the  statement 
reported    to  have  been  made  by  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies  that 
**  the  financial   balance   sheet    of   the 
Transvaal  did  not  include  a  single  far- 
thing for  military  expenses,"  it  is  not 
the  fact  that  the  Account  of  Hevenue 
and  Expenditure  for  the  Transvaal  for 
the  years  1879  and  1880  (Blue  Book 
2950,  page  73),  includes  an  expenditure 
of  £17,232  during  these  years  for  Colo- 
nial defence ;  and,  whether  he  will  cause 
a  Statement  to  be  published  and  laid 
upon  the  Table  of  the  House,  showing 
how  this  and  other  items  of  expenditure 
for  Colonial  defence  are  composed  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE,  in  reply,  said,  he 
was  given  to  understand  by  his  noble 
Friend  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Co- 
lonies that  the  Question  was  due  to  an  in- 
complete report  of  the  speech  of  his  noble 
Friend.  It  appeared  that  the  expendi- 
ture for  Colonial  defence  was  for  outlays 
for  Native  Contingents  and  Native  Police. 
The  mention  of  military  expenses  re- 
ferred to  the  cost  of  the  military  estab- 
lishment in  the  Transvaal ;  and  that,pre- 
vious  to  the  Boer  outrage,  amounted  to 
many  hundred  thousands  of  pounds, 
though  the  precise  amount  could  not  be 
stated  at  present.  Such  a  statement 
might  hereafter  be  given,  if  it  were 
thought  desirable ;  but,  to  prevent  mis- 
apprehension, the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Colonies  wished  it  to  be  understood 
that  he  alluded  to  the  successful  expedi- 
tion against  Secocoeni,  which  took  place 
previous  to  the  time  the  hon.  Member  had 
in  view,  and  which  cost  £383,000.  It 
was  paid  for  by  the  Imperial  Treasury, 
and  a  part  of  the  cost  of  previous  unsuc- 
cessful operations,  amounting  to  about 
£l  10,000,  was  defrayed  out  of  the  local 
funds. 

PARLIAMENT— PRIVILEGE— "  CLARKE 
V.  BRADLAUGH." 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  said,  he  desired 
to  put  a  Question  on  a  point  of  Order  to 
the  Speaker,  of  which  he  had  given 
private  Notice  to  the  hon.  Member  for 
North  Warwickshire  (Mr.  Newdegate). 


gentlemen  more  than  was  necessary  to 
make  that  inquiry ;  but  if  any  gentleman 
connected  with  the  Irish  woollen  manu- 
factures would  offer  himself,  and  was 
'  possessed  of  the  necessary  qualifications, 
the  application  would  be  considered. 

PARLIAMENT— PUBLIC  BUSINESS. 

Sir  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE 
wished  to  know  what  would  be  the  course 
of  Business  to-morrow — whether  there 
would  be  a  Morning  Sitting  to-morrow, 
and,  if  so,  for  what  purpose  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  the  moment 
the  Committee  on  the  Irish  Land  Law 
Bill  was  closed — and  he  hoped  it  might 
be    closed    to-night — the    Government 
would  take  Supply,  which,  indeed,  they 
were  bound  to  do  by  every  consideration 
of  good  faith,  as  well  as  of  policy.  Mon- 
day, of  course,  would  be  devoted  to  the 
Transvaal  debate.    He  was  not  yet  in 
a  condition  to  say  whether  the  debate 
could  be  closed  on  Monday ;  but  at  this 
period  of  the  year  it  would  be  more  for 
convenience  and  advantage  if,  by  sitting 
a  little  late,  they  could  close  it  then, 
rather  than  extend  the  debate  over  two 
nights.    In  that  case  it  would  be  their 
duty  to  proceed  with  the  Report  on  the 
Land  BiU  on  Tuesday  and  Wednesday. 
He  should  likewise  add  that,  under  the 
circumstances,  they  might  be  able  to 
proceed  next  day  to  the  third  reading, 
though  that  was  a  matter  with  regard 
to  which  they  must  consult  the  feeing 
of  the  House. 

Sir  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE :  As- 
suming that  the  Committee  on  the  Land 
Law  (Ireland)  Bill  will  be  closed  to- 
night, will  there  be  a  Morning  Sitting 
to-morrow  ? 

Ma.  GLADSTONE :  Yes,  Sir ;  for  the 
purpose  of  going  on  with  Supply. 

TURKEY— THE  LATE  SULTAN  ABDUL 
AZIZ— MIDHAT  PASHA. 

Mr.  M'COAN  asked.  If  there  was 
any  truth  in  the  newspaper  report  of 
that  day  that  Midhat  Pacha  was  to  be 
sent  in  exile  to  a  place  near  Mecca  ? 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  said, 
that  up  to  4  o'clock  that  afternoon  no 
telegram  had  reached  the  Foreign  Office 
to  that  effect. 

Mr.  M'COAN  said,  that  he  should 
repeat  the  Question  on  Monday,  and  if 
he  did  not  then  receive  a  satisfactory 
answer,  he  should  move  the  adjoum- 
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It  was,  Whether,  as  the  hon.  Gentleman 
had  admitted  in  the  Court  of  Queen's 
Bench  that  he  gave  a  bond  to  the  com- 
mon informer  Clarke,  who  was  Plaintiff 
in  the  action  of  **  Clarke  against  Brad- 
laugh,"  engaging  to  indemnify  him 
against  all  costs  in  the  action  which 
were  not  paid  by  the  Plaintiff  or  covered 
by  the  penalty,  the  hon.  Gentleman  was 
not  acting  contrary  to  the  rule  which 
precluded  a  Member  from  voting  on  a 
matter  in  which  he  had  a  pecuniary 
interest.  The  hon.  Member  had  blocked 
the  first  reading  of  a  Bill  which  he  had 
asked  leave  to  introduce  in  order  to 
relieve  Mr.  Bradlaugh  from  his  liability 
for  certain  penalties  for  which  Clarke 
was  suing.  The  Eule,  as  given  in  Sir 
Erskine  May's  work,  was — 

*^  In  the  Commons  it  is  a  distinct  rule  that  no 
Member  who  has  a  direct  pecuniary  interest  in 
a  question  shall  be  allowed  to  vote  upon  it ; " 

and  he  would  submit  to  Mr.  Speaker 
whether  blocking  a  Bill  was  not  con- 
structively voting  against  it  ? 

Mr.  NE  WDEGATE  said,  he  ventured 
to  express  a  hope  that  the  House  would 
not  take  any  proceedings  upon  the  matter 
to  which  the  hon.  Member  for  North- 
ampton had  referred  until,  if  the  House 
should  so  think  fit,  the  evidence  given 
upon  the  trial  now  proceeding  could  be 
printed  for  the  information  of  the  House. 
He  was  the  more  confident  in  this  ex- 
pectation since  it  was  a  Bule  of  the 
House  that  it  would  not  take  cognizance 
of  matters  which  were  pending  as  part 
of  judicial  proceedings  before  the  Courts 
of  Law. 

Mr.  LABOUCHEEE  asked,  whether 
the  hon.  Gentleman  should  not  also 
adhere  to  the  Bule  that  no  Member  who 
had  a  direct  pecuniary  interest  in  a 
question  should  take  part  in  it  ?  He  was 
quite  ready,  if  the  hon.  Gentleman  said 
he  was  wrong  in  what  he  had  stated,  to 
admit  his  error  at  once ;  but  he  was  in 
Court  when  the  statement  was  made. 

Sir  JOSEPH  M*KENNA  rose  to 
Order,  and  asked  whether  such  an  in- 
terrogation as  had  been  put  could  pro- 
perly be  addressed  by  one  hon.  Member 
to  another  ? 

Mr.  SPEAKER:  I  understand  the 
hon.  Member  for  Northampton  (Mr. 
Labouchere)  to  have  put  a  Question  to 
the  Chair  on  a  point  of  Order.  As  the 
House  is  aware,  any  Member  having  a 
direct  pecuniary  interest  in  any  matter 
l^efore  the  House  who  g^ves  a  vote  upon 


that  matter,  is  liable  to  have  his  vote 
disallowed;  but,  without  expressing  any 
opinion  on  this  particular  case,  I  may 
say  that  the  Eule  does  not  preclude 
a  Member  from  giving  Notice  of  oppo- 
sition to  a  Bill  if  he  thinks  proper  to 
do  so. 

ORDERS   OF  TRE  DAT. 


LAND  LAW  (IRELAND)  BILL.~[Bill  136.] 
{Mr.  Gladstone f  Mr,  Fortter,  Mr.  Bright,  Mr, 

Attorney  General  for  Ireland,    Mr.  SoUeitor 

General  for  Ireland.) 

COMMITTKE.      [tHIBTY- SECOND  NIGHT.] 

[Progress  20th  Jw/y.] 
Bill  considered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

New  Clauses. 
New  Clause — 

(Letting  for  labourers'  cottages  not  to  be  within 
the  restrictions  of  Act.) 

**  Any  person  prohibited  under  this  Act  from 
letting  or  sub-letting  a  holding  may,  with  the 
sanction  of  the  Court,  and  with  power  for  the 
Court  to  prescribe  such  terms  as  to  rent  and 
otherwise  as  the  Court  thinks  just,  let  any  por- 
tion of  land  with  or  without  dwelling-houses 
thereon  to  or  for  the  use  of  labourers  bond  fide 
employed  and  required  for  the  cultivation  of  the 
holding,  and  such  letting  shall  not  be  deemed  to 
be  a  sub-letting  within  the  meaning  of  this  Act, 
or  to  be  a  letting  prohibited  by  this  Act :  Pro- 
vided, That  the  portion  of  any  holding  so  let 
does  not  exceed  half-an-acre  in  each  case,  and 
that  the  total  number  of  such  lettings  of  portions 
of  a  holding  does  not  exceed  one  for  every 
twenty-fivo  acres  of  tillage  land  contained  in 
the  holding,"— (ifr.  JF.  E.  Forstery) 

— brought   up,   and  read  the  first  and 
second  time. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  line  2,  to 
leave  out  all  the  words  after  the  word 
**  may  "  to  the  word  ** lot"  in  line  8.— 
{Mr.  Callan.) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  the  words 
'  with  the  sanction  of  the  Court '  stand 
part  of  the  Clause." 

Mb.  CALLAN.said,  that  last  night  he 
had  suggested  that  his  mind  was  not 
clearly  made  up  as  to  the  necessity  of 
this  Amendment ;  but,  on  further  reflec- 
tion, it  now  was.  He  took  it  that  the 
two  new  clauses  which  stood  on  the 
Paper  were  introduced  by  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  in  order  to  im- 

Srove  the  condition  of  the  labourers' 
welliQgs  in  Ireland.     The  first  of  them 
was  a  clause  to  facilitate  the  erection  of 
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labourers'  cottages.  Now,  the  Bill  of 
lb70,  as  it  left  the  House  of  Oommons, 
bore  a  striking  resemblance  in  some  of 
its  essential  features  to  the  proposition 
which  had  been  placed  upon  the  Paper 
by  the  Chief  Secretary ;  out  there  had 
been  amost  strange  addition  to  the  clause, 
which  addition  had  the  effect  of  placing 
further  restrictions  upon  the  tenant 
farmers  in  reference  to  the  building  of 
labourers'  cottages.  In  the  Bill  of  1870, 
when  it  left  the  House  of  Commons, 
ihere  was  a  provision  which  was  after- 
wards struck  out  by  the  House  of  Lords, 
and  for  striking  it  out  their  Lordships 
had  been  very  severely  censured.  They 
had  been  strongly  censured  more  than 
once  by  the  Chief  Secretary  for  the  course 
they  took,  and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  constantly  predicted  that  evil  results 
would  follow.  Now,  the  reprint  of  the 
Bill,  by  order  of  the  House  on  the  1 2th 
of  May  last,  showed  the  portions  of  the 
Bill  of  1 870  that  were  struck  out ;  and 
it  would  be  found  that  in  the  clause 
which  was  omitted  by  the  House  of 
Lords  there  was  no  restriction  what- 
ever placed  upon  the  tenant  farmers 
in  regard  to  the  building  of  labourers' 
cottages  save  one,  and  that  was  that  a 
sub-tenant  of  any  holding  of  25  acres 
or  upwards  should  be  relieved  from  the 
penalties  of  sub-letting  or  sub-dividing 
the  holding,  provided  the  portion  to  let 
was  devoted  to  the  use  of  the  agricul- 
tural labourer,  either  for  cultivation  in 
the  shape  of  gardens,  or  for  the  erection 
of  cottage  accommodation.  It  was  pro- 
vided by  the  clause  that  an  allocation 
of  part  of  the  holding  should  not  be 
deemed  to  be  a  sub-division  or  sub-let- 
ting of  the  land  coming  within  the  ope- 
ration of  the  Act.  He  had  thought  when 
he  saw  the  new  clause  upon  the  Paper 
that  the  Chief  Secretary  was  introducing 
new  words,  or  that  it  was  brought  in  on 
the  suggestion  of  those  evil  geniuses  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  the  perma- 
nent officials,  who  seemed  to  have 
warped  and  perverted  the  intellect  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  ever  since  he 
had  been  brought  within  the  purlieus  of 
Dublin  Castle.  If  it  were  not  accounted 
for  in  that  way  then  it  could  only  be 
accounted  for  on  the  supposition  that 
the  Chief  Secretary  wished  to  place  ad- 
ditional obstacles  in  the  way  of  the  erec- 
tion of  labourers'  cottages.  When  the 
Act  of  1870  passed  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, and,  indeed,  as  it  now  stood;  the 

Mr,  CaUtm 


18th  clause  directed  that  any  landlord 
might,  after  six  months'  notice  in  writ- 
ing to  be  served  on  the  tenant,  resume 
possession  of  so  much  of  the  holding 
as   did    not    exceed    the  25th  part  of 
the  entire  holding,  for  the  purpose  of 
erecting  thereon  one  or  more  labourers' 
cottages,   with   or  without  gardens  at- 
tached.    Now,  that  clause  had  not  been 
enforced  by  the  landlords  during  the  1 1 
years  which  had  elapsed  since  the  pass- 
ing of  the  Act  in  no  single  instance. 
Then,  how  did  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man propose  to  facilitate   the  erection 
of  cottages  on    behalf   of   the   tenant 
farmers?    He  proposed  to  place  a  re- 
striction which  would  prevent  any  per- 
son from  availing  himself  of  this  pro- 
vision of  the  Bill  and  without  the  ex- 
press sanction  of  the  Court.  That  was  to 
say  that  a  tenant  farmer,  a  man  holding 
50  acres  of  land,  who  wished  to  erect  a 
couple  of  cottages  on  his  holdine,  and  to 
erect  them  at  times  that  might  be  most 
convenient  to  them,  would  not    be  at 
liberty  to  do  so  unless  he  first  obtained 
the  sanction  of  the  Court,  and  the  Court 
would    also    have  power    to  prescribe 
such  terms  in  regard  to  rent  and  other- 
wise as  to  the  Court  seemed  just.    As 
the  Bill  left  the  House  of  Commons  in 
1 870,  the  erection  of  a  labourer's  cot- 
tage, or  such  a  dub- division  of  the  hold- 
ing, would  not  have  come  within  the 
penal  clauses  of  the  Act.    But  what  was 
the  result  now  ?     The  first  thing  the 
tenant  farmer  must  do  was  to  serve  a 
notice  upon  the  Court.  As  a  rule,  the  ten- 
ant would  be  a  poor  ignorant  farmer;  he 
would  know  nothing  about  legal  formali- 
ties, and  would  be  altogether  unable  to 
conduct  his  own  case.  He  would  not  know 
how  to  serve  a  notice,  either  upon  his 
landlord  or  upon  the    Court  ;  and   he 
must,  therefore,  go  to   an  attorney  in 
order  to  secure  the  proper  notice  being 
served  upon  the  Court,  and  also  upon 
the    landlord,  for  leave   to  erect  a  la- 
bourer's cottage,  and  this  was  what  the 
Chief    Secretary    for  Ireland   called  a 
clause    for  facilitating  the  erection  of 
labourers*  dwellings.     Was  there   ever 
anything  more  preposterous  than  to  say 
that  under  the  operation  of  this  Bill  the 
tenant  farmer  must  serve  a  notice  upon 
the  landlord  and  upon  the  Court,  that 
he  must  then   arrange  for  a  hearing, 
wait  for  the  convenience  of  the  Chief 
Commissioner,  or    a    Special    Commis- 
sioner^  who  would  make  periodical  visits 
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to  vaiious  parts  of  Ireland  and  would 
not  probably  complete  his  round  more 
than  once  in  three  years,  or  else  the  ten- 
ant must  go  to  Dublin  and  show  that  he 
required  this  cottage  accommodation  for 
the  bond  fids  cultivation  of  the  holding, 
after  which  the  Commissioner,  in  his 
benevolence,  could  direct  the  appli- 
cant— 

"  Of  his  great  bounty, 
To  build  a  bridge  at  the  expense  of  the 
county." 

The  Court  might  authorize  the  tenant 
farmer  to  erect  the  cottage  ;  but  all  the 
formalities  that  it  would  be  necessary  to 
go  through  would  place  additional  diffi- 
culties in  the  tenant's  way.  At  the 
present  moment  no  such  difficulty  was 
placed  in  his  way,  aud  this  was  one  of 
those  new-fangled  schemes  which  the 
evil  genius  of  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  had  induced  him  to  propose. 
He  (Mr.  Callan)  pressed  upon  the  Com- 
mittee the  necessity  of  adopting  the 
Amendment  in  the  interest  of  the  la- 
bourers themselves,  whatever  their  pre- 
judices might  be  in  regard  to  making 
the  labourer  independent  of  the  farmer. 
The  only  object  of  the  Amendment  was 
to  remove  an  unprecedented  restriction 
which  the  clause  placed  upon  the  tenant 
farmer,  and  to  require  that  he  should  not 
be  compelled  to  go  to  the  Court  before 
he  undertook  the  erection  of  a  cottage. 
There  were  very  few  inducements  at 
present  to  the  farmers  to  build  cottages 
for  their  labourers,  and  it  was  undesir- 
able to  throw  additional  difficulties  in 
the  way.  He  therefore  hoped  the  Go- 
vernment would  yield  to  the  suggestion 
he  had  made ;  if  not,  he  should  cer- 
tainly feel  strongly  tempted  to  go  to  a 
division. 

Lord  JOHN  MANNERS  said,  he 
was  unable  to  be  present  yesterday,  al- 
though he  had  desired  to  be  in  his  placd 
to  express  his  thanks  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  for  having  inserted  in 
the  clause  the  words  to  which  the  hon. 
Gentleman  who  had  just  sat  down  had 
objected.  He  regarded  those  words  as 
a  safeguard  to  the  labourers,  and  if  they 
were  struck  out  it  would  be  open  for  any 
tenant  farmer,  on  availing  himself  of  the 
provision,  to  charge  any  rent  he  chose, 
either  for  the  cottage  or  for  the  piece  of 

f  round  he  wished  to  let.     He  (Lord 
ohn  Manners)  had  taken  that  objection 
when  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  origin- 


ally proposed  his'Amendment ;  and  he 
rejoiced  to  see  that  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  now  inserted  these  words, 
which,  he  believed,  would  aflEbrd  a  fairly 
satisfactory  safeguard  to  the  labourers 
of  Ireland.  That  being  the  case,  and 
as  it  had  been  clearly  established  in 
evidence  before  both  of  the  Eoyal  Com- 
missions that  no  class  in  Ireland  re- 
quired exceptional  protection  so  much 
as  the  labourers,  he  was  not  oppressed 
by  the  consideration  that  this  restric- 
tion was  against  the  principles  of  poli- 
tical economy.  The  whole  Bill  was 
opposed  to  the  principles  of  political 
economy ;  and  if  it  was  right  to  protect 
the  tenant  against  his  landlord,  in  op- 
position to  the  principles  of  political 
economy,  it  was  10  times  more  neces- 
sary, in  opposition  to  the  principles  of 
political  economy,  to  protect  the  labourer 
against  the  tenant.  In  respect  of  what 
had  fallen  from  the  hon.  Member  for 
Louth  (Mr.  Callan),  that  these  words 
would  prevent  the  tenant  from  erecting 
cottages,  he  denied  that  there  was  any 
force  in  the  objection.  It  must,  how- 
ever, be  borne  in  mind  that  the  clause 
applied  not  only  to  the  erection  of  cot- 
tages, but  to  the  letting  of  land  for 
growing  potatoes,  and.for  any  other  agri- 
cultural purpose.  Therefore,  it  was 
necessary  that  these'  words  should  be 
inserted  in  the  clause  for  the  benefit  of 
the  labourer,  and  he  should  do  the  best 
he  could  to  support  the  Government  in 
securing  their  insertion. 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  Johnson)  said, 
it  was  quite  impossible  for  the  Govern- 
ment to  accept  the  Amendment  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  County  of  Louth 
(Mr.  Callan) .  The  object  of  the  Amend- 
ments proposed  by  the  Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland  was  to  encourage  the  build- 
ing of  labourers'  cottages.  It  was  ob- 
viously to  the  interest  of  the  landlord 
and  the  tenant  that  such  cottages  should 
be  suitable  for  the  cultivation  of  the 
holding ;  and  as  it  was  both  for  the  in- 
terest of  the  landlord  and  of  the  tenant 
that  the  labourer  should  be  there  for 
the  purpose  of  cultivating  the  holding, 
it  was  only  common  sense  to  suppose  that 
both  of  them  would  do  that  which  was 
best  calculated  to  promote  their  own  in- 
terests. Therefore,  the  natural  inference 
was  that  they  would  join  in  seeing 
that  proper  buildings  were  erected  in 
suitable  places.    The  very  words  which 
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the  hoD.  Member  sought  to  exclude 
formed  the  only  protection  the  tenant 
had  in  enabling  him  to  erect  a  cottage 
for  a  labourer.  Suppose  that  a  land- 
lord, out  of  spite,  wished  to  injure  the 
tenant,  and  refused  his  consent  to  the 
erection  of  a  cottage,  the  words  which 
the  hon.  Gentleman  wanted  to  omit 
would  be  a  protection  to  the  tenant.  It 
must  be  borne  in  mind  that  sub-letting 
or  sub- dividing  a  holding  was  prohibited 
in  another  part  of  the  Bill ;  and  unless 
the  tenant  had  protection  in  the  case  of 
desiring  to  erect  labourers'  cottages,  it 
would  bo  impossible  for  him  to  do  so 
against  the  consent  of  his  landlord.  It 
was,  therefore,  absolutely  necessary  to 
protect  the  tenant  in  the  way  provided 
by  the  clause.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Louth  seemed  to  think  that  some  limita- 
tion was  placed  on  the  tenant  which  did 
not  exist  before.  That  was  a  great  mis- 
take, and  was  entirely  erroneous.  The 
yearly  tenant  never  had  such  an  interest 
in  the  holding  as  would  enable  him  to 
erect  a  building  against  the  desire  and 
consent  of  his  landlord.  [Mr.  Callan 
dissented.]  The  hon.  Member  for 
Louth  shook  his  head  ;  but  if  he 
made  an  inquiry  into  the  subject,  he 
would  find  that  the  only  way  in  which  a 
yearly  tenant  could  do  it  was  to  obtain  the 
concurrence  of  his  landlord.  This  clause, 
if  the  landlord  refused  to  give  his  con- 
currence, would  enable  the  tenant  to 
appeal  to  the  Court  for  its  intervention ; 
and,  therefore,  the  words  which  the  hon. 
Member  sought  to  exclude  were  those 
which  gave  mutual  protection  both  to 
the  tenant  and  to  the  landlord,  and  en- 
couraged the  object  of  the  Bill  so  far 
as  the  erection  of  labourers'  cottages 
was  concerned. 

Mr.  PARNELL  said,  he  was  bound 
to  say — and  he  said  it  with  all  due  de- 
ference to  the  legal  knowledge  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  the  Solicitor  Ge- 
neral for  Ireland — that  ho  did  not  read 
the  clause  in  the  same  way  as  the  lion. 
and  learned  Gentleman  did.  He  failed  to 
see  that  the  assent  of  the  Court  was 
necessary  in  order  to  give  the  tenant 
under  the  clause  the  right  of  building 
a  labourer's  cottage.  As  explained  by 
the  learned  Solicitor  General  for  Ire- 
land, the  tenant  was  bound  by  statutory 
provisions  which  prevented  him  from 
exercising  his  Common  Law  right,  as  a 
yearly  tenant,  of  erecting  a  labourer's 
cottage ;  and  the  hon.  and  learned  Oen- 

lh$  Solicitor  Oeneral  for  Ireland 


tleman  said  these  words,  "  with  the 
sanction  of  the  Court,"  woold  gite  the 
tenant  a  statutory  right  to  do  so,  and 
would  replace  the  statutory  {yroTision 
which  was  originally  contained  in  the 
Land  Act  of  1870.  Now,  it  appeared 
to  him  (Mr.  Pamell)  that  the  words 
**  with  the  sanction  of  the  Oonrt "  were 
distinctly  a  limitation  of  the  daose, 
which  was  an  enabling  one,  and  that 
they  would  operate  injuriously  upon  the 
tenant  farmer.  They  would  manifestly 
be  a  drag  upon  him,  because,  as  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  knew — 
probably  no  one  knew  better — the  ten- 
ant farmers  regarded  with  considerable 
disinclination  any  formal  proceedings  in 
the  way  of  an  application  to  the  Court 
to  enable  them  to  do  anything  at  all. 
He  had  no  doubt  that  many  farmers, 
who  might  be  de3irous  of  erecting  cot- 
tages for  their  labourers  in  obedience  to 
this  clause,  would  be  deterred  by  the 
insertion  of  these  words,  simply  because 
they  would  be  unwilling  to  make  the 
necessary  legal  application  to  the  Court. 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  Johhson) 
asked  the  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of 
Cork  (Mr.  Parnell)  to  explain  what  the 
Common  Law  right  was  that  the  tenant 
now  possessed  ? 

Mil.  PARNELL  said,  he  imagined 
the  tenant  had  a  right,  from  the  mere 
fact  of  being  in  possession  of  the  tenancy, 
to  erect  dwellings  for  the  labourers  to 
live  in,  unless  he  were  distinctly  barred 
by  statutable  conditions. 

Mr.  MARUM  said,  he  was  sorry  to 
disagree  with  the  hon.  Member  for  Louth 
(Mr.  Callan).  If  the  Committee  allowed 
the  clause  to  pass  in  the  way  suggested 
by  the  hon.  Member,  it  would  read  in 
this  way — 

"Any  person  prohibited  under  this  Act  from 
letting  or  sub-letting  a  holding  may  let  any 
portion  of  land  with  or  without  dwelling-houses 
thereon  to  or  for  the  use  of  labourers  bona  fide 
employed  and  required  for  the  cultivation  of 
the  holding,  and  such  letting  shall  not  be 
deemed  to  be  a  sub-letting  within  the  meaning 
of  this,  or  to  be  a  lotting  prohibited  by  this 
Act." 

The  clause  would  consequently  read  in 
a  very  contradictory  manner.  He  be- 
lieved that  it  was  absolutely  necessary  to 
retain  these  words  and  to  give  the  Court 
the  power  of  interfering  in  the  matter, 
not  for  the  purpose  of  cutting  down  the 
labourers'  wages,  or  for  interfering  with 
the  rent  of  the  holding;  but  they  all 
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knew  that  the  tenant  farmers  of  Ireland 
were  not  as  just  and  as  generous  to  their 
labourers  as  they  ought  to  be.  No  doubt 
the  circumstances  of  the  tenant  farmers 
themselves  were  bad,  and  prevented 
them  from  being  generous ;  but,  at  the 
same  time,  it  was  quite  certain  that  in 
this  matter  it  was  necessary  to  have 
some  control  over  them  on  the  part  of 
the  Court.  He  would,  therefore,  suggest 
to  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Louth 
that  he  was  really  pressing  an  Amend- 
ment which  was  altogether  unnecessary. 

Mr.  LEx\MY  said,  the  hon.  Member 
for  Louth  (Mr.  Callan)  had  not  ex- 
pressed the  opinion  attributed  to  him  by 
the  learned  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland 
that  the  clause  imposed  restrictions  which 
did  not  exist  before.  All  his  hon.  Friend 
said  was  that  it  imposed  restrictions 
which  would  not  have  existed  if  the 
Land  Bill,  as  it  left  the  House  of  Com- 
mons in  1870,  had  been  passed.  The 
chief  difficulty  which  the  Irish  Members 
saw  in  the  adoption  of  the  words  pro- 
posed by  the  Government  was  this — 
that  an  application  to  the  Court  could 
not  be  made  without  some  expense,  and 
there  was  great  danger  that  the  pros- 
pect of  incurring  the  expense  of  a  law 
suit  would  prevent  anything  being  done 
in  the  way  of  erecting  dwellings  for  la- 
bourers. The  landlord  would  be  a  party 
interested,  and  he  would  therefore  be 
entitled  to  go  into  the  Court  to  show 
cause  against  any  proposal  on  the  part 
of  the  tenant  farmer  to  erect  a  labourer's 
cottage  ;  and,  as  a  consequence,  the  ten- 
ant would  pause  before  he  proposed  to 
put  up  such  cottages  from  fear  that  he 
might  have  to  face  a  law  suit.  He 
failed  to  see,  further,  that  there  was 
any  power  to  advance  the  money  neces- 
sary for  the  purpose  of  erecting  cottages 
to  the  tenant  farmers.  [An  hon.  Mem- 
ber: That  power  is  contained  in  the 
next  clause.]  He  (Mr.  Leamy)  gathered 
that  the  power  was  given  to  advance  the 
money  only  where  the  tenant  applied  to 
have  a  judicial  rent  fixed.  Under  the 
clause  they  were  now  discussing  there 
was  no  power  to  advance  any  money  for 
this  purpose.  Therefore,  the  tenant 
was  putting  himself  forward  to  build 
cottages  for  his  labourers  out  of  his  own 
pocket ;  and,  certainly,  if  he  was  willing 
to  do  that,  he  ought  not  to  be  compelled 
to  go  to  the  Court. 

Sib  JOSEPH  M'KENNA  thanked 
the  hon.  Member  for  Louth  (Mr.  Callan) 


for  the  interest  he  took  in  the  welfare  of 
the  labourers ;  but  he  thoilght  that  the 
Amendment  suggested  by  the  hon. 
Member  would  be  altogether  ineffectual 
for  the  protection  of  that  class  of  per- 
sons. The  clause  as  it  ran,  and  as  it 
was  moved  by  the  Chief  Secretary,  was 
that— 

"Any  person  prohibited  under  this  Act  from 
lotting  or  sub-letting  a  holding  may,  with  the 
sanction  of  the  Court,  and  with  power  for  the 
Court  to  prescribe  such  terms  as  to  rent  and 
otherwise  as  the  Court  thinks  just,  let  any  por- 
tion of  land  with  or  without  dwelling-houses 
thereon  to  or  for  the  use  of  labourers  bond  fide 
employed  and  required  for  the  cultivation  of 
the  holding,  and  such  letting  shall  not  be 
deemed  to  be  a  sub-letting  within  the  meaning 
of  this  Act,  or  to  be  a  lottingr  prohibited  by  this 
Act." 

His  hon.  Friend  proposed  to  strike  out 
all  the  words  which  placed  the  farmer 
under  the  necessity,  when  sub-letting  to 
the  labourer,  of  having  a  fair  rent  fixed 
for  the  holding.  In  the  clause,  when  so 
amended  by  his  hon.  Friend,  there  would 
be  nothing  to  prevent  a  farmer  from 
erecting  on  a  farm  of  250  acres  some'  10 
labourers'  cottages,  and  then  charging 
the  occupants  of  such  cottages  any  rent 
that  he  might  think  fit,  letting  them  as 
accommodation  land  from  year  to  year. 
He  thought  the  adoption  of  his  hon. 
Friend's  Amendment  would  offer  a 
direct  premium  to  the  tenant  farmer  to 
deal  with  the  land  after  that  fashion. 
If  the  object  of  Parliament  was  to  pro- 
tect the  bond  fide  labourer,  nothing  was 
more  incumbent  upon  them  than  to  see 
that  the  farmer  had  not  the  power  in 
his  own  hands  of  dealing  exacUy  as  he 
chose  with  his  labourers,  and  of  pre- 
venting them  from  having  cottages  or 
land  except  upon  such  terms  as  he 
thought  fit  to  prescribe.  What  his  hon. 
Friend  proposed  to  do  was  to  provide 
that  no  rent  should  be  fixed  by  the  Court 
as  between  the  labourer  and  the  farmer. 
[Mr.  Callan  said,  that  was  certainly 
not  his  intention.]  His  hon.  Friend 
struck  out  the  words  **  with  the  sanction 
of  the  Court."  If  that  was  not  his  in- 
tention, and  his  hon.  Friend  could  pre- 
sent his  Amendment  in  such  terms  as 
would  satisfy  the  Committee  that  it 
would  operate  hoHd  fide  ior  the  protec- 
tion of  the  labourer,  he  (Sir  Joseph 
M'Kenna)  should  be  happy  to  support 
it ;  but  it  cettainly  struck  him  that  as  it 
stood  at  present  it  would  practically 
leave  the  Ittboaref  altogether   in  the 
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farmer's  hands,  and  they  were  nrecisely 
the  hands  in  which  it  was  not  desirable 
that  he  should  be  left. 

Mb.  GALLAN  said,  he  thought  he 
had  been  misunderstood.  His  attention 
had  been  drawn  to  this  1st  clause  by 
the  wording  of  the  2nd  new  clause,  of 
which  Notice  had  been  given  by  the 
Chief  Secretary,  and  which  gave  power 
to  the  Court,  on  application  for  a  statu- 
tory lease,  to  impose  conditions  as  to  the 
erection  of  labourers'  cottages.  The 
clause  ran  thus — 

<<  Where  an  application  is  made  to  the  Court 
for  the  determination  of  a  judicial  rent  in  respect 
of  any  holding,  the  Court,  if  satisfied  that  there 
ia  a  necessity  for  improving  any  existing  cot- 
tages, or  building  any  now  cottages,  or  assigning 
to  any  such  cottage  an  allotment  not  exceeding 
half  an  acre,  for  the  accommodation  of  the 
labourers  employed  on  such  holding,  may,  if  it 
thinks  fit,  in  making  the  order  determining  such 
rent,  add  thereto  the  terms  on  which  such  ac- 
commodation for  labourers  is  to  be  provided  by 
the  person  making  the  application." 

The  conditions  were  imposed  in  a  sub- 
section, or  a  second  paragraph  of  the 
clause,  which  ran  as  follows : — 

"  Where,  upon  any  such  application,  the 
Court  requires  the  tenant  of  the  holding  to  im- 
prove any  existing  cottage,  or  to  build  any  new 
cottage,  such  tenant  may  be  deemed  to  be  a 

Con  to  whom  a  loan  may  be  made  under  the 
ded  Property  Improvement  (Ireland)  Acts 
for  the  improvement  or  building  of  dwellings 
for  labourers,  and  if  such  person  were  an  owner 
within  the  meaning  of  the  said  Acts ;  but  any 
such  loan  may  be  made  for  a  less  sum  than  the 
sum  of  one  hundred  pounds.*' 

But  in  the  clause  they  were  now  discuss- 
ing there  was  no  such  advantage  given 
to  the  tenant ;  and,  nevertheless,  he  was 
required  to  obtain  the  sanction  of  the 
Court  to  the  building  of  a  cottage.  His 
objection  was,  that  there  was  no  such 
sanction  required  in  the  provision  made 
for  the  same  purpose  in  the  Act  of  1870. 
It  was  quite  true  that  the  clause  itself 
was  struck  out  by  the  House  of  Lords  ; 
but  it  never  was  proposed  that  the  ten- 
ant should  be  obliged  to  go  to  the  County 
Court,  which  occupied  the  position  of 
the  Court  now  proposed,  in  order  to  ob- 
tain its  sanction  to  the  erection  of  a  cot- 
tage. He  should  be  willing  to  withdraw 
his  objection  to  the  clause  if  the  Govern- 
ment would  come  to  a  compromise  ;  but 
otherwise  he  should  be  forced  to  g^  to  a 
division.  What  he  would  suggest  was 
this — that  if  a  tenant  obtained  the  sanc- 
tion of  the  Court  to  build  a  cottage,  he 
should  then  come  under  the  operation 

Sir  Jo90ph  WJSTmna 


of  the  second  paragraph  of  the  2nd 
clause.  [An  hon.  Member  :  That  re- 
lates to  reclaimed  land.]  He  hoped  no 
Irish  farmer  would  be  so  foolish  as  to 
build  a  house  where  the  land  had  not 
been  reclaimed.  As  the  clause  was  at 
present  drafted,  the  tenant  would  not 
come  under  the  operation  of  the  second 
paragraph  of  the  2nd  clause,  which 
would  enable  him  to  obtain  an  advance 
in  the  shape  of  a  loan,  under  the  Landed 
Property  Improvement  (Ireland)  Act 
for  the  improvement  of  dwellings  for 
labourers,  as  if  such  person  were  an 
owner  within  the  meaning  of  such  Acts. 
Under  those  Acts  the  tenant  farmer 
would  be  able  to  obtain  a  loan  for  any 
less  sum  than  £100.-  If  the  Solicitor  Ge- 
neral for  Ireland  would  so  re-draft  the 
clause  as  to  bring  it  under  the  second 
paragraph  of  the  next  clause,  his  objec- 
tion, although  to  a  considerable  extent 
remaining,  would  be  very  much  modified, 
because  there  would  be  a  quid  pro  quo  ; 
and  he  would,  in  that  case,  withdraw 
the  Amendment.  But  unless  that  was 
done  he  should  certainly  proceed  to  a 
division. 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER  :  I  understand 
the  question  before  us  is  whether  we 
should  retain  the  words,  ^*  with  the  sanc- 
tion of  the  Court."  The  noble  Lord 
who  addressed  the  Committee  jubt  now 
(Lord  John  Manners)  thought  the  ques- 
tion went  a  little  further  than  that,  and 
that  it  included  power  to  the  Court  to 
prescribe  the  rent  of  labourers'  cottages 
and  other  matters.  Now,  the  position 
we  are  in  is  this — we  have  already,  in 
another  clause,  positively  prohibited  sub- 
letting without  the  consent  of  the  land- 
lord. We  have  given  power  to  the  land- 
lord, under  the  17th  clause,  to  re-sell  land 
for  the  purpose  of  building  cottages  for 
labourers  ;  and  the  question  is,  in  what 
way  we  should  give  power  to  a  tenant  to 
sub-let  for  a  similar  purpose.  We  think 
that  the  tenant  ought  to  have  this  power, 
and  it  would  be  rather  a  strong  measure 
to  say  that  he  should  have  the  power  to 
do  it  contrary  to  the  assent  of  the  land- 
lord,  and  with  the  dissent  of  the  land- 
lord, without  the  sanction  of  the  Court. 
That  is  what  it  will  come  to.  He  has 
already  the  power  of  doing  it  with  the 
consent  of  the  landlord ;  therefore,  the 
question  can  only  arise  where  the  tenant 
wishes  to  erect  a  cottage,  and  the  land- 
lord refuses  to  give  his  consent.  In  that 
ease  we  think  that  inasmuch  as  the  Court 
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comes  in,  in  the  case  of  a  dispute  between 
the  landlord  and  tenant,  where  the  land- 
lord desires  to  resume,  it  is  not  unrea- 
sonable that  the  Court  should  also  come 
in  between  the  landlord  and  the  tenant 
if  the  tenant  is  willing  to  build  a  cot- 
tage himself  and  the  landlord  objects. 
So  much  for  the  position  of  the  landlord. 
But  we  also*  think  that  it  would  be  for 
the  advantage  of  the  tenant  to  have 
power  to  apply  to  the  Court,  and  for 
this  reason — that  I  have  a  very  strong 
opinion  that  the  Court  should  have  the 
power  of  prescribing  the  rent,  and  un- 
less we  bring  in  these  words — **with 
the  sanction  of  the  Court,"  there  would 
be  very  little  advantage  in  leaving  in 
the  rest  of  the  clause.  The  cottage  or 
piece  of  land  might  be  apportioned  and 
let ;  but  it  might  be  let  at  an  exorbitant 
rent,  and  the  Court  know  nothing  about 
it.  Therefore,  although  other  provisions 
are  contained  in  the  2nd  clause,  this  1st 
clause  is  really  required  in  order  to 
make  the  2nd  effective.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Louth  says  that  we  have  put 
into  the  clause  words  which  were  not  in 
the  Act  of  1870.  [Mr.  Callan  :  I  said 
in  the  Bill  of  1870.]  Certainly  these 
words,  **  with  the  sanction  of  the  Court," 
were  not  in  the  Bill  of  1870.  The  hon. 
Member  is  quite  right  in  that  respect ; 
but  the  Bill  of  1870  contained  no  power 
to  fix  rents,  and  it  is  because  we  give 
that  power  here  that  we  think  it  reason- 
able to  give  the  Court,  in  extreme  cases, 
the  power  of  settling  what  the  rent  shall 
be  for  these  small  cottages.  These  are 
the  reasons  why  the  Government  think  it 
desirable  to  adhere  to  these  words. 

Colonel  COLTHURST  asked  whe- 
ther the  case  put  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Louth  was  not  met  by  Clause  25, 
which  gave  power  to  the  Treasury  to 
advance  loans  to  occupiers  on  the  secu- 
rity of  their  tenant  right  for  different 
purposes,  and,  among  other  things,  for 
works  of  agricultural  improvement  ?  It 
was  understood  during  the  discussion 
which  took  place  upon  that  clause,  and  it 
was  certainly  stated  by  a  Member  of  the 
Government,  that  labourers'  cottages 
were  included  in  the  term  **  agricultural 
improvements." 

Mr.  callan  wished  to  point  out 
that,  however  prominent  or  influential 
any  declaration  from  the  Treasury  Bench 
might  be  considered  in  the  House  of 
Commons,  it  would  not  be  worth  any- 
thing when  it  came  to  be  put  forward  in 


any  Court  of  Justice,  either  in  Ireland 
or  in  England.  In  fact,  any  counsel  who 
would  presume  to  tell  the  Judge  what 
expressions  of  opinion  had  fallen  from 
the  Treasury  Bench  during  the  passage 
of  the  Bill  through  Parliament,  with  the 
hope  by  such  a  statement  of  influenc- 
ing the  judgment  of  the  Court,  would 
not  only  be  laughed  out  of  Court,  but 
he  would  certainly  fall  very  low  indeed 
in  the  estimation  of  attorneys,  and  would 
injure  his  professional  prospects  very 
considerably.  What  was  this  clause? 
The  very  title  was — '^Eeclamation  of 
land  and  emigration."  He  would  ask 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  whether 
the  erection  of  labourers'  cottages  came 
within  the  term  "emigration?"  Sup- 
pose the  clause  were  to  pass  and  a  far- 
mer went  before  the  Court  and  asked  for 
the  declaration  of  a  judicial  rent.  The 
Court  might  impose  conditions  upon 
him  as  to  rent  and  as  to  the  terms  on 
which  accommodation  for  labourers  was 
to  be  provided ;  but  according  to  this 
the  Treasury  would  not  have  power  to 
advance  the  money  even  with  the  con- 
sent of  the  Court.  Were  the  Court  to 
make  no  order  unless  the  application 
came  before  them,  not  for  the  purpose 
of  building  a  house,  but  for  the  deter- 
mination of  a  judicial  rent  ?  If  the  far- 
mer went  before  the  Court  for  a  judicial 
rent,  the  Court  might  impose  terms  upon 
him  on  which  he  was  to  build  and  let 
cottages ;  but  he  was  to  get  the  money 
under  the  Landed  Property  and  Im- 
provement (Ireland)  Act.  But  if  the 
tenant,  being  on  amicable  terms  with 
his  landlord,  did  not  ask  for  a  judicial 
rent,  but  only  asked  for  sanction  to 
build  a  cottage,  then  the  Court  would 
not  have  power  to  make  an  order  for  the 
advance  of  the  money  from  the  Trea- 
sury. Such  a  condition  of  things  was, 
then,  a  direct  encouragement  to  the  ten- 
ant to  apply  for  a  judicial  rent.  [**  Hear, 
hear !  'n  He  heard  some  hon.  Gentleman 
cry  "Hear,  hear!"  He  only  hoped 
that  that  hon.  Gentleman  would  be  so 
open  to  reason  and  to  public  opinion 
that  his  tenants  would  not  be  compelled 
to  apply  for  a  judicial  rent.  But  he 
would  like  to  have  some  assurance  from 
the  Government  that  the  paragraph  in 
the  2nd  dause  would  provide  for  gpiv- 
ing  the  sanction  of  the  Court  to  build 
labourers'  cottages.  Such  an  assurance 
would,  he  was  sure,  be  received  with 
great  satisfaction. 

[Thiriy-moni  Night.'] 
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Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER  said,  he  did 
not  know  that  he  had  quite  followed  the 
hon.  Member ;  but  he  remembered  the 
debate  on  the  25th  clause,  and  he 
thought  it  was  understood  then,  or  stated, 
that  the  paragraph  that  was  introduced 
to  authorize  the  Board  of  Works  to 
make  advances  to  occupiers  for  reclama- 
tion, or  any  other  work  of  agricultural 
improvement,  would  include  the  building 
of  labourers'  cottages  among  works  of 
agricultural  improvement.  But,  as  the 
hon.  Gentleman  had  pointed  out,  what- 
ever might  have  been  stated  from  or  un- 
derstood upon  the  Treasury  Bench  in 
the  House  of  Commons  would  make  no 
difference  in  a  Court  of  Justice ;  and  it 
was  not  unreasonable  to  ask  that  the 
Government  should  make  this  matter 
quite  clear.  On  their  behalf,  he  would 
undertake  that  they  should  do  so  upon 
the  Eeport  of  Amendments. 

«[r  iaLMSST"o^ai5l,Jhat  one  diffi- 
ofilfy  in  dealing  with  the  cx-il^use  arose 
from  the    dread    that    the    ComrfnrAftee 
might  be  unduly  adding  to  the  number 
of  small  holdings,  and  in  that  way  be 
increasing  the  trials  and  troubles  of  Ire- 
land.    His  rea&on  for  suggesting  that 
was,  that  the  extent  of  the  holding  on 
which  a  cottage  might  be  erected  was 
set  down  at  25  acres.     Now  that  they 
were    discussing  the    principle  of  the 

clause 

The  CH ATEMAN  :  Order,  order !  The 
clause  has  already  passed  its  second 
reading,  and  we  are  now  upon  the 
Amendments. 

Me.  CALLAN  said,  he  was  quite 
willing  to  accept  the  assurance  of  the 
right  hon.  Genfieman  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland  that  the  second  paragraph 
of  Clause  25  should  be  so  altered  as 
to  make  it  clear  that  the  building  of 
labourers'  cottages  should  be  included 
among  agricultural  improvements.  Un- 
der those  circumstances,  he  was  perfectly 
ready  to  withdraw  the  Amendment. 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER  said,  the  matter 
should  be  made  perfectly  clear  upon  Re- 
port. 

Mr.  a.  MOORE  said,  he  thought 
there  was  some  point  in  the  objection 
that  a  farmer  would  be  deterred  from 
building  a  cottage  if  he  had  first  to 
incur  the  trouble  and  expense  of  a  law 
suit.  But  the  object  m  view  might 
easily  be  attained  by  altering  the  words 
«*  with  the  sanction  of  the  Court,"  into 
"  on  appeal  to  the  Court."    He  pre- 


sumed the  main  thing  was  to  prevent 
these  cottages  being  built  to  the  detri- 
ment of  the  landlord ;  but  the  next 
words  would  prevent  the  cottages  from 
being  forced  on  a  reluctant  landlord 
where  he  had  good  reason  to  oppose  them. 
Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER  said,  that 
what,  to  his  mind,  was  of  great  import- 
ance was  that  the  Court  should  know 
of  what  was  being  done,  because,  if 
they  did  not,  they  would  not  be  able  to 
exercise  any  powers  of  arbitration. 

Mr.  CALLAN  said,  he  did  not  think 
they  were  quite  clear  as  yet  as  to  what 
was  really  the  principal  point.  What 
he  desired  to  have  declared  was,  not 
only  that  where  a  tenant  desired  to  make 
an  application  to  the  Court  for  the  defi- 
nition of  a  judicial  rent,  but  that  where 
a  tenant  desired  to  ask  the  sanction  of 
the  Court  for  the  erection  of  labourers' 
cottages,  in  both  cases  such  tenant  should 
be  deemed  to  be  a  person  to  whom  a 
loan  might  be  given  under  the  Landed 
Property  and  Improvement    of  Lands 

(HWland)  Act.    If  that  was  to  be  made 

clear  upOi^Ti  Report,  it  would  answer  his 

purpose. 

Mr.  W.  E.  Sl!ORSTER  :  It  shaU  be. 
Mr.  CALLAN :  yrhen  I  withdraw  my 

Amendment.  ^v 

Amendment,  by  leave,  ^f^UiltdrawH. 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHUfi^HILL, 
in  moving  an  Amendment  to  stnl^  Qut 
from  the  clause  the  words — 

"  And  with  power  to  the  Court  to  prescJrJhe 
such  terms  as  to  fent  and  otherwise  &lf  n^e 
Court  thinks  just,*' 

said,  he  was  bound  to  say  that  if  t^ere 
had  been  one  thing  more  than  anot^g^ 
that  he  had  heard  with  trembling  durirlg 
the  progress  of  this  Bill,  it  was  whCn 
the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Norr 
Leicestershire    (Lord    John    Manneri 
some    days   ago  thought  it  expedieni 
and  prudent  that  this  provision  should 
be  inserted.     The  noble  Lord  had  now 
publicly  thanked  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man for  inserting  these  words,  and  had 
said — '*You  object  to  it  because  it  in- 
terferes with  the  principles  of  political 
economy.    But  the  whole  Bill  is  an  in- 
terference with  the  principles  of  poli- 
tical economy."     Still,  he  (Lord  Ran- 
dolph Churchill)  did  not  see  why,  because 
they  offended  against  the  principles  of 
political  economy  in  one  respect,  ihey 
should  also  offend  against  those  pin- 
ciples  in  another.    No  doubt,  by  inter- 
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fering  between  landlord  and  tenant,  they 
could  attain  their  object,  and  procure 
the  fixing  of  rent  ;  but  by  compelling 
the  building  of  labourers'  cottages  they 
did  not  attain  their  object,  because 
another  consideration  came  in,  in  the 
shape  of  wages,  which  they  could  not 
touch.  Nothing  could  be  more  mis- 
chievous or  monstrous  than  to  violate 
the  principles  of  political  economy  on 
grounds  such  as  these.  Then  there  was 
another  point.  What  did  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  mean  by  the  words — **  The 
Court  is  to  prescribe  such  terms  as  to 
rent  and  otherwise  ?  '*  What  did  **  and 
otherwise"  mean?  A  labourer  might 
work  in  one  part  of  the  country  one  year, 
and  in  another  part  another  year.  But 
by  fixing  the  rent  of  the  cottage,  were  they 
not  giving  that  man  a  certain  interest  in 
the  cottage  or  allotment  ?  And,  if  so, 
were  they  not  giving  him  a  permanent 
interest  of  some  kind  or  other  ?  If  that 
was  done  in  the  case  6f  the  tenant,  it 
must  be  the  same  in  the  case  of  the 
labourer.  He  would  ask  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land this  question — If  a  farmer  went  to 
the  Court  and  obtained  permission  to 
build  a  cottage,  and  said — **I  will  put 
in  such-and-such  a  man  who  will  pay 
such-and-such  a  rent,"  could  the  man 
BO  put  in  be  afterwards  evicted  ?  The 
man  might  be  a  very  respectable  man, 
and  when  he  had  had  a  cottage  built  for 
him  by  the  assent  of  the  Court,  and  the 
rent  fixed  for  him  by  the  Court,  it  would 
obviously  be  very  hard  to  leave  him  to  the 
caprice  of  the  farmer,  and  liable  to  be 
turned  out.  When  they  fixed  the  rent, 
could  they  help  giving  him  an  interest 
in  the  cottage  ?  He  (Lord  Eandolph 
Churchill)  had  the  strongest  possible 
opinion  that  this  provision  would  prove 
a  most  unfortunate  one.  He  was  certain 
that  the  clause  would  be  absolutely  re- 
duced to  a  dead  letter,  and  that  no  farmer 
would  go  to  the  Court  to  ask  permission 
to  make  the  improvements,  when  he 
knew  the  condition  in  which  they  would 
place  him.  Nor  was  it  all  necessary 
that  the  Court  should  step  in.  They  all 
knew  what  the  agricultural  labourers' 
movement  was  in  England — it  had 
shown  that  the  labourer  did  not  require 
protective  legislation,  for  by  union  and 
strike  there  had  been  a  sensible  rise  in 
the  wages  of  the  English  agricultural 
labourer,  who,  by  combination  and  agi- 
tation, had  helped  himself,  without  any 


interference  from  the  Legislature.  He 
thought  the  same  thing  would  take 
place  in  Ireland,  because  there  was  a 
notice  in  The  Timet  of  this  morning, 
which  seemed  to  have  come  as  a  direct 
interposition  of  Providence  in  this  mat- 
ter. He  found  from  that  notice  that  at 
Cork,  on  the  20th,  there  was  a  congress 
of  farmers  and  labourers  of  the  district 
on  strike.  It  was  presided  over  by  the 
parish  priest,  and  200  labourers  at- 
tended. Some  20  farmers  were  present, 
the  labourers  presented  a  list  of  their 
demands,  and  the  farmers  seemed 
anxious  to  meet  their  views.  They 
arrived  at  a  basis  of  agreement,  under 
which  the  labourers  were  to  receive  an 
advance  of  Is,  a-week,  grass  for  two 
sheep,  and,  it  being  shown  that  while 
some  farmers  charged  £12  an  acre  for 
the  ground  which  the  labourers  held, 
and  that  £10  was  the  average  price  per 
acre,  it  was  arranged  that  in  no  case 
should  the  farmer  charge  his  labourer 
more  than  £8  an  acre,  and  for  inferior 
soil  £7.  All  the  employers  present 
signed  those  conditions,  and  the  men 
agreed  to  work  for  those  farmers  who 
subscribed  the  agreement.  In  that  way 
the  strike,  so  far  as  it  affected  that  part 
of  the  country,  was  brought  to  an  end. 
Was  it  not  most  gratifying,  under  such 
disturbed  conditions,  to  find  these  two 
classes  meeting  together,  and  settling 
their  differences  in  a  business-like  way, 
without  any  outside  interference  ?  They 
had  seen  what  the  farmers  had  got  by 
agitation  ;  they  were  now  perfectly  weU 
able  to  protect  themselves.  If  Parlia- 
ment should  now  decide  to  step  in  and 
regulate  what  should  be  the  rate  of 
wages,  they  would  do  great  harm  to  the 
interests  of  the  public.  He  thought  the 
rest  of  the  clause  was  unobjectionable  in 
every  way.  It  might  be  a  very  good 
thing  to  allow  the  labourer  to  get, 
through  the  assent  of  the  Court,  a  good 
cottage  built  for  him  ;  but  he  entreated 
the  Government  not  to  spoil  the  clause 
by  bringing  this  immense  engine  of 
State  interference  into  matters  which 
would  do  perfectly  well  without  it. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  line  2,  to 
leave  out  from  **and"  to  **ju8t," 
inclusive,  in  line  3. — (^Lord  Handolph 
Churchill.) 

Question  proposed,  *'That  the  words 
proposed  to  oe  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Clause/ 
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Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTEE  said,  the  pro- 
vision under  which  the  Court  would  pre- 
scribe terms  as  to  rent,  &c.  would  only 
come  into  operation  in  extreme  cases. 
The  noble  Lord  seemed  to  suppose  that 
the  Court  would  fix  a  rent,  and  retain  a 
particular  labourer  in  a  particular  cot- 
tage; but  if  he  read  the  clause  he 
-would  find  that  that  was  not  its  mean- 
ing. The  words  of  the  clause  ran 
thus — 

"  Any  portion  prohibited  under  this  Act  from 
letting  or  sub-letting  a  holding,  may,  with  the 
sanction  of  the  Court,  and  with  power  to  the 
Court  to  prescribe  such  terras  as  to  rent  and 
otherwise  as  the  Court  thinks  just,  let  any  por- 
tion of  land,  with  or  without  dwelling  houses 
thereon,  to  or  for  the  use  of  labourers  bonil  fide 
employed  and  required  for  the  culti ration  of  the 
holding,  &c.*' 

If  the  tenant  said — **  I  wish  to  do  as  is 
done  in  England,  and  to  provide  my 
labourers  with  decent  cottages,  having 
these  cottages  for  whoever  may  labour 
upon  the  farm,''  that  would  not,  in  the 
least  degree,  alter  the  tenure  upon  which 
the  labourer  would  be  in  the  cottage ;  it 
only  provided  that  the  farmer  should 
not  be  frustrated  in  his  intention.  As 
to  the  provision  with  regard  to  rent,  the 
tenant  would  have  the  power  of  the  law 
to  assist  him  in  fixing  nis  rent,  and  in 
making  a  bargain  with  his  landlord,  and 
the  Government  thought  that  the  Court 
ought  to  have  the  same  power,  in  ex- 
treme cases,  of  fixing  the  rent  to  be  paid 
by  the  labourer,  so  that  the  man  who 
had  his  own  rent  fixed  as  against  the 
landlord  should  not  be  able  to  charge 
just  what  he  pleased  in  the  case  of  the 
labourer.  He  did  not  see  how  the  clause 
was  to  work  at  all  without  some  such 
provision.  He  did  not  wish  to  make 
this  a  labourers'  case,  as  against  the 
farmers ;  in  point  of  fact,  he  did  not  wish 
to  treat  either  party  better  or  worse 
than  the  other;  but,  no  doubt,  there 
were  instances  in  which  very  high  rents 
had  been  charged.  The  noble  Lord 
said — **  You  need  not  mind  about  this, 
because  200  labourers  in  Ireland  have 
already  settled  the  matter  with  the  far- 
mers who  employ  them."  Well,  he 
(Mr.  W.  E.  Forster)  was  very  glad  to 
hear  that ;  and  if  such  a  state  of  things 
were  general  throughout  Ireland  this 
power  never  need  be  asked  for.  But 
the  labourers  of  Ireland  in  general  were 
not  a  powerful  class.  They  were,  per- 
haps, in  some  counties,  and  they  were 
msudng  their  power  felt  in  Cork ;  but  in 


many  parts  of  Ireland,  and  especiaUy  in 
those  districts  where  most  of  the  work 
was  done  by  the  farmer  himself,  and  by 
his  family,  they  were  not  a  strong  class 
— in  fact,  they  were  about  as  helpless  a 
class  as  could  be  found  anywhere.  And, 
inasmuch  as  the  Government  were 
taking  power  to  assist  the  tenant  under 
this  Bill,  they  could  not  well  pass  this 
clause  without  also  taking  power  to 
prevent  any  injustice  on  the  tenant's 
part. 

Lord  EANDOLPH  CHUEOHILL 
said,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  not 
answered  his  point.  What  he  asked 
was,  could  the  labourer  be  evicted  ? 
Because,  if  not,  he  would  have  a  per- 
manent interest  in  the  cottage  given  to 
him ;  while,  if  he  could  be  evicted,  it 
was  of  no  use  whatever  fixing  the  rent, 
as  the  farmer  could  easily  say — **  If  you 
don't  pay  an  increased  rent,  I  will  evict 
you." 

Mb.  W.  E.  FOESTER  said,  the  ope- 
ration of  the  clause  would  be  simply 
this — that  the  tenant  would  build  a  cot- 
tage, and  the  Court  would  fix  a  rent  for 
it,  or  rather  would  say  that  the  rent  to 
be  charged  should  not  go  beyond  a 
certain  sum*  It  did  not  follow  that  the 
labourer  who  first  occupied  the  cottage 
would  always  have  to  stop  in  it.  It 
would  still  be  in  the  power  of  the  farmer 
to  say  to  him — **I  do  not  want  you  to 
labour  for  me,  and  I  do  want  somebody 
else." 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  said,  the  diffi- 
culty they  were  now  in  was  exactly  what 
might  have  been  expected  when  a  Bill 
of  this  character  was  brought  in.  The 
Bill  interfered  with  one  class  in  favour 
of  another  which,  they  were  told,  could 
not  make  their  own  bargains.  In  the 
course  of  discussion,  the  claims  of  another 
class  who  were  said  to  be  unable  to  make 
their  own  bargains  had  been  raised,  and 
in  the  Bill  which  the  Government  brought 
in  originally  to  deal  with  tenant  farmers 
an  attempt  now  was  to  be  made  to  deal 
more  or  less  directly  with  the  whole 
condition  of  the  Irish  labourers.  This 
new  interference  was  justified  on  pre- 
cisely the  same  grounds  as  had  been 
used  in  the  case  of  the  tenants,  because 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief 
Secretary  had  just  said  that  the  agricul- 
tural labourers  were  a  weak  class,  and 
he  presumed  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
meant  by  that  that  they  were  a  class 
incapable  of  making  bargains  effloiently 
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for  themselves.      It   appeared  to  liim 
(Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  that  they  were  now 

foing  in  for  the  extension  of  a  most 
angerous  principle.     When  they  were 
discussing  the  7th  clause,  he  had  pointed 
out  that  if   this  House  thought  itself 
competent  to   establish   a  tribunal  for 
the  fixing  of  fair  rents,  it  was  impossible 
to  deny  that  they  had  a  power  which 
they  might  use  of  fixing  what  should  be 
a  fair  day's  wages.     The  Bill  had  not 
gone    through    Committee    before    the 
House  had  taken  a  step  in  that  direc- 
tion.    If  this  proposal  did  anything  at 
all  for  the    labourer,   it  must    be   by 
raising  his  wages.  Either  it  would  bene- 
fit the  agricultural  labourer  or  it  would 
not.     If  it  did,  it  must  be  by  raising  his 
wages.     The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
said    it  was    most   desirable    that  the 
labourers  should  have  good  cottages ;  no 
doubt  it  was.     He  had  also  said  it  was 
most  undesirable  that  they  should  have 
to  pay  exorbitant  rents  for  those  cot- 
tages.    No  doubt,   it  was  most  unde- 
sirable.    But  if  legislation  was  to  keep 
the.  rents  down,  how  far  did  the  Govern- 
ment mean  to  carry  that  principle  ?    At 
this  very  moment,  within  200  yards  of 
this  House,  there  were  whole  classes  of 
people  infamously  lodged  and  outrage- 
ously rented.    What  would  the  Govern- 
ment say  when  the  classes  much  nearer 
home  than  the  Irish  agricultural  labourer 
came  to  ask  for  an  alleviation  of  their 
lot  ?    This  Bill,  which  was  originally  a 
purely  agricultural  Bill — purely  a  Bill 
for  dealing  with  the  relations  between 
landlord  and  tenant — had  now,  by  the 
inevitable  logic  of  events,  become  a  first 
step  towards    dealing  with  the  social 
economy  of  the  country.     He  could  not 
understand    the   Government    entering 
upon  a  course  of  this  kind  with  a  light 
heart.  He  perfectly  understood  the  posi- 
tion of  his  noble  Friend  who  had  spoken 
from,  the  Front  Opposition  Bench,  be- 
cause it  was  perfectly  true  that  if  it  was 
justifiable  to  interfere  with  the  tenant 
farmer,  it  was  justifiable  also  to  interfere 
with  the  labourer;    and  the  landlords 
were  not  a  bit  more  able  to  take  care  of 
themselves  than  were  the  tenants ;  but 
when  they  had  admitted  a  vicious  prin- 
ciple in  regard  to  one  class,  they  should 
be  very  careful  before  they  extended  it  to 
another,  especially  when  such  extension 
was  fraught  with  even  greater  dangers 
than   the  original  proposition   as  laid 
before  the  Bouse  by  the  Government. 


The  hon.  Member  for  Louth  yesterday 
asked  the  Government  whether  this 
clause  was  to  be  taken  as  redeeming  the 
pledge  given  by  them  in  regard  to  the 
agricultural  labourer,  for  whom  they 
had  promised  to  do  something.  They 
replied  that  it  was  not  to  be  taken 
as  redeeming  that  pledge,  so  that  there 
was  still  something  else  to  come  to  ame- 
liorate the  labourer's  lot.  By  a  Eesolu- 
tion  which  was  laid  before  the  House 
some  weeks  ago,  a  hope  of  a  most  dan- 
gerous kind  was  held  out  by  the  Govern- 
ment before  the  agricultural  labourers 
of  Ireland,  and  now  the  Government 
embodied  in  their  Bill  a  definite  pro- 
posal for  the  amelioration  of  the  con- 
dition of  that  class.  At  the  same  time, 
they  said  that  these  proposals  did  not 
absolve  them  from  their  pledge  to  bring 
forward  other  proposals ;  and,  no  doubt, 
the  agricultural  labourers  of  Ireland 
would  expect  them  to  introduce  a  Bill 
specially  in  their  favour  next  year. 
[**  Hear,  hear !  "]  That  proposition  was 
assented  to  and  cheered  by  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen behind  him  who  knew  what  the 
Irish  labourers  were  likely  to  expect; 
and  it  was,  therefore,  impossible  to  doubt 
that  they,  with  all  the  power  of  organ- 
ization they  possessed,  and  the  votes  at 
their  command  in  that  House,  would 
urge  upon  the  Government  the  claim  of 
that  class  which  was  not  satisfied  by  the 
most  dangerous  proposal  the  ri^ht  hon. 
Gentleman  now  laid  on  the  Table. 

Mb.  MITCHELL  HENRY  said,  the 
hon.  Member  had  raised  a  tremen- 
dous issue  upon  an  altogether  false 
basis.  The  hon.  Member  forgot  that 
these  clauses  which  all  hung  together 
allowed  the  tenant  farmers  to  build  cot- 
tages and  to  borrow  public  money  for 
the  purpose,  the  State  fixing  the  terms 
on  which  the  money  was  to  be  advanced. 
In  the  case  of  the  labourers'  cottages 
already  built  money  had  been  borrowed 
by  the  Board  of  Works  and  the  terms 
were  fixed.  What  could  be  more  fair, 
when  the  State  was  going  to  lend  money 
for  accommodating  labourers  with  dwell- 
ings, that  the  State  should  take  care 
that  the  labourers  were  charged  only  a 
proper  rent?  This  sort  of  thing  was 
done  every  day. 

SirSTAFFORDNORTHCOTE: 
There  is  one  question  I  should  like  to 
ask  as  to  the  effect  of  these  words  as  they 
now  stand.  I  am  not  quite  sure  that  I 
altogether  comprehend  the  observations- 
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of  the  hon.  Member  for  the  Oounty  of 
Galway  as  to  whether  it  is  to  apply 
not  only  to  the  case  where  money  is 
advanced  by  the  State,  but  to  every 
ease.  The  question  I  wish  to  ask  is 
this.  The  clause  will  give  power  to  the 
Court  to  prescribe  such  terms  as  they 
may  think  just.  Well,  does  that  mean 
that  the  power  shall  be  a  power  to  be 
exercised  once  for  all,  or  a  power  to  be 
exercised  from  time  to  time  ?  If  it  is  a 
power  to  be  exercised  once  for  all,  it 
really  appears  to  be  hardly  necessary, 
because  you  have  the  words,  '^  with  the 
sanction  of  the  Court,"  and  the  Court 
will  probably  look  into  the  circumstances 
to  see  if  the  cottages  would  be  such  as 
would  be  properly  dealt  with,  and  would 
give  their  sanction  accordingly.  But  if 
it  is  a  function  which  is  to  be  exercised 
from  time  to  time  you  will  certainly 
give  a  very  extraordinary  power.  I 
think  this  is  so  important  that  we  should 
have  a  clear  explanation  upon  it. 

Lord  EANDOLPH  CHUECHILL 
said,  he  must  press  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman upon  this  point,  and  must  pro- 
test against  his  deliberate  refusal  to  an- 
swer the  question  put  to  him.  If  the 
Court  was  to  fix  the  rent  they  must 
give  permanence  of  tenure.  If  they  did 
not  fi^ve  permanence  of  tenure  it  was 
not  the  slightest  use  fixing  the  rent,  for 
in  a  month  or  six  weeks  after  the  cot- 
tage was  occupied  the  farmer  might  say 
to  the  labourer — '*Iwent  to  the  Court 
in  order  to  set  it  to  allow  me  to  build  a 
cottage,  and  I  have  got  the  permission 
1  want.  Now,  if  you  do  not  give  me 
2€.  a-week  more  I  will  turn  you  out.'* 
If  the  rent  was  paid  weekly,  the  farmer 
might  turn  out  the  labourer  at  any 
moment,  the  tenure  being  one  of  the 
most  precarious  he  (Lord  Bandolph 
Churchill)  knew  of.  They  must  give 
the  labourer  the  right  to  the  cottage  as 
long  as  he  laboured  on  the  farm.  The 
tenant  had  his  farm  as  long  as  he  culti- 
vated the  land ;  and,  in  the  same  way, 
if  they  gave  the  labourer  a  cottage  they 
must  give  it  to  him  as  long  as  he  la- 
boured for  the  farmer.  Do  let  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  W.  E.  Forster) 
for  once  in  a  way  get  up  and  answer  a 
plain,  open  question  in  a  plain,  open 
manner.  Did  he  mean  to  give  the  la- 
bourer a  permanent  interest  in  his  cot- 
tage? 

Me.  W,  E.  FOESTER  :  I  do  not  wish 
to  heighten  the  tone  of  the  discussion, 
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therefore  I  will  not  remark  upon  the 
manner  in  which  the  noble  Lord  has 
put  his  question.  He  asks  me  to  an- 
swer a  plain  and  open  question  in  a 
plain  and  open  manner ;  and,  in  reply, 
I  have  to  say  I  have  already  done  so. 
["  No,  no  !  "J  Yes,  certainly ;  I  said 
we  did  not  give  any  permanent  tenure. 
It  appears  to  me  that  there  is  a  great 
deal  of  forgetf  ulnes  as  to  the  position  of 
the  farmer  and  the  labourer  upon  the 
matter  of  farm  accommodation.  At  pre- 
sent a  great  many  of  the  labourers' 
dwellings  are  very  wretched  cabins,  and 
what  we  aim  at  is  at  giving  better  cot- 
tages. I  do  not  at  all  believe  that  if 
you  once  get  decent  cottages  at  a  toler- 
able rent  the  farmer  will  attempt  to 
make  that  dwelling  accommodation  a 
question  of  wages.  Of  course,  you  can- 
not give  the  labourers  fixity  of  tenure 
in  their  cottages,  because  that  would 
defeat  the  very  object  of  having  cottages 
for  the  labourers  employed  on  the  farm. 
A  labourer,  after  working  upon  a  farm 
one  week,  might  go  somewhere  else  the 
next  and  engage  himself  in  a  different 
kind  of  work,  so  that  your  object  would 
be  altogether  frustrated.  We  trust 
by  rousing  public  opinion  upon  this 
matter  to  direct  the  current  and  effort 
towards  the  erection  of  better  cottages 
for  the  labourers  on  the  farms.  "We  say, 
let  the  farmer  have  the  power  of  sub- 
letting for  that  purpose,  and  let  the 
Court,  in  these  cases,  say  that  a  cottage 
put  up  for  a  labourer,  and  the  land  con- 
nected therewith,  shall  not  be  let  at  an 
exorbitant  rent.  No  doubt,  cases  may 
occur  in  which  the  labourers  may  be 
turned  out ;  but  I  do  not  think  it  will 
be  with  the  decided  and  clear  object  of 
defrauding  them  and  increasing  their 
misery.  But,  for  the  purposes  of  conve- 
nience and  custom,  I  believe  anyone 
who  has  paid  attention  to  the  relation 
between  farmer  and  labourer  in  Ireland 
will  be  of  opinion  that  if  we  once  get  a 
fair  and  reasonable  rent  fixed  for  the 
cottages  no  advantage  will  be  taken 
of  it. 

Lord  ELCHO  said,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  seemed  to  have  started  a 
new  theory,  that  there  was  a  sort  of 
clanship  between  the  farmer  and  the 
labourer  that  altogether  negatived  the 
idea  of  there  being  any  reduction  made 
in  the  wages.  No  doubt  the  labourers 
should  be  well  housed,  but  it  was  ob- 
jected that  it  would  be  fatal  to  fix  the 
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rent  if  they  did  not  go  further,  and,  at 
the  same  time,  fix  the  rate  of  wages.  The 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
had  not  touched  the  question  raised  by 
the  noble  Lord,   which  was  that  sup- 
posing to-morrow  the  cottages  were  buUt 
and  the  day  after  the  rent  was  fixed  by 
the  Court,  within  a  month  of  such  fixing 
the  farmer  could  say  to  the  labourer — 
'*  If  you  do  not  give  me  2».  a- week  more 
I  will  turn  you  out  of  the  place."     They 
could  not  get  out  of  that  except  in  the 
way  that  had  been  suggested.  He  (Lord 
Elcho)  was  anxious  that  this  Bill  should 
go  through  Parliament  as  inconsistent, 
and  as  absurd,   and  as  contrary  to  all 
sound  principles  as  possible.     That  was 
the  only  way  to  show  hon.  Gentlemen 
the  lines  upon  which  their  work  really 
went.     Therefore,  as  a  matter  of  fact, 
he  should  be  glad  to  see  the  Bill  passed, 
containing    this   absurd    provision    for 
fixing  the  rent  of  labourers'   cottages, 
whoDy  in  reality,  it  was  impossible  to  fix 
it.     He  would  propose  that  the  Govern- 
ment should  go  further,  and  should,  later 
on,  bring  up  a  clause  with  the  object  of 
fixing  the  rate  of  wages  all  over  Ireland. 
Mr.  VILLIEES-STUAET   said,   he 
hoped  that  the   Committee  would  not 
accept  the  Amendment  of  the  noble  Lord. 
It  would  be  an  inconsistency  on  the  part 
of  those  who  supported  the  second  read- 
ing of  the  Bill  to  do  so,  because  the  main 
purpose  of  the  Bill  was  the  suppression 
of  rack  rents.      This    was  undertaken 
on  two  grounds — that  of  justice  and  ex- 
pediency ;  justice,  because  it  was  mani- 
festly unjust  to  let  the  tenant  continue 
liable  to  have  the  capital  he  had  put  into 
the  ground  confiscated  or  appropriated 
without  ample  compensation ;  expediency, 
because  there  could  be  no  peace  in  Ire- 
land until  the  agricultural  classes  had 
been  rendered  contented  by  the  redress 
of  their  grievances.     He    claimed    the 
same  protection  against  rack  rents  for 
the  labourers,  and  on  the  same  ground 
— on  that  of  justice,  because  they,  too, 
had  put  their  capital  into  the  ground ; 
they,  too,  could  complain  that  the  fruits 
of  that  capital  had  been  hitherto  appro- 
priated   without    adequate    compensa- 
tion ;  they  had  done  all  the  hardest  and 
heaviest  of  the  work  ;  they  had  drained 
the  bogs;  they  had  sub-soiled  the  moors, 
built  the  fences,  and  made  the  roads.    It 
had  been  laid  down  as  an  axiom  that  the 
cultivator  was  entitled,  in  return  for  his 
labour,  to  live  in  decent  comfort  upon 


the  land  he  tilled.    Had  the  labourers 
received  this  recompense  ?    He  thought 
the    unanimous     verdict    of    everyone 
acquainted  with  the  subject  was  that 
they  had  not;  they  had  been  kept  at 
starvation  point ;  they  had  been  shame- 
fully lodged,  fed  on  the  lowest  descrip- 
tion of  food,   and  received  a  rate  of 
wages  lower  in  proportion  than    any 
other  labouring  population  in  Europe. 
He  said,  therefore,  that  the  capital  they 
had  sunk  in  the  soil — that  was   their 
labour — had  been  really  and  truly  con- 
fiscated without  adequate  return  to  them ; 
and,  therefore,  that  on  the  grounds  of 
justice  their  case  came  within  the  scope 
of  the  Bill,  and  quite  as  much  and  as 
urgently  required  attention  as  the  class 
above  them.     The  Bill  was  based  not 
only  on  justice,  but  on  expediency;  on 
the  latter  ground,  also,  there  was  just 
as  strong  reason  to  deal  with  their  case 
as  with  that  of  the  tenant  farmers.  From 
the  point  of  view  of  expediency,  because 
the  purpose  of  the  Bill  was  to  pacify  Ire- 
land.    It  was  obvious  that  no  pacifica- 
tion was  possible  without  bringing  about 
the  contentment  of  the  agricultural  class. 
The  existing  provisions  of  the  Bill  only 
affected  one  half  of  that  class,  and  would 
leave  the  other  half  worse  off  than  be- 
fore, unless  some  provision  was  now  in- 
troduced on  their  behalf.   It  was  evident 
therefore   that    pacification    could   not 
follow  unless  their  case  was  efficiently 
dealt  with.     On  the  contrary,  their  dis- 
content would  be  increased  if  they  saw 
benefits  and  concessions  heaped  upon 
the  class  above  them,  while  they  them- 
selves were  left  out  in  the  cold.     Indi- 
cations of  this  were  already   showing 
themselves.  Labour  Leagues  were  spring- 
ing up  in  all  parts  of  Ireland,  and  there 
was  real  risk  of  a  dangerous  and  trouble- 
some  agitation,  unless  their  case  was 
sufficiently  dealt  with.     Grievances  long 
borne  with  patience  would  at  last  burst 
forth  like  a  pent  up  flood,   sweeping 
away  all  before  it.     He  did  not  admit 
that  there  was  any  real  antagonism  be- 
tween the  interest  of  the  farmers  and 
that  of  the  labourers;   it  was  the  in- 
terest of  both  that  the  grievances  of 
both  should  be  redressed.  If  the  farmers 
were  called  upon  to  make  any  sacrifice, 
they  would  be  amply  compensated  by 
diminished  poor  rates.     No    one  who 
had  not  been  a  member  of  an  Irish  Board 
of  Guardians  could  have  any  idea  of 
how  large  a  proportion  of  the  burden 
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thrown  upon  the  ratepayers  was  caused 
by  the  wretched  condition  in  which  the 
labourers  live;  typhus  fever  and  scro- 
fula resulted  from  it.  He  himself  knew 
a  case  where,  in  a  cabin  consisting  ofjone 
room,  a  scarlatina  patient  occupied  the 
only  bed  in  it,  and  the  milk  of  their  cow 
was  placed  in  pans  under  that  bed,  they 
having,  apparently,  no  other  place  to  put 
it ;  the  cabin  was  doing  duty  both  as 
fever  hospital  and  dairy !  A  more  effec- 
tive way  of  spreading  pestilence  could 
scarcely  be  devised.  Whole  families 
were  thrown  upon  the  rates  for  months 
together  from  similar  causes.  What- 
ever was  spent  on  improved  dwellings 
would  be  amply  repaid  by  diminished 
poor  rates,  and  by  the  improved  health 
and  efficiency  of  the  working  classes.  A 
good  deal  of  evidence  had  been  taken 
before  the  Bessborough  Commission  on 
the  subject.  He  would  not  occupy  the 
time  of  the  Committee  by  entering  into 
details;  but  one  passage  in  it  was  so 
original  that  he  thought  they  would  for- 
give his  quoting  it.  A  clergyman  stated 
as  follows: — 

"  In  reply  to  the  question,  how  are  the 
labourers  m  your  district,  he  said  to  describe 
^eir  habitation  would  be  simply  impossible. 
You  will  have  an  idea  of  it  when  1  tell  vou 
the  case  of  one  poor  man  who  settled  on  a  oog 
in  my  district.  His  wife  was  confined  to  bed. 
A  horse  suffering  from  some  disease — staggers, 
I  believe — fell  against  the  house,  tumbhng  it 
down  upon  the  old  woman  inside.'* 

The  bog  on  which  this  cabin  was  built 
was  described  as  follows  : — **  If  you 
hopped  upon  it,  my  Lord,  you  would 
shake  half  an  acre  about  you."  There 
was  abundant  evidence  in  the  Bess- 
borough  Commission  to  prove  the  ur- 
gent necessity  for  the  intervention  of 
the  Court.  He  trusted,  therefore,  that 
the  Committee  would  cordially  support 
the  well-meant  proposals  of  the  Govern- 
ment, and  not  risk  the  defeat  of  the 
main  purpose  of  the  Bill,  which  was  the 
pacification  of  Ireland. 

Question,  **  That  the  words  proposed 
to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the  Clause," 
put,  and  agreed  to, 

Mr.  BRODRICK  said,  the  next 
Amendment  was  in  his  name,  and  it 
was  one  small  in  its  scope,  but  which, 
to  the  landlords,  was  of  great  import- 
ance. The  right  hon.  Gentleman's  clause 
provided  that  a  tenant  might  let  any 
portion  of  land  for  the  use  of  labourers, 
provided  that  it  did  not  exceed  half-an- 
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acre  in  each  case,  and  that  the  total 
number  of  such  lettings  of  portions  of  a 
holding  did  not  exceed  one  for  every  25 
acres  of  tillage  land  contained  in  the 
holding.  Well,  the  piece  of  land  in 
question  might  mean  anything.  It  might 
mean  the  best  piece  in  the  whole  hold- 
ing— a  piece  in  the  middle  of  a  field,  or 
a  piece  in  an  extreme  corner  of  a  field, 
that  it  might  be  deemed  desirable,  in 
the  interest  of  the  holding,  to  devote  to 
some  other  purpose.  He  thought,  in 
such  a  case,  that  it  was  only  fair  that 
the  landlord  should  have  such  a  veto  as 
that  which  he  (Mr.  Brodrick)  proposed 
in  his  Amendment.  He  hoped  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  W.  E. 
Forster)  would  not  suppose,  because  he 
had  said  a  very  few  words  in  moving 
his  Amendment,  that  he  attached  no 
importance  to  it.  As  a  matter  of  fact, 
he  attached  a  very  great  importance  to 
it ;  and  he  would  point  out  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  that  there  were  many 
hon.  Members  who  opposed  his  clause, 
not  because  they  objected  to  it  on  prin- 
ciple, but  because  it  seemed  to  them  to 
have  a  tendency  to  cut  the  landlord  out 
from  all  share  in  the  making  of  these 
arrangements  for  the  building  of  la^ 
bourers'  cottages.  The  acceptance  of 
this  Amendment  might  remove  that 
opposition ;  and  as  he  did  not  think  it 
was  the  intention  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman to  shut  out  the  landlords  in  the 
way  he  had  described  he  would  offer 
this  Amendment. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  line  4,  after  the  word  '*  land,"  to  insert  the 
words  **  in  a  situation  to  be  selected  by  the 
landlord,  or,  in  case  he  shall  refuse,  by  the 
Court."— (iTr.  Brodrick.) 

Question  proposed,  **  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Sib  ALEXANDER  GORDON  said, 
he  hoped  the  Government  would  be 
able  to  assent  to  this  Amendment.  It 
was  one  that  could  do  no  possible  harm 
to  the  tenant,  but  which  might  con- 
ciliate the  landlord,  and  tend  to  make 
the  clause  more  efi'ective  and  less  objec- 
tionable. If  a  landlord  made  any  diffi- 
culty as  to  the  granting  of  a  suitable 
site,  the  Court  would  interfere,  and 
decide  the  matter  for  the  parties.  This 
Amendment  would  merely  give  the  land- 
lord a  locw  standi f  and  enable  him  to 
have  his  interest  considered,  as  well  as 
that  of  the  tenant  and  the  labourer, 
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Me.  W.  E.  FOESTER:  Eeally,  we 
cannot  assent  to  this  Amendment.  The 
landlord  has  the  power  to  resume  the 
land,  and  the  tenant  is  not  able  to  say 
to  him — **  Do  not  take  out  the  piece  of 
my  holding  that  I  like  the  best."  The 
Court  decides  the  question,  and,  no 
doubt,  in  this  case,  if  to  take  the  piece 
of  land  proposed  would  be  injurious  to 
the  landlord,  the  Court  would  refuse  its 
sanction  to  the  plan.  I  do  not  think  we 
can  put  in  words  enabling  the  landlord 
to  fix  the  place  where  the  buildings  are 
to  be. 

Sib  WALTER  B.  BARTTELOT 
was  sorry  to  hear  what  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  said.  If  an  owner  was  to 
have  any  enjoyment  at  all  of  his  estate, 
he  ought,  at  any  rate,  to  be  able  to  say 
where  the  labourers'  cottages  should 
be  built.  Unless  he  had  this  power, 
cottages  might  be  put  into  extraordi- 
nary positions  so  as  to  be  absolutely  de- 
trimental to  the  property.  Surely,  there 
was  nothing  in  the  Amendment  that 
would  be  detrimental  to  the  tenant,  be- 
cause he  would  be  able  to  ask  the  land- 
lord to  point  out  a  fit  and  eligible  site 
for  a  cottage,  and  the  landlord  would 
be  bound  to  provide  that  sight,  and  if 
he  refused,  the  Court  itself  would  decide 
the  matter.  At  present,  the  Government 
seemed  to  desire  to  deprive  the  landlord 
of  the  enjoyment  of  his  property,  and  to 
place  that  enjoyment  in  a  tenant,  with- 
out giving  the  former  any  compensation. 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  Johnson)  re- 
marked,  that  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Baronet  had  said  that  the  landlord  would 
be  deprived  of  enjoyment  in  his  pro- 
perty, and  had  declared  that  the  land- 
lord, when  appealed  to,  would  select  the 
proper  site.  Well,  the  landlord,  at  pre- 
sent, would  be  able  to  do  that,  for  if  he 
wished  any  particular  site  to  be  selected 
he  had  only  to  go  to  the  Court,  which  was 
to  give  its  sanction.  If  the  site  was  a 
proper  one,  it  would  be  allowed;  but, 
the  Court  being  the  controlling  and 
arbitrating  power  between  the  two,  if  it 
was  an  improper  site  it  would  refuse 
permission.  The  tenant  would  not  be 
likely  to  put  a  cottage  where  it  would 
prove  injurious  to  a  holding. 

Mb.  BELLINGHAM  said,  he  thought 
the  Amendment  was  a  very  reasonable 
one ;  and  he  could  assure  the  Committee 
that  if  he  believed  for  a  moment  it 
would  be  injurious  to  the  tenant  he 
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should  be  one  of  the  very  first  to  op- 
pose it. 

Viscount  FOLKESTONE  said,  the 
words  of  the  clause  were  these — 

**  Any  person  prohibited  under  this  Act  from 
letting  or  sub-letting  a  holding  may,  with  the 
sanction  of  the  Court,  and  with  power  for  the 
Court  to  prescribe  such  terms  as  to  rent  and 
otherwise  as  the  Court  thinks  just,  let  any  por- 
tion of  land,  &c." 

What  he  wished  to  ask  was  this — ^Would 
the  Court  be  able,  when  a  tenant  applied 
to  it,  to  Dermit  him  to  sub-let  a  portion 
of  his  holding,  without  giving  notice  to 
the  landlord,  or  his  agent,  as  to  which 
part  of  the  holding  he  wished  to  make 
the  site  of  the  cottage  ?  It  was  obviouSi 
as  his  hon.  Friend  had  said,  that  a  ten- 
ant might  desire  to  place  a  cottage  on  a 
spot  where  it  would  be  very  detrimental 
to  the  estate,  and  destroy  what,  in  Scot- 
land, were  called  the  '* amenities"  of 
the  ofitato 

Mb.  w!  E.  FORSTER  :  If  the  land- 
lord and  tenant  agree,  this  clause  will 
not  come  into  effect,  because  there 
would  then  be  no  prohibition  against 
sub-letting.  But  if  they  do  not  i^ee, 
the  Court  will  come  in,  and  it  wiU  not 
for  a  moment  entertain  the  proposal  of 
the  tenant  without  considering  why  the 
landlord  objected,  and  deciding  upon 
the  merits  of  that  objection. 

Mb.  LALOR  said,  that  hon.  Mem- 
bers seemed  to  talk  a  great  deal  about 
the  landlord's  property,  and  appeared  to 
be  under  the  impression  that  these  cot- 
tages would  be  built  by  the  landlord. 
It  would  be  nothing  of  the  kind.  It 
would  be  the  tenant  who  would  build 
them.  It  had  been  the  constant  practice 
for  the  Irish  landlords  to  prevent  sub- 
letting or  building  cottages  on  their 
land.  He  knew  as  a  matter  of  fact,  from 
his  own  experience,  that  the  landlords 
had  prevented  the  erection  of  these  cot- 
tages, and  he  was  positively  convinced  if 
they  got  the  clause  amended  as  they 
wished  they  would  continue  to  pursue 
the  same  course.  They  would  be  con- 
stantly trying  to  prevent  the  cottages 
from  being  built,  or  else  to  get  them 
put  up  in  such  a  way  that  they  would 
be  of  no  use  to  the  labourers  at  all. 

Mb.  WARTON  said,  the  clause  ought 
to  contain  rules  for  giving  notice  to  land- 
lords. Any  lawyer  who  read  the  provi- 
sion would  advise  tenants  that  they 
could  go  before  the  Court  ex  parts,  and 
ask  for  sanction  and  obtain  it.  That  was 
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the  true  construction  to  be  placed  upon 
the  clause,  notwithstanding  the  Govern- 
ment made  an  attempt  to  throw  dust  in 
the  eyes  of  the  Committee. 

Mr.  W.  H.  smith  said,  he  faUed  to 
find  in  the  clause  anything  providing 
means  by  which  a  tenant  who  proposed 
to  build  a  cottage  and  the  landlord 
might  be  brought  together  for  the  pur- 
pose of  entering  into  an  agreement  upon 
the  subject.  The  clause  did  not  require 
that  notice  should  be  given  to  the  land- 
lord, and  the  result  might  be  that  a  cot- 
tage might  be  built  in  a  position  where 
it  would  be  injurious  to  the  interests  of 
the  landlord  as  owner  of  the  fee  simple. 
If  the  landlord  and  the  tenant  failed  to 
come  to  an  understanding  it  would  then 
be  proper  for  the  Court  to  decide. 

The  solicitor  GENEEAL  for 
IRELAND  rMr.  W.  M.  Johnson)  said, 
that  in  this  aiscussion  they  seemed  to  be 
beating  the  air  and  wasting  time  unne- 
cessarily. The  clause  referred  to  those 
people  who  were  precluded  from  sub- 
letting without  the  consent  of  the  land- 
lord ;  and  if  the  landlord  and  tenant 
agreed  the  interference  of  the  Court 
was  not  required.  It  was  only  required 
in  the  event  of  a  disagreement.  A  ten- 
ant would  go  to  the  Court  and  say — 
**  I  come  before  you  because  the  land- 
lord will  not  ag^e  to  my  erecting  a  cot- 
tage on  such  and  such  a  site;"  and, 
having  ascertained  what  the  difference 
was,  and  who  were  the  parties  to  it,  it 
would  have  them  before  it,  instead  of 
deciding  ex  parte,  as  some  hon.  Members 
seemed  to  think  it  would. 

Mr.  BRODRICK  said,  the  point  at 
issue  was  this — whether,  after  the  tenant 
and  the  landlord  had  come  into  Court, 
the  Court  should  not  have  power  to  fix 
the  site  on  which  the  cottages  should  be 
built.  The  Chief  Secretary  said  the  land- 
lord could  resume  possession  of  a  part 
of  a  holding  to  build  cottages,  and  that 
the  tenant  had  then  no  right  to  refuse 
his  consent  in  any  way,  or  to  give  any 
idea  as  to  where  the  cottages  were  to  be 
built ;  *'  And,"  said  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman,  **  let  the  tenant  have  fair  play 
— let  him  be  able  to  do  the  same  thing." 
The  difference  between  the  two  was  mis 
•^the  landlord,  when  he  resumed  land 
for  the  purpose  of  building  cottages,  had 
to  pay  the  tenant  for  the  portion  he  re- 
fiomed,  and  if  it  was  the  best  piece  he 
would  pay  the  best  price  for  it ;  but  the 
tenant,  wnen  he  built  a  cottage,  oould 
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build  it  on  whatever  part  of  the  holding 
he  chose  without  paying  compensation. 

Mr.  WARTON  said,  the  Solicitor 
General  for  Ireland  had  invented  an 
imaginary  dispute ;  but  that  was  not  at 
all  required  by  the  clause.  Under  this 
provision  the  tenant  might  come  to  the 
Court  and  say — **Iwant  your  sanction 
to  build  cottages ;  "  and  why,  therefore, 
the  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland  should 
invent  a  dispute  that  was  not  necessary 
to  take  place  he  could  not  for  the  life  of 
him  conceive.  If  this  matter  was  settled 
now  according  to  the  Government  view, 
he  (Mr.  Warton)  should  bring  up  a  pro- 
posal on  Report. 

Mr.  MACFARLANE  said,  it  seemed 
to  him  that  a  case  would  never  come 
into  Court  until  the  landlord  and  tenant 
had  failed  to  agree.  Probably  the  mat- 
ter in  dispute  would  be  the  site.  When 
the  case  came  into  Court,  the  Court 
would  say  to  the  landlord — '*Why  do 
you  object?"  and  he  would  reply — 
''  Because  I  do  not  think  the  site  is  a 
good  one,"  and  then  the  Court  would  hear 
reasons  on  each  side,  and  would  decide 
according  to  the  best  of  its  judgment. 
He  trusted  they  would  not  waste  any 
more  time  on  this  matter. 

Sir  ALEXANDER  GORDON  said, 
that  if  they  put  in  the  word  **  site  "  it 
would  settle  the  whole  difficulty.  The 
clause  would  run — 

*<  Any  person  prohibited  under  this  Act  from 
letting  or  sub-letting  a  holding  may,  with  the 
sanction  of  the  Court,  and  with  power  from  the 
Court  to  prescribe  such  terms  as  to  site,  rent, 
and  otherwise  as  the  Court  thinks  just,  &c.'* 

Mr.  MACARTNEY  said,  he  thought 
the  Amendment  would  be  much  more 
acceptable  if,  instead  of  saying  the  situa- 
tion was  to  be  ''selected"  by  the  land- 
lord, it  stated  that  the  situation  should 
be  **  sanctioned  "  by  the  landlord. 

Mr.  CALLAN  said,  that  according  to 
the  past  history  of  Ireland  the  landlords 
had  thrown  every  difficulty  in  the  way 
of  building  these  labourers'  cottages. 
The  noble  Lord  (Viscount  Folkestone) 
had  intimated  that  if  the  selection  of 
the  site  for  the  cottage  were  left  with  the 
tenant  the  building  might  be  an  eye- 
sore. Probably  it  would  be  an  eyesore 
to  some  proprietors ;  but  it  would  be  no 
greater  eyesore  than  such  a  cottage  as 
that  which  had  been  described  by  the 
hon.  Member  opposite  (Mr.  ViUiere 
Stuart) — a  cottage  in  which  a  man  and 
his  wife  and  five  children  herded  toge» 


1609 


Zand  Law 


{Jttlt  21,  18811 


(IriJani)  Bin. 


1610 


ther.  In  a  case  of  this  kind  the  labourer 
had  been  asked  from  whom  he  rented 
his  cottage,  whether  from  the  landlord 
or  tenant,  and  his  reply  was  that  he  got 
the  cabin  direct  from  a  noble  Lord 
owner  and  paid  a  rent  of  IBs.  per  year 
for  it.  The  noble  Lord  who  got  his  18«. 
a-year  for  that  miserable  cottage  per- 
haps did  not  look  upon  it  as  an  eye- 
sore ;  but  he  would  consider  as  gpreatly 
out  of  place  a  decent  cottage  erected 
upon  a  healthful  and  pleasant  site  on 
his  estate.  No  doubt,  cottages  would 
be  eye-sores  to  noble  Lords  when  they 
were  built  under  the  sanction  of  the 
Court ;  and  it  would,  no  doubt,  be  very 
distressing  to  noble  Lords  for  the  la- 
bourers to  be  removed  from  their  oppres- 
sion and  from  the  operation  of^  their 
neglect,  and  for  these  miserable  serfs, 
the  agricultural  labourers,  to  become 
well-to-do  cottiers.  If  a  division  was  to 
be  taken,  let  it  not  be  taken  upon  a 
crotchet,  but  let  them  thoroughly  under- 
stand that  it  was  taken  directly  in  the 
interest  of  the  landlord  party.  The 
people  of  Ireland  would  regard  it  in 
that  light ;  and,  for  his  part,  he  looked 
upon  it  as  nothing  but  a  declaration  of 
hostility  on  the  part  of  the  Irish  land- 
lords against  giving  this  small  boon  to 
the  Irish  labourers.  He  hoped  they 
would  go  to  a  division  upon  this  ques- 
tion, and  that  the  good  feeling  of  the 
Committee  would  so  overwhelm  the  land- 
lord party,  and  that  their  defeat  would 
be  so  disastrous,  that  it  would  have  a 
lasting  moral  efifect  upon  them. 

Mb,  W.  E.  FOESTER  :  I  must  say  I 
hope  that  no  division  will  be  taken  upon 
this  question ;  and  I  do  not  think  tiiat 
anything  that  has  occurred  in  the  dis- 
cussion so  far  should  give  anyone,  whe- 
ther representing  the  farmer  or  the  land- 
lord, any  right  to  claim  superiority  over 
any  individual  Member  or  section  of 
Members.  If  there  is  one  person,  or 
one  set  of  persons,  more  likely  to  suffer 
than  another  from  any  attempt  to  claim 
an  advantage  of  this  kind,  it  will  be  the 
unfortunate  labourer. 

Viscount  FOLKESTONE  said,  he 
need  not  refer  to  what  had  fallen  from 
the  hon.  Member  below  him  (Mr. 
Callan),  because  he  could  with  justice 
lay  claim  to  this — that  hon.  Members 
representing  English  constituencies  were 
as  much  interested  in  the  fate  of  the 
labourers  as  any  other  hon.  Members 
could  daim  to  be.    He  did  not  under- 


stand, from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
OD  the  Front  Ministerial  Bench,  that  it 
was  possible  or  probable  the  landlord 
would  have  any  voice  in  the  selection  of 
the  sites  of  the  labourers'  cottages.  He 
was  certainly  not  a  lawyer,  but  he  must 
say  it  appeared  to  him  that  there  was  no- 
thing in  the  clause  which  would  render 
it  necessary  for  the  landlord  to  have 
anything  to  do  with  the  matter.  A  ten- 
ant might,  with  the  sanction  of  the 
Court,  do  whatever  he  pleased  without 
the  slightest  reference  to  the  landlord. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided: — ^Ayes  61  » 
Noes  166:  Majority  116. — ^Div.  list, 
No.  816.) 

The  CHAIEMAN  :  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber who  moved  the  last  Amendment  has 
another  Amendment  .on  the  Paper,  to 
add  at  the  end  of  the  clause  these 
words — 

"  Provided  also,  that  if  the  landlord  is  vUling 
and  undertakes  to  provide  on  the  holding  the 
accommodation  required  for  such  labourers,  and 
proposed  to  be  provided  by  such  person  under 
the  provisions  of  this  section,  the  landlord  shall 
be  entitled,  subject  to  the  limitations  herein- 
before contained,  to  resume  possession  from  the 
tenant  of  so  much  of  the  holding  as  may,  in  the 
opinion  of  the  Court,  be  necessary,  without 
being  required  to  make  any  compensation  to  the 
tenant.'* 

I  observe  there  is  a  difference  in  this 

Proposal  to  that  negatived  on  the  7th  of 
une ;  but  it  is  not  a  very  substantial 
one.  Therefore,  I  think  the  Amend- 
ment cannot  be  put. 

Mr.  BRODRIOE  said,  there  was  a 
very  broad  distinction  between  his 
Amendment  and  that  which  had  been 
proposed  on  the  7th  of  June.  In  the 
other  case  the  tenant  proposed  to  give 
up  the  land. 

The  CHAIEMAN  :  I  have  looked 
carefully  at  the  Amendments,  and  I  find 
that  they  are  so  substantially  the  same 
that  this  cannot  be  put. 

Mb.  BEODRICE  :  I  shall  bring  up 
the  Amendment  on  Report. 

Mb.  ECEOYD  said,  the  clause  just 
passed  applied  only  to  the  case  of  cot- 
tages to  be  erected  by  the  tenant,  but 
not  to  sub-tenants  of  cottages  already 
existing.  He  thought  the  occupiers  of 
cottages  already  existing,  which,  in  many 
cases,  were  of  a  very  in^rior  description, 
should,  in  regard  to  the  privilege  of 
having  fair  and  reasonable  rents  fixed 
by  the  Court,  be  placed  on  equal  terms 
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with  those  who  might  have  the  good 
fortune  to  occupy  the  cottages  to  be 
built  in  the  future.  He  would  propose 
an  Amendment  to  add  certain  words  to 
this  effect  at  the  end  of  the  clause. 

The  OHAIEMAN  said,  the  hon. 
Member's  Amendment,  which  had  been 
handed  to  him  in  manuscript,  and  which 
he  had  carefully  examined,  was  not  con- 
sistent with  the  clause,  and,  therefore, 
could  not  be  put. 

Mr.  bams  ay  said,  he  had  an 
Amendment  to  propose,  providing  that 
the  total  number  of  the  lettings  of  por- 
tions of  holdings  should  not  exceed  one 
for  every  50  acres  of  tillage.  It  was 
proposed  by  the  clause  that  the  sub- let- 
tings  or  allotments  should  not  exceed 
the  proportion  of  one  for  every  25  acres 
of  tillage ;  but  that,  he  contended,  was 
far  too  high  a  ratio,  and  would  unduly 
and  improvidently  multiply  the  cottier 
class,  whose  poverty  haa  always  been 
the  reproach  of  the  country. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  line  10,  leave 
out  the  words  **  twenhr-five,"  and  insert 
the  word  **  fifty." — {ffr,  Ramsay.) 

Question  proposed,  **  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Clause." 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER:  I  hope  my 
hon.  Friend  will  not  press  this  Amend- 
ment. I  would  point  out  that  25  is  the 
limitinthe  Aotof  1870. 

Mb.  RAMSAY  said,  he  was  not  much 
influenced  by  the  fact  of  the  limit  of  25 
having  been  inserted  in  the  Act  of  1870. 
They  had  seen  no  such  favourable  re- 
sults from  the  Act  of  1870  as  to  induce 
them  to  proceed  on  similar  lines.  The 
statute  had  been  a  failure,  and  they 
could  not  be  expected  to  have  any  faith 
in  it.  However,  he  would  ask  leave  to 
withdraw  the  Amendment. 

Mb.  WARTON  said,  he  did  not  wish 
to  say  a  word  with  regard  to  the  25  or 
50  acres;  but  he  wished  to  draw  the 
attention  of  the  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland  to  the  construction  of  the  clause. 
The  clause,  as  it  now  stood,  contained  no 
provision  whatever  as  to  the  number  of 
cottages  which  there  might  be  at  pre- 
sent on  a  farm.  It  was  just  possible 
that  there  might  be  10  or  12,  or  even 
more. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Thb  chairman  said,  that  an  hon. 
Member  had  presented  him    with  an 
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Amendment  in  manosoript  during  the 
division  ;  and  he  had  not  been  able  to 
say,  on  first  looking  at  it,  whether  or 
not  it  was  in  Order.  However,  he  had 
now  discovered,  on  reference  to  sub- 
sections 5  and  8  of  Clause  45,  that  it 
was  not  in  Order,  and  could  not  be 
put. 

New  Clause  agreed  to,  and  added  to 
the  Bill. 

Amendment  proposed,  in 
after  Clause  18,  insert  the 
Clause : — 


e 


12, 
owing 


(Power  of  Court,  on  application  for  the  deter- 
mination of  a  judicial  rent,  to  impose  condi- 
tiouB  as  to  labourers*  cottages.) 

"  Where  an  application  is  made  to  the  Court 
for  the  determination  of  a  judicial  rent  in  re- 
spect of  any  holding,  the  Court,  if  satisfied  tha 
there  is  a  necessity  ifor  improving  any  existing 
cottages  or  building  any  new  ootts^i^  or  awign- 
ing  to  any  such  cottage  an  allotment  not  exceed- 
ing half  an  acre,  for  the  accommodation  of  tiie 
labourers  employed  on  such  holding,  may,  if  it 
thinks  fit,  in  making  the  order  deternuning 
such  rent,  add  thereto  the  terms  on  wbidi  sooh 
accommodation  for  labourers  is  to  be  provided 
by  the  person  making  the  application. 

**  Where  upon  any  such  application  the  Court 
requires  the  tenant  of  the  holding  to  improve 
any  existing  cottage,  or  to  build  any  new  cot- 
tage, such  tenant  mav  be  deemed  to  be  a  person 
to  whom  a  loan  may  be  made  under  the  landed 
Property  Improvement  (Ireland)  Acts  for  the 
improvement  or  building  of  dwellings  for  la- 
bourers, as  if  such  person  were  an  owner  within 
the  meaning  of  the  said  Acts ;  but  any  such  loan 
may  be  made  for  a  less  sum  than  the  sum  of 
one  hundred  pounds/* — {Mr.  W.  E.  Fortter.) 

New  Clause  brought  ttp,  and  read  a 
first  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  the  Clause  be  read  a  second 
time." 

Mb.  a.  MOOBE  said,  he  acknow- 
ledged the  kindly  feeling  of  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  in  bringing  for- 
ward this  clause ;  but  he  did  not  think 
they  were  doing  anything  for  the  la- 
bourer— in  fact,  he  was  rather  afraid 
that  they  were  doing  something  against 
him.  Though  it  went  very  far  in  the 
interest  of  the  labourer,  he  was  quite 
certain  that  this  clause  was  not  a  very 
practical  one,  and  he  was  afraid  it  would 
operate  as  a  dead  letter.  He  did  not 
know  that  it  was  reasonable  to  desire  to 
compel  the  great  majority  of  the  farmers 
to  build  houses  for  the  labourers,  or  to 
undertake  to  borrow  State  money  for 
that  purpose.  The  farmer  himself  was 
so  badly  housed  that  it  was  impossiblo 
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to  think  that  the  Court  would  impos^e 
this  onerous  duty  upon  him  of  the  build- 
ing of  cottages  for  labourers.     At  the 
same  time,  the  fanners  were  receiving 
such  enormous  boons  under  the  Bill  that 
it  was  quite  time  for  them  to  ma^e  some 
sacrifice  in  the  interest  of  the  labourers. 
The  tenant  might  be  a  new  comer,  and 
might  have  executed  no  new  improve- 
ments— one  day  he  might  have  no  in- 
terest whatever  in   the  land,  and  the 
next  day  he  would  be  a  leaseholder  in 
perpetuity  at  a  fair  rent.     No  greater 
boon,  short  of  absolutely  giving  the  man 
the  fee-simple  of  the  land,  could  have 
been  extended  to  the  farmer.     There- 
fore, seeing  that  the  farmer  had  these 
privileges  given  to  him,  to  the  detriment 
of  the  labourer,  was  he  not  to  do  some- 
thing for  the  labourer?    He  (Mr.  A. 
Moore)   should  like  to  see  the  Oourt 
endowed  with  larger  power,  and  to  see 
it  enabled  to  reserve  a  portion  of  the 
land  for  the  labourers — to  be  able  to 
say  to  the  tenant — *'  We  will  give  you- 
the  land  for  a  judicial  term ;  you  will 
Jiave  fixity  of  tenure ;  but  we  do  Qot 
pledge  ourselves  to  continue  to  you  the 
possession  of  the  whole  of  the  farm.  We 
may  want  part  of  it  at  some  future  time 
for  the  labourers,   who  have  as  much 
right  to  live  in  their  own  country  as  you 
have."     He  would  propose  that,  say,  a 
statute  acre  should  be  reserved  in  a  farm 
of  £50  valuation.      Some  provision  of 
this  kind  should  be  made,  so  that,  later 
on,  when  the  land  had  to  be  taken  for 
the  labourers,  the  farmer  would  not  be 
able  to  claim  compensation.     So  long  as 
they  rendered  it  necessary  for  compensa^ 
tion  to  be  paid  to  the  tenant  where  land 
was  resumed  in  the  interest  of  the  la- 
bourer, so  long  would  they  find  nothing 
effected  for  the  benefit  of  the  labourer 
in  the  way  ol  improved  habitations.    He 
was  afraid  that  if  something  like  this 
was  not  done  they  would  find  it  almost 
impossible,  without  incurring  great  ex- 
pense, to   carry  out  their  object;   and 
they  must  remember  that  expense  was 
really  the  key  to  this  question.     The 
landlord  would  not  make  great  sacrifices 
in  this  matter,  nor  would  the  tenant; 
and  he  was  afraid  that  the  time  would 
oome,   unless  they  were  very  careful, 
when  there  would  not  be  a  spot  of  land 
in  Ireland  on  which  to  grow  a  potato 
or  feed  a  cow,  or  build  a  cottage,  for  the 
labourer.     He  had  no  wish  to  stir  up 
feud  and  hostility  between  the  tenaats 


and  the  labourers ;  he  h^d  fts  mucl^  gQo4 
feeling  for  the  one  qs  for  the  other,  ^nd 
he  thought  it  would  b^  prejudicial  to 
the  interests  of  the  country  at  large  to 
set  them  at  loggerheads.  But  he  thought 
this  w^  a  case  of  paramount  neQe9^ityy 
and,  if  this  opportunity  were  ^llowcid  to 
pass  without  adopting  soqie  such  pro- 
posal as  this,  he  was  afraid  no  opportu- 
nity would  again  present  itself  for  doing 
anything  for  the  labourer.  The  positioii 
was  one  of  great  difficulty  and  danger. 

Mr.  call  an  said,  he  believed  that 
of  cdl  the  clauses "sirhich  had  been  brought 
forward  none  would  work  more  to  the 
advantage  of  the  labourer  than  that  now 
before  the  Committee.     Without  this 
clause,   all  the  apprehensions  of  bQ|i. 
Members  might,   perhaps,  be  realised. 
He  did  not  think  that  it  would  be  the 
case,  but  it  might  be ;  but  it  would  l)^ 
utterly  impossible  for  them  to  be  realized 
were  this  clause  included  in  the  Bil}. 
It  was    stated    that  where  an    appli* 
cation    was    made    for    judici^    rent, 
the  Court  might  impose  teri^e,  whioh 
were  that    accommodation    should    be 
made    for    the    labourers.      They  had 
beard  a  great  deal  about  giving  fixity  of 
tenure  to   the  labourers;  but,  if  that 
were  given,  the  people  would  cease  to  b^ 
^ricultural  labourers,  and  would  really 
be   peasant  proprietors.     No  one  ex- 
piBcted  that  a  labourer  attached  to  a  farm 
should  have  durability  of  tenure   ap- 
proaching to  perpetuity  of  tenure.     La- 
bourers should  not  be  weekly  or  monthly 
teAants.     However,    the    yery    fact  of 
giving  an  allotment  of  )ialf  an  acre  of 
land  precluded  the  labourer  from  being 
a  weekly  or  monthly  tenant,  because, 
when  they  took  into  account  the  ques- 
tion of  crops,  they  would  see  that  where 
an  allotment  of  half  an  acre  was  given 
they  constituted  the   labourer,  for  all 

Practical  purposes,  a  yearly  tenant.  The 
'ourt  would  have  power  to  make  orders 
in  this  matter,  and  he  supposed  the 
orders  they  would  make  as  to  the  tenure 
of  the  labourers  would  be  that  which 
prevailed  on  all  well-regulated  proper- 
ties throughout  the  county  be  repre- 
sented, which  was  that  the  labourer 
would  establish  his  ri^ht  at  Candlemas, 
or  the  first  week  in  February,  ^nd  come 
into  posseesion  on  the  Ist  of  Mav,  and 
he  would  be  a  bound  man — the  farmer 
and  the  labourer  would  be  bound  to- 
gether for  12  months,  except  in  such  a 
gross  cai^  as,  whiether  through  breach  of 
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contract  or  some  other  failure  on  the 
part  of  either  party,  relief  was  obtained 
from  the  binding  nature  of  the  con- 
tract. If,  on  the  1st  of  February,  the 
labourer  renewed  his  bargain,  he  would 
re-plant  his  garden,  sow  his  com,  or  his 
cabbage  and  potatoes,  and  was  really  a 
yearly  tenant.  If  they  made  such  a  con- 
tract K^neral,  it  would  exercise  a  bene- 
ficial interest  on  the  labourers.  There 
was  one  word,  in  the  third  line  of  the 
second  paragraph,  that  he  should  like 
to  amend. 

The  CHAIEMAN  :  As  soon  as  the 
clause  is  read  a  second  time  the  hon. 
Member  can  move  Amendments  to  it. 

Mb.  0 ALLAN  said,  that,  at  the  proper 
time,  he  would  move  an  Amendment ; 
and,  with  a  modification  of  the  kind  he 
would  propose,  the  clause  would,  no 
doubt,  work  beneficially. 

Mr.  H.  THOMSON  said,  that,  under 
this  clause,  no  tenant  could  obtain  a 
judicial  rent  without  running  the  risk 
of  being  compelled  to  bulla  cottages. 
The  landlord  was  not  to  be  com- 
pelled to  build  cottages ;  therefore, 
he  was  placed  in  a  different  position 
to  the  tenant.  In  England,  where 
cottages  were  found  to  be  in  an  un- 
satisfactory condition,  local  authori- 
ties had  power  to  compel  them  to  be 
pulled  down,  and  others  to  be  built  in 
their  place.  He  believed,  under  the 
provisions  of  an  Act  passed  during  the 
term  of  Office  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  South- West  Lan- 
cashire (SirE.  Assheton  Cross),  the  local 
bodies  had  power  to  borrow  money  for 
the  purpose  of  building  these  cottages. 
He  oelieved  the  Government  intended 
next  Session  to  introduce  a  measure  of 
local  government  for  Ireland ;  and  he 
would  suggest  that  they  should  consider 
whether  it  would  not  be  better  to  intrust 
these  local  bodies  with  the  task  of  seeing 
that  labourers'  cottages  throughout  the 
country  did  not  remain  in  an  unsanitary 
condition,  and  give  them  power  to 
borrow  public  money  for  the  purpose 
of  re-building  these  cottages,  rather 
than  to  attempt  to  deal  with  the  subject 
in  the  present  clause.  He  had  great 
doubts  as  to  the  expediency  of  this  pro- 
vision, and  would  far  rather  that  the 
(question  should  be  dealt  with  next  Ses- 
sion. 

Mr.  BELUNGHAM  said,  he  accepted 
the  clause  on  the  principle  that  half  a 
loaf  was  better  than  no  bread.  No 
doubt  the  Government  would,  sooner  or 

Mr.  Callan 


later,  have  to  take  up  the  question  of  the 
sanitary  condition  of  the  dwellings  of 
the  poorer  classes  in  Ireland,  and  deal 
with  it  in  a  broad  and  comprehensive 
manner. 

Mr.  LALOB  said,  he  thought  it  was 
one  of  the  greatest  blots  on  the  whole 
Bill — the  exclusion  of  cottier  labourers 
in  Ireland  from  its  benefits.  There  were 
200,000  holdings  valued  at  under  £4  in 
Ireland ;  and  he  was  sure  that  he  was 
not  exaggerating  when  he  said  that  over 
a-half  of  that  number  were  occupied  by 
labourers.  Well,  he  could  see  no  reason 
why  these  unfortunate  people,  who  were 
more  to  be  pitied  than  any  class  in  Ire- 
land, should  be  made  martyrs  of,  be- 
cause that  would  be  really  the  effect  of 
saying  that  the  tenant  farmers  should  be 
relieved,  and  that  the  labourers  should 
not.  He  did  not  see  why  one  should  not 
be  relieved  as  well  as  the  other.  There 
certainly  was  no  more  over-taxed  and 
over-rented  people  in  the  whole  of  Ire- 
land than  these  men.  It  was  only  rea- 
sonable to  expect  that  they  should  have 
their  holdings  at  a  fair  rent.  He  there- 
fore hoped  that,  when  the  Bill  passed  to 
another  stage,  the  Government  would 
see  their  way  to  removing  the  exemption 
that  existed  against  the  agpriculturcd  la- 
bourer, who  was  at  present  in  possession 
of  land,  preventing  him  from  receiving 
the  same  benefit  from  the  Bill  as  the 
tenant  farmer. 

Mr.  BIGGAE  said,  that  when  he 
looked  at  this  question  of  labourers'  cot- 
tages generally,  he  found  one  of  the 
difficulties  to  be  this — that  if  they  made 
the  condition  very  stringent  against  the 
farmers  the  result  would  be  that  the 
farmers  would  be  very  unwilling  to  build 
new  houses  for  their  labourers.  If  they 
offered  a  strong  inducement,  no  doubt 
they  would  be  more  willing  to  do  it. 
When  the  farmer  came  before  the  Court 
to  have  a  judicial  rent  fixed,  he  should 
be  compelled,  if  it  were  desirable,  to 
accept  conditions  for  the  building  of  la- 
bourers' cottages.  But  the  difficulty 
with  regard  to  this  subject  seemed  to  be 
this — that  there  was  no  one  to  appear 
before  the  Court  on  behalf  of  the  la- 
bourers generally.  So  far  as  that  part 
of  the  matter  was  concerned,  very  likely 
either  the  landlord  or  the  tenant  would 
wish  to  have  money  laid  out  for  the  pur- 
pose of  building  labourers'  cottages. 
The  policy  of  the  landlord  had  hitherto 
been  to  discourage  the  building  of  these 
.  cottages,  because  they  naturally  thought 
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that  the  result  ultimately  would  be  that 
these  people,  when  they  became  old, 
would  be  chargeable  ou  the  poor  rates, 
of  which  they — the  landlords — paid  a 
large  proportion.  The  benefit  to  the 
labourers  would  be  this.  If  the  Bill, 
which  the  Government  thought  and 
hoped  it  would,  encouraged  the  farmer 
to  spend  money  on  improvements,  there 
would  be  a  greater  demand  for  labour, 
and  the  labourers  would  be  more  inde- 
pendent, and  would  be  able  to  make 
arrangements  with  the  farmers  on  dif- 
ferent terms  to  those  which  they  had 
made  before.     Arrangements  with  re- 

gard  to  rent  would  be  facilitated,  and  he 
ad  been  told  that  a  ^eat  unpleasant- 
ness in  this  respect  had  occurred  in  the 
past,  and  that  in  many  cases  the  tenant 
farmers  had  acted  in  a  tyrannical  man- 
ner. If  these  waste  lands  were  offered 
to  the  industrious  labourers,  the  result 
would  be  that  the  pressure  on  the  labour 
market  would  be  removed.  He  did  not 
like  to  take  any  decided  view  as  to  these 
clauses,  because  it  was  uncertain  what 
their  result  would  be.  If  they  made  the 
law  too  stringent  against  the  farmer,  he 
would  neglect  to  make  improvements; 
on  the  other  hand,  if  they  were  too 
liberal  towards  him,  it  was  possible  that 
he  would  overcharge  the  labourer. 

Lord  JOHN  MANNEES  said,  they 
must  remember  what  the  Bill  would 
have  been  without  this  clause  which  it 
was  now  proposed  to  insert  in  it.  He 
was  inclined  to  accept  the  provision  with 
gratitude,  though  it  might  not  be,  in  every 
respect,  so  satisfactory  as  they  could  have 
wished.  He  should  like  to  ask  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  W.  E.  Forster) 
what  the  process  would  be  by  which  the 
labourer  would  be  able  to  show  to  the 
Court  that  the  cottage  accommodation 
he  required  was  not  there  already? 
How,  he  should  like  to  know,  was  the 
subject  to  be  brought  before  the  Court  ? 
Mr.  W.  E.  FOESTEE:  We  must 
rely  upon  those  into  whose  hands  we 
place  power.  We  must  trust  to  the 
Court  to  do  its  duty.  It  is  a  very  strong 
clause,  and  is  one  which  casta  on  those 
who  make  the  application  for  the  fixing 
of  a  judicial  rent  the  obligation  of  con- 
structing cottage  accommodation,  if  the 
Court  thinks  it  necessanr.  That  is  a 
very  strong  condition,  ana  the  Govern- 
ment would  not  have  proposed  it  if  we 
had  not  thought  it  an  essential  condition. 
The  Committee,  I  trust,  will  agree  with 
US  that  we  ought  to  go  as  far  as  this ; 


but  I  do  not  think  we  ought  to  be  asked 
to  go  any  further.  We  may,  one  of  these 
days,  have  a  measure  of  County  Govern- 
ment, and  then,  perhaps,  we  may  do 
something  more ;  but  I  do  not  look  with 
great  hopefulness  upon  the  bestowal 
of  power  for  the  future  on  Boards  of 
Guardians,  and  I  think  that  we  must  rely 
mainly  on  the  two  parties  interested  in 
the  cultivation  of  the  land— the  landlord 
and  the  tenant — probably  more  on  the 
tenant  than  on  the  landlord  in  the  future. 
We  must  rely  upon  their  doine  their 
duty.  I  must  say  before  I  sit  down — 
the  circumstance  is  of  such  rare  occur- 
rence— that  it  is  gratifying  to  find  the 
hon.  Member  for  Cisivan  (Mr.  Biggar) 
for  once  in  agreement  with  the  Govern- 
ment. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  New  Clause, 
line  6,  after  the  word  ''  terms,"  to  add 
the  words  **  for  rent  and  otherwise." — 
(Jfr.  War  ton.) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mr.  W.  E.  FOESTEE  said,  he  had 
no  objection  to  the  Amendment. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Mr.  CALLAN  said,  he  was  sorry  the 
hon.  Member  who  had  just  moved  these 
words  did  not  follow  the  context,  and 
add  "  as  the  Court  thinks  fit."  He 
woidd  move  to  strike  out  the  word 
''may  "  in  the  third  line  of  the  second 
paragraph,  in  order  to  substitute  the 
word  "  shall."  No  doubt,  the  Solicitor 
General  for  Ireland  would  tell  him  that 
the  word  "  may  "  was  the  same  as  the 
word  "  shall,"  and  under  other  circum- 
stances he  should  agree  with  him ;  but 
here  he  thought  it  was  essential  that  the 
language  should  be  made  perfectly  clear. 
If  the  words  meant  the  same,  the  Go- 
vernment surely  would  have  no  objec- 
tion to  make  the  alteration. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  line  11,  leave 
out  the  word  "  may,"  to  insert  the  word 
"  shall."— Ci/r.  Callan.) 

Question,  "  That  the  word  be  there 
inserted,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  Clause, 
as  amended,  stand  part  of  the  BilL" 

Mr.  a.  MOOEE  said,  that  power  was 
given  to  the  landlords  by  one  of  the 
clauses  of  the  Bill  to  resume  the  holding 
for  the  purpose  of  building  labourers'^ 
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oottages,  and  it  was  provided  that  the 
application  of  the  landlord  to  resume 
should  not  be  allowed,  except  subject 
to  the  clause  relating  to  the  provision 
for  labourers'  cottages.  Then  tnere  was 
another  clause  which  dealt  with  the 
statutory  term  consequent  on  the  fixing 
of  a  judicial  rent,  and  at  the  end  of  this 
clause  a  peg  was  introduced  on  which  to 
hang  another  clause.  He  wished  to  know 
if  the  clause  they  were  now  discussing 
was  supposed  to  be  the  Supplementary 
Clause  which  was  to  be  inserted  in  refer- 
ence to  the  case  of  resumption  by  the 
landlord  ? 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  Johnson)  said, 
the  only  case  in  which  the  landlord  could 
resume  was  upon  requiring  the  land  for 
the  purposes  of  erecting  labourers'  cot- 
tages, and  after  compensating  the  tenant 
for  his  rights.  This  clause  had  refer- 
ence to  a  different  object  altogether,  and 
it  was  to  provide  that  where  an  applica- 
tion was  made  for  a  judicial  rent  the 
Court  might  impose  upon  the  tenant 
terms  as  to  the  erection  of  labourers' 
cottages. 

Mr.  a.  MOORE  said,  the  clause  would 
never  come  into  operation,  because  the 
Court  would  never  of  its  own  motion 
inquire  into  the  matter.  It  was  just  as 
likely  that  the  Court  would  stop  to  in- 
quire how  many  cows  the  tenant  had. 
Me  did  not  see  what  was  to  bring  the 
clause  into  operation.  Certainly  the 
poor  labourer  could  not,  because  he 
could  not  afford  the  expense  of  an  appli- 
cation to  the  Court,  and  he  did  not  sup- 
pose that  the  landlord  would,  because 
ne  could  have  no  personal  wish  to  put 
up  another  house  upon  his  land. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to;  Clause 
added  to  the  Bill. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  for 

IRELAND    (Mr.   Law)    moved,    after 

Clause  42,  to  insert  the  following  new 

Clause : — 

(Servico  of  civil  bill  proceases  and  limitation  of 

costs.) 

"  Tho  making  of  rules  and  orders  prescribing 
and  regulating  the  mode  of  service  of  civil  bill 
pooesses  in  ejectment,  and  for  recovery  of  rent, 
IS  hereby  declared  to  be  wiUiin  the  provisions 
of  the  seventy-ninth  section  of  *The  County 
Officers  and  Courts  (Ireland]  Act,  1877,'  and 
notwithstanding  any  other  enactment,  the  ser- 
vice of  such  processes  in  the  manner  prescribed 
by  such  rules  or  orders  shall  be  valid  and 
sufficient.  Whenever  an  action  for  the  recovery 
of  land,  whether  for  non-|Miyment  of  rent  or  for 
overholding,  is  brought  in  the  High  Court  of 
Juatice  in  Inland, in  any  case  in  which  tho  plain- 


tiff  in  such  action  could  hay^  sued  for  the  reooveiy 
of  such  land  in  a  Civil  Bill  Court,  the  plaintilf 
in  such  action  shall  not  be  entitled  to  any  costs, 
unless  the  Judge  before  whom  such  action  is 
tried,  or  the  divisional  Court  to  whiok  such 
action  is  attached,  shall  by  order  declare  the 
said  plaintiff  entitled  to  costs." 

He  wished  to  explain  that  there  bad 
been  a  difference  of  opinion  among  the 
County  Court  Judges  as  to  the  motde  of 
serving  civil  bill  processes  in  ejeotments 
and  for  recovery  of  rent.  They  had 
been  unable  to  agree  among  themselves, 
and  the  practice  had  not  hitherto  been 
regulated  on  any  uniform  principle,  and 
the  only  object  of  the  present  clause  was 
to  remove  what  was  merely  an  acci- 
dental obstacle  to  the  working  of  the 
existing  law.  It  had  been  intended  that 
the  County  Court  Judges  should  make 
rules  on  this  subject  under  the  clause 
referred  to ;  but  they  entertained  doubts 
as  to  ejectments  being  within  its  pro- 
visions. These  doubts,  therefore,  it  was 
proposed  to  remove  by  a  declaratory  en- 
actment. The  clause  also  provided  that  in 
actions  brought  for  the  recovery  of  land, 
whether  for  non-payment  of  rent  op  for 
over  -  holding,  in  the  High  Court  of 
Justice  in  Ireland,  in  any  case  in  which 
the  plaintiff  could  have  sued  for  the  re- 
covery of  such  land  in  the  Civil  Bill 
Court,  the  plaintiff  should  not  be  entitled 
to  costs,  unless  the  Judge  who  tried  the 
action,  or  the  Divisional  Court  to  which 
the  action  was  attached,  declared  that 
the  plaintiff  was  entitled  to  costs.  This 
provision  was  founded  on  the  analogy 
of  similar  enactments  both  in  England 
and  Ireland.  It  was  confined,  however, 
in  the  case  of  ejectments,  because  pro- 
vision was  already  made  that  where  an 
action  was  brought  in  a  Superior  Court 
for  a  sum  under  £20  the  plaintiff  should 
be  deprived  of  his  costs  if  he  went  into 
such  Superior  Court  needlessly.  All, 
therefore,  that  was  now  required  was  to 
provide  for  the  case  of  ejectment  for  the 
recovery  of  land  owing  to  the  non-pay- 
ment of  rent. 

New  Clause  {Mr.  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland)  brought  upf  and  read  a  first  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Clause  be  read  a  second 
time.'' 

Mr.  ERRINQTON  said,  he  agreed 
'  with  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
'  man  that  there  was  a  very  fair  excuse  for 
'  the  introduction  of  this  clause.  It  was, 
]  undoubtedly,  the  desire  of  the  landlords 
I  that  they  should  be  deprived  oi  the 
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power  of  making  an  unfair  use  of  the 
Court  against  a  tenant,  and  they  were 
quite  ready  to  have  the  practice  of  the 
Superior  Courts  adopted  in  every  case. 
He  believed  that  cases  had  been  of  fre- 
quent occurrence  where  the  landlord 
had  proceeded  in  the  Superior  Court 
against  the  tenant,  and  where  the  land- 
lord had  recovered  costs.  He  appre- 
hended that  the  tenant  would  be  liable 
for  the  costs  of  a  Superior  Court,  where 
the  action  could  be  initiated  in  a  Superior 
Court ;  but  if  the  case  did  not  come  to 
judgment  the  question  of  costs  would  not 
arise,  and  the  tenant  would  have  no 
remedy.  If  that  were  so,  he  hoped  there 
would  be  no  difficulty  in  adding  a  second 
clause  to  the  Bill  in  order  to  meet  the 
case 

The  attorney  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  thought  the  ap- 
prehensions of  his  hon.  Friend  were  not 
well  founded.  If  the  case  did  not  go  to 
judgment  there  would  be  no  costs  at  all 
to  be  paid  by  the  tenant. 

Mr.  HEALY  said,  he  regpretted  the 
course  which  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland  had  taken  in  the  matter,  and 
was  sorry  that  it  was  considered  neces- 
sary to  insert  such  a  clause.  He  should 
certainly  like  to  get  an  assurance  from 
the  Government  as  to  what  they  in- 
tended to  do  in  the  event  of  the  Lords 
materially  altering  the  clause  in  ''another 
place."  He  wished  to  know  whether, 
if  the  Lords  threw  out  any  material 
part  of  it,  Her  Majesty's  Government, 
when  it  came  back  from  the  Lords, 
would  adhere  to  the  measure  as  it  now 
stood?  He  should  object  to  the  second 
reading,  and  should  take  a  division 
against  it,  unless  he  obtained  a  satisfac- 
tory assurance  from  the  Government  upon 
the  question  he  had  asked.  They  had 
the  experience  of  last  year  before  them, 
when  the  House  of  Lords  threw  out  the 
Limitation  of  Costs  Bill,  and  also  a 
very  important  measure  relating  to  com- 
pensation for  disturbance.  He,  there- 
fore, wanted  to  know  if  the  Government 
would  adhere  to  the  second  portion  of 
the  clause  in  the  event  of  any  part  of  it 
being  rejected  by  the  House  of  Lords? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  Her  Majesty's 
Government  are  very  earnestly  working 
and  doing  everything  in  their  power  to 
secure  the  Bill  becoming  law,  and  to 
secure  its  acceptance  by  the  House  of 
Lords.  The  hon.  Member  asks  me  what 
we  propose  to  do  in  the  altomative  of  a 


refusal.  We  hope  that  the  Bill  is  not 
likely  to  miscarry.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
asks  us  what  we  shall  do  in  the  event  of 
its  miscarrying.  I  think  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber ought  to  be  satisfied  with  that 
assurance.  I  think  he  will  see  that  it 
would  be  most  inconvenient  to  attempt 
to  forecast  a  question  which  may  indi- 
rectly be  mixed  up  with  many  other 
questions.  I  hope  the  contingency  which 
the  hon.  Gentleman  has  shadowed  forth 
is  not  likely  to  arise.  The  Government 
will  certainly  do  their  very  best  to  avoid 
it,  and  to  give  full  effect  to  the  provi- 
sions of  the  Bill. 

Ma.  EREINGTON  said,  the  House 
of  Lords  had  much  more  excuse  for  the 
course  they  took  last  year  than  they 
would  have  in  taking  a  similar  course 
now.  He  did  not  think  any  great  ap- 
prehension need  be  entertained  as  to 
the  action  of  the  House  of  Lords. 

Mr.  LEAMY  wished  to  put  a  ques- 
tion to  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland. 
As  the  clause  stood,  it  provided  that 
where  a  landlord  went  into  the  Superior 
Courts,  and  could  have  gone  into  a  Civil 
Bill  Court,  he  should  not,  in  the  case  of 
obtaining  a  verdict,  be  entitled  to  his 
costs.  Now,  where  the  landlord  com- 
plained that  a  tenant  was  guilty  of  a 
breach  of  statutory  conditions,  he  could 
proceed  in  a  Superior  Court  quite  inde- 
pendent of  the  Land  Commission  ;  and, 
if  not,  where  was  the  Land  Commission 
to  come  in  ?  There  was  a  general  im- 
pression that  the  Land  Commission  were 
to  be  the  parties  to  settle  all  questions 
between  landlord  and  tenant,  whether 
relating  to  statutory  rents  or  otherwise. 
He  wished,  therefore,  to  know  whether 
a  landlord  would  be  entitled  to  go  into  a 
Superior  Court  to  sue  out  his  action  there 
against  the  tenant  for  non-payment  of 
rent  and  get  rid  of  him  ;  and,  if  so,  would 
the  tenant  have  any  right  to  apply  to  the 
Land  Commission  ? 

Thb  attorney  general  pob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  said,  that  the 
landlord  could  go  to  a  Superior  Court  in 
place  of  going  to  the  County  Court,  either 
for  non-payment  of  rent  or  for  a^breach 
of  statutory  conditions. 

Mb.  LEAMY  said,  he  was  aware  of 
that ;  but  he  wanted  to  know  whether 
the  landlord  oonld  bring  the  tenant  into 
a  Superior  Court  and  have  the  case  de- 
cided by  the  Superior  Court,  without  the 
tenant  being  entitled  to  apply  for  the 
jurisdiotion  of  the  Land  Commission  ? 
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The  ATTOENEY  GENEEAL  foe 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Kvw)  said,  he  must 
have  misunderstood  the  question.  The 
jurisdiction  of  the  Land  Commission  on 
all  questions  of  dispute  between  the  land- 
lord and  tenant  could  not  be  ousted  for 
the  jurisdiction  of  the  Superior  Courts ; 
but  where  an  action  of  ejectment  for 
breach  of  statutory  condition  was  brought 
in  a  Superior  Court,  that  Court  also 
would  have  jurisdiction  to  stay  the  pro- 
ceedings on  payment  of  damages. 

Motion  agreed  to ;  Clause  read  a  second 
time. 

Mr.  PAENELL,  in  moving  the  omis- 
sion of  the  first  portion  of  the  clause 
from  the  word  "  the  "  in  line  1,  down  to 
the  word  ''sufficient"  in  line  6,  at  the 
end  of  the  first  paragraph,  said,  the 
Amendment,  if  adopted,  would  have  the 
effect  of  leaving  out  all  that  portion  of 
the  clause  which  proposed  to  amend  the 
County  Officers  and  Courts  (Ireland) 
Act  of  1877.  He  was  sorry  that  the  Go- 
vernment had  acceded  to  the  suggestion 
made  from  the  Front  Opposition  Bench 
the  other  night,  and  had  gone  into  the 
question  of  amending  that  Act.  He 
was  perfectly  willing  that,  as  far  as  judi- 
cial rents  went,  the  procedure  should  be 
regulated  by  the  Commission,  and  that 
it  should  be  as  simple  as  possible  ;  but 
in  cases  where  the  tenant  and  the  landlord 
had  not  c^one  into  Court,  and  no  judicial 
rent  had  been  fixed,  and  no  statutory 
term  entered  into,  he  thought  the  tenant 
and  the  landlord  should  be  left  to  seek  a 
remedy  under  the  old  law  as  it  stood 
before  the  introduction  of  the  Bill.  It 
was  clearly  not  contemplated,  when  the 
Bill  was  introduced,  to  amend  the  law  in 
respect  of  the  service  of  processes.  The 
provision  made  in  the  42nd  clause,  in 
sub -section  G,  did  not  contemplate  any- 
thing except  giving  power  to  the  Com- 
mission to  amend  the  rules  of  procedure 
in  cases  where  judicial  rents  were  fixed. 
Consequently,  that  provision  was  clearly 
an  after-thought — foreign  to  the  scope 
and  general  purpose  of  the  Bill,  and  it 
was  simply  thought  necessary  to  adopt 
it,  because  some  difficulty  had  arisen  in 
some  parts  of  Ireland  with  reference  to 
the  serving  of  processes.  He  submitted 
that  when  they  looked  into  the  whole 
history  of  the  Land  Question,  and  when 
they  saw  that  up  to  1870  statute  after 
statute  was  enacted  by  Parliament  for 
the  purpose  of  placinp^  the  tenant  in  a 
worse  position  to  retain  hie  holding,  and 


to  place  the  landlord  in  a  better  position 
to  dispossess  the  tenant  from  the  hold- 
ing, he  thought  they  ought  to  be  exceed- 
ingly cautious  before  they  applied  fresh 
statutory  facilities  for  the  purpose  of  up- 
setting the  old  Common  Law  arrange* 
ments  which  existed  between  the  land- 
lord  and  tenant  in   Ireland,  and  still 
subsisted  in  England,  and  facilities  which 
did  not  exist  anywhere  else  for  the  get- 
ting rid  of  a  tenant.     The  state  of  the 
law   with  regard    to  yearly  tenancies 
rendered  it  exceedingly  difficult  for  the 
landlord  to  dispossess  his  tenant.     The 
only  case  in  which  it  was  possible  for  a 
landlord  to  eject  a  tenant  by  summary 
process  was  for  the  non-payment  of  rent. 
Nearly  all  the  tenants  in  Ireland  were 
tenants  from  year  to  year,  and  it  was 
found  so  exceedingly  difficult  for  the 
landlords  to  get  rid  of  them  with  suffi- 
cient celerity -that  a  series  of  statutes 
had  been  passed  by  the  Legislature  for 
the  purpose  of  upsetting  ejectments  for 
non-payment  of  rent ;  and  the  state  of 
laws  that  had  no  existence  whatever, 
either  in  practice  or  in  the  Statute  Book, 
relating  to  England,  had  been  enacted 
for  the  special  benefit  of  the  Irish  land- 
lord,   and  the  special  disadvantage  of 
the  Irish  tenant.     Those   statutes  did 
away  with  the  old  Common  Law  protec- 
tion the  Irish  tenant  had  enjoyed  from 
time  immemorial,  and  they  enabled  the 
landlord  to  bring  ejectments  against  his 
yearly  tenants  for  non-payment  of  rent. 
The  provision  which  was  sought  to  be 
introduced  into  the  clause  was  intended 
to  give  another  facility  to  the  landlord 
in  that  direction,  and  it  was  certainly 
one  which  ought  to  excite  a  very  strong 
protest  from  the  Irish  Members.     It  was 
a  matter  which  he  could  assert  the  Gx)- 
vemment  did  not  contemplate  when  they 
introduced  the  Bill,  aud  they  only  con- 
sented to  insert  it  at  the  instance  of  the 
Front  Opposition  Bench.     In  point  of 
fact,  there  was  a  bribe  held  out  to  the 
Irish  Members  in  the  first  part  of  the 
clause,  but  it  amounted  to  nothing,  be- 
causCi  in  all  probability,  the  Lords  would 
throw  it  out.     They  threw  out  the  Limi- 
tation of  Costs  Bill  last  year,  and  the 
consequence   would  be  that  the  House 
of  Commons  would  have  the  Bill  coming 
back  with  the  clause  intact  so  far  as  it 
related  to  the  part  he  objected  to,  but 
with  the  beneficial  part  of  the  clause 
struck  out.     Then,  of  course,  they  would 
be  told  that  it  was  not  desirable  to 
■aorifice  the  Bill  by  insisting  up<Ai  the 
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whole  of  the  clause  as  it  stood  originally. 
Therefore,  this  was  entirely  an  illusory 
inducement  which  the  Government  held 
out  in  order  to  get  the  House  to  give 
these  extraordinary  facilities  for  serving 
processes  in  Ireland.  He  thought  the 
Government  were  not  treating  the  Irish 
Members  and  the  Irish  tenants  fairly,  in 
stepping  aside  from  their  course  and 
stumbling  into  an  alteration  of  the  Bill 
which  converted  the  measure  into  a  Bill 
for  amending  the  County  Court  Act  of 
1877,  rather  than  a  Bill  for  amending 
the  laws  relating  to  land  tenure  in  Ire- 
land. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out 
from  the  word  **  the,"  in  line  1  of  the 
proposed  Clause,  to  the  word ''  sufficient'' 
in  line  6. — {Mr.  ParnelL) 

Question  proposed,  ''  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Clause." 

The  attorney  GENERAL  foe 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  said,  he  hoped 
the  hon.  Member  would  not  persist  with 
his  Amendment.  The  present  condition 
of  things  was  not  only  anomalous  and 
inconvenient,  but  it  was  discreditable  to 
our  institutions,  and  was  opposed  to  the 
good  of  the  country.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Cork  City  (Mr.  Pamell),  the  other 
night,  on  the  first  discussion  which  took 
place  on  this  matter,  pointed  to  what  was 
said  and  done  by  the  House  when  the 
Act  of  1877  was  passed.  Attempts  were 
then  made  to  regulate  these  details,  and 
when  the  question  was  about  to  be  dis- 
cussed, it  was  very  properly  pointed  out 
that  all  matters  of  practice  might  be 
omitted  and  left  over  for  the  Judges  to 
settle  by  rules.  The  clause  referred  to 
was,  accordingly,  intended  for  this  very 
purpose,  and  his  (the  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland's)  opinion  was  that  it  ac- 
complished that  object.  That,  too,  was 
the  opinion  of  his  right  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  opposite,  who  had  charge 
of  the  Bill  of  1877.  Her  Majesty's 
Government  thought  the  question  was 
settled,  and  so  did  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cork,  but  the  County  Court  Judges  dif- 
fered upon  the  matter;  and  as  it  was 
always  meant  that  the  power  should 
exist,  this  clause  was  proposed  in  order 
to  give  it.  By  the  Landlord  and  Tenant 
Act  of  1860,  power  was  given  to  the 
Inferior  Courts  as  well  as  to  the  Superior 
Courts  to  deal  with  the  service  of  eject- 
ment processes;    but,  owing  to   some 


obscurity  of  expression,  the  County 
Court  Judges  in  this  case  also  held  dif- 
ferent opinions.  The  provision  was  that 
ejectments  for  non-payment  of  rent 
should  take  place  in  a  particular  way, 
or  in  such  other  ways  as  might  appear 
to  the  Judges  to  be  sufficient.  That  left 
the  whole  question  open  to  the  Courts  to 
determine  what  should  be  sufficient ;  and 
most  of  the  County  Court  Judges,  and 
some  of  the  Superior  Court  Judges,  held 
that  this  only  applied  to  the  Superior 
Judges,  and  not  to  the  Judges  of  the  In- 
ferior Courts.  The  result  was  that  an 
absurd  anomaly  and  inconvenience  in 

Sractice  had  arisen,  and  it  was  therefore 
esirable  that  the  County  Court  Judges 
should  meet  under  the  Rules  Clause  of 
the  Act  of  1877,  and  settle  what  the  prac- 
tice should  be  in  future.  When  this 
Bill  passed,  every  man  in  Ireland  would 
be  able  to  get  a  judicial  declaration  of 
a  fair  rent,  and  if  he  did  not  get  one,  it 
would  be  because  he  did  not  want  it. 
He  confessed  that  he  had  not  heard  any 
answer  to  the  argument  advanced  by  his 
right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  other 
night  which  showed  to  demonstration 
that,  without  this  clause,  they  left  the 
good  landlord  without  any  opportunity 
of  recovering  his  claims,  whereas  the 
rack-renting  landlord,  if  dragged  into 
Court  to  have  his  exorbitant  rents  re- 
duced, would  have  all  the  advantage. 
He  had  felt  that  this  state  of  things 
should  not  remain  longer  than  was  ne- 
cessary a  blot  upon  the  Statute  Book ; 
and  having  brought  every  tenant  within 
the  scope  of  the  Bill,  so  that  he  might 
have  a  fair  rent  fixed  if  he  desired  it,  it 
was  only  just  to  make  provision  for  the 
due  service  of  process  upon  him  where 
he  declined  to  pay  his  rent.  All  the  ten- 
ants said  they  were  willing  to  pay  the 
rent  if  the  rent  was  fair.  Every  tenant 
would,  in  the  course  of  a  short  time, 
have  a  fair  rent,  either  because  he  went 
before  the  Court,  or  else  because  he  con- 
sidered the  rent  to  be  a  fair  one  as  it 
stood  at  present.  This  clause  was  to 
enable  landlords  to  serve  civil  bill  pro- 
cesses when  necessary  upon  their  tenants, 
to  enforce  payment  of  their  rents.  The 
whole  object  of  process  was  to  bring 
the  claim  to  the  knowledge  of  the  de- 
fendant ;  and  he  certainly  failed  to  see 
why,  in  serving  these  processes,  they 
should  be  compelled  to  have  recourse, 
as  at  present,  to  the  assistance  of  armed 
forces.    He  hoped,  under  these  circum- 
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stances,  that  the  Committee  would  accept 
the  clause  as  it  stood.  Of  course,  as  the 
Prime  Minister  told  them,  the  Govern- 
ment were  anxious  that  this  clause,  as 
well  as  the  whole  Bill,  should  be  carried 
in  '' another  place."  It  was  impossible 
to  say  whether  any  part  of  the  clause, 
or  any  part  of  the  Bill,  might  not  be 
struck  out  in  *' another  place."  All 
they  could  hope  was  that  such  a  step 
would  not  be  taken.  He  did  not  think 
there  was  the  smallest  likelihood  of  one 
part  of  the  clause  being  struck  out,  and 
another  part  which  was  favourable  to 
the  landlords  being  kept  in.  All  he 
could  say  was  that  the  clause,  as  it  stood, 
removed  an  absurd  obstacle  in  the  way 
of  the  serving  of  civil  bill  processes 
which  was  never  intended  to  be  placed 
in  their  way. 

Mr.  HEALY  asked  what  was  the 
procedure  by  the  County  Courts  of  Eng- 
land upon  the  same  matter  ? 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  foe 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  said,  the  rules 
framed  under  the  English  County  Court 
Act  made  admirable  provision  for  the  ser- 
vice of  all  process.  If  personal  service 
could  not  be  had,  service  on  a  member 
of  the  family  at  the  house  was  suffi- 
cient; and  if  the  person  to  be  served 
was  absenting  himself,  service  at  the 
nearest  place  was  sufficient.  A  series  of 
rules,  in  short,  had  been  laid  down  giv- 
ing the  largest  possible  facilities,  so  that 
there  should  in  every  case  be  an  effective 
service. 

Mb.  PARNELL  said,  he  believed  that 
the  rules  under  the  English  County 
Courts  Act  were  inserted  in  the  Act 
itself. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  foe 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  :  Pardon  me, 
they  were  rules  made  by  the  County 
Court  Judges  under  similar  powers  to 
those  we  now  propose  to  confer  upon  the 
Irish  County  Court  Judges. 

Me.  HEALY  said,  it  was  the  genesis 
of  the  thing  that  was  objectionable  to 
the  Irish  Members.  The  history  of  the 
clause  was  one  of  the  most  curious  his- 
tories in  connection  with  the  Bill.  As 
the  clause  originally  stood,  its  meaning 
had  been  rendered  so  dubious,  either  by 
the  draftsman,  or  by  some  error,  that  it 
gave  these  remarkable  powers  to  the 
Land  Commission — 

**  The  Land  Commission  shall  circulate  forms 
of  application,  and  directions  as  to  the  mode  in 
which  applications  are  to  be  made  under  tbia 

Th$  Ait^rmy  &$Mrdl  far  Ireland 


Act ;  and  may  from  time  to  time  make,  and 
when  made  may  rescind,  amend,  or  add  to  roles 
with  respect  to  such  circulation,  and  to  the 
following  matters,  or  any  of  them." 

One  of  these  matters  was  **  the  mode  of 
service  of  civil  bill  processes  in  eject- 
ments and  for  the  recovery  of  rent." 
All  the  previous  sections,  A,  B,  C,  P,  £, 
and  F,  contained  the  words,  at  the  end 
of  each,  **  under  the  provisions  of  this 
Act,"  but  when  they  came  to  section  G, 
there  was  nothing  whatever  about  the 
purposes  of  the  Act;  accordingly,  he 
had  moved  to  repair  this  omission,  and 
the  proposal  was  accepted  by  the  Trea- 
sury Bench.  Everybody  knew  that  this 
process-serving  had  been  one  of  the 
chief  sources  of  trouble  in  Ireland ;  and 
would  they  permit  the  people  to  be  buck- 
shotted  hereafter  simply  because  they 
would  not  stick  up  for  this  clause  ?  The 
Government,  in  the  first  instance,  ac- 
cepted his  Amendment,  and  actually  pat 
up  the  Chief  Secretary,  the  Solicitor 
General  for  Ireland,  and  the  Attorney 
General  for  England  to  support  it. 
After  having  put  up  those  three  great 
Officers  of  the  Crown  they  were  met 
by  a  fusillade  from  the  Front  Oppo- 
sition Bench,  calling  upon  them  to  re- 
peal the  existing  law  and  to  make  pro- 
vision for  the  more  effectual  serving  of 
writs  and  processes.  It  was  getting  late 
in  the  morning  when  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Westminster 
(Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  moved  to  report 
Progress.  When  the  Irish  Members 
moved  to  report  Progress,  there  were 
generally  not  more  than  20  or  30  Mem- 
bers behind  them,  so  that  it  was  very 
easy  to  exhaust  them.  It  was  different 
when  a  right  hon.  Gentleman  rose  to  re- 
port Progress  from  the  Front  Opposition 
Bench.  He  generally  had  a  good  round 
number  of  supporters  behind  him ;  and 
therefore,  in  the  particular  case  he  was 
now  referring  to,  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Chief  Secretary,  having  had 
this  declaration  of  war,  at  once  gave  up 
the  ghost  of  a  struggle.  If  the  Govern- 
ment had  been  straightforward  in  the 
matter,  he  ventured  to  say  that  the 
clause  would  not  have  been  heard  of. 
There  seemed  to  him  to  be  a  good  deal 
of  huckstering  about  it.  It  was  alto- 
gether an  arriere  pens^e,  and  if  it  had 
been  suggested  from  those,  the  Home 
Bule,  Benches,  it  never  would  have  been 
adopted.  It  was  an  exceedingly  clever 
suggestion,   made    in   an    exceedingly 
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olever  manner,  by  anexoeedinffly  derer 
Member  —  the  ngbt  hon.  and  learned 
Qentleman  tbe  Member  for  the  ITni- 
Tersity  of  Dublin  (llr.  Oibeon).  Her 
Majesty's  Qovemment  sprang  forward 
to  receive  it  at  once  and  accepted  the 


BOP 


to  Cerberus.     It  might  be  desirable 
it  in  Ireland 


to  have  a  fair  rent  in  Ireland  without 
being  equally  desirable  to  facilitate  the 
speedy  service  of  ejectments.  Tbat  was 
not  the  question  tLey  had  to  consider. 
The  Bill  was  not  introduced  with  that 
object,  and  was  never  intended  to  meet 
that  case.  It  was  not  until  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  the  T^i- 
Tersity  of  Dublin  made  the  suggestion 
that  the  Qovernment  dreamt  of  making 
the  Bill  a  vehicle  for  facilitating  tbe 
eetring  of  processes.  He  therefore 
thought  the  obj  ectiona  of  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers to  this  proposal  were  most  valid 
and  legitimate.  Of  course,  tbey  knew 
the  difficulties  the  Government  had  to 
contend  with  in  the  matter ;  but  in  op- 
posing this  addition  to  the  provisions  of 
the  Bill  they  were  altogether  within  their 
rights,  and  tbey  werejustified  in  making 
tbe  strongest  protest  in  their  power 
against  the  course  of  action  which  the 
Government  had  pursued.  It  was  not  a 
kind  of  action  that  became  a  great  Go- 
vernment ;  and  the  proposal  to  limit  the 
bill  of  costs,  in  order  that  the  Commit- 
toe  might  be  induced  to  swallow  more 
speedy  process- serving,  savoured  more 
of  huckstering  and  bargaining  than  the 
desire  to  attain  a  really  great  object. 

Mh.  WAETON  thought  that  reaUy, 
after  all,  the  question  was  not  what  the 
hon.  Member  for  Wexford  (Mr.  Healyl 
called  the  genesis  of  this  clause,  but  the 
eiodus  of  the  Bill  from  tbe  House.  He 
looked  upon  the  clause  as  representing 
a  fair  bargain ;  and  he  did  not  think 
that  any  honourable  man,  whether 
Liberal  or  Conservative,  would  wish  to 
run  away  from  a  fair  bargain  after  It 
had  once  been  come  to.  He  thought 
that  nothing  could  exceed  the  fair  and 
handsome  manner  in  which  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland  had  met  the  aiguments  on  that 
side  of  the  House. 

Amendment  neffalivtd. 


Mb.  LEAMY  said,  he  understood  that 
the  rules  in  regard  to  serving  prooeseee 
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for  ejectment  under  the  Oonnty  Oonrt 
Act  in  England  were  the  same  as  were 
proposed  in  this  case. 

The  ATTOENET  GENERAL  loa 
IRELAND  (Mr.  L&w) :  I  said  they 
were  made  by  the  County  Court  Judges, 
&nd  that  tbe  English  County  Court  Act 
contains  powers  similar  to  those  which 
we  propose  to  give  in  this  clause. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Ma.  W.  E.  F0E8TEB  moved,  after 
Clause  42,  to  insert  the  following 
clause : — 

(Ananal  report  hy  Land  CommisnoD.) 
The  Land  CanimiBtion  shsll  onoe  in  every 
jemi,  after  the  yeai  one  thonasnd  eight  bandied 
and  eighty  cna,  make  a  report  to  the  Lord 
Lieute^nC  as  to  their  proceedings  under  thu 
Act,  and  every  such  report  ehall  be  presented  to 
Puliaroent." 

New  Clause,— (Jfr.  JF.E.  Fortler,)— 
brought  up,  and  read  a  first  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question,  "That 
tbe  Clause  be  read  a  second  time,"  put, 
and  agreed  to. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Clause  be  added  tothe  Bill." 
— (Ifr.  W.  E.  Foreter.) 

Mb.  MITCHELL  HENBY  said,  that 
of  course  a  Beport  of  the  proceedings 
of  the  Commission  would  be  rery  inte- 
resting ;  but  he  thought  that  as  it  might 
be  necessary  to    delay   it  until  a  lata 

reriod  of  the  year,  Parliament  ought  to 
ave  an  ad  interim  Heport  of  what  bad 
been  done  during  the  Session.  The 
Commission  would  get  to  work  at  ouoe, 
and  Farhament  ought  to  be  informed 
of  tbe  ^liminory  stops  that  were 
token.  He  thought  it  might,  if  it 
went  vigorously  to  work,  make  some 
progress  between  this  Session  and  tbe 
middle  of  next.  As  tbe  clause  now 
stood,  it  gave  a  rather  long  interval, 
when  it  said  that  the  Commission  was 
to  report  in  every  Session  after  1881. 
He  Knew  very  well  what  Commissions 
were,  and  how  their  Heporte  were  sent 
in.  There  bad  been  plenty  of  expe- 
rience in  reference  to  Irish  CommisaionB. 
Their  Reports  rarely  came  in  until  July 
or  the  beginning  of  August,  when  Par- 
liament was  on  the  point  of  proroguing, 
and  nothing  was  really  known  of  their 
proceedings  until  the  beginning  of  the 
following  Session.  He  should  prefer 
that  tbe  right  hon.  Gentleman  sbould 
mention  a  particular  month  in  which 
{Thirtsi'ucmd  IfigU.'] 
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fhe  Beports  should  be  presented,  so  that 
there  might  be  a  dennite  time  fixed 
for  the  presentation  of  the  Beport  be- 
fore the  end  of  the  financial  year.  So 
far  as  the  first  Beport  of  the  Oommis- 
fiion  was  concerned,  it  should  be  pre- 
sented in  June  next,  and  it  would  then 
be  seen  what  had  been  done  after  the 
financial  year  until  the  time  the  Beport 
was  presented. 

Mr.  W.  E.  FOBSTEB:  I  hardly 
think  it  would  be  desirable  to  call  on 
the  Commission  to  make  a  Beport  before 
a  year  has  passed.  It  must  be  presented 
next  year  and  once  a-year  afterwards. 
It  would  almost  be  absurd  to  require  the 
Commission  to  make  a  Beport  between 
the  present  time  and  the  end  of  the 
financial  year.  The  time  is  much  too 
short. 

Sir  JOHN  HOLKEB  remarked  that, 
il  he  rightly  understood  the  clause  pro- 
posed by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  the 
Beport  need  not,  and  would  not,  be 
presented  to  Parliament  until  the  year 
1883 

Mr.  W.  E.  FOBSTEB :  The  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  is  under  a  misappre- 
hension. The  first  Beport  will  be  made 
next  year. 

Sir  JOHN  HOLKEB  said,  if  that 
was  the  intention  of  the  Government  it 
would  be  necessary  to  make  some  altera- 
tion in  the  clause.    The  clause  said — 

"  The  Land  Commission  shall  once  in  every 
year  after  the  year  1881  make  a  report  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant,  and  every  such  report  shall 
be  presented  to  Parliament.'' 

Consequently,  no  Beport  could  be  made 
this  year,  and  it  might  be  delayed  until 
the  end  of  the  year  1882. 

Mr.  LEAMY  expressed  a  hope  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary for  Ireland  would  so  amend  the 
olause  as  to  require  the  Beport  to  be  pre- 
sented to  Parliament  in  the  year  in 
which  it  was  made.  If  the  first  Beport 
was  not  issued  until  December,  1882,  it 
was  quite  evident  that  it  could  not  be 
discussed  by  Parliament  until  1883. 

Mr.  W.  E.  FOBSTEB :  That  raises 
the  question  whether  it  would  be  desir- 
able to  have  a  Beport  presented  during 
the  first  few  montlis  of  the  working  of 
the  Commission.  I  cannot  think  that  it 
would  be.  The  real  question  is  this — 
is  the  Beport  which  is  to  be  presented 
next  year  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  to  be 
issued  so  early  that  it  can  be  presented 
to  Parliament  in  the  same  year  ?    Is  it 

Jfr.  liitehM  Emry 


necessary  that  the  Commission  shoiild 
be  asked  to  comply  with  such  an  instinc- 
tion  ?    I  hardly  think  it  is. 

Mr.  HEALY  said,  he  thought,  on  the 
contrary,  thatit  wasmo8tdesiriU)letohaTe 
the  first  Beport  presented  to  Parliament 
next  year,  because  it  would  cover  what 
would  probably  be  the  most  interesting 
months  in  the  entire  life  of  the  Commis- 
sion. There  would  be  great  anxiety  on 
the  part  of  Members  of  the  House  to  see 
how  the  Commission  was  working.  He 
did  not  understand  that  there  was  any 
difference  between  hon.  Members  and 
Her  Majesty's  Government.  It  was  a 
matter  on  which  he  was  sure  the  Go- 
vernment desired  to  meet  the  wishes  of 
Members  of  the  House,  and  he  put  it  to 
the  Government  that*  the  matter  was 
one  to  which  everybody  would  be  look- 
ing forward  with  such  intense  anxiety 
that  it  was  most  desirable  the  Commis- 
sioners should  furnish  a  Beport  even  if 

it  were  incomplete.  

Mr.  JOHN  BBIGHT :  I  suppose  that 
nobody  can  want  to  conceal  anything ; 
but  it  is  obvious  that  the  Act,  when 
passed,  cannot  come  into  operation,  or 
anything  be  done,  by  it  or  under  it, 
this  year.  Three  months  after  the  Bill 
has  become  law  will  bring  us  to  the  end 
of  the  year,  and  in  those  three  months 
it  is  quite  clear  that  nothing  can  occur 
upon  which  it  would  be  desirable  that 
we  should  have  a  Beport  from  the  Court. 
No  great  number  of  purchases  or  sales 
of  farms,  or  any  of  the  things  that  will 
come  under  the  Bill,  can  be  effected  in 
that  time,  and  in  none  of  these  cases 
can  we  expect  to  have  a  Beport.  We 
then  come  to  next  Session  at  the  be- 
ginning of  next  year,  when  the  Act  will 
Gradually  be  coming  into  operation, 
urely  it  will  not  be  necessary  to  occupy 
the  time  of  the  Commission  two  or  thriBe 
times  a-year  in  making  special  Beports 
to  Parliament.  I  cannot  understand 
the  extraordinary  anxiety  and  jealousy 
manifested  by  hon.  Members  in  re- 
gard to  the  character  of  the  acts  of 
the  Commission.  By  the  end  of  next 
year,  in  time  for  discussion  in  1883, 
the  Commission  will  be  able  to  make 
a  Beport  of  their  proceedings  for  a 
complete  year,  and  I  am  sure  that  a 
Beport  for  a  year  will  be  of  much  more 
use  than  any  Beport  for  three  or  six 
months  can  be.  My  right  hon.  Friend 
at  the  head  of  the  Government  spoke 
strongly  upon  the  point  when  the  matter 
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-was  before  the  Oommittee  a  few  nights 
ago.  There  can  be  no  desire  to  conceal 
anything,  and  we  only  propose  to  do 
what  Parliament  always  does  in  regard 
to  Commissions  of  this  kind.  Therefore, 
I  hope  that  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
Ck)unty  of  Galway  (Mr.  Mitchell  Henry) 
will  not  interfere  with  the  clause,  seeing 
that  no  advantage  can  be  gained.  The 
Government  are  certainly  of  opinion 
that  a  Keport  for  three  or  four  months 
would  be  absolutely  of  no  use  either  to 
Parliament  or  the  public. 

Mb.  MITCHELL  HENRY  said,  he 
hoped  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
excuse  him  if  he  said  that  it  was  a 
matter  of  much  more  importance  than 
had  been  pointed  out.  It  was  not  a 
period  of  three  or  four  months  that  was 
involved ;  but,  in  point  of  fact,  it  was  a 
period  of  nine  or  10  months,  and  he 
would  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in 
charge  of  the  Bill  if  he  would  agree  to 
this — that  the  Land  Commission  should, 
not  later  than  June  next  and  in  every 
subsequent  year,  at  such  times  as  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  should  direct,  present 
a  Heport  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant,  and 
that  every  such  Beport  should  be  pre- 
sented to  Parliament.  That  would  pro- 
vide that  in  June  next — a  period  of  nine 
or  10  months — Parliament  would  receive 
an  ad  interim  Keport.  And  what  would 
that  ad  interim  Eeport  tell  them  ?  It  would, 
at  any  rate,  tell  them  what  the  rules  of 
proceeding  were,  and  would  give  a  list 
of  the  Assistant  Commissioners,  sur- 
veyors, and  other  officers.  Of  course,  it 
would  not  be  a  Keport  on  the  nature  of 
the  work,  but  it  would  show  what  steps 
had  been  taken  to  get  the  Commission 
into  harness,  and  he  desired  that  no  en- 
couragement should  be  given  to  laxity  by 
the  wording  of  the  Act.  Perhaps  it  was 
not  desirable,  at  the  present  moment, 
that  they  should  fix  the  exact  month  in 
which  the  annual  Keport  of  the  Commis- 
sion should  be  presented,  because  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  at  the  head  of  the 
Government  had  said  he  did  not  know 
whether  the  Keport  of  the  Commission 
ought  to  be  presented  in  the  financial 
year  or  in  the  natural  year.  But  surely 
there  could  be  no  objection  for  Parlia- 
ment and  the  country  to  know  what  had 
been  done  between  this  and  June  next. 
All  he  asked  was  that  they  should  pro- 
vide that  in  June  next  the  first  Keport 
should  be  presented,  and  at  such  times 
9ubse<}uently  as  mi^ht  be  directed  by 


the  Lord  Lieutenant.  It  would  be  neces- 
sary, however,  to  call  upon  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  to  specify  the  particular 
month.  He  had  no  wish  to  say  any- 
thing invidious ;  but  he  had  had  some 
experience  of  Irish  Commissions — and 
he  had  no  doubt  the  same  was  the  case 
with  English  and  Scotch  Commissions — 
and  he  knew  that  the  Keports  from  the 
Irish  Departments  were  presented  pre- 
cisely at  the  time  of  the  year  when  they 
were  of  the  least  use — namely,  when 
the  Session  was  about  to  terminate. 
What  he  wanted  in  this  case  was  an  ad 
interim  Keport  in  the  month  of  June 
next,  and  then  a  Keport  regularly  every 
year  at  a  fixed  date. 

Mr.W.E.FOKSTEK:  My  hon.  Friend 
says  that  all  the  Irish  Commissions  pre- 
sent their  Keports  very  late.  That  was 
not  the  objection  that  was  urged  against 
the  last  great  Irish  Commission  —  the 
Bessborough  Commission.  The  complaint 
in  that  case  was  that  the  Commission 
was  too  rapid  in  its  work,  and  that  it 
presented  its  Keport  too  early.  As  re- 
gards what  my  hon.  Friend  says  about 
the  Keports  of  this  Commission  com- 
ing in  at  the  dose  of  the  Session  that 
is  not  intended  nor  expected.  It  is 
proposed  that  the  Commission  should 
report  at  the  beginning  of  the  year,  and 
if  his  suggestion  were  adopted  it  would 
not  come  in  until  the  close  of  the  Ses- 
sion. The  only  question  is  this — will  it 
be  wise  to  call  on  the  Commission  to 
furnish  a  Keport  which  must  necessarily 
be  incomplete?  My  hon.  Friend  says 
that  a  Keport  ought  to  be  furnished, 
giving  the  names  of  the  Assistant  Com- 
missioners. I  thought  it  was  understood 
that  the  names  and  qualifications  of  the 
Assistant  Commissioners  should  be  laid 
before  Parliament  at  the  very  beginning 
of  the  Session. 

Mb.  MITCHELL  HENKY  said,  he 
could  not  imagine  what  objection  there 
could  be  to  his  proposition.  It  was  an 
extraordinary  thing  that  the  Govern- 
ment should  not  want  a  Keport  of  the 
very  earliest  period  that  was  practicable  of 
the  practical  work  done.  Was  anybody 
prepared  to  say  that  Parliament  ought 
now  to  appoint  a  Commission  of  uiis 
kind,  and  that,  in  the  course  of  10 
months,  it  would  have  done  nothing  upon 
which  it  was  desirable  the  country  should 
receive  information?  Probably  the  ques- 
tion had  been  suddenly  sprung  upon 
right   hon.  GenUemen   on  the   Front 
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Bench.  He  had  not  the  slightest  wish 
to  interfere  with  the  desire  of  the  Prime 
Minister  to  defer,  for  the  present,  the 
fixing  of  the  exact  time  for  the  presen- 
tation of  the  ordinary  Report ;  but  no- 
body would  be  satisfied  if  the  country 
was  to  be  kept  in  ignorance  of  what  the 
Oommission  was  going  to  do,  and  how  it 
intended  to  set  about  it.  There  ought 
to  be  a  first  Keport  during  the  next  Ses- 
sion of  Parliament,  in  order  to  show  whe- 
ther the  Oommission  was  to  be  a  reality 
or  not.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Ohief  Secretary  seemed  to  think  that  his 
(Mr.  Mitchell  Henry's)  proposition  was 
made  in  order  to  disparage  the  Oommis- 
sion. He  had  no  wish  to  disparage  it 
in  the  slightest  degree.  On  the  contrary, 
he  thought  it  was  a  very  good  Oommis- 
sion ;  but  the  greatest  slur  that  could  be 
thrown  upon  it  was  being  oast  by  the 
Front  Bench  at  this  moment,  in  assert- 
ing that  the  Oommission  would  have 
done  nothing  worth  showing  to  the  pub- 
lic in  the  course  of  the  next  10  months. 
[Mr.  TV.  E.  FoRSTEB :  I  said  nothing  of 
the  kind.]  He  certainly  understood  his 
right  hon.  Friend  to  say  that  the  Oom- 
mission was  not  likely  to  have  done  any- 
thing worth  showing  in  the  course  of 
the  next  10  months.  He  thought  the 
Oommission  ought  to  be  got  into  opera- 
tion and  full  working  order  without 
delay,  so  that  it  might  strike  the  popular 
imagination  at  once.  It  should  be  very 
different  from  an  ordinary  Oommission, 
and  very  different  from  the  Fishery 
Oommission  s,  in  regard  to  which  it  really 
did  not  matter  whether  they  reported  a 
month  or  two  earlier  or  a  month  or  two 
later.  The  Act  constituting  the  present 
Oommission  was  a  great  measure  to 
meet  the  wants  of  the  whole  Irish  people, 
and  it  was  absurd  to  tell  the  country  it 
was  not  necessary  that  they  should  know 
what  was  being  done  for  a  year  or  so. 
The  Oommission  ought  to  be  got  into 
work  at  once,  and  within  two  or  three 
months  it  ought  to  be  thoroughly  in 
harness;  sales  ought  to  be  negotiated, 
and  the  terms  of  purchase  settled,  and 
the  Oommission  ought  to  have  a  consi- 
derable amount  of  interesting  matter  to 
tell  Parliament  and  the  country  by  the 
middle  of  next  Session.  He  did  not 
make  this  proposal  from  any  factious 
motives ;  but  be  made  it  because  he  be- 
lieved that  unless  Parliament  insisted  on 
having  a  Keport  during  next  Session,  at 
such  a  period  as  would  give  the  House 
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of  Oommons  an  opportunity  of  comment- 
ing upon  the  proceedings  of  the  Oommis- 
sion, the  result  would  be  unsatisfac- 
tory, and  even  disastrous. 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER  :  My  right  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  will  certainly  con- 
sider the  matter  before  we  come  to  the 
Report.  That  would  really  be  neces- 
sary, because  the  Amendment  now  sug- 
gested cannot  be  made. 

Sir  ALEXANDER  GORDON  said, 
he  thought  that  provision  must  be 
made  for  concluding  all  the  appoint- 
ments before  the  end  of  the  year.  There- 
fore a  Report  might,  at  any  rate,  be 
presented,  giving  the  names  of  the 
Assistant  Oommissioners. 

Mr.  PARNELL  said,  he  hoped  that 
between  the  present  time  and  the  Report 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Ohief  Se- 
cretary would  consider  whether  it  was 
not  desirable  to  ask  the  Oommissioners 
to  furnish  Parliament  with  an  annual 
Return  of  the  tenancies,  in  respect  of 
which  an  application  had  been  made  to 
fix  judicial  rents,  showing  the  amount  of 
the  old  rent,  the  amount  of  the  new  rent 
fixed,  and  the  Poor  Law  valuation. 
Such  a  Return  would  furnish  Parlia- 
ment with  a  considerable  amount  of  most 
valuable  information  as  to  the  working 
of  the  Oommission  and  so  forth.  He 
was  afraid  that  it  was  not  a  matter  which 
the  Oommission  would  undertake  of  its 
own  accord,  because,  of  course,  it  would 
take  a  good  deal  of  time  and  trouble  to 
draw  up  such  a  statement.  It  would, 
nevertheless,  bean  exceedingly  interest- 
ing statement  for  Parliament  to  have  as 
the  result  of  the  working  of  the  Oom- 
mission. 

Mr.  L  AING  would  ask  his  right  hon* 
Friend  the  Ohief  Secretary  to  consider 
whether  it  was  not  desirable  to  provide 
some  means  for  bringing  the  conduct  of 
the  Oommissioners  and  their  decisions 
under  the  notice  of  Parliament  if  im- 
pugned. Misconceptions  might  prevail 
which  it  would  be  most  desirable  to 
clear  up. 

Mr.  BIGGAR  said,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Ohancellor  of  the  Duchy 
of  Lancaster  seemed  to  think  that  the 
provisions  of  the  Bill  and  the  mode  in 
which  they  were  carried  into  operation 
were  of  very  slight  importance,  and  BQt 
calculated  to  interest,  in  the  smallest 
degree,  even  Irish  Members  of  Parlia- 
ment or  the  Irish  people.  Now,  it 
seemed  to  him  that  before  next  January 
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Beyeral  questions'  of  great  interest  and 
importance  would  come  under  the  cogni- 
zance of  the  new  Land  Commission^ 
which  it  would  be  desirable  for  the  pub- 
lic to  know.  For  instance,  it  would  be 
desirable  to  know  to  what  extent  appli- 
cations had  been  made  to  the  Court  to 
fix  judicial  rents ;  also,  what  arrange- 
ments were  made  wiUi  tenants  who 
wished  to  get  rid  of  their  holdings,  and 
various  other  questions  upon  which  the 
Commission,  by  that  time,  would  be 
able  to  form  an  opinion.  Many  ques- 
tions of  procedure  would  be  settled  by 
the  beginning  of  the  year ;  and  it  would, 
therefore,  be  perfectly  competent  for 
the  Commission  to  present  a  Report  even 
as  early  as  next  January.  Although,  of 
course,  they  would  not  be  able  to  go  into 
any  lengthened  details,  they  mi^ht  be 
able,  at  least,  to  give  the  number  of 
applications  made  to  them,  and  to  form 
an  opinion  as  to  the  extent  to  which  the 
present  tenant  farmers  considered  them- 
selves oppressed,  and  what  remedy  they 
were  likely  to  get  under  the  Bill.  He 
thought  the  few  months  from  the  time 
the  Bill  passed  into  law  until  the  1st  of 
January  would  afford  more  valuable 
information  than  any  similar  number  of 
months  that  were  likely  to  succeed.  He 
presumed  that  the  Government  desired 
to  allay  agitation,  and  to  satisfy  the 
minds  of  the  tenant  farmers  of  Ireland ; 
and  they  would  be  much  more  likely 
to  do  so  by  showing  what  had  been 
done,  and  what  was  likely  to  be  done, 
than  by  keeping  matters  entirely  in  the 
dark.  If  there  was  any  delay  in  issuing 
the  first  Keport  of  the  Commission,  one 
of  the  most  important  objects  of  the  Bill 
would  be  entirely  lost. 

Mk.  HEALY  said,  that  one  remark 
which  had  fallen  from  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Duchy, 
and  which  he  (Mr.  Healy)  had  taken 
down  in  shorthand  at  the  time,  was  a 
most  extraordinary  one.  It  was  that 
nothing  could  be  done  by  the  Commis- 
sion this  year.  If  that  was  true,  it  was 
very  strange  that  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  should  propose,  as  he  did,  to 
limit  his  Arrears  Clause  to  the  31st  of 
December  in  the  present  year.  Not- 
withstanding that  fact,  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Duchy  said  that  nothing  could  be 
done  this  year.  If  that  were  so — he  did 
not  intend  to  discuss  the  Arrears  Clause 
now — it  would  certainly  be  desirable  to 
extend  that  clause.     He  believed  that 
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another  clause  had  been  inserted  in  the 
Bill  which  was  only  to  have  effect  three 
months  after  the  formation  of  the  Com- 
mission. Of  course,  they  knew  the  Bill 
would  not  pass  before  the  1st  of  Sep- 
tember, and  it  would  be  necessary  to 
meet  several  times  to  discuss  preliminary 
matters,  so  that  it  would  not  be  until 
October  that  it  could  be  got  into  full 
working  order.  Perhaps,  under  these 
circumstances,  it  would  be  desirable  to 
extend  the  Arrears  Clause. 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER  :  I  am  not  pre- 
pared to  admit  the  assertion  that  the 
Bill  will  not  become  law  until  the  1st  of 
September.  I  hope  that  it  will ;  and  I 
do  not  think  that  it  will  require  much 
further  prolonged  discussion.  Of  course, 
the  arrears  question  must  be  decided 
before  next  Session,  whatever  may  be 
done  in  regard  to  fixing  judicial  rents. 
That  question  must  be  disposed  of  before 
the  time  mentioned  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Galway  (Mr.  Mitchell  Henry),  and 
information  may  be  given  upon  it  to  the 
House.  I  shall  be  happy  to  consider 
all  the  suggestions  which  have  been 
made  before  the  Report. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to, 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER :  I  have  now  to 

move  the  following  clause,  which  makes 

provision  for  dealing  with  arrears  of 

rent : — 

(Where  it  appears  to  the  Court,  on  the  joint 
application  of  the  landlord  and  tenant  of  any 
holdinp^  valued  under  the  Acts  relating  to  the 
valuation  of  rateable  property  in  Ireland  at  a 
sum  not  exceeding  thiiAy  pounds  a  year— 

That  the  tenant  has  paid  the  whole  (or 
such  sum  as  the  landlord  may  be  willing 
to  accept  as  the  equivalent  of  the  whole) 
of  the  rent  payable  in  respect  of  the  year 
of  the  tenancy  expiring  on  the  gale  day 
next  before  the  passing  of  this  Act,  and 
that  antecedent  arrears  are  due,  the  Land 
Ck>mmis8ion  may  make,  in  respect  of  such 
antecedent  arrears,  an  advance  of  a  sum 
not  exceeding  one  year's  rent  of    the 
holding,  and  not  exceeding  half  the  ante- 
cedent arrears,  and  thereupon  the  Court 
shall  by  order  declare  the  holding  to  be 
charged  with  the  repayment  of  &e  ad- 
vance to  the  Land  Commission,  by  a  rent 
charge  payable  half-yearly  during  the 
fifteen  years  from  the  date  specified  in 
the  order,  and  calculated  at  the  rate  of 
eight  pounds  ten  shillings  a  year  for 
every  hundred  pounds  of  the  advance. 
The  charge  declared  by  the  order  as  aforesaid 
shall  have  priority  over  all  charges  affecting 
the  holding  except  quit-rent  and  Crown  rent 
and  sums   payable  to  the  Commissioners    of 
Public  Worts  or  the  Commissioners  of  Church 
Temporalities  in  Lreland,  and  the  landlord  for 
the  tune  being  of  the  holding  shall  pay  to  the 
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Land  Commission  the  sum  for  the  time  being 
due  on  account  of  snoh  rent-charge. 

Every  half-yearly  amount  of  snoh  rentchaige 
■hall  be  deemed  to  be  an  addition  to  the  hafi- 
year's  rent  of  the  holding  (whether  a  judicial 
rent  or  otherwise)  due  from  the  tenant  to  the 
landlord,  and  may  be  recovered  by  the  landlord 
aooordingly. 

On  the  order  of  the  Court  being  made  as 
aforesaid  in  relation  to  any  holding,  all  arrears 
of  rent  duo  in  respect  of  that  holding  on  or 
prior  to  the  gale  day  next  before  the  passing  of 
this  Act  shall  be  deemed  to  be  absolutely  re- 
leased. 

The  landlord  and  tenant  may  agree  that  any 
rent  paid  by  the  tenant  during  the  twelve 
months  immediately  preceding  the  passing  of 
this  Act  shall  be  deemed,  for  the  purposes  of 
this  section,  to  have  been  paid  in  respect  of  the 
rent  due  for  the  then  current  year,  and  not  in 
respect  of  arrears  of  rent. 

Where  arrears  of  rent  in  respect  of  a  holding 
lire  due  to  some  person  or  persons  besides  the 
landlord,  the  advance  made  oy  the  Land  Com- 
mission under  this  section  shall  be  rateably  dis- 
tributed by  the  Court  amongst  the  persons 
entitled  thereto. 

An  application  for  an  advance  under  this  sec- 
tion shall  not  be  made  after  the  thirty-first  day 
of  December  one  thousand  eight  hundred  and 
eighty-one. 

The  Land  Commission  may  make  advances 
for  the  purpose  of  this  section  out  of  any 
moneys  for  the  time  being  in  their  hands  for 
thepurposes  of  this  Act. 

Tlie  Land  Commission  shall  at  such  time 
after  the  expiration  of  each  period  of  twelve 
months  as  the  Treasury  may  nt>m  time  to  time 
appoint,  make  up  an  account  showing  for  the 
said  period  of  twelve  months  the  amount  of  all 
such  payments  due  to  them  in  respect  of  rent- 
charges  payable  to  them  under  this  section  as 
they  have  failed  to  recover  at  the  expiration  of 
the  said  period  (in  this  section  referred  to  as 
p&yments  in  arrear^,  and  the  Commissioners  of 
Church  Temporalities  in  Lreland  shall,  out  of 
any  moneys  at  their  disposal  pay  to  the  I^nd 
Commission  any  sums  appearing  from  such 
acooimt  to  be  due  to  the  Land  Commission. 
Any  such  payment  by  the  Commissioners  of 
Church  Temporalities  in  Irel^id  shall  not  dis- 
char^  any  person  indebted  to  the  Land  Com- 
mission in  respect  of  any  payments  in  arrear, 
and  it  shall  be  the  duty  oi  the  Land  Commission 
to  take  any  proceedings  they  may  be  advised 
for  the  recovery  of  ^^rments  in  arrear,  and  to 
rm>ay  to  the  Commissioners  of  Church  Tempo- 
ralities in  Lreland  any  sums  so  recovered.) 

I  do  not  think  it  is  necessary  that  I  should 
detain  the  Oommittee  by  explaining  this 
dause,  because  on  a  previous  occasion  I 
was  allowed  to  enter  fully  into  it.  There 
is,  however,  an  addition  to  it  in  reference 
to  the  security  of  the  Church  funds. 

New  Clause,— (Ifr.  W.  E,  Farsisr,)^ 
hrought  up,  and  read  a  first  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed* 
"  That  the  Clause  be  now  read  a  second 
time.'' 

Mr.  W.  ]S.  Fant0r 


Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  said,  he  did 
not  know  what  course  his  hon.  Friends 
were  going  to  take  in  regard  to  the 
details  of  this  clause;    but  he  would 
venture  to  lay  before  the  Committee  a 
few  observations  on  the  general  principle 
involved  in  the  clause  itself.    In  the 
first  place,  he  wished  it  to  be  distinctly 
understood  that   the  course  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  taken  with  regard 
to  the  arrears  of  rent  due  by  the  Lrish 
tenants  was  not  a  course  which  had  no 
precedent  in  regard  to  the  dealings  of 
the  State  with  the  Irish  landlords.     In 
fact,  the  records  of  Parliament  afforded, 
on  more  than  one  occasion,  a  remarkable 
example  of  the  willingness — the  more 
than  willingness — the  almost  generous 
eagerness  which  the  State  had  mani- 
fested in  going  to  the  relief  of  distressed 
Irish  landlords.     Allusion  had  already 
been  made  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Elirk- 
caldy  (Sir  George  Campbell)  to  the  Bill 
to  relieve  the  Insh  landlords  from  cer- 
tain loans  formerly  advanced  out  of  the 
Consolidated  Fund,  and  to  that  Bill  a 
Schedule  wasannexed  of  a  very  interest- 
ing character  which  recalled  to  the  minds 
of  many  persons  one  of  the  stormiest 
phases  of  Irish  history.  In  that  Schedule 
a  Hetum  was  given  of  two  large  amoimts 
of  money  which  were  advanced  by  the 
State  to  a  certain  portion  of  the  Irish 
people.     One  of  these  advances  was  a 
sum  of  £279,451  2«.  7d,,  for  the  purpose 
of  enabling  the  authorities  in  the  local 
districts  in  Ireland  to  carry  out  the  pro- 
visions of  the  Irish  Tithe  Commutation 
Act.    The  money  was  advanced  for  the 
purpose  of  relieving  the  Irish  landlords 
and  the  clergy  of  the  Irish  Established 
Church ;  and  he  found  that  of  the  sum 
of  £279,000  advanced,  only  £51,724  had 
ever  been  repaid,  and  that  £227,726  re- 
mained unpaid  to  the  Treasury  to  this 
day.    It  was  now  proposed  that  it  never 
should  be  repaid ;  out  that  it  should  be 
entirely  forgiven  by  the  State.     He  now 
came  to  the  second  case,  which  was  a 
still  more  remarkable  one — he  referred 
to  the  Act  3  &  4   mil.  IV.  c.  100.     By 
that  Act  the  sum  of  £1,000,000   was 
advanced  for  the  purposes  of  the  clergj 
of  the  Irish  Established  Church,   who 
were  unable  to  get  in  their  tithes — ^to 
get  over    the   period   of  distress   into 
which  the  non-collection  of  the  tithes  had 
plunged  them;    £900,000  of  that  sum 
was  actually  advanced,  and  he  found 
that  the  amount  repaid  was  ml;  and  it 
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was  now  proposed  to  forgave  the  Trish 
clergy  that  sum  of  £900,000  also,  which 
was  advanced  to  them  and  to  the  Irish 
landlords  for  the  purpose  of  getting  them 
out  of  their  difficulties.  Under  these 
circumstances,  he  thought  hon.  Members 
should  disabuse  themselves  of  the  idea 
that  the  State  was  acting  in  a  spirit  of 
xinprecedented  generosity  towards  the 
Irish  tenants.  On  the  contrary,  if  they 
compared  the  £900,000  advanced  to  the 
Irish  landlords  and  the  Irish  clergy, 
which  had  never  been  repaid,  and  was 
now  proposed  to  be  forgiven,  with  the 
action  of  the  State,  as  manifested  in  the 
clauses  of  the  present  Bill,  the  com- 
parison would  be  remarkably  favourable 
to  the  generosity  towards  the  landlords 
rather  than  towards  the  tenants.  What 
was  the  principle  which  underlay  the 
present  Bill  ?  Ferhaps  he  would  more 
accurately  express  himself,  if  he  said 
what  was  the  want  of  principle  which 
underlay  this  clause  ?  It  was  that 
it  put  all  landlords  and  all  ranks  on 
exactly  the  same  moral  basis.  If  he 
were  surroimded  by  English  squires 
and  farmers,  and  dilated  upon  the  great 
depression  of  agricultural  operations  for 
the  last  two  or  three  years,  if  he  said 
that  land  was  rapidly  going  out  of  cul- 
tivation, if  he  said  that  agriculture  no 
longer  produced  the  amount  of  profit  it 
formerly  produced,  his  remarks  would 
meet  with  the  most  sympathetic  approval 
of  the  Gentlemen  he  addressed.  If  he 
went  further,  and  said  that  the  great 
cause  of  this  depression  of  agriculture 
was  what  was  caUed  a  relentless  foreign 
competition,  if  he  were  to  point  out  that 
the  true  remedy  for  the  present  state  of 
affairs  was  to  keep  out  foreigu  corn  and 
cattle  by  protective  duties,  he  would  be 
regarded  by  these  country  gentlemen 
and  farmers  as  the  advocate  of  sound 
Conservative  principles;  but  when  he 
turned  round  from  a  description  of  agri- 
cultural distress,  as  applied  to  the  case 
of  England,  and  came  to  the  case  of 
Ireland,  he  would  find  that  the  same 
Oentlemen  who  were  quite  willing  to 
admire  the  darkness  of  the  picture  in 
the  one  case  were  ready  to  deny  the 
reality  of  the  distress  in  the  other  case. 
What  was  the  fact  with  regard  to  arrears 
of  rent  in  Ireland  and  England  ?  There 
were  very  few  arrears  owing  by  English 
farmers.  ['*  Oh !  "]  Well,  he  did  not 
know  much  of  the  relations  of  English 
landlords  and  tenants ;  but  he  did  know 


that  no  rent  was  due  to  him  by  any 
farmer,  either  English  or  Irish.     What 
he  meant  was  this — ^that  no  arrears  of 
rent  were  due  to  English    landlords, 
because  English  farmers  and  landlords, 
like  men  of  business,  accepted  the  situa- 
tion; they  examined  into  the  state  of 
affairs;  they  said — "We  must  deal  in 
this  matter  as  manufacturers  and  their 
country  customers  deal  with  one  another; 
we  will  make  a  balance-sheet  of  the 
situation;   as  we  can't  get  the  whole 
amount  we  will  take  a  composition." 
Accordingly,  English  farmers  had  been 
quite  willing  to  remit  as  much  as  20, 
80,  40,  50,  and,  in  some  cases,  even  as 
much  as  70  per  cent  of  the  rent  which 
was  due  to  them  by  their  tenants.    If 
the  Irish  landlords  had  acted  in  the 
same  spirit  of  good  sense — he  would 
not  say  in  the  same  spirit  of  generosity 
— there  would  have  been  none  of  these 
disputes,  and  none  of  the  distress  and 
turmoil  which  had  distracted  Ireland  for 
the  last  two  or  three  years.     What  he 
wished  to  bring  before  the  Oommittee 
was,   that,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  there 
ought  to  be  no  recognition  of  the  arrears 
of  rent  in  Ireland  at  all,  in  the  majority 
of  cases,  because  rent  which  had  fallen 
into  arrear  was  rent  which  the  circum- 
stances of  the  time  had  made  an  exor- 
bitant   and    an  impossible    rent,   and 
which,  therefore,  the  landlord  had  no 
moral,  if  he  had  any  legal,  right  to  re- 
cover.   What  was  the  proposal  of  the 
Government?  It  acknowledged  that  dur- 
ing the  last  two  or  three  years  there  had 
existed  in  Ireland  great  distress  and 
agricultural  depression ;  but  it  proposed 
to  make  no  reiiuction  whatever  in  the 
arrears  of  rent ;  it  simply  allowed  land- 
lords and  tenants  to  come  to  an  agree- 
ment by  which  the  payment  of  the  ar- 
rears should  be  deferred.    What   was 
really  wanted  was  a  composition  and  hot 
a  postponement ;  in  fact,  what  they  re- 
quired was  a  wiping  out  of  the  arrears. 
He  had  spoken  about  a  Bill  that  was 
now  before  the  House.     He  would  make 
an  allusion  to  another  Bill,  andhe  needed 
only  to  read  its  title  to  show  that,  after 
all,  this  marvellous  and  unprecedented 
generosity  which  was  now  being  dis- 
pensed to  Irish  tenants  was  a  matter 
which  was  allowed  to  pass  sub  ailentto 
when  displayed  towards  other  people  than 
the  Irish — he  referred  to  the  Incumbents 
of  Benefices  Loans  Extension  Bill.    This 
was  a  Bill  that  actually  gave  a  public 
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body  the  right  to  defer  for  three  years  the 
paymeut  oi  certain  sums,  and  the  per- 
sons who  were  to  be  thus  relieved  were 
clergymen  of  the  Church  of  England. 
He  had  no  objection  to  the  relief  of 
clergymen  of  the  Church  of  England 
any  more  than  he  had  to  the  relief  of 
any  other  body ;  but  he  considered  that 
the  minds  of  hon.  Gentlemen  would  be 
eptirely  diverted  from  the  merits  and 
demerits  of  the  present  question  if,  in 
the  first  place,  they  regarded  this  pro- 
posal as  unprecedented,  and  if,  in  the 
second  place,  they  regarded  the  proposal 
as  one  giving  to  the  Irish  tenants  any- 
thing like  a  generous  treatment  that 
had  not  been  given  to  any  other  class 
of  the  community. 

Majob  O'BEniNE  said,  there  were 
several  objections  to  this  proposal.  In 
the  first  place,  it  made  no  distinction 
whatever  between  the  scheduled  dis- 
tricts and  other  parts  of  Ireland.  They 
all  knew  that  bad  seasons  were  felt  far 
more  acutely  and  severely  in  the  sche- 
duled districts  than  on  the  East  Coast 
of  Ireland,  which  was  never  scheduled 
under  the  Belief  of  Distress  (Ireland) 
Act ;  in  fact,  there  was  as  much  differ- 
ence between  the  material  prosperity  of 
counties  Wicklow  and  Carlow  and  the 
county  Leitrim  as  there  was  between 
the  material  prosperity  of  the  tenant 
farmers  of  Sussex  and  Kent.  This  clause 
treated  all  the  tenant  farmers  of  Ireland 
alike ;  they  were  to  pay  SJ  per  cent  for 
the  money  advanced  to  pay  the  arrears 
with.  He  considered  su<m  a  percentage 
as  that  excessive;  indeed,  he  thought 
the  tenants  ought  to  be  able  to  obtain 
advances  of  money  at  the  same  rate  as 
the  advances  were  made  to  the  landlords 
under  the  Relief  of  Distress  Act — 
namely,  to  be  required  to  pay  nothing 
for  two  years,  and  then  for  35  years  to 
pay  only  3 J  per  cent.  The  next  objec- 
tion he  founa  to  the  proposition  was  that 
the  money  was  to  be  paid  twice  a-year. 
It  was  not  the  custom  to  pay  rent  twice 
a-year — certainly,  in  the  county  of  Lei- 
trim and  many  other  counties  rent  was 
only  paid  once  a-year,  and  he  did  not 
see  why  tenants  should  be  called  upon 
to  pay  this  interest  half-yearly.  This 
year  the  potato  crop  in  many  of  the  dis- 
tricts of  the  West  of  Ireland  was  almost 
completely  destroyed  by  the  severe  frost 
which  took  place  early  in  June ;  indeed, 
so  great  was  the  failure  of  the  crop,  that 
several  Petitions  had  been  presented  to 
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Parliament  praying  that  the  tenants 
might  be  exempt  from  paying  the  seed 
rent  for  another  year.  He  was  perfectly 
convinced  that  if  some  alteration  were 
not  made  in  the  rate  o^  interest,  the 
tenants  of  Ireland  would  look  upon  tlie 
Bill  as  one  to  secure  certain  rack  rent  for 
15  years.  The  people  would  be  quite  un- 
able to  pay  interest  after  the  rate  of  8^ 
per  cent,  and  there  would  be  only  one 
plain  course  for  the  landlords  to  adopt, 
and  that  was  to  evict. 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
said,  he  was  sorry  he  was  not  in  the 
House  when  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  moved  this  clause.  He  under- 
stood, however,  from  the  hon.  Gentle- 
men who  sat  near  him,  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  contented  himself  by 
simply  moving  the  clause ;  that  he  did 
not  enter  into  any  explanation  of  it, 
inasmuch  as  he  had  explained  it  a  few 
days  ago.  There  was  one  point  upon 
which  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
had  withheld  all  information,  and  that 
was  what  was  the  amount  of  money  for 
which  the  Government  expected  the 
Consolidated  Fund  was  likely  to  be 
liable  for.  It  was  rather  surprising 
that  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Iceland, 
who  acted,  in  this  instance,  as  the 
mouthpiece  of  the  Qt)vemment,  should 
have  made  this  proposal  to  the  Com- 
mittee, and,  as  he  understood,  re&ained 
from  giving  even  an  idea  of  the  probable 
amount  of  money  the  Consolidated  Fund 
would  be  called  upon  to  advance,  assum- 
ing that  all  the  landlords  and  tenants 
in  Ireland  entered  into  the  arrangement. 
His  (Lord  Randolph  Churchill's)  sources 
for  arriving  at  an  estimate  on  this  point 
were,  of  course,  very  limited  indeed ; 
but  with  some  things  hon.  Gentlemen 
were  well  acquainted.  They  knew  per- 
fectly well  that  the  agricultural  rental  of 
Ireland  was  something  like  £15,000,000 
or  £16,000,000  a-year.  In  the  calcula- 
tion he  was  about  to  make,  he  would 
prefer  to  take  the  lower  figure — namely, 
£15,000,000.  He  was  perfectly  certain 
he  was  not  making  too  high  an  estimate 
if  he  said  that  one-third  of  that  rental 
was  unpaid  in  1879 — whether  it  had  been 
forgiven  for  the  time,  or  absolutely  re- 
mitted, he  did  not  know.  He  was  quite 
prepared  to  take  the  same  estimate  for 
the  arrears  of  rent  in  1880,  because  the 
Committee  would  recollect  that  although 
1880  was  a  good  year,  as  far  as  crops 
went,  the  people  of  a  great  part  of  Ire- 
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land  had  not  recorered  from  the  distress 
of  1 879,  and  that  distress  prevented  them 
taking  advantage  of  the  good  year  of 
1880  as  much  as  they  otherwise  would 
have  done.  He  did  not  think  he  should 
be  guilty  of  exaggeration  if  he  estimated 
the  arrears  of  1879  and  1880  at  between 
£8,000,000  and  £10,000,000.  What  did 
the  Government  propose  ?  They  pro- 
posed to  pay  half  or  these  arrears,  or 
between  £4,000,000  and  £5,000,000. 
He  thought  the  Government  would  be 
prepared  to  say  that  was  a  perfectly 
absurd  estimate,  and  he  should  be  glad  to 
hear  them  say  so ;  but,  at  the  same  time, 
he  should  be  glad  to  receive  the  figures 
by  which  they  arrived  at  that  conclusion. 
If  the  estimate  was  not  absurd,  how  did 
they  propose  to  get  the  money? — because 
he  supposed  that  in  moving  this  clause 
they  were  prepared  to  find  all  the  land- 
lords and  tenants  taking  advantage  of 
its  provisions.  He  did  not  say  that  every- 
one would  avail  themselves  of  the  ex- 
istence of  the  clause;  but,  supposing 
they  did,  how  did  the  Government  pro- 
pose to  get  the  money  ?  That  ought  to 
be  the  first  consideration  before  the 
Committee  assented  to  the  proposal.  Of 
course,  they  might  look  at  the  matter  in 
another  way.  He  would  put  it  to  the 
Committee,  did  not  this  proposal  come 
very  hard  on  those  tenants  who  resisted 
the  agitation  which  had  been  carried  on 
against  the  payment  of  rent ;  who  re- 
sisted the  intimidation  by  which  that 
agitation  had  been  carried  on;  did  it 
not  come  very  hard  upon  those  tenanti^ 
— and  there  were  many  of  them — who, 
possessing  a  thoroughly  honest  nature, 
had  gone  to  their  landlords,  or  their 
landlords'  agents,  by  night,  by  secrecy, 
by  any  method  which  their  ingenuity 
could  invent,  to  pay  their  just  debts; 
did  it  not  come  very  hard  upon  them  to 
find  that  the  persons  who  had  stuck  out, 
who  had  refused  to  meet  their  liabilities, 
no  matter  what  their  position  was,  should 
now  be  receiving  the  protection  of  this 
proposal  ?  He  asked  the  Committee  if 
they  could  conceive  anything  more  tho- 
roughly demoralizing  than  that  a  pro- 
posal should  be  made  by  the  Govern- 
ment of  Great  Britain  to  place  a  premium 
on  what  had  been,  in  99  cases  out  of  every 
100,  nothing  more  or  less  than  an  abso- 
lute repudiation  of  liability,  and  not  only 
an  absolute  repudiation  of  liability,  but 
now,  by  the  proposal  of  the  Government, 
a  sueceMful  repudiation  ?    Why  did  the 


Government  make  this  prdj)Osal  in  favotir 
of  the  Irish  tendnt,  who,  either  from 
inability  or  unwillingne6£r>  had  refused 
to  pay  his  rent.  The  hon.  Membefr  for 
Galway  (Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor)  had  s&id 
the  tenants  of  England  owed  no  arrears. 
He  (Lord  Randolph  Churchill)  ventured 
to  say  that  the  English  landlords  in  the 
House  were  quite  prepared  to  get  up 
and  with  one  voice  contradict  the  hon. 
Gentleman.  The  arrears  in  England  in 
1879  were  extremely  heavy,  and  he  did 
not  think  any  landlord  in  the  House 
would  say  he  saw  much  prospect  of  get- 
ting more  than  two-thirds  of  the  rental 
of  that  year. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOE  said,  he  was 
sorry  to  interrupt  the  noble  Lord,  but  he 
had  not  quite  exactly  represented  what 
he  said.  What  he  said  was — *' There 
were  no  arrears  of  rent  in  England  ;  " 
but  he  went  on  to  say,  ''because  the  land- 
lords were  willing  to  forgive  them,  and 
did,  in  the  most  cases,  forgive  them." 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
admitted  that  there  had  be^n  ^reat 
remissions  of  rent  all  over  England; 
but  in  spite  of  the  remissions  the  arrears 
in  England  would  be,  in  the  aggregate, 
enormous.  Now,  what  he  wanted  to 
show  to  the  Government  was  this.  The 
question  of  arrears  did  not  seem  to  touch 
tne  tenure  of  land  in  Ireland ;  and  he 
desired  to  know  what  was  the  difference 
between  the  arrears  of  rent  in  Ireland 
and  the  arrears  of  rent  in  England  that 
the  Treasury  and  the  Consolidated  Fund 
should  come  to  the  help  of  the  one  and 
not  of  the  other  ?  No  one  in  their 
senses  would  deny  that  the  agricultural 
distress  had  been  severe ;  but  it  had 
visited  both  countries  alike.  Why, 
therefore,  were  the  Government  going 
to  treat  one,  in  respect  of  that  distress, 
differently  to  the  other  ?  The'  Govern- 
ment could  not  give  any  satisfactory 
answer  to  that  question.  Of  course, 
there  were  exceptional  circumstances  to 
be  taken  into  account.  No  doubt,  there 
was  distress  in  the  West  of  Ireland  whicH 
amounted  to  a  famine ;  and  if  measures 
had  not  been  taken  the  famine  would  have 
been  a  disastrous  one.  Had  the  Govern- 
ment come  forward  with  a  proposal  to 
apply  this  assistance  to  the  district  which 
actually  suffered  in  that  famine,  their 
case  would  have  been  so  strong  that  it 
would  have  been  diflBlcult  to  argue 
against  it.  But  they  did  nothing  of  the 
kind ;  they  ineladed  the  whole  of  the 
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farmers  of  Ireland  in  this  proposal,  and 
left  the  English  farmers  out  entirely. 
He  defied  anyone  to  say  there  was  any 
difference  between  the  circumstances  of 
the  farmers  in  Leinster  and  the  circum- 
stances of  those  in  Wiltshire  and  Ox- 
fordshire, Berkshire  and  Buckingham- 
shire, and  that  there  were  reasons  why 
the  State  should  come  to  the  assistance 
of  the  farmers  in  one  coimtry  and  not 
in  the  other.  What  an  extraordinary 
impression  they  would  produce  on  the 
minds  of  the  Enc^lish  farmer.  The 
English  farmer  had  great  difficulty  to 
pay  his  way  at  present,  and  what  did 
ne  see  ?  He  saw  that  in  Ireland  there 
had  been  a  successful  movement,  not  in 
favour  of  a  lower  rent,  but  against  the 
payment  of  any  rent ;  he  saw  that  that 
movement  had  been  supported  by  means 
and  by  macUnery  wuX  in  many  re- 
spects,  could  only  be  denominated  as 
atrocious ;  and  he  saw  that,  in  spite  of 
all  these  circumstances — circumstances 
which  had  led  to  an  actual  suspension  of 
the  Constitutional  liberties  of  Ireland — 
the  Imperial  Treasury  came  forward 
with  a  proposal  to  pay  the  debts  of  the 
Irish  tenants.  Did  the  Committee  think 
that  a  proceeding  of  this  kind  would 
have  no  affect  on  the  minds  of  the  Ene- 
lish  farmers?  Did  they  think  it  would 
have  a  stimulating  effect  upon  the  Irish 
farmers  ?  There  could  be  only  one  an- 
swer. If  they  remitted  rent,  if  they 
were  going  to  assist  the  tenants  to  pay 
rent,  why  did  they  not  assist  them  to 
pay  other  debts  ?  What  did  Professor 
Baldwin  say?  In  his  Report  he  said 
the  tenants  in  Ireland  were  steeped  in 
debt,  not  to  the  landlord,  but  to  the 
tradesmen,  in  many  cases  to  four  times 
the  amount  of  their  annual  rent.  If  the 
Oovemment  wanted  to  give  the  Irish 
tenants  a  fair  start,  why  did  they  not 
say  that  the  shopkeeper  who  supplied 
the  meal,  and  the  com  merchant  who 
supplied  the  seed,  and  all  the  different 
tradesmen  to  whom  the  tenant  owed 
money,  should  be  benefited  imder  this 
clause  ?  What  distinction  could  be 
drawn  between  the  debt  which  assumed 
the  shape  of  rent,  and  the  debt  which 
assumed  the  shape  of  an  ordinary  debt 
to  a  shopkeeper  or  merchant?  That 
was  another  question  he  hoped  the  Go- 
vernment would  find  it  in  their  power  to 
answer.  There  was  no  precedent  in  the 
history  of  the  country  to  show  why  the 
whole  of  the  people  should  be  taxed  to 
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pay  the  debts  of  a  particular  portion. 
It  might  be  argued  that  the  Disestablish- 
ment of  the  Irish  Church  formed  a  pre- 
cedent. In  that  case,  the  majority  of 
the  people  were  called  upon  to  pay  par- 
ticular tithes  for  the  support  of  an  idien 
Church,  and  it  was  quite  natural  that 
that  should  assume  an  aspect  which 
would  encourage  the  State  to  come 
to  the  assistance  of  those  who  were 
forced  to  pay  for  the  support  of  a  re- 
ligion in  which  they  did  not  believe. 
There  was  no  analogy  between  that  case 
and  the  present.  The  tenants  of  Ire- 
land contracted  to  pay  certain  rent ;  but, 
from  one  cause  and  another — in  certain 
parts  of  Ireland  owing  to  distress,  but 
in  other  districts  of  the  country  owing 
to  an  agitation  in  favour  of  a  repudia- 
tion of  rent — it  had  not  been  paid. 
There  was  absolutely  no  analogy  be- 
tween an  advance  made  in  respect  of 
tithes  and  an  advance  made  with  regard 
to  rent.  Ireland  had  passed  through  a 
greater  crisis  than  the  present,  and  no 
such  proposal  had  ever  been  made  be- 
fore. There  were  arrears  of  rent  at  the 
time  of  the  great  Famine  in  1848.  Those 
arrears  were  enormous,  amounting  to 
three,  four,  five,  and,  in  some  cases,  six 
times  the  amount  of  the  present  arrears, 
and  there  were  properties  in  Ireland 
where  those  arrears  were  still  on  the 
books.  Did  the  English  Government 
come  forward  at  that  time,  although  the 
circumstances  were  50  times  more  im- 
perative than  now,  and  make  a  proposal 
of  this  kind  ?  No  one  could  pay  any 
debts  at  all,  either  to  the  landlord  or 
shopkeeper ;  but  none  of  the  great  Mi- 
nisters of  the  day  dared  to  make  such  a 
proposal  as  was  now  submitted  to  Par- 
liament. He  would  like  to  go  into  de- 
tails. What  was  the  position  of  a  land- 
lord who  succeeded  to  a  property  at  the 
present  moment  ?  This  landlord  had  no 
interest  whatever  in  the  arrears;  they 
belonged  to  the  past,  and  it  was  nothing 
to  him  whether  they  were  collected  or 
not.  But  now  he  was  to  be  charged 
with  a  new  duty,  inasmuch  as  he  was  to 
accept  the  proposed  arrangement,  and  he 
was  to  collect  the  arrears  before  he  could 
touch  the  money  he  himself  was  really  in- 
terested in.  There  was  another  question 
he  (Lord  Eandolph  Churchill)  wished  to 
put  to  the  Chief  Secretary ;  and  he  would 
not  have  been  disposed  to  put  so  many 
questions  had  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
vouchsafed  any  explanation  when  ha 
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proposed  the  clause.  Why  was  a  tenant 
at  £30  a-year,  if  he  were  as  meritorious 
as  to  require  State  assistance,  and  to 
have  a  demand  upon  it,  to  have  this  aid, 
and  a  tenant  at  £31  lOs.  not  to  have  it  ? 
What  was  the  diflPerence  in  the  degree 
of  meritoriousness  between  a  tenant  at 
£30  a-year  and  a  tenant  at  £31  10«.  ? 
What  was  the  reason  which  had  actuated 
Her  Majesty's  Government  in  fixing  this 
arbitrary  limit  ?  They  had  protested  all 
the  way  through  against  these  arbitrary 
limits,  and  had  said  they  would  not  hold 
water.  They  could  not  defend  it  on  any 
ground  of  justice,  and  by  this  limita- 
tion of  £30  they  would  be  let  in  for  a 
sum  of,  as  he  had  already  put  it,  about 
£5,000,000.  Did  they  think  that  the 
tenants  at  above  the  £30  limit  would  be 
inclined  to  sit  still  and  see  those  at  £30 
or  less  having  their  arrears  made  good, 
while  they,  who  were  equally  pinched 
and  equally  meritorious,  g^t  [nothing 
at  all  ?  There  was  a  goodly  number  of 
farmers  occupying  holdings  at  a  valua- 
tion above  £30 — he  shomd  say  about 
60,000  or  70,000  altogether— while  there 
were  many  of  them  who  were  very 
heavily  rented.  Would  they  be  content 
to  struggle  on  and  meet  their  full  en- 
gagements, while  over  the  road,  or  in 
the  next  village,  those  who  happened  to 
come  within  the  operation  of  the  clause 
were  receiving  State  aid  ?  Would  this 
class  of  higher  rented  tenants  be  in- 
clined to  look  quietly  on  and  admit  the 
justice  of  the  English  Government? 
It  was  very  extraordinary,  when  they 
considered  the  way  in  which  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  were  in  the  habit  of 
puttine  forward  these  proposals  on  the 
ground  of  Imperial  justice.  Justice? 
Yes ;  justice  perverted  against  the  land- 
lords. When  they  came  to  the  question 
of  real  justice^ — equal  justice — it  was 
pervertea  into  sordid  expectations  &om 
the  Imperial  Exchequer,  and  in  that 
case  **  the  Divine  light  of  justice  "  was 
measured  by  pounds,  shillings,  and 
pence,  and  so  became  anything  but  Di- 
vine. Lastly,  he  wished  again  to  raise 
the  subject  he  had  raised  before  as  to 
the  actual  position  of  the  Church  Sur- 
plus. Did  the  Government,  he  asked, 
intend  to  advance  the  money  under  this 
clause  on  the  security  of  the  Irish 
Ohurch  Surplus  ?  If  they  did,  he  de- 
sired to  warn  them  that  they  would  be 
making  advances  on  a  security  that  did 
not  r^lly  exist,  or,  at  any  rate,  on  a 


security  that  was  already  mortgaged  up 
to  its  eyes.  If  they  chose  to  accept  the 
arrangement  come  to  by  the  Treasury 
last  year,  they  would  not  be  advanoine 
the  money  on  the  security  of  the  IrisE 
Ohurch  Surplus,  but  on  that  of  the  Oon- 
solidated  Fund.  Out  of  this  dilemma 
they  could  not  get.  He  trusted  that  on 
these  points  Her  Majesty's  Gt)vemment 
would  at  least  offer  some  explanation. 
But,  whether  they  offered  it  or  no,  he 
was  at  least  certain  of  this — that  they 
could  not  furnish  information  that  would 
prove  that  this  proposal  with  regard  to 
the  advance  of  puolio  money  for  the 
payment  of  arrears  of  rent  was  not  the 
most  demoralizing  and  disastrous  pro- 
posal, not  only  to  Ireland,  but  to  Eng- 
land, which  could  possibly  be  made  by  a 
responsible  Minister  of  the  Grown. 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER:  1  think  I 
may  begin  the  statement  I  have  to 
make  by  giving  the  Committee  the 
grounds  on  which  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment ask  its  consent  to  this. pro- 
posal. It  is  not  that  we  think  it  is 
demanded  by  justice,  although  we  cer- 
tainly do  not  think  it  contrary  to  jus- 
tice ;  but,  still,  we  do  not  hold  that  it  is 
necessarily  based  on  the  grounds  of  jus- 
tice. We  have  made  this  proposition 
in  order  to  promote  what  we  conceive 
to  be  a  message  of  peace  to  Ireland,  and 
as  the  most  expedient  and  prudent  mea* 
sure  we  can  tue  to  compose  the  differ- 
ences which  unhappily  at  present  exist 
in  Ireland.  If  the  Committee  are  of 
opinion  that  the  risk  which  is  run — and 
I  do  not  deny  that  there  is  some  risk, 
although  I  do  not  think  there  is  so 
much  as  the  noble  Ijord  the  Member  for 
Woodstock  (Lord  Randolph  Churchill) 
seems  to  suppose  —  if  the  Committee 
think  that  what  will  thereby  be  gained 
in  respect  of  the  better  government  of 
Ireland  is  not  worth  that  risk,  it  will, 
of  course,  be  for  the  Committee  to  reject 
our  proposal.  But  I  would  point  out  to 
the  Conmiittee  that  there  is  nothing 
that  is  at  all  compulsory  about  this  pro- 
posal. There  is  no  compulsion  in  it 
whatever.  It  is  merely  an  offer  on  our 
part  to  advance,  in  the  first  place  out  of 
the  public  funds,  but  with  the  security 
of  the  Lrish  Church  Surplus,  money  that 
may  be  needed,  as  we  believe,  for  the 
purpose  of  composing  the  very  gnreat 
and  very  serious  differences  that  have 
been  pregnant  with  so  much  to  evil  to 
Ireland.    The  noble  Lord  the  Member 
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for  Woodstook  has  asked  Her  Majesty's 
Qoyernment  several  questions.  First  of 
all,  he  asked  a  question  about  the 
amount  of  money  that  will  probably  be 
advanced  under  this  clause.  I  am  un- 
able at  the  present  moment  to  g^ve  the 
noble  Lord  any  absolute  statement  as  to 
what  the  amount  will  be,  any  more  than 
I  am  able  to  say  what  will  be  the 
amount  that  will  be  required  for  the 
purchase  of  the  holdings ;  but  I  am 
quite  sure  of  this,  that  the  calculations 
put  forward  by  the  noble  Lord  are  very 
much  beyond  even  the  possibilities  of 
the  case.  His  first  calculation  was  that 
the  agricultural  rental  was  £16,000,000 
sterling ;  but  Mr.  Ball-Qreen,  who  is  as 
g^od  an  authority  as  is  to  be  found  on 
tills  subject,  has  put  the  gross  value  of 
the  agricultural  holdings  of  Ireland  at 
£10,200,000.  The  Committee  must  take 
the  matter  on  the  accountant's  figures 
which  we  have  been  furnished  with. 
As  far  as  I  am  able  to  estimate  the 
amount — and  I  may  say  that  I  have 
gone  into  the  question  as  carefully  as  I 
could  by  the  aid  of  the  figures  in  the 
Betum  which  has  been  laid  before  the 
House,  showing  the  different  numbers 
of  agricultural  holdings  valued  at  £4 
and  under,  and  going  upwards  from  £4 
to  £10,  £15,  and  so  on — I  find  that, 
taking  the  number  of  holdings  under 
each  heading,  and  estimating  them  as 
between  the  minimum  and  maximum, 
the  total  value  of  the  holdings  that  will 
be  affected  by  this  proposal  is  about 
£5,000,000  sterling.  But  here^  I  must 
point  out  that  to  suppose  we  should  have 
to  deal  with  anything  approaching  this 
amount  under  tiie  clause  now  before  the 
Committee  is  one  of  the  most  exaggerated 
statements  that  could  possibly  be  made, 
and  is  really  almost  equal  to  the  exag- 
geration of  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
Borough  of  Galway  ^Mr.  T.  P.  O'Con- 
nor), who  has  said  tnat  the  reductions 
that  have  been  made  by  the  landlords 
in  England  had  been  cent  per  cent. 
FMr.  T.  P.  O'CoNKOR :  I  said  that  there 
nad  been  such  cases.]  It  is  for  this 
Committee  to  go  into  this  question  as 
business-like  men,  and  not  to  allow  them- 
selves to  be  led  away  by  over-estimated 
figures.  My  own  belief  in  the  matter  is 
that,  on  the  whole,  even  at  the  present 
moment,  in  Ireland  the  nominal  rent 
has  been  quite  as  fully  paid  up  in  Ire- 
land as  it  has  been  in  Englana.  [''  No, 
no !  "]    Hon.  Members  say  ''  No,  no !  " 
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I  dare  say  there  are  some  hon.  Mem- 
bers who  are  inclined  to  disagree  with, 
that  assertion ;  but,  at  any  rate,  as  to 
anything     approaching     the    estimate 
given  by  the  noble  Lord,  I  am  fully  con* 
vinced  of  its  exaggeration.     It  is  not  for 
me  to  give  the  cases  on  which  I  base 
my  statement,  because  I  should  thus  be 
exposing  the  private  affiairs    of   indi- 
viduals ;  but  I  may  say  that  I  have  gone 
into  a  number  of  cases  in  which  tiiere 
have  been  as  large  arrears  as  in  any 
part  of  Ireland,  and  after  thoroughly 
looking  into  those  cases  and  fairly  con- 
sidering the  condition  of  the  tenants  in 
Ulster,  Leinster,   and  a  great  part  of 
Munster,  I  have  arrived  at  the  calcula- 
tion that  in  all  probability  the  maximum 
drain  on  the  Treasury,  or,  I  should  say, 
on  the  Consolidated  Fund  in  the  first 
place,  and  on  the  Irish  Church  Surplus 
afterwards,   will  not  amount  to  more 
than  £700,000,  or  even  so  much  as  that. 
Taking  into  account  the  fact  that  this  pro- 
position extends  all  over  Ireland,  perhaps 
the  main  reason  why  I  think  the  firares  I 
have  stated  are  within  the  mark,  and 
that  hon.  Members  have  exaggerated,  is 
this.     When  we  are  talking  about  ar- 
rears, or  hearing  arrears  talked  about, 
either  in  the  case  of  tenants  who  cannot 
pay  them  or  tenants  who  will  not  pay 
them,  or  of  landlords  who  do  not  get 
them,  we  are  talking  about  all  the  rents 
that  are  owing  at  tibe  present  moment ; 
but  it  should  be  remembered  that  the 
very  essence  of  our  proposal  is  that  be- 
fore it  can  come  into  operation  any  ten- 
ant who  is  to  be  aided  by  it  must,  at 
least,  have  paid  his  last  year's  rent. 
That,  I  say,  is  the  very  essence  of  the 
proposition.      In  the  case  of  the  Pro- 
vince of  Ulster,  with  the  exception  of 
certain  parts  of  Donegal,  the  arrears 
form  a  very  trifling  consideration ;  and 
in  the  best  parts  of  Leinster  they  are 
also  very  trifimg ;  and  in  a  large  part 
of  Munster  they  are  very  trifling  like- 
wise.    This  brings  me  to  another  of  the 
questions  put  by  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  Woodstock ;  and  here  I  may 
say  that  the  noble  Lord  has  rather  a 
peculiar  manner  of  putting  questions. 
The  noble  Lord  never  loses  anything  of 
the  force  of  his  questions  by  any  want 
of  peremptoriness  in  his  way  of  putting 
them.    The  noble  Lord  has  said  that 
Her  Majesty's  Government  make    no 
difference  between  the  tenant  who   is 
struggling  hard  to  pay  his  rent  and  the 
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man  who  has  not  only  neglected  to  do 
so,  but  who  has  tried  all  he  could  to 
avoid  payment — that  is  to  say,  we  have 
not  attempted  to  make  a  distinction  be- 
tween the  tenant  who  cannot  pay  and 
the  tenant  who  will  not  pay.  I  believe 
that  to  do  this  by  actual  enactment, 
and  to  give  to  the  Court  or  to  any- 
body the  power  to  perform  the  duty 
of  ascertaining  who  could  pay  and 
who  could   not  pay  woidd  be  to  im- 

Eose  on  the  Court  an  impossible  task, 
iut  I  believe  that  our  proposal,  taking 
it  on  its  wide  principle,  and  having  re- 
gard to  its  general  features,  without  at- 
tempting to  take  in  every  particular  and 
isolated  case,  does  make  some  distinc- 
tion ;  and  I  say  so  for  this  reason — that 
when  I  first  ventured  to  bring  the  matter 
before  the  Committee,  I  stated  that  I  be- 
lieved there  were  a  large  number  of  the 
tenants  who  could  pay  and  who  would  not 
pay  now,  who  had  paid  up  to  the  middle 
of  last  year.  I  believe  that  what  I  may 
call  the  fraudulent  refusals — and  in  say- 
ing this  I  do  not  wish  to  provoke  any 
feeling  of  antagonism,  but,  in  my  opinion, 
there  was  a  good  deal  of  fraudulent  re- 
fusal —  is  to  be  traced  to  the  refusals 
that  were  made  last  year.  As  I  have 
said,  I  do  not  make  use  of  the  expression 
to  excite  any  angry  feeling ;  but  it  is  the 
only  mode  in  which  I  can  express  my 
meaning.  Those  who  held  the  last  har- 
vest, and  are  able  to  pay,  will  not  be 
helped  by  this  proposal;  but,  on  the 
other  hand,  there  are  a  great  number  of 
tenants  who  are  utterly  unable  to  pay  in 
consequence  of  the  bad  harvest  of  1879. 
There  can  be  no  doubt  about  this  ;  and, 
consequently,  the  question  arose  whe- 
ther Parliament  should  not  step  forward 
under  these  difficult  circumstances  and 
try  to  make  a  proposal  which,  on  the 
one  hand,  should  discourage  the  land- 
lords from  evicting  their  tenants  for  non- 
payment of  arrears  that  have  accumu- 
lated in  bad  times,  and  should,  on  the 
other  hand,  discourage  those  fraudulent 
tenants  who  can  pay  but  who  will  not.  I 
do  not  mean  to  say  that  if  we  carry  this 
proposal  there  will  not  be  one  or  two 
hard  cases  on  one  side  or  the  other— on 
the  one  side,  in  the  case  of  tenants  who, 
owing  to  distress  through  bad  harvests, 
are  unable  to  pay  their  last  year's  rent ; 
and,  on  the  other  hand,  of  the  bad  effect 
produced  by  fraudulent  tenants,  who  will 
be  enabled  to  obtain  a  sort  of  advantage 
in  the  matter  of  the  arrears  due  before 


last  year ;  but  I  do  not  think  there  will 
be  many  of  these  cases  on  either  side. 
These  objections  would  apply  very 
strongly  to  the  question  of  a  compulsory 
enactment ;  but,  after  all,  we  are  merely 
making  an  offer,  which  is  put  on  the 
one  hand  to  the  landlords,  to  whom  we 
say — **  If  you  can  agree  with  your  ten- 
ants as  to  the  last  year's  rent,  we  will 
advance  you  half  of  what  was  owing 
during  the  previous  two  years,  and  we 
will  advance  you  that  at  a  very  cheap 
rate."  I  do  not  agree  with  my  hon.  and 
gallant  Friend  the  Member  for  Leitrim 
(Major  O'Beime)  that  it  is  not  a  cheap 
rate ;  and  I  should  also  point  out  that 
we  say  to  the  landlords — **  We  give  you 
terms  of  repayment  which  go  over  15 
years."  It  is  true  that  these  repay- 
ments are  to  be  at  S^  per  cent  per 
annum  ;  but  that,  of  course,  includes 
both  principal  and  interest.  The  land- 
lord may  say — "If  I  were  to  evict  I 
might  get  the  whole,"  and  some  few 
landlords  might  prefer  to  take  this 
course ;  but,  generally  speaking,  the  land- 
lords would  not  think  this  course  to 
their  interest.  In  return  for  this,  the 
landlord  has  to  wipe  off  all  the  previous 
arrears.  He  gets,  in  the  first  place,  last 
year's  rent  from  the  tenant,  and  he  also 
gets  an  advance  of  50  per  cent  for  the  two 
previous  years,  with  a  long  time  for  repay- 
ment. And  now,  on  the  other  hand,  let 
us  see  how  it  will  operate  with  regard  to 
the  tenant.  The  tenant,  after  paying  the 
last  year's  rent,  enters  into  an  obligation, 
to  pay  what  is  really  a  very  small  sum, 
in  addition  to  his  rent  for  15  years,  and 
receives  an  entire  acquittance  for  all  his 
previous  arrears.  Now,  the  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  Woodstock  has  said  that 
this  is  a  demoralizing  proposal.  I  can- 
not see  that  there  is  anything  demo- 
ralizing in  it.  It  would,  doubtless,  be 
demoralizing,  and  very  demoralizing,  if 
we  forced  the  parties  to  accept  the  pro- 
posal— if  we  said  to  the  tenant — "We 
will  step  in  between  you  and  the  land- 
lord ; "  and  said  to  the  landlord  — 
"  You  shall  not  be  able  to  daim  more 
than  50  per  cent  of  the  debt  due  to  you." 
That  would  be  demoralizing.  But  when 
we  look  at  the  facts,  and  know  that  the 
landlords  cannot,  without  inflicting  great 
misery  on  their  tenants,  and  witnout 
danger  to  the  country  generally,  carry 
out,  by  force  of  law,  the  obtaining  of  the 
whole  of  their  arrears,  we  feel  we  are  right 
in  saying—"  If  you  will  accept  our  pro- 
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posaly  we  have  a  good  tiling  for  you  and 
also  for  the  tenant ; "  and  I  cannot  see 
how  anyone  can  be  injured  in  any  way 
whatever.  The  noble  ijord  the  Member 
for  Woodstock  has  said — "  Why  should 
you  do  this  for  Ireland,  and  not  do  it  for 
England  also  ?  "  My  answer  to  that  is 
that  in  England  we  have  not  to  encounter 
the  same  set  of  circumstances.  It  is  our 
duty  to  look  at  matters  as  they  stand. 
We  have  now  been  for  months  engaged 
on  the  framing  of  a  Land  Bill  for 
Ireland.  Everybody  admits  that  we 
have  been  conducting  this  Bill  on  dif- 
ferent principles  and  in  a  different  man- 
ner from  those  on  which  we  should  con- 
duct a  measure  dealing  with  questions 
between  landlord  and  tenant  in  Eng- 
land. I  suppose  every  hon.  Member  of 
this  House  will  say  he  is  quite  aware  of 
that.  The  question  really  is — Is  it,  or  is 
it  not,  desirable  that  we  should  run  what 
is  not  a  large  risk  for  the  purpose  of 
taking  away  what  is  a  great  practical 
danger  that  attaches  to  the  administra- 
tion of  Ireland  ?  We  propose  to  g^ve  to 
the  landlord  the  power  to  get  from  the 
tenant  a  certain  portion  of  his  rent ;  and 
our  chief  object  in  this  is  to  tempt  both 
sides  to  approach  each  other — ^to  try  and 
ffet  them,  instead  of  carrying  on  this 
fight  that  is  now  going  on,  to  agree 
together  in  the  proposition  we  have  ven- 
tured to  make  on  behalf  of  the  taxpayers. 
Our  object  is  to  bring  these  disputing  par- 
ties together,  and  to  induce  them  to  agree. 
We  hold  out  a  considerable  temptation 
in  the  shape  of  an  inducement  to  each. 
To  the  landlord  we  hold  out  the  induce- 
ment of  last  year's  rent  as  an  advance,  and 
to  the  tenant  we  offer  the  inducement,  if  he 
can  make  up  that  year's  rent,  of  his  being 
able  to  g^  on  and  make  a  new  beginning. 
I  repeat  that  if  the  proposal  were,  as 
some  hon.  Members  have  said  it  is,  a 

Sroposal  which  demolishes  by  law  the 
ebt  that  is  due,  I  do  not  think  we 
should  be  justified  in  making  it ;  but  it 
is  not  that,  it  is  merely  a  proposal  to 
bring  both  parties  together,  in  order 
that  they  can  come  to  an  agreement,  and 
to  effect  this  by  the  advance  of  a  sum 
that  will  not  be  very  large  out  of  the 
public  funds.  Even  looking  at  it  as  a 
mere  question  of  pounds,  shillings,  and 
pence,  I  believe  it  to  be  a  thing  very 
well  worth  doing. 

SmSTAFFORDNOETHCOTE:  lam 
very  sorry  to  do  anvthing  that  may  have 
the  effect  of  detaming  the  Committee 

Mr.  W.  J?.  Foniw 


from  arriving  at  a  conclusion  upon 
this  clause,  not  only  because  I  feel 
that  we  are  all  anxious  to  go  on 
with  the  work  as  quickly  as.  possible, 
but  because  I  observe  that  the  longer 
this  measure  is  before  us  the  more  ex- 
traordinary do  the  ideas  of  the  Gbvem- 
ment  with  regard  to  it  become,  and  the 
more  extraordinary  are  the  proposals 
they  make.  I  was  much  struck  by  one 
thing.  I  do  not  know  whether  many  hon. 
Members  were  present  in  the  House  last 
night,  or  yesterday  afternoon,  when  an 
observation  was  made  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Prime  Minister  on  a 
different  subject — I  refer  to  the  Motion 
shortly  to  be  submitted  to  the  House 
by  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
East  Gloucestershire  (Sir  Michael  Hicks- 
Beach)  with  regard  to  the  Transvaal 
policy  of  Her  Majesty's  Gbvemment. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Prime 
Minister  had  said  that  that  Motion  had 
been  postponed,  among  other  reasons, 
on  account  of  the  course  of  the  Land 
Bill ;  and  he  added  that  if  the  Land  Bill 
had  been  a  measure  of  ordinary  legisla- 
tive importance — such  a  Bill,  for  in- 
stance, as  that  of  1870 — he  should,  un- 
doubtedly, have  given  precedence  to  the 
Motion  challenpng  a  vote  of  No  Oonfi- 
denceinHerMajesty'sGovemmentwhich 
had  been  asked  for  by  my  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  East  Gloucester- 
shire. But  this,  he  said,  was  not  an  ordi- 
nary measure.  The  Land  Bill  with  which 
we  are  now  concerned  is  a  Bill,  he  said, 
which  closely,  and  in  all  its  stages,  touches 
the  peace  and  g^od  government  of  Ire- 
land. The  expressions  which  the  Prime 
Minister  then  used  were  so  remarkable 
that,  for  the  moment,  I  could  not  quite 
see  what  their  true  bearing  was ;  but  I 
think  that  when  one  looks  at  the  gist  of 
the  Bill  and  at  the  proposals  that  are 
from  time  to  time  being  made  by  the 
Government,  one  is  better  able  to  under- 
stand the  meaning  of  those  remarks.  Al- 
though the  Bill  took  a  long  time  in  its 
conception,  although  it  went  through 
two  or  three  different  phases  before  it 
was  produced,  yet,  still,  when  it  was  laid 
on  the  Table,  it  was  absolutely  free  from 
the  inconvenience  of  having  any  immu- 
table principles ;  and  it  was  to  be  carried 
on  with  reference,  at  every  stage,  to  the 
social  condition  and  circumstances  of  Ire- 
land. Proposals  were  introduced  as  it 
went  along  that  were  not  among  those 
whioh  were  originally  oontemplated  by 
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the  Oovemment,  but  which,  were  entirely 
afterthoughts.  Among  them  we  have 
this  very  remarkable  proposal  as  to  the 
mode  of  dealing  with  the  question  of 
arrears  of  rent.  That  proposal  has  been 
made  in  the  simplest  possible  manner 
by  Her  Majesty's  Government,  without 
even  so  much  as  thinking  it  necessary 
to  explain  the  nature  of  it. 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER:  When  I 
brought  it  forward  I  said  I  would  not 
delay  the  Committee,  as  I  had  fully 
explained  it  a  fortnight  ago. 

Sib  STAFFORD  NORTHOOTE :  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  is  assuming  that 
the  state  of  things  is  the  same  one  fort- 
night as  it  is  in  another,  which  is 
certainly  something  on  the  side  of 
stability.  But,  at  all  events,  my  noble 
Friend  the  Member  for  Woodstock 
(Lord  Randolph  Churchill)  has  put 
a  number  of  what  seem  to  me  ex- 
tremely pertinent  questions;  and  when 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary for  Ireland  rose  to  answer  those 
questions  he  began  with  the  most  re- 
markable admission  I  think  I  ever  heard 
made  by  a  Minister.  Here  is  a  pro- 
posal which  strikes  us  as  being  one  of 
a  very  curious  and  very  remarkable 
character,  and  one  which,  unless  it  is 
demanded  by  justice,  can  hardly  be  re- 
conciled with  the  principles  of  political 
economy ;  and  yet  the  very  first  admis- 
sion the  right  hon.  Gentleman  makes 
is  that  this  clause  is  not  demanded  by 
justice,  but  is  demanded  because  it  is 
a  message  of  peace  to  Ireland.  Well, 
it  is  bad   enough    to    hear  that    this 

Proposal  is  not  demanded  by  justice, 
'hat  fact  deprives  it,  in  one  sense,  of 
any  great  force ;  but  when  we  are  told 
it  is  a  message  of  peace  to  Ireland  I 
cannot  but  remember  the  remark  once 
made  by  a  Member  of  this  House  who 
said — '*  When  I  hear  a  man  talk  of 
his  conscience,  I  always  button  up  my 
pocket."  When  we  hear  of  messages 
of  peace  to  Ireland,  I  am  reminded 
that  we  have  sent  a  good  many  such 
messages.  Well,  Sir,  it  did  not  seem 
to  me,  when  the  Chief  Secretary  began 
to  answer  the  questions  of  my  noble 
Friend,  that  he  succeeded  in  answering 
them  in  the  most  satisfactory  man- 
ner. In  the  first  place,  there  was  the 
question  as  to  the  amount.  On  that 
my  noble  Friend  said  he  would  take  it 
for  granted  that  the  Government  had 
gone  into  the  subject  and  would  be  able, 


at  all  events,  to  give  us  some,  figures. 
In  fact,  he,  in  his  ignorance,  even  sug- 
gested certain  fibres  which  occurred  to 
him,  and  which,  he  supposed,  were  natu- 
rally brought  about  by  the  demands  likely 
to  be  directly  or  indirectly  made  upon 
the  Exchequer.  One  would  have  thought 
that  the  Government  would  have  been 
prepared  with  some  statement  on  this 
subject ;  but  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chief  Secretary  entirely  negatived 
the  noble  Lord's  suggestion.  He  said 
the  amount  in  question  was  very  much 
less  than  had  been  suggested,  and 
gave  us  £700,000  as  the  maximum 
figure  that  might  be  expected  to  be 
really  demanded.  I  do  not  know  on 
what  ground  he  computed  it ;  but,  con- 
sidering the  time  when  the  demand 
is  made  on  us,  I  think  we  might  have 
expected  a  litUe  more  precision  in  the 
information  we  get  as  to  what  it  is  that 
we  are  actually  doing.  But  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  said  there  is  no 
cause  to  trouble  ourselves  because  there 
is  no  compulsion ;  that  it  can  only  ope- 
rate where  both  parties  are  agreed ;  that 
it  was  only  desired  that  the  landlords 
and  tenants  should  come  together  and 
ag^ee.  But,  after  all,  the  sort  of  com- 
pulsion which  is  offered  to  the  landlords 
is  of  this  kind — Will  you  have  it  now  or 
wait  till  you  get  it  ?  That,  undoubtedly, 
is  the  kind  of  pressure  applied  to  the 
landlords  with  regard  to  the  arrears  due 
to  them.  And  here  is  the  mode  in  which 
it  is  thought  right  by  Her  Majesty's 
Government  to  guarantee  the  payment  of 
a  certain  proportion  of  arrears.  They  say 
— **  If  you  will  only  come  to  terms  with 
regard  to  a  certain  payment  to  be  made 
in  respect  of  the  last  year's  rent,  and  if 
we  can  see  ourselves  clear  with  regard 
to  the  arrangements  between  the  land- 
lord and  tenant,  the  Land  Commismon 
may  make  an  advance  of  not  exceeding 
half  the  antecedent  arrears."  It  is  re- 
marked that  this  would  be  very  hard, 
inasmuch  as  it  would  be  in  favour  of 
those  dishonest  tenants  who  can  pay 
and  refuse  to  pay,  and  that  it  would  be 
hard  to  those  persons  who  sometimes 
have  made  an  effort  to  pay  at  great  per- 
sonal risk ;  but,  then  says  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman — ''You  must  bear  in  mind 
that  this  clause  will  not  come  into  ope- 
ration unless  the  tenant  has  paid  the 
rent  due  for  the  last  year  past.''  But  I 
do  not  see  that  it  is  so.  The  clause  says 
that  the   tenant  must  have  paid  the 
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whole  of  the  last  year's  rent,  "  or  such 
sum  as  the  landlord  may  be  willing  to 
accept  as  the  equivalent  of  the  whole." 
The  landlord,  ^o,  after  all,  is  very  like 
other  men  in  these  matters,  has  to  make 
the  best  terms  he  can,  and  in  order  to 
get  some  relief  for  his  distress  out  of 
the  Exchequer  he  may  be  willing  to 
aocept  a  merely  nominal  proportion  of 
the  rent  due  for  the  past  year  as  a 
means  of  recovering  some  of  the  arrears 
of  rent  due  for  the  preceding  years. 
That,  I  must  say,  is  a  very  unsatisfactory 
proposal,  and,  moreover,  it  lays  down  a 
most  dangerous  precedent.  Then,  again, 
no  answer  whatever  has  been  given  to 
the  very  pertinent  question  of  my  noble 
Friend,  who  asks  why  this  provision  is 
made  to  apply  to  all  parts  of  Ireland 
whether  distressed  or  not.  We  could 
understand,  under  certain  circumstances, 
that  the  Government  should  say  there 
has  been  exceptional  and  abnormal  dis- 
tress and  the  people  are  in  such  a  con- 
dition as  to  require  special  indulgence. 
But  they  do  not  say  anything  of  the 
sort.  They  put  this  proposal  forward 
as  a  general  measure — as  a  measure  for 
the  purpose  of  clearing  off  arrears.  My 
noble  Friend  says  there  is  no  precedent 
for  such  a  proposal  in  English  history, 
and  he  goes  back  to  Pisistratus  as  the 
latest  precedent.  But  my  impression 
is  that  there  does  exist  a  precedent 
for  it  in  what,  at  any  rate,  passes 
for  the  History  of  England,  in  the 
story  of  **Tom  Thumb  the  Great," 
where  hon.  Members  will  find  the  pro- 
posal that  all  debts  should  be  paid  by 
the  State.  Of  course,  these  are  remarks 
which  by  some  may  be  considered  ab- 
surd. But  why  do  I  make  them  ?  Be- 
cause we  are  dealing  with  a  proposition 
which,  we  are  told,  does  not  rest  upon 
any  principle  of  justice,  or,  as  far  as  we 
can  conceive,  upon  any  principle  at  all 
except  that  of  living  from  hand  to 
mouth.  And  I  venture  to  say  in  all  se- 
riousness that,  to  my  mind,  this  is  one  of 
the  most  dangerous  features  of  this 
legislation,  the  whole  of  which  appears 
to  me  to  be  based  on  an  endeavour  to 
make  things  pleasant  without  regard  to 
the  consequences,  the  principles  of  poli- 
tical economy  being  set  aside  in  order 
to  meet  the  particiuar  circumstances  of 
the  day.  We  are  now  asked  to  decide 
upon  a  question  of  great  importance 
without  reference  to  those  principles ;  to 
lay  down  doctrines  which  will,  no  doubt. 

Sir  SUgord  NoriheoU 


before  long  be  applied  in  other  direc- 
tions, and,  at  the  same  time,  we  have 
been  met  by  the  most  unsatisfactory 
statement  of  reasons  which,  upon  so  im- 
portant a  subject,  it  has  ever  been  my 
lot  to  hear  delivered  by  a  Minister  of 
the  Crown. 

Major  NOLAN  said,  he  wished  to 
point  out  that  the  rateable  value  of  the 
holdings  in  Ireland — £30,  at  the  average 
of£l2 10«.each— amounted  to  £4,500,000, 
and  it  was  not  for  one  moment  to  be 
supposed  that  the  whole  of  the  sum  of 
£5,000,000  named  by  the  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  Woodstock  (Lord  Ran- 
dolph Churchill)  would  be  paid.  In 
that  part  of  Galway  with  which  he  was 
connected,  probably  the  most  distressed 
district  in  Ireland,  about  £40,000  would 
come  under  this  clause,  while  the  rest  of 
the  county  would  be  represented  by 
£70,000  or  £80,000.  But  it  was  not 
the  Consolidated  Fund  that  became  liable 
in  the  first  instance.  There  was  the 
security  given  by  the  landlords  and  the 
Church  Surplus  Fund.  He  did  not  know 
the  actual  amount  of  the  fund  available 
at  that  moment;  but  he  believed  that 
£3,000,000  of  it  had  been  devoted  to 
national  school  purposes,  and  £  1 ,500,000 
lent  to  the  landlords  in  Ireland  at  a  low 
rate  of  interest,  besides,  as  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  Woodstock  re- 
minded him,  a  further  sum  for  inter- 
mediate education.  Notwithstanding 
these  amounts,  he  did  not  think  there 
could  be  much  less  than  £3,000,000  in 
the  fund  ;  a  very  much  larger  sum  than 
the  Government  would  have  to  find  for 
arrears.  He  and  his  hon.  Friends  really 
wished  to  extend  the  limit  fixed  in  the 
clause  in  order  to  make  the  proposal  of 
the  Government  apply  to  holdmgs  of 
more  than  £30  a-year,  and  the  noble 
Lord  said  that  the  Exchequer  was  being 
pledged  for  a  large  sum  of  money.  He 
(Major  Nolan)  believed  it  was  pledged 
for  nothing  of  the  kind ;  he  maintained 
that  Ireland  was  getting  nothing  what- 
ever from  the  National  Exchequer  by  this 
proposal  of  the  Government,  and  alto- 
gether repudiated  the  arguments  which 
had  been  used  against  it.  As  a  rule  the 
Treasury  made  very  good  bargains  in 
dealing  with  Ireland,  and  he  did  not 
regard  the  present  case  as  any  exception 
to  the  rule.  Without  going  into  the 
ffeneral  question  of  the  advantage  or 
disadvantage  of  advancing  money  for 
the  purpose  of  wiping  out  arrears,  he 
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thought  the  Government  were  bound  to 
take  some  steps  in  that  direction,  and 
had  merely  risen  to  protest  aeainst  the 
tone  which  had  been  given  to  tne  debate 
by  the  noble  Lord  opposite. 

Sir  R.  ASSHETON  cross  said,  as 
he  understood  the  position  it  was  that 
there  had  been  a  number  of  bad  seasons, 
that  the  tenants  in  Ireland  were  very 
much  in  arrear  with  the  rent  due  to  the 
landlords,  and  that  the  proposal  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland  was  a  modut  vivendi  by 
which  those  arrears  might  be  wiped  out 
in  order  that  the  tenants  might,  so  to 
speak,  have  a  fair  start.  The  object 
which  everyone  had  at  heart  was  that 
the  tenant  should  have  this  fair  start, 
and  the  chance  of  re-establishing  him- 
self as  an  independent  member  of  society. 
Before  proceeding  to  the  consideration 
of  this  proposal,  he  might  remark  that 
it  was  not  his  intention  to  go  into  the 
question  of  the  Church  Fund  beyond  say- 
ing that,  as  it  was  one  of  extreme  im- 
portance, he  hoped,  before  the  debate 
closed,  or,  at  any  rate,  very  shortly,  some 
clear  statement  would  be  forthcoming 
from  the  Government  as  to  what  was  the 
amount  really  available  from  that  source. 
At  the  same  time  he  was  quite  ready  to 
admit  that  the  matter  was  a  delicate  one, 
and  that  it  was  difficult  to  arrive  at  a 
practical  conclusion  as  to  what  was  the 
actual  surplus.  Now,  his  first  objection 
to  the  clause  proposed  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  that  it  did  not  appear  to 
draw  any  clear  distinction  between  the 
tenants  who  might  be  perfectly  able  to 
pay  and  those  who  were  not  able  to  pay, 
and  that,  consequently,  it  opened  the  aoor 
to  a  great  deal  of  fraud  on  the  part  of 
tenants  who  might  shelter  themselves 
under  the  clause,  and  who,  having  money 
in  the  bank,  might  say  to  themselves 
when  the  Bill  was  passed — "Now,  if  I 
can  get  off  by  paying  half  the  rent  I  will 
do  so."  He  said  that  whilst  the  object 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government  was  to 
help  the  poorer  tenants  who  could  not 
pay,  they  were,  at  the  same  time,  holding 
out  an  enormous  temptation  to  those 
who  could  to  take  advantage  of  the 
clause.  He  was  bound  to  say  that  it 
ought  to  carry  with  it  some  limitation 
which  would  prevent  its  abuse  by  the 

Sersons  to  whom  he  had  referred.  Un- 
oubtedly,  the  same  advantage  ought 
not  to  be  offered  to  both  classes  of  ten- 
antsy  for  the  object  was  to  relieve  only 


those  whom  bad  seasons  had  made  un- 
able to  pay  their  rents.  That  being  so, 
tl^e  circumstances  seemed  to  demand 
something  in  the  nature  of  a  Bankruptcy 
Clause,  wnich,  without  carrying  with  it 
the  least  slur,  should  be  applied  to  ten- 
ants who  availed  themselves  of  the  bene- 
fit of  the  Government  proposal  for  deal- 
ing with  their  arrears  of  rent,  which  had 
been  incurred  by  no  fault  of  their  own, 
owing  to  the  act  of  God.  Then  he  came 
to  the  consideration  of  the  question  as  to 
whether  this  clause  would  enable  them 
to  start  afresh  in  life  with  a  dear  balance 
sheet.  When  it  was  said  that  the  fact 
of  paying  1 0«.  in  the  pound  was  not  to 
be  considered  as  an  act  which  cast  the 
slightest  stigma  on  the  character  of  these 
tenants,  the  Committee  ought  not  simply 
to  take  into  consideration  the  rent  due 
to  the  landlords,  but  the  debts  due  to 
other  people.  There  could  be  no  doubt 
that  the  large  majority  of  the  small  ten- 
ants, established  by  the  operation  of  the 
Act  of  1870,  had  got  into  debt,  not  only 
with  the  shopkeepers,  but  with  the 
money-lenders  in  Ireland,  who  had 
dragged  them  into  a  net  from  which 
they  could  never  hope  to  escape.  This 
was  no  matter  of  speculation,  it  was  one 
of  proved  fact.  No  one  could  read  the 
evidence  which  had  been  g^ven  before 
the  Commission  without  being  struck  by 
the  amount  of  indebtedness  on  the  part 
of  these  poor  farmers.  He  would  simply 
allude  to  two  passages  from  a  Paper 
simed  by  Professor  Baldwin  and  Cap- 
tain Robinson,  who  said  the  tales  told 
them  by  some  of  the  small  tenants  were 
so  incredible  that  they  took  the  trouble, 
whenever  they  could,  to  verify  them  by 
referring  to  the  books  of  the  shopkeepers. 
At  the  commencement  it  was  customary 
to  pay  the  debts  contracted  at  the  har- 
vest. In  good  years  credit  was  freely 
eiven,  not  only  for  meal  and  flour,  but 
for  clothes  and  other  articles.  There 
was  no  doubt  of  the  fact  that  an  exami- 
nation of  the  shopkeepers'  books  proved 
that  a  large  amount  of  the  credit  given 
was  for  goods  actually  consumed.  They 
went  on  to  say  that  a  succession  of  bad 
harvests  had  prevented  them  paying 
their  accounts  regularly;  and  in  that  way 
debts  had  accumulated,  until  many  of 
the  small  farmers  had  to  go  for  loans  to 
the  shopkeepers,  who  insisted  that  they 
should  always  take  something  from  the 
shop  as  part  of  the  money  borrowed. 
In  Uiat  way  they  said  many  small  f  ar- 
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men  had  aooounts  owing  to  tbe  shop- 
keepers amounting,  in  some  cases,  to 
10  times  the  amount  of  their  annual 
rent.  Now,  he  asked  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  what  relief  these  poor  people 
would  get  from  this  clause  ?  All  it  pro- 
posed was  to  enable  the  landlord  to  agree 
that,  as  far  as  two  years'  rent  was  con- 
cerned, they  were  to  pay  10«.  in  the 
pound.  But  he  would  like  to  go  further, 
and  say  that  there  ouffht  to  be  ma- 
chinery of  some  kind  by  which  these 
debts  could  be  wiped  out.  Even  if  they 
were  clear  of  the  rent  due  to  the  land- 
lord they  were  not  relieved  of  their  debts, 
amounting,  in  some  cases,  to  10  times 
their  rent,  to  the  shopkeepers  and  others. 
The  clause,  then,  afforded  them  no  prac- 
tical relief,  inasmuch  as  they  could  not 
start  afresh  in  life  with  a  clear  balance 
sheet.  Therefore,  he  repeated  that  if 
they  were  going  to  help  people  who  had 
been  prevented,  by  bad  harvests,  from 
earning  the  inoney  that  they  would  other- 
wise have  received,  they  should,  at  all 
events,  provide  some  machinery  by  which 
those  people  might  be  relieved,  not  of 
one  year's  rent  only,  but  of  the  whole  of 
their  debts,  by  passing  through  a  Court 
of  Bankruptcy  and  paying  their  creditors 
so  much  in  the  pound,  without  the 
slightest  stigma  attaching  to  their  cha- 
racter. By  that  means  alone  could  they 
be  helped  and  enabled  to  start  afresh ; 
and,  therefore,  he  trusted  that  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  would  find  some 
method  by  which  that  object  could  be 
attained. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  I  am  bound  to 
remark  on  the  extraordinary  doctrines 
laid  down  in  the  speech  which  has  just 
been  delivered  by  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman opposite,  and  which  I  at  once 
admit  has  every  claim  on  the  attention 
of  the  Committee^  as  contrasted  with 
the  series  of  sneering  sarcasms  which 
made  up  the  speech  of  the  Leader  of 
the  Opposition,  and  I  am  sorry  for  some 
of  those  sarcasms,  not  on  account  of  the 
object  of  them  so  much  as  on  account 
of  the  speaker.  I  was  sorry  to  find  that 
we  had  not  outlived  the  days  when  a 
Gentleman  of  the  highest  possible  posi- 
tion in  this  House  thinks  fit  to  sneer  at 
the  number  of  messages  of  peace  we 
have  sent  to  Ireland,  and  the  number 
of  messages  of  peace  we  shall  have  to 
send  there  in  future  times.  What,  Sir, 
has  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  observed 
no  fruit  from  these  messages  of  peace  ? 

Sir  R,  AMheion  Orott 


Is  he  aware  that  at  this  moment  reli- 
gious strife  and  animosity  are  almost  at 
an  end  in  Ireland?  Is  he  not  aware 
that  there  is  no  country  in  Europe 
which,  during  the  last  80  years,  has  ad- 
vanced more  in  wealth  and  prosperity 
than  Ireland,  and  that,  with  the  excep- 
tion of  one  class  of  offences,  there  is  no 
country  in  Europe  in  which  so  great  an 
advance  has  been  made  with  respect  to 
obedience  to  the  law  ?  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  who  has  just  sat  down  ap- 
pears to  be  less  advanced  than  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  himself,  and  he  is  totally 
unaware  that  I  speak  not  only  in  con- 
formity with  unquestionable  facts,  but 
in  conformity  with  facts  which  were  the 
commonplaces  of  discussion  during  the 
whole  of  our  debates  on  the  Coercion  Bill, 
as  that  measure  is  called  by  a  number  of 
hon.  Gentlemen.  It  was  then  recognized 
that  in  that  country  where  murder  used 
to  stalk  abroad  half  a  century  ago,  so  as 
to  shock  the  sense  of  the  civilized  world, 
the  percentage  is  now  less  than  in  Eng- 
land. In  Ireland,  where  no  jury  could 
be  relied  upon  to  convict  upon  the 
clearest  evidence,  the  number  of  con- 
victions for  criminal  outrages  are  now 
in  a  larger  proportion  than  the  convic- 
tions in  this  country.  There  are,  appa- 
rently. Gentlemen  in  this  House  so  igno- 
rant  of  the  history  of  their  country,  and 
forgetful  of  those  portions  of  this  debate 
which  they  ought  to  have  recollected, 
and  which  I  am  only  ashamed  to  refer 
to,  because  they  are  but  commonplaces 
and  truisms  which  schoolboys  ought  to 
know.  Forsooth,  we  have  history  raked 
up,  and  Pisistratus  is  brought  into  the 
field,  and  in  the  rear  of  Pisistratus  Tom 
Thumb.  I  am  going  to  add  to  these  a 
Gentleman  about  whom  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  knows  something — his  late  Chief 
(Lord  Derby).  When  Lord  Derby  was 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland,  he  came  to 
the  House  of  Commons  for  this  very 
purpose  of  paying  from  the  Consoli- 
dated Fund  the  money  due  from  the 
Irish  peasants. 

Sir  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE: 
That  was  quoted  by  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  Woodstock  (Lord  Randolph 
Churchill). 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  Yes;  but  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Woodstock,  in 
quoting  it,  overlooked  the  fact  that  Lord 
Derby  stood  as  an  opaque  figure  be- 
tween him  and  Pisistratus.  1  cannot 
observe  in  the  noble  Lord  the  Member 
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for  Woodstock  that  submission  to  Party 
discipline  which  would  make  me  at  all 
certain  that,  when  he  rose  in  his  place, 
he  would  not  indulge  in  the  same  in- 
genuous criticism,  whether  Lord  Derby 
or  anybody  else  was  the  subject.  I 
might  have  expected — I  do  not  say  on 
personal  grounas,  but  on  the  grounds  of 
political  consistency  and  reputation — ^that 
from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  oppo- 
site (Sir  Stafford  Northcote)  the  memory 
and  acts  of  Lord  Derby  would  have  re- 
ceived milder  treatment.  It  is  not  neces- 
sary to  dwell  at  length  upon' that  sub- 
i*ect,  particularly  as  I  must  say  the  right 
Lon.  Gentleman  has  shown  a  desire  to 
push  forward  this  Bill,  and  not  to  occupy 
the  time  of  the  Committee  in  discussions 
which,  when  once  started,  are  apt  to  be 
prolonged  and  propagate  themselves. 
1  do  not  find  any  fault  with  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  making  objections  to, 
or  pointing  his  remarks  to  the  excep- 
tional nature  of,  propositions  of  this  kind, 
because  such  remarks  are  of  value  as 
tending  to  prevent  the  needless  multi- 
plication of  precedents  for  proposals 
which  can  only  be  justified  by  extra- 
ordinary circumstances,  and  because 
the^  have  a  tendency  to  insure  sobriety 
of  judgment  on  the  part  of  those  who 
may  have  to  consider  whether  circum- 
stances have  called  for  such  exceptional 
privileges.  But,  if  the  ri^ht  hon.  Gen- 
tleman was  merciless  on  Lord  Derby,  I 
cannot  help  thinking  that  the  late  Home 
Secretary  was  still  more  merciless  to  the 
riffht  hon.  Baronet,  because  he  made  it  a 
subject  of  complaint  that  my  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Lreland 
did  not  go  a  little  farther  and  make  a 
clean  sweep  of  all  the  tenants'  debts 
which  they  were  unable  to  pay,  taking 
a  flight  much  more  apt  to  be  taken  by 
ex-Home  Secretaries,  and — he  might  say 
so  in  the  absence  of  his  right  hon. 
Friend — actual  Home  Secretaries,  than 
by  Gentlemen  who  had  spent  a  long  time 
at  the  Treasury.  But  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  put  some  points  upon  which 
I  will  endeavour  to  give  him  as  much 
satisfaction  as  I  can.  First  of  all,  he 
asked  what  is  the  amount  of  the  Church 
Fund,  and  said  we  ought  to  know  whe- 
ther we  are  taking  a  **  leap  in  the  dark  " 
or  not.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Westminster  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  has  recently  made  a  careful  exa- 
mination of  this  subject,  and  his  autho- 
rity will  be  recognized  by  the  House 


itself,  and  also  b^  right  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite,  '^o  doubt,  the  question 
of  the  assets  of  the  Church  Fund  is  one 
upon  which  there  may  be  so  far  a  differ- 
ence of  opinion,  that  it  is  not  a  mere 
matter  of  arithmetic ;  but,  at  the  same 
time,  without  entering  into  details,  and 
looking  at  the  figures  as  stated  by  my 
right  hon.  Friend,  and  admitting  that 
it  is  possible  or  probable  that  these 
claims  might  reach  to  £500,000  or  some- 
thing more,  but  believing  that  they  will 
fall,  under  any  circumstances,  very  far 
short  of  £1 ,000,000,  there  is  no  reason  to 
doubt  that  the  Church  Fund  will  be 
able  to  make  ffood  the  advances  which 
it  may  be  found  proper  to  make.  There 
are  two  points  in  the  speech  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  South- 
West  Lancashire  (Sir  B.  Assheton  Cross) 
which  formed  its  main  substance.  The 
first  was,  that  the  plan  of  my  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
was  fundamentally  faulty  in  failing  to 
draw  a  distinction  between  men  able 
and  unwilling  to  pay,  and  the  men  who 
were  willing  out  unable  to  do  so.  Ad- 
mitting, to  a  certain  extent,  that  in  every 
scheme  of  this  kind  there  is  some  lia- 
bility to  criticism  on  that  ground,  I  must 
say  I  think  my  riffht  hon.  Friend  has 
taKen  the  best  and  the  only  security  in  his 
power  in  this  case ;  indeed,  I  should  say 
he  has  taken  a  double  security.  In  the 
first  place,  great  power  is  placed  by 
this  clause  in  the  hands  of  the  land- 
lord. By  the  offer  on  the  part  of  the 
State  to  advance  him  a  sum  of  money, 
the  landlord  will  have  very  considerable 
power  in  distinguishing  and  detecting  the 
man  able  to  pay,  but  not  willing  to  do  so. 
The  landlord  will  be  able  to  track  him 
out  in  detail  where  we  should  not  be 
able  to  do  so.  But,  Sir,  there  is  an- 
other security  which  my  right  hon. 
Friend  has  stated.  He  has  proceeded 
on  this  basis — that  the  Irish  people  are, 
as  a  people,  habitually,  in  ordinary 
times  and  circumstances,  g^od  rent- 
payers  and  not  bad.  That  being  so, 
our  persuasion  is  that  the  period  within 
whidi  that  class  has  been  multiplied — 
namely,  the  class  of  men  able  to  pay  and 
not  willing,  is  represented  by  the  last 
year.  It  has  been  in  1880  that  that 
class  has,  at  any  rate,  swollen  into  dan- 
gerous proportions  ;  and  therefore  it  is 
Siat  my  right  hon.  Friend  requires  that 
they  shall  satidPy  the  landlord  for  the 
rent  of  that  year,  before  this  plan  can 
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oome  into  operation.  His  plan,  there- 
fore, is  framed  on  the  supposition  that 
with  that  preliminary  conoition  he  will 
exclude  from  its  benefit  the  bulk  of 
those  persons  who  we  all  agree  ought  to 
be  excluded,  and  include  those  who 
belong  to  the  category  of  persons  un- 
able to  pay.  This  is  what  I  have  to  say 
upon  one  point  raised  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  South- West 
Lancashire.  With  regard  to  the  other 
point,  speaking  of  those  persons  who 
were  entitled  to  be  qualified  recipients 
of  the  bounty,  or  whatever  it  might  be 
called,  he  lamented  that  we  did  not  re- 
lieve them  of  their  other  debts  which 
were  of  a  serious  character.  Now,  Sir, 
the  objections  to  such  a  proceeding  are, 
in  my  opinion,  immense.  In  the  first 
place,  the  verification  and  establishment 
of  these  debts  would  be  a  matter  of  ex- 
traordinary difficulty,  and  would  offer 
infinite  scope  and  opportunity  to  fraud  ; 
in  the  second  place,  as  compared  with 
the  great  facilities  with  which  we  estab- 
lish the  fact  of  the  rents  which  are  in 
arrear.  My  right  hon.  Friend  was 
taken  to  task  for  saying  that  this  pro- 
posal was  not  demanded  by  justice.  No 
doubt,  this  is  not  a  demand  either  of  ab- 
stract justice  or  humanity.  It  is  made 
the  subject  of  legislation  only  because  it 
is  mixed  up  with  a  larger  question  of 
policy — namely,  the  question  of  rent, 
which  in  Ireland  threatens  private  peace 
and  public  and  private  security.  We 
have  spent  the  Session  upon  it,  because 
it  is  a  question  of  the  highest  import- 
ance to  the  tranquillity  and  welfare  of 
Ireland.  But,  Sir,  there  is  another 
reason  yet  for  leaving  the  question  of 
debt  to  settle  itself.  By  interposing  to 
get  rid  of  arrears  of  rent,  we  secure  the 
man  in  the  possession  of  his  land,  and, 
securing  him  in  the  possession  of  his 
land,  we  leave  him  furnished  with  the 
means  of  working  out,  by  his  own  in- 
dustry, future  profits,  which  will  be  the 
means  both  of  keeping  him  in  honour- 
able relations  with  his  landlord,  and 
enabling  him,  likewise,  to  pay  off  the 
debts  which  he  owes  to  others.  Does 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  for  one  mo- 
ment, believe  that  that  description  of  a 
tenant's  owing  10  times  the  amount  of 
his  rent  is  anything  but  the  most  purely 
exceptional  case?  I  dare  say  I  shall 
have  Professor  Baldwin  thrown  at  my 
head,  so  to  speak ;  but  Professor  Bald- 
win, I  presume,  has  not  had  auricular 
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confession  on  this  subject  from  every 
tenant  in  Ireland ;  and  I  must  say,  lu- 
though,  undoubtedly.  Professor  Baldwin 
is  a  man  whose  word  I  would  take  on 
any  question  of  fact,  I  am  not  sure  that 
his  views  are  such  as  make  him  the  very 
highest  authority  on  a  subject  of  this 
kind.  The  question,  however,  as  raised 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite,  is 
a  very  fair  one,  and  I  do  not,  for  a  mo- 
ment, question  the  opinion  that  a  pro- 
posal of  this  kind  ought  to  be  most 
severely  criticized,  that  nothing  but  the 
most  exceptional  circumstances  can  jus- 
tify it,  and  that  it  is  only  suitable  for 
great  crises  like  the  present.  We  have 
been  endeavouring,  by  an  almost  su- 
preme effort,  to  bring  about  a  great  and 
rapid  change  in  the  social  condition  of 
Ireland.  It  is  upon  that  ground  alone 
this  proposal  can  be  justified ;  but,  rest- 
ing upon  that  ground,  we  hope  to  receive 
the  approval  of  the  Committee. 

Lord  GEORGE  HAMILTON  said, 
there  seemed  to  be  an  obvious  flaw  in 
the  arguments  of  the  Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland  and  the  Prime  Minister, 
with  regard  to  the  omission  from  the 
clause  of  the  means  of  discrimination 
between  those  tenants  who  could  pay 
and  those  who  could  not  pay  the 
amount  of  their  arrears  of  rent.  This 
was  not  the  first  proposal  made  by 
the  Government  since  their  accession 
to  Office  with  reference  to  arrears,  be- 
cause last  year  they  introduced  a  provi- 
sion into  the  Compensation  for  Disturb- 
ance Bill  which  put  a  certain  limitation 
and  restriction  on  the  power  of  the 
landlords  for  the  realization  of  arrears. 
Moreover,  it  was  proposed  in  that  Bill 
to  enact  that  in  every  case  the  tenant 
should  prove  his  inability  to  pav  his  rent, 
and  not  only  that,  but  the  Bill  was  spe- 
cially restricted  to  certain  parts  of  Ire- 
land— those  portions  on  the  West  Coast 
which  were  in  a  state  of  the  greatest  dis- 
tress. These  were  the  cardinal  features 
of  the  proposal  of  last  year ;  and,  there- 
fore, he  asked  Her  Majesty's  Government 
why  they  had  been  altogether  omitted 
from  their  present  proposals  ?  The  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  said 
that  it  would  be  an  impossible  task  to 
attempt  to  discriminate  between  those 
who  could  not  pay,  owing  to  the  distress 
which  had  fallen  upon  them  in  conse- 
quence of  bad  seasons,  and  those  who, 
although  they  might  be  able  to  pay  their 
renty  were  unwilling  to  do  so.    If  that 
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was  impossible,  why,  tben,  was  the 
House  of  Lords  abused  for  throwing  out 
the  Bill?  What  had  happened  since 
last  year  was  this.  There  had  been 
abundant  harvests,  accompanied  by  ex- 
tensive agitation,  and  the  Government 
now  proposed  to  grant  special  facilities 
for  the  settlement  of  arrears  of  rent, 
without  any  safeguard  in  the  way  of  the 
tenant  having  to  prove  his  inability  to 
pay  what  was  due  from  him ;  and  not 
only  did  the  proposal  include  those  por- 
tions of  Ireland  specially  provided  for 
last  year,  but  it  was  made  to  extend  to 
every  part  of  the  country.  The  omission 
of  the  requirement  that  the  tenant  should 
prove  his  inability  to  pay  was  in  itself 
remarkable;  but  the  uovernment  also 
proposed  that  with  regard  to  every  part 
of  Ireland,  in  no  single  case  where  the 
arrears  of  rent  were  for  a  longer  period 
than  two  years,  should  any  demand  be 
made  on  the  tenant.  ["No  !  "]  Hon. 
Members  said  "  No !  '^  but  that  was  most 
distinctly  expressed  in  the  clause.  He 
should  be  glad  to  be  corrected  if  he  was 
wrong ;  but  the  clause  said  that  the 
Land  Commissioners  might  advance  a 
sum  not  exceeding  one  year's  rent  of  the 
holding,  and  not  exceeding  half  the 
antecedent  arrears ;  consequently,  it 
appeared  that  if  the  arrears  exceeded 
two  years'  rent  no  advance  was  to  be 
made.  If  the,  antecedent  arrears  ex- 
ceeded two  years'  rent  the  Land  Com- 
mission would  not  advance  more  than 
one  year's  rent;  and  one  year's  rent 
would  be  half  the  amount  of  rent  for 
two  antecedent  years.  It  would  seem 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  not 
quite  understood  what  the  effect  of  the 
clause  would  be.  He  was  speaking 
within  the  mark  when  he  said  that  a 
large  proportion  of  the  tenants  in  the 
West  of  Ireland  were  more  than  two 
years  in  arrear,  and  the  clause  would, 
therefore,  be  totally  inoperative  with 
regard  to  the  rest  of  the  arrears.  As 
he  had  said  before,  he  should  regret  to 
misconstrue  the  clause ;  but  the  con- 
struction he  had  placed  upon  it  appeared 
to  him  to  be  the  right  one.  He  con- 
tended, therefore,  that  this  section  would 
be  inapplicable  to  the  part  of  Ireland 
where  it  was  most  necessary  that  relief 
should  be  given  to  the  tenants ;  while, 
on  the  other  hand,  it  would  work  in 
Ulster,  Munster,  and  Connaught — Pro- 
vinces in  which  the  Chief  Secretary  had 
admitted  that  the  great  mass  of  the  ten- 
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ants  were  not  much  in  arrear.  If  the 
statement  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
was  correct  with  regard  to  these  portions 
of  Ireland,  why,  he  asked,  did  not  the 
Government  limit  the  operation  of  the 
clause  to  the  parts  of  Ireland  that  were, 
undoubtedly,  in  arrear ;  or  why  did  they 
not  confine  it  to  those  parts  of  the  coun- 
try which  were  scheduled  in  the  Bill  in- 
troduced by  the  Government  last  year? 
If  the  Government  accompanied  this 
clause  with  the  proviso  to  which  he  had 
referred — namely,  that  the  tenant  who 
availed  himself  of  the  benefit  of  it  should 
have  to  prove  his  inability  to  pay,  there 
would  be  a  substantial  safeguard  that 
the  money  advanced  would  not  go  to 
these  tenants  who  repudiated  their  con- 
tracts, and  were  able  to  pay  their  rent. 
Again,  with  regard  to  the  security  for 
those  advances,  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  alluded  to  the  advance  which 
had  been  made  to  settle  the  Tithe  Ques- 
tion. But  he  believed  it  had  been  shown 
that  £700,000  were  still  due  to  the 
Treasury  under  this  head ;  and,  there- 
fore, he  would  remark  that  a  more  un- 
fortunate illustration  as  to  the  security 
for  advances  of  this  character  oould  not 
have  been  presented  than  an  allusion  to 
the  sums  advanced  some  years  ago  for 
the  settlement  of  the  question  of  Tithes. 
He  sympathized  with.  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment with  regard  to  the  subject  of 
arrears,  because  he  felt  that  any  pro- 
posal [that  could  be  made  for  dealing 
with  it  would  be  open  to  just  objection ; 
but,  undoubtedly,  unless  they  did  enact 
some  restriction  and  safeguard,  great 
injustice  would  be  done,  and  the  object 
of  the  clause  defeated.  He  suggested, 
therefore,  that  the  clause  should  only 
apply  to  those  parts  of  Ireland  which 
were  scheduled  last  year ;  and,  further, 
that  every  tenant  to  whom  it  was  appli- 
cable, should  satisfy  the  Court  that  he 
was  unable  to  pay  his  rent.  In  saying 
that  with  these  provisions  he  thought 
the  clause  might  be  operative,  he  took 
the  opportunity  for  suggesting  that  if 
he  had  been  wrong  in  his  estimate  that 
the  advance  made  by  the  Land  Commis- 
sion could  not  exceed  one  year's  rent, 
and  that  the  arrears  must  not  exceed 
two  years'  rent,  the  clause  should  be 
altered  in  such  a  manner  as  would  make 
the  intention  of  the  Government  perfectly 
clear 

Sir  E.  ASSSETON  CROSS  pointed 
out  that,  according  to  the  statement  of 
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Professor  Baldwin,  a  usurious  rate  of  in- 
terest was  in  many  oases  charged  to  the 
small  farmers.  In  one  case  10  per  cent 
was  charged,  and  in  another  as  much 
as  43  per  cent,  the  latter  charge  being 
made  oy  a  man  who  kept  a  whisky  and 
grocery  shop  at  which  the  poor  people 
who  borrowed  money  were  induced  to 
buy  at  his  own  prices. 

Mr.  W.  E.  FOESTEE  said,  he  be- 
lieved that  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
looked  into  the  facts,  he  would  find  that 
although  there  had  been  usurious  charges 
they  were  for  debts  in  detail,  and  the 
Government  had  not  to  deal  with  them 
at  that  moment.     The  noble  Lord  the 
Member  'for  Middlesex   (Lord   George 
Hamilton)  seemed  to  think  that  the  poor 
tenant  who  owed  more  than  two  years' 
rent  would  not  be  helped  at  all.     But 
that  would  not  be  the  case ;  he  would  re- 
ceive as  much  help  as  any  other  tenant 
under  the  operation  of  the  clause.     But 
the  noble  Lord  also  said  they  ought  to 
have  in  this  Bill  the  limitation  which 
was  placed  in  the  Compensation  for  Dis- 
turbance Bill  of  last  year.     Surely,  the 
noble  Lord  recollected  that  there  was 
nothing  dwelt  upon  with  greater  itera- 
tion and  emphasis  than  that  no   one 
could  by  any  possibility  find  out  who 
were  able  to  pay.    His  opinion  was  that 
if  they  had  put  the  proposal  referred 
to  in  the  present  Bill,   it  would   have 
given  rise  to  several  days'  debate.     The 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Member  for    Dublin  University    (Mr. 
Gibson),  speaking  on  the  proposal  last 
year,  said — **  The  most    extraordinary 
part  of  the  proposal  was  probably  that 
relating  to  tenants  with  the  ability  or 
inability  to  pay."     But  that  was  pre- 
cisely the  proposal  which  the  noble  Lord 
wanted  the  Government  to  make  now ; 
and  it  was  quite  certain  that  it  was 
much  easier  last  year  than  this  to  ob- 
tain  the   desired  information,  because 
the  distress  at   that  time   actually  ex- 
isted.    Then,  again,  there  was  the  enor- 
mous  difficulty  of  putting  this  matter 
to  the  Court,  to  which  already  a  great 
amount  of  work  had  been  assigned ;  and 
if  they  were  resolved  on  dealing  with 
the  question  in  the  manner  suggested, 
the  Government  would  have  to  establish 
another  Commission  for  the  purpose.  In 
view  of  these  difficulties,  and  knowing 
also  the  opposition  which  would  come 
from    Her    Majesty's    Government  on 
the  opposite  Benches,  the  Government 
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thought  it  better  to  frame  a  self-acting 
clause,  which  would  draw  a  much  more 
complete  and  certain  distinction  between 
those  tenants  who  could  pay  and  those 
who  could  not.    The  reason   why  the 
Schedule  of  the  Bill  of  last  year  was  not 
made  use  of  in  this  case  was  that  a  con- 
siderable change  had  taken  place  since 
last  year  in  the  position  of  some  of  the 
districts.     There    were    some    districts 
named  in  the  Schedule  which  would  not 
require  help  under  this  clause,  while 
there  were  others  that  were  not  included 
which  it  would  be  most  unfair  to  leave  out. 
Mb.  W.   H.   SMITH   said,   he  had 
listened  with  great  attention  to  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland,  and  he  had  heard 
him  state  that  this  would  be  a   self- 
acting  clause.     He   apprehended   that 
the  object  of  the   clause  was,    as  the 
Prime    Minister  had  stated,  to   secure 
peace  for  Ireland ;  in  other  words,  to 
secure  that  the  tenants  who  were  now 
in  arrear  to  their    landlords  for  rent 
should  not  be  disturbed  in  their  holdings. 
But  he  contended  that  its  result  would 
be  precisely  the  reverse.     It  was  well 
known    that    there  were  thousands  of 
persons  in  Ireland  waiting  for  the  pass- 
ing of  the  Bill  to  put  in  force  processes 
against  the  tenants,  knowing  well  that 
the  security  which  they  would  have  in 
their  holdings  would  be  a  valuable  con- 
sideration which  would  be  the  means  of 
their  obtaining  payment  of  their  debts 
under  sale.     It  was  notorious  also  that 
the  passing  of  this  Bill  would  be  followed 
at  once  by  a  larger  number  of  sales  and 
evictions  than  had  taken  place  in  Ireland 
for  many  years  previously.  What  would 
be  the  operation  of  this  clause  ?    It  re- 
moved, so  far  as  the  tenant  was  con- 
cerned, the  claim  of  the  landlord — if  the 
landlord  acted  upon  it — and  it  made  the 
position   of  the  other  creditors  of  the 
tenant  so  much   better.     It    gave   the 
creditor   power  to   issue  process   with 
the  full  certainty  that  he  had  to  deal 
with  the  unincumbered  interest  of  the 
tenant  in  the  proceeds  of  his  farm.     The 
inducements  offered  to  the  creditors  of 
the  tenant  were  enormous.     The  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  however,  said  that  the 
last  harvest  had  paid  the  debts  of  these 
unfortunate  tenants  to  the  shopkeepers ; 
but  it  was  curious  to  note,  not  that  Pro- 
fessor Baldwin,  but  a  host  of  witnesses 
who  came  before  the  Bessborough  Com- 
mission had  shown  that  the  fact  was  pre- 
cisely the  reverse.  He  would  not  trouble 
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the  Committee  with  many  extracts ;  but 
there  was  one  witness  who  said,  on  the 
27th  of  October,  1880 — which  was  some 
time  after  the  last  harvest,  or,  at  any 
rate,  sufficiently  so  to  enable  the  poor 
tenant  to  realize  that  he  had  money  or 
money's  worth  behind  him  —  his  evi- 
dence was  to  the  effect  that  he  had  no 
doubt  that  numbers  of  farmers  were  not 
then  in  possession  of  their  farms  at  all ; 
that  they  were  only  nominal  tenants; 
that  the  farms  were  really  in  the  hands 
of  the  usurers  who  had  possession  of 
everything  on  the  farm.  The  witness  went 
on  to  say  that  the  tenants  were  work- 
ing as  day-labourers,  and  that  there  were 
three  or  four  who  had  told  him  that  their 
poverty  was  far  greater  than  that  of  the 
labouring  man,  because  they  were  the 
slaves  of  the  money-lenders,  having  to 
do  everything  they  wanted,  and  being, 
in  fact,  entirely  at  their  mercy.  He 
(Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  believed  that  no  one 
would  deny  that  the  evidence  given 
with  respect  to  usurers  before  the  Bess- 
borough  Commission  revealed  a  condition 
of  things  that  it  was  sad  to  contemplate. 
Another  witness,  John  Barry,  said  he 
knew  of  cases  in  which  persons  had  given 
bills  of  sale  which  were  in  the  hands  of 
one  or  two  men,  and  neither  the  banks, 
nor  any  other  creditors  could  touch 
them.  Was  it  contended  that  the  giving 
of  one  year's  rent  to  these  poor  people 
would  relieve  them  of  embarrassments  of 
this  kind  ?  Would  not  the  proposal  of  the 
Government  place  them  more  and  more 
in  the  hands  of  their  masters,  the  money 
lenders?  His  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  South  -  West  Lancashire 
(Sir  E.  Assheton  Cross)  had  been  taken 
to  task  for  suggesting  that  the  Im- 
perial Exchequer  should  advance  10«. 
in  the  pound  to  pay  off  the  debts  of 
these  poor  tenants.  But  his  right  hon. 
Friend  had  proposed  nothing  of  the 
kind.  He  had  simply  urged  that  the 
Law  of  Bankruptcy  should  be  simpli- 
fied, and  made  easy  of  access  to  these 
persons,  in  order  that  they  might  start 
afresh  with  a  clear  balance-sheet.  That, 
he  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  was  certain,  was 
the  only  true  way  of  dealing  with  this 
question.  The  proposal  that  for  12 
months  under  exceptional  circumstances 
the  tenants  should  not  be  turned  out  of 
their  farms  was  a  matter  worthy  the 
consideration  of  the  Government  and  the 
Committee ;  but  to  leave  them  with 
these  debts  hanging  around  their  necks 


was  altogether  unworthy  of  that  House 
and  of  any  Gt>vemment. 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER  said,  he  was 
sorry  to  have  to  make  another  remark ; 
but  the  proposal  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman surprised  him  more  than  any- 
thing he  had  ever  heard.  It  came  from 
that  quarter,  too,  where  the  strongest 
possible  arguments  were  used  against 
any  suspension  of  eviction  or  of  processes 
by  landlords  for  the  recovery  of  rent ; 
and  it  was  this,  that  there  should  be  a 
suspension  of  payment  of  all  debts  of  the 
tenants,  whether  to  the  landlord  or  other 
creditors,  for  the  year  1880. 

Lord  HENRY  SCOTT  said,  he  had 
not  had  the  privilege  of  hearing  the 
speech  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the 
Leader  of  the  Opposition ;  but  he  felt  it 
his  duty  to  express  his  opinion  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  perfectly  in- 
capable of  sneering  at  anything  that 
tended  to  the  welfare  of  Ireland.  On 
the  other  hand,  when  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter said  that  at  the  present  moment  reli- 
gious strife  had  almost  ceased  in  Ire- 
land, that  there  was  obedience  to  the 
law,  and  that  the  number  of  convictions 
for  outrages  was  in  larger  proportion  to 
the  crimes  than  they  were  in  this  coun- 
try, he  maintained  that  every  fact  that 
had  come  to  light  with  regard  to  the 
condition  of  Ireland  for  some  months 
past  was  in  absolute  contradiction  of 
that  statement.  Had  the  Government, 
in  consequence  of  the  introduction  of 
this  Bill,  been  able  to  withdraw  a  single 
soldier  or  policeman  from  Ireland  ?  He 
said  that  tneir  military  occupation  of  the 
country  had  not  been  the  means  of 
bringing  one  single  offender  to  justice, 
for  when  they  were  brought  to  trial  no 
jury  could  be  found  to  convict  them. 
He  regarded  the  Government  proposal 
as  the  most  immoral  ever  made  to  the 
House  of  Commons.  The  Government 
invited  the  tenants  in  arrear  to  com- 
pound their  debts  at  10«.  in  the  pound; 
the  State  offered  to  lend  the  money,  and 
the  Government  asked  the  very  persons 
to  whom  the  arrears  were  due  to  repay 
the  advance.  Had  the  tenants  said — 
**  If  you  will  lend  us  half  the  amount 
of  arrears  we  will  find  the  other  half," 
he  could  have  understood  the  Govern- 
ment agreeing  to  that  proposal ;  but  ta 
invite  them  to  pay  10«.  in  the  pound, 
and  then  ask  the  persons  to  whom  the 
money  was  due  to  guarantee  it,  was  a 
monstrous  proposition. 
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Me.  CHARLES  EUSSELL  wished  to 
say  one  word,  because  he  had  an  Amend- 
ment to  the  clause  on  the  Paper.  He 
should  not,  however,  occupy  the  time 
of  the  Committee  in  discussing  that  pro- 
posal, and  would  merely  state  that  it 
applied  to  a  certain  dass  of  cases  exist- 
ing in  Ireland  at  the  present  time  which 
the  clause  introduced  by  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  would 
not  meet.  He  was  persuaded  of  the 
necessity  of  making  the  Government 
proposal  for  dealing  with  the  question 
of  arrears  as  comprehensive  as  possible, 
and  he  was  sensible  that  upon  this  de- 
pended much  of  the  success  of  the  Bill. 
He  alluded  in  his  previous  remarks  to 
that  class  of  persons,  now  unhappily 
numerous,  who  had  been  ejected  from 
their  holdings,  but  whose  period  of  re- 
demption had  not  yet  expired.  Accord- 
ing to  the  last  Eetums  before  the  House, 
it  appeared  that  for  the  quarter  ending 
June  as  many  as  5,000  persons  had  been 
evicted.  The  period  of  redemption  in 
these  oases  would  expire  in  two,  three, 
or  four  months,  as  tne  case  might  be. 
He  put  it  to  the  Government  —  how 
would  this  clause  affect  these  cases  ?  It 
offered  no  inducement  whatever  to  the 
landlord  to  join  in  with  the  tenant  in  an 
application  to  the  Court.  The  landlords 
had  got  rid  of  the  tenants,  and  had  no 
inducement  to  enter  into  terms  with 
them,  nor  were  they  likely  to  join  in 
any  application  to  the  Court  with  a  view 
to  their  coming  under  the  operation  of 
the  clause.  Therefore,  he  suggested 
that  in  such  cases  power  should  be  given 
to  the  tenant  to  go  to  the  Court  without 
the  landlord;  and  if  the  tenant  could 
make  out  a  case  for  the  intervention  of 
the  Court,  such  intervention  should  be 
given. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUE  pointed  out 
that  the  proposal  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Dundalk  (Mr.  C.  Eussell) 
oould  not  be  introduced  into  this  clause, 
because  if  the  tenant  made  out  a  good 
case  it  must  be  that  he  could  not  pay, 
and  the  Government  had  decided  that 
every  tenant,  whether  he  could  or  could 
not  pay,  might  come  under  the  opera- 
tion of  the  clause.  It  was  left  to  the 
landlord  to  determine  whether  the  man 
could  pay  or  not;  and,  therefore,  the 
proposal  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
Der  for  Dundalk  was  at  variance  with 
the  lines  laid  down  by  Her  Majesty's 
Government. 


Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  218; 
Noes  97:  Majority  116. — (Div.  list, 
No.  317.) 

Mb.  HEALY,  in  moving  to  increase 
the  valuation  of  the  property  to  which 
the  clause  would  apply  from  £30  to 
£50,  said  this  alteration  would  increase 
the  number  of  tenancies  coming  within 
the  operation  of  the  clause  by  37,000, 
and  he  hoped  the  Government  would 
consent  to  tnat  enlarged  limitation. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  line  3,  leave 
out  **  thirty,"  in  order  to  insert  "  fifty." 
—{Mr.  Heali/.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  word 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Clause." 

Mr.  W.  E.  FOESTEE  regretted  that 
he  could  not  accept  the  Amendment. 
The  large  majority  of  the  tenants  in 
Ireland  were  at  and  under  £30  valua- 
tion, and  he  believed  that  £30  prac- 
tically did  all  that  was  necessary.  The 
proposal  would  have  the  effect  of  bring- 
ing in  an  immense  increase  of  tenancies, 
and  he  believed  that  £30  valuation  was, 
on  the  whole,  more  than  £40  rent.  The 
limit  of  £30  would,  on  the  whole,  act 
with  the  least  risk,  and  he  must  adhere 
to  it. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Sm  ALEX  ANDEE  GOEDON.  in  pro- 
posing  to  substitute  £10  for  £30,  said 
that  he  did  this  because  £10  valuation 
would  cover  all  tenants  who  had  any 
real  difficulty  in  paying  their  rent.  He 
found  in  a  Eeturn  of  the  horses  kept  by 
agricultural  tenants  in  89  distressed  dis- 
tricts scheduled  last  year  that  there  had 
been  an  increase  of  agpricultural  horses, 
and  in  horses  for  amusement  and  recre- 
ation, to  the  extent  of  7,333.  That  was 
the  net  increase,  after  deducting  the  de- 
crease; and  he  maintained  that  if  in 
these  alleged  distressed  districts  of  Ire- 
land the  agricultural  tenants  could  in- 
crease their  horses  for  agricultural  and 
other  purposes  to  that  extent,  they  could 
be  in  no  great  distress,  and  ought  to  be 
able  to  pay  their  rents.  The  real  fact 
was,  that  in  many  cases  the  tenants, 
although  they  pretended  that  they  could 
not  pay  their  rents,  were  buying  horses 
for  their  own  amusement ;  and  a  friend 
of  his  had  told  him  he  had  ascertained 
that  one  of  his  tenants,  while  he  said  he 
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could  not  pay  his  rent,  was  at  the  same 
time  keeping  three  hunters.  That  being 
80,  he  did  not  see  whj  the  taxpayers 
of  England  and  Scotland  should  be  called 
upon  to  pa;  an  advanoe  of  money  in 
order  to  enable  the  farmers  of  Ireland 
to  keep  hunters.  He  had  another  Return 
showing  the  iucreass  of  agricultural 
horses  since  1875,  and  he  found  that  in 
every  single  county  in  Ireland  there  had 
been  an  increase  in  the  number;  and  the 
total  amount  of  the  increase  was  no  less 
than3],871.  Did  that  indicate  any  great 
distress?  It  indicated  one  continuous 
course  of  prosperity  up  to  1877.     Last 

Ciar,  when  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
nd  introduced  his  Distress  Bill,  the 
right  hon.  Oentleman  stated  that  up  to 
1877  there  had  been  no  question  as  to 
the  prosperity  of  Ireland.  Another  Be- 
tura  showed  that  last  year  in  the  dis- 
tressed districts  of  Ireland  there  was  an 
increase  of  every  item  of  live  stock  ex- 
cept pigs.  There  was  an  increase  in 
horses,  in  sheep,  in  cattle,  and  in  mules 
and  asses.  Looking  at  these  facts,  he 
thought  the  tenants  of  those  districts 
could  well  afford  to  pay  their  rents.  The 
clause  under  consideration  applied  to 
the  whole  of  Ireland  ;  but  he  thought  it 
would  be  right  to  restrict  the  action  of  the 
clause  to  tenants  paying  £10  a-year, 
because  there  was  no  doubt  that  they 
were  in  great  distrera.  If  the  House 
adopted  the  £10  limit  it  would  include 
41S,133tenaDt8,  ortwo-thirdsofthewhole 
of  the  tenants  in  Ireland  ;  and  it  would 
include  the  labourers,  who  were  already 
crying  out  that  nothing  had  been  done 
for  them.  It  was  they  who  suffered  so 
extremely.  To  show  what  the  tenants 
were  doing  with  these  horses,  he  had  a 
report  of  a  monster  meeting  of  tenants 
held  at  Boyle  last  evening,  and  he  found 
that  at  that  meeting  there  were  10  bands 
present,  together  with  200  horsemen. 
That  was  in  one  of  the  distressed  dis- 
tricts. Then  he  found,  also,  that  in  the 
Poor  Law  Union  of  Boyle  in  1879  the 
horses  kept  by  the  tenants  increased  by 
123.  This  showed  that  the  tenants  could, 
if  they  chose,  pay  their  rents,  and  he 
urged  the  acceptance  of  his  proposal. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  line  3,  leave 
out  "thirty,"  and  insert  "tan." — '"' 
Ahxander  Gordon.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  word 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
CTause." 
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Mb.  MAOARTNET  obserred^  in  reply 
the  hon.  Irfember  opposite,  that  thA 
Oovemment  had  so  ffaimed  the  clause 
that  the  weight  of  it  would  fall  on  tlie 
landlords  of  Ireland,  and  not  on  tike 
British  taxpayers.  Supposing  a  tenant 
owed  tour  years'  rent,  and  was  paying 
£35  per  annum,  the  sum  due  to  the 
landlord  would  be  £100;  but  under 
this  clause  he  must  pay  £25  in  cash. 
Then  the  landlord  received  a  loan  &om 
the  State,  which  he  had  to  repay  in  1& 
years,  at  the  rate  of  H  per  cent.  That 
disposed  of  £50  of  the  £100,  and  the 
other  £60  had  to  be  wiped  out,  the 
landlord  giving  a  receipt  in  full  for  the 
amount  of  rent  from  the  let  of  July, 
1880.  It  was,  therefore,  the  landlord 
who  lost  half  his  rent,  and  not  the 
British  taxpayer  who  suffered.  The 
property  of  Ireland  was  very  good  eeon- 
rity  for  the  State,  without  even  the 
collateral  security  of  the  Church  Fund ; 
and  that  Church  Fund,  he  believed, 
would  be  aufflcient  to  pay  the  whole 
demand  made  by  the  landlords. 
Amendment  ntgatived. 

Mb.  FABNELL  said,  he  rose  to  pro- 
pose an  Amendment  which  would  ex- 
tend  the  benefit  of  this  clause  to  tenants 
who  had  been  evicted  since  the  1st  of 
May,  1880,  in  case  the  landlords  agreed 
to  re-instate  them  on  terms  to  be  mutually 
arranged  between  them  for  the  payment 
of  arrears.  He  thought  his  Amendment 
would  facilitate  mutual  agreements  be- 
tween a  great  many  evicted  tenants  and 
the  lan^ords  where  the  tenants  had 
been  allowed  to  remain  as  caretakers. 
He  found  from  a  Beturn  that  about  half 
of  the  total  number  of  evicted  tenants 
since  the  Oovemment  had  come  into 
Office  had  been  allowed  to  remain  as 
caretakers.  If,  by  the  adoption  of  som* 
such  provision  as  this,  such  tenants  were 
able  to  offer  a  compromise  to  the  land- 
lords in  the  shape  of  a  payment  of  a 
portion  of  the  rent  due,  the  Government 
then  advancing  another  poriioD,  he  be- 
lieved that  in  a  greai  number  of  casea 
these  tenants  would  be  re-inetated,  and 
would  probably  pay  txx  rents  for  many 
years  to  oome. 

Amendment  proposed, 

InlinelS,  aft«T  tfaa  word  "adTxnce,"  to  in- 

nrt  "whenvar   in  the    «ae    of  tny  tanaat 

I  erioted  for  noQ-p&jment  of  rant  Rnoetlie  lit 

of  tUj  ISSO,  tiia  ludloTd  tgi«M  to  r*-inftaU 
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Biich  tenant  on  terms  in  this  section  sot  forth, 
this  section  shall  apply  as  if  such  agreement  had 
taken  place  between  the  landlord  and  tenant 
of  the  holding  still  in  occupation." — {Mr.  Par- 
nelL) 

Question  proposed, ''  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER  said  it  was 
quite  true  that  this  proposal  would  not 
materially  increase  the  liability  of  the 
Government.  Everybody  regretted  the 
number  of  evictions,  but  the  number 
was  not  so  large  that  it  could  materially 
affect  the  amount  of  liability.  He  un- 
derstood the  hon.  Member  to  say  that  in 
case  of  eviction,  when  the  landlord  was 
willing  to  re-instate,  he  would  enable 
the  terms  of  this  clause  to  apply  to  the 
tenant  and  the  landlord.  There  could 
not  be  any  objection  to  that,  because  it 
might  enable  some  of  the  hard  cases  to 
be  met. 

Mr.  BRODRICK  hoped  the  Govern- 
ment would  not  be  too  much  in  a  hurry 
to  accept  the  Amendment.  There  were 
some  landlords  who  had  evicted  their 
tenants  with  considerable  difficulty,  and 
he  could  imagine  that  in  those  cases 
great  pressure  might  be  put  upon  them 
to  re-instate  thode  tenants.  He  thought, 
considering  that  this  was  supposed  to 
be  a  permissive  measure,  and  that  the 
landlords  in  these  cases  might  have 
placed  other  tenants  on  the  holdings, 
the  effect  of  the  proposal  would  be  to 
encourage  pressure  being  put  upon  the 
landlord  to  turn  out  the  new  tenant  and 
re-instate  the  old  tenant  whom  he  had 
evicted.  He  really  thought  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  not  realized  the 
full  effect  of  this.  He  was  not  pre- 
pared at  that  time  of  the  night,  and 
because  the  Amendment  had  been  more 
or  less  sprung  upon  the  House,  to  argue 
it ;  but  he  thought  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman should  consider  the  proposal 
again,  and  not  commit  himself  too 
hastily. 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER  thought  the 
hon.  Member  for  West  Surrey  (Mr. 
Brodrick)  had  no  reason  to  be  alarmed. 
If  a  landlord  re-instated  a  tenant,  he 
would  do  so  with  the  whole  of  the  six 
months'  repayment.    Of  course,  the  pro- 

f)osal  could  not  mean  that  when  a  land- 
ord  had  actually  put  another  tenant 
into  a  holding  he  should  then  evict  him. 
The  landlord  could  not  turn  out  the 
new  tenant  and  put  the  old  tenant  in  ; 
but  even  if  he  did  turn  the  new  tenant 


out,  that  would  not  re-instate  the  old 
tenant. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Mb.  CHAPLIN  said,  he  proposed  to 
move  an  Amendment  to  line  19,  to  omit 
the  word  '*  landlord,"  and  to  insert  the 
word  "  tenant."  This  was  with  the 
view  of  meeting  the  objection  that  had 
been  pointed  out  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Tyrone — namely,  that  the  hardship 
of  this  clause  would  fall  entirely  on  the 
landlord.  So  far  as  he  could  see,  the 
objection  was  well-founded.  It  was 
true  that  the  charge  for  the  payment  of 
the  loan  was  to  be  considered,  if  neces- 
sary, an  addition  to  the  judicial  rent, 
and  possibly,  in  some  cases,  the  loss 
would  not  fall  on  the  landlord.  But, 
unfortunately,  there  were  cases  in  Ire- 
land where  the  rent  was  notjpaid,  and 
he  would  ask  the  Committee  to  consider 
the  position  of  the  landlord  if  the  ten- 
ant did  not  pay  his  rent  at  the  appointed 
time.  At  present  there  were  some 
means  of  recovering  the  rent,  if  not 
paid  ;  but  there  were  always  difficulties 
about  it,  and  these  difficulties  would  be 
increased  by  the  Bill.  It  was  nothing 
but  fair  to  the  landlord,  seeing  that  the 
advances  would  be  made  in  the  interest 
of  the  tenant,  that  the  tenant's  interest 
should  be  responsible  for  payment,  and 
it  would  save  some  confusion  besides. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  line  19,  to 
leave  out  the  word  **  landlord,"  in  order 
to  insert  the  word  *'  tenant." — (Jfr. 
Chaplin.) 

Question  proposed,  ''  That  the  word 
'  landlord '  stand  part  of  the  Clause." 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER  said,  he  really 
could  not  accept  the  Amendment.  It 
would  mean  that  the  Commission  would 
make  advances  of  money  to  one  man  and 
take  the  payment  [back  ^' from  another. 
The  money,  after  all,  would  be  advanced 
to  the  landlord,  and  he  must  be  respon- 
sible for  repayment.  He  would  be  a 
party  to  the  charge,  and  it  would  re- 
main a  charge  upon  the  land. 

Sir  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE  said, 
he  must  challenge  the  statement  that 
the  money  would  be  advanced  to  the 
landlord.  The  theory  was  that  the  ten- 
ant owed  the  money  to  the  landlord, 
and  the  money  was  advanced  to  the  ten- 
ant in  order  that  he  might  pay  the  land- 
lord. 
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Mr.  W.  E.  F0R8TEB  aaid,  what 
would  be  actually  done  would  be  to 
make  ao  advance  in  the  interest  of  the 
landlord.  The  whole  idea  of  the  thing 
was  that  the  landlord  would  be  tempted 
by  the  advance  of  readj  money  to  make 
the  tenant  an  allowance. 

Viscount  FOLKESTONE  said,  it 
would  be  making  the  landlord  secnritj 
for  a  debt  owed  to  himself. 

Mb.  CHAPLIN  said,  the  ri^ht  hon. 
Gentleman  had  not  answered  his  objec- 
tion. It  was  ail  very  well  to  say  he 
could  not  accept  the  Amendment  because 
the  money  would  be  advanced  to  one 
man  and  repaid  by  another ;  that  only 
opened  the  question,  to  whom  would  the 
money  be  advanced?  It  would  be  in 
reality  an  advance  to  the  tenant.  It 
was  not  the  landlord  but  the  tenant  who 
was  in  difficulties — the  tenant  owed  the 
arrears.  If  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land bad  given  attention  to  the  speech 
of  the  Prime  Minister,  he  would  have 
noticed  that  the  Prime  Minister  said 
the  advance  would  be  in  the  interest  of 
the  tenant  and  no  one  else,  and,  that 
being  the  case,  why  should  the  landlord 
be  called  on  for  payment?  Surely,  the 
hon.  Oentlemen  who  sat  on  the  Benches 
opposite  could  not  argue  that  the  ten- 
ant had  no  security,  for  the  whole  gist 
of  the  Bill  was  to  show  that  the  tenant 
had  a  value  in  his  occupancy.  There 
could  be  no  difficulty  in  making  the  ad- 
vance a  charge  on  the  tenant's  interest 
in  his  holding,  if  the  Bill  was  worth  the 
paper  it  was  printed  on. 

Mk.  pell  said,  tbat  at  the  very 
commencement  of  the  clause  it  was  pro- 
vided that  the  money  should  be  lent  on 
the  joint  application  of  landlord  and 
tenant,    so    that  the   tenant   would   be 

Suite  as  much  a  party  to  the  matter  as 
le  landlord.  Though  in  the  later  part 
of  the  clause  the  drafting  became  obscure 
aa  to  whom  the  money  was  to  he  ad- 
vanoed,  yet  it  was  clear  that  the  appli- 
oation  for  the  advance  would  be  made 
quite  as  much  by  the  tenant  aa  the  land- 
lord. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  dimdtd; — Ayes  175; 
Noes  73:  majority  102.— (Div.  List, 
No.  318,) 

Mb.  CHAPLIN  said,  he  had  an 
Amendment  to  propose  to  line  31.  It 
was  in  the  same  direction  as  the  one  he 
hftd  juit  moved;    and    he  hoped  the 


Government  would  accept  it,  and  they 
ought  to  accept  it  iu  their  own  interest, 
for  he  presumed  they  would  wish  that 
the  clause  should  be  taken  in  hand  by 
the  landlords,  in  order  to  enable  the 
tenants  to  get  rid  of  their  arrears. 
Therefore,  at  the  end  of  the  sectioD  and 
after  the  word  "  rent-charge,"  he  pro- 
posed to  add  the  words  "out  of  rent 
received  &om  such  holding."  There  wae 
nothing  unreasonable  in  that  proposi- 
tion, nothing  beyond  what  was  fair  to 
the  landlord.  The  Government  could 
not  wish  to  make  the  landlord  respon- 
sible  for  advanoes  made  in  the  interest 
of  the  tenant  in  cases  where  he  received 
no  rent  at  all.  He  need  not  agaia 
remind  the  Committee  of  the  di£Bcnlty 
of  recovering  rent  in  Ireland.  If  he 
were  an  Irish  landlord,  after  the  expe- 
rience of  the  small  support  the  Oovem- 
ment  gave  for  the  recovery  of  rents 
from  tenants  who  were  well  able  to  pay, 
nothing  would  induce  him  to  av(ul  him- 
self of  the  clause  as  it  stood. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  line  2 1 ,  after 
the  word  "  rent-charge,"insert  the  words 
"  out  of  rent  receivedfrom  such  holding." 
—{Mr.  Chapiin.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mb.  W.  £.  F0B8TEB  said,  he  could 
not  be  expected  to  accept  this.  No  one 
would  take  advantage  of  the  clause  if 
be  did  not  wish  it.  The  conditions  would 
be  known  upon  which  the  advance 
would  be  made,  and  one  of  those  con- 
ditions was  the  payment  by  the  tenant 
of  one  year's  rent  down. 

Mb.  BBODRICE  said,  there  was  one 
small  point  to  which  he  wonid  draw 
attention.  It  was  assumed  that  the 
landlord  would  get  one  year's  rent  down 
and  take  instalments  from  the  tenant. 
But  suppose  the  landlord  had  just  die^ 
and  the  executors  of  the  will  refused  to 
make  the  bargain  unduly  to  prejudice 
the  incoming  landlord,  who  had  no  rea- 
son to  care  lot  the  arrears.  The  land- 
lord then  might  start  with  the  charge 
upon  his  estate,  the  tenant  might  have 
a  bad  year  and  be  unable  to  pay,  and 
the  incoming  landlord  would  be  forced 
to  pay  to  the  State  out  of  his  own  pocket 
a  sum  for  which  he  received  nothing. 

Thk   SOLICITOE    GENEEAL    foe 

IBEIiAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  Johhboh)  said, 

in  point  of  fact  it  would  be  the  tenant 

who  would  pay  the  money,  the  landlord 

\jnnrty-$t«ond  Night."] 
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would  be  only  the  a^nt  to  collect  it. 
The  adrance  would  be  made  to  the  land- 
lord b;  the  State,  an  increment  vould 
be  added  to  the  rent  which  the  landlord 
would  receive  from  the  tenant  and  hand 
over  to  the  State. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  aaid,  he  could 
not  reconcile  that  with  what  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  said  a  few  minutes 
before— that,  in  hie  view,  the  advance 
would  be  made  to  the  landlord.  14 
it  was  said  that  the  landlord  was  to  be 
only  the  agent  for  payment.  But  if  the 
advance  was  made  to  the  landlord,  the 
landlord  could  not  get  out  of  his  engage- 
ment he  had  entered  into,  nor  could  his 
Buocesaor ;  but  bis  successor  might  haye 
had  no  benefit  from  the  Act.  In  other 
words,  the  landlord  would  be  compelled 
to  act  on  the  oonditiona  of  a  transaction 
from  which  he  derived  no  benefit  what- 
ever. He  would  be  more  than  an  agent — 
he  would  be  an  agent  obliged  to  fulfil 
all  the  engagements  of  the  person  for 
whom  ho  acted. 

Mb.  CHAFLIN  said,  the  landlord  had 
been  spoken  of  as  the  man  who  received 
tbe  rent ;  but  the  object  of  bis  Amend- 
ment was  to  meet  the  case  of  the  land- 
lord who  did  not  receive  his  rent.  He 
did  not  wish  to  put  the  Committee  to 
the  trouble  of  a  division,  nor  to  occupy 
time ;  hut  he  wished  to  appeal  fo  the 
Government  to  make  some  modification 
in  the  direction  he  had  indicated.  Where 
the  landlord  did  not  receive  his  rent,  at 
all  events,  he  might  he  allowed  to  defer 
payment  of  the  interest  or  the  loan  until 
such  time  as  he  could  talce  legal  steps 
for  the  recovery  of  his  rent. 

Mb.  W.  E.  FOESTEB  said,  the  fad- 
was  that  the  clause  would  not  come  into 
operation  until  the  landlord  and  tenant 
came  to  an  agreement. 

Mb.  TOTTENHAM  said,  it  had  not 
been  in  any  way  explained  what  was  to 
occur  if  the  tenant  did  not  pay  hie  instal- 
ments. Many  bad  seasons  and  years 
might  occur  similar  to  those  wiiich  had 
recently  occurred.  The  State  would  look 
to  the  landlord  for  payments  ;  but  sup- 
pose the  landlord  could  obtain  no  pay- 
ment from  the  tenant,  what  was  to  be 
the  landlord's  position  ? 

Ma.  W.  E.  FOHSTEE  said,  in  that 
case,  the  landlord  would  certainly  have 
made  a  bad  bargain. 

Lord    EANDOLPH    OHUEOHILL 

■aid,  it  was  all  very  well  for  the  Chief  j 

Secretary  for  Ireland  to  speak  gaily  of 
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the  landlord's  bad  bargain ;  but  if  the 
rent  were  paid  without  the   additions, 

would  the  landlord  have  the  right  to 
effect  a  sale  of  the  tenant's  interest  ? 

Mb.  W.  E.  FOESTEB :  Certainly. 

Question  put,  and  negativtd. 

Mu.  HEALT  said,  he  wished  to 
amend  the  date  for  making  the  ap- 
plications from  December  31,  1881,  to 
May  1,  1882.  He  did  so  because  the 
whole  scheme  of  the  Bill  would  take 
some  time  to  get  into  working  order, 
and  he  thought  that  December  would  be 
found  much  too  soon  to  make  the  appli- 
oation.  There  was  a  remarkable  ai^is- 
eion  from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster, 
when  he  stated  his  opinion  that  the 
CommissioQ  would  scarcely  do  anything 
under  the  Bill  during  the  last  three 
months  of  the  present  year.  Under  the 
circumstances,  then,  he  thought  the  Qo- 
vemment  might  allow  the  extension  of 
time  he  proposed.  There  was  really  no 
principle  involved  in  this  slight  extension 
of  time. 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  line  40,  to  leave  out  the  words  "thirty 
flrat  day  of  December  ods  thonaand  eight  him- 
dred  and  eighty-one,"  in  order  to  iateA  "  Gnt 
day  day  of  May  oae  thousacid  eight  faundnd 
and  eighty-two."— (Jfr.  Stall/.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 

Clause." 

Mb.  W.  E.  FOESTEB  said,  that,  in 
fixing  the  date,  the  matter  was  con- 
sidered a  good  deal  with  the  object  of 
fixing  a  date  at  which  another  gale  day 
did  not  come  in.  That  would  not  be 
affected  if  the  date  were  prolonged  to 
Fehruary  28th,  and  he  would  agree  to 
that  date. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Me.  W.  E.  FOESTER  said,  that,  with 
the  object  of  inserting  the  date  he  had 
mentioned,  he  would  move  the  omission 

f  "December  31,  1881." 

Amendment  proposed. 
Id  line  40,  to  leave  out "  December  thirty-one 
le  thouaand  eight  Imndred  and  eighty-one," 
id  insert  "  Februaiy  twenty-eight  one  thou- 
sand eight  hundred  sod  eighty-two." — (Mr. 
W.  £.  Forittr.) 

Amendment  agretd  to. 

Sib  QEOBaE  CAMPBELL  proposed 
to  omit  the  last  Eub-sectioa  of  the  oJause, 
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and  said  his  objection  vaa  not  so  much 
as  to  what  it  did  do  aa  to  what  it  did 
not  do.  He  thought  the  Committee 
would  expect  that  tbe  money  should  be 
provided  from  the  Church  Fund;  but 
now,  it  seemed,  it  waa  to  be  provided 
from  some  other  source.  He  understood 
that  the  Government  had  undertaken  to 
consider  the  point  raised  by  the  hon. 
Uember  opposite  with  regard  to  the 
Church  Fund ;  and  he  would  ask  whe- 
ther, having  undertaken  to  consider  a 
BO  much  larger  queBtion,  it  was  worth 
while  to  insert  this  ver;  small  provision, 
and  so.  to  a  certain  extent,  pre-judge 
tbe  question? 

Amendment  proposed,  in  line  43, 
leave  out  "the"  to  the  end  of  the 
clause." — {Sir  Qeorge  Campbell.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of 
tho  Clause." 

Mr.  W.  E.  F0R8TER  said,  the  re- 
Bolt  of  this  Amendment  would  be  that 
the  security  of  the  Church  Fund  would 
not  be  taken.  Tho  Oovemment  looked 
forward  to  tbe  fund  being  made  avail- 
able, and  he  could  not,  therefore,  accept 
the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member. 

Sir  GEOEQE  CAMPBELL  was  glad 
to  understand  that  his  point  was  not  ex- 
actly out  of  tho  question ;  but  one  other 
objection  he  had  to  the  clause  was  that 
£11,000  chargeable  to  the  Irish  Church 
Fund  was  to  bo  remitted.  He  should 
like  to  know  what  was  really  the  pur- 
pose of  tho  Oovemment,  for  last  night 
there  waa  an  ominous  announcement 
made  in  "  another  place." 

Amendment  »«gaiived. 

Lord  EANDOLPH  CHUBCHILL, 
in  reference  to  the  Prime  Minister's  re- 
mark that  the  landlords  would  have  a 
difficult  duty  to  perform  in  regard  to 
the  tenants,  urged  that  the  landlords 
ought  to  be  left  quite  fres ;  and  unless 
the  words  he  would  propose  to  insert 
were  adopted,  the  tenant  could  go  into 
the  Court  to  get  the  rent  fixed,  with 
arrears  hanging  over  him,  saying  that 
he  had  proposed  to  the  landlord  to  take 
advantage  of  tbe  Bill,  but  that  the  land- 
land  had  refused  to  do  so,  and  so  had 
acted  unreasonably. 

Amendment  proposed. 
At  tliB  md  of  the  Clauu,  to  sdd  "  Provided 
always.  That,  with  nfsronot  tc  any  of  th«  par- 
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under  the  proviaioDB  of  this 
reaaonable.'-— (Zorii  Ranihilph  Churehnt.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  those  words 
be  there  added." 

Mb.  W.  E.  FOESTER  did  not  see 
that  tbe  Committee  could  put  themselves 
in  the  position  of  the  Court,  and  it  would 
be  almost  Indiorous  to  say  ^at  the  Court 
should  decide  what  was  reasonable  or 
unreasonable,  and  then  for  the  Commit- 
tee to  define  what  was  unreasonable. 

Sir  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTB:  It 
seems  to  me  rather  a  severe  measure  to 
refuse  to  accept  this  Amendment,  be- 
cause I  understand  my  noble  Friend  to 
propose  that  whereas  this  clause  is  beld 
out  by  the  Government  as  being  entirely 
voluntary  on  both  parties,  he  wishes  to 
take  care  that  it  shall  be  really  volun- 
tary. Undfir  certain  circumstances,  the 
landlord  might  find  himself  a  loser;  and 
when  it  was  asked  what  the  landlord 
should  do  in  that  case,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  said  he  would  have  made  a 
bad  bargain.  In  such  cases  the  tenant 
is  entitled  to  say  that  tbe  landlord  is 
unreasonable.  I  submit  that  this  clause 
is  really  only  put  into  language  which 
we  understood  to  ho  tho  intention  and 
meaning  of  the  Government. 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  Johnson)  said, 
both  sides  were  agreed  that  the  landlord 
should  be  a  voluntary  agent  in  any 
action  under  this  clause,  and  nnleas  he 
chose  to  join  in  such  action,  an  applica- 
tion could  not  be  made.  The  Oonrt, 
under  the  8th  section,  would  have  to  con- 
sider all  cases  of  unreasonable  conduct  on 
the  part  of  the  landlord  and  of  the  tenant ; 
and  if  the  Bill  defined  to  the  Court  one 
instance  in  which  it  was  to  be  divested  of 
its  discretion,  the  Bill  mast  go  on  and  de- 
fine it  in  every  instance.  It  waa  much 
safer  and  better,  having  constituted  the 
Court,  to  place  confidence  in  it  that  it 
would  exercise  the  discretion  with  which 
it  was  invested  honestly  and  fairly,  and 
to  leave  undefined  what  the  Conrt  might 
or  might  not  define  as  unreasonable  ao- 
cording  to  the  facts. 

Mr.  CHAPLIN  thought  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentlemoii  had  answered  him- 
self in  his  own  speech ;  but  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  had  said  that, 
hAving  appointed  the  Oonrt  to  oosuidn 


1587 


Zand  Late 


{COMMONS  I 


{Ireland)  BiU. 


1688 


a  vast  number  of  matters,  whether  rea- 
sonable or  unreasonable,  it  would  be  out 
of  place  to  step  in  and  take  questions 
out  of  their  view.  The  whole  object  of 
the  Amendment  was  to  place  these  ques- 
tions entirely  beyond  the  Court,  who 
were  to  have  nothing  to  say  on  the  sub- 
ject. He  understood  the  argument  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  to  be 
that  the  Court  could,  if  they  considered 
the  conduct  of  the  landlord  unreasonable, 
make  the  acceptance  of  this  clause  com- 
pulsory upon  him.  That  was  an  impor- 
tant question  which  could  not  be  decided 
that  night.  It  was  a  complete  departure 
from  the  object  of  the  clause  as  they 
were  led  to  understand  by  the  Govern- 
ment in  the  first  instance.  There  had 
been  no  explanation  from  the  Govern- 
ment, and,  in  order  to  give  the  Govern- 
ment time  to  consider  this  new  phase  of 
the  matter,  he  would  move  to  report 
Progress. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Pro- 
gress, and  ask  leave  to  sit  again." — 
{Mr.  Chaplin,) 

Me.  W.  E.  FOESTER  said,  he  thought 
the  hon.  Member  would  hardly  mean  to 
insist  upon  his  Motion. 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
hoped  Progress  would  be  reported  to 
give  the  Government  time  to  consider 
this  question.  One  reason  forthe  Amend- 
ment was  the  object  it  had  effected — 
namely,  to  show  the  cloven  hoof.  This 
was  the  beautiful  voluntary  arrange- 
ment of  the  Government.  If  the  land- 
lord did  not  accept  the  clause,  the  matter 
was  to  be  referred  to  the  Court,  to  say 
whether  he  was  right  or  wrong.  Then, 
the  Government  desired  it  to  be  purely 
voluntary ;  but  it  was  nothing  of  the 
kind,  and  he  was  glad  that  that  had 
been  discovered. 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  foe 
IRELAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  Johnson)  thought 
the  noble  Lord  was  under  a  misappre- 
hension, and  did  not  realize  what  were 
the  cases  in  which  the  conduct  of  the 
landlord  would  come  before  the  Court. 
It  would  be  difficult  to  suggest  any 
application  which  the  landlord  could 
make  to  the  Court,  which  it  would  be 
possible  for  the  Court  to  refuse  on  the 
ground  that  the  landlord  had  not  entered 
into  this  arrangement,  because  the  rea- 
BonablenesB  of  such  proposed  arrange- 
ment or  oonduct  did  not  come  before  Uie 

Mr.  Chaplin 


Court  at  all  unless  the  landlord  joined 
in  the  application.  If  the  tenant  alone 
made  an  application  to  the  Court  it  would 
be  refused,  not  on  the  ground  that  the 
landlord  had  unreasonably  refused  to 
join  in  it,  but  on  the  ground  that  the 
landlord  did  not  join  in  it,  and  there- 
fore the  provisions  of  the  section  did  not 
apply  and  could  not  be  acted  on.  It 
was  always  dangerous  to  put  a  provision 
of  this  kind  in  one  place  and  not  in 
another,  and  no  case  had  been  suggested 
of  any  application  to  the  landlord  to 
which  this  clause  had  any  reference. 
The  Government  need  not  be  charged 
with  any  sinister  motive. 

Mr.  WARTON  hoped  the  Motion 
would  not  be  pressed,  because  he  did 
not  think  the  Amendment  would  be  out 
of  place  in  this  case. 

Mr.  PARNELL  said,  he  could  not 
pretend  to  even  guess  whether  the  re- 
fusal of  the  landlord  to  consent  to  a  pro- 
posal of  the  tenant  with  regard  to  arrears 
could  be  considered  by  the  Court  as  un- 
reasonable conduct ;  but  he  should  like 
to  put  a  case  which  had  not  presented 
itself  to  the  noble  Lord.  The  Amend- 
ment did  not  alter  the  Bill  in  the  slightest 
degree  in  regard  to  the  Court  refusing 
an  application  of  the  landlord,  on  the 
ground  that  his  refusal  to  agree  to  the 
tenant's  proposal  was  unreasonable.  Nor 
could  it  be  said  to  alter  the  position  of 
the  landlord.  This  clause  provided  that 
in  the  event  of  the  landlord  and  tenant 
agreeing  to  an  application,  the  Court 
should  make  an  advance  to  the  tenant  of 
one  year's  rent,  in  order  that  he  might 
pay  the  landlord  one  year's  rent ;  and  he 
did  not  think  the  noble  Lord  was  right 
in  asking  on  behalf  of  the  landlords  that 
the  Bill  should  be  altered.  The  Bill 
gave  the  landlord  benefits  and  also  the 
tenant,  by  advancing  one  year's  rent  as 
arrears ;  and  if  the  landlord  refused  to 
make  this  arrangement  with  the  tenant 
he  was  taken  out  of  the  operation  of  the 
Bill.  With  regard  to  the  action  of  the 
Court  as  to  what  was  unreasonable,  it 
simply  empowered  the  Court  to  give  an 
advance  of  one  year's  rent,  and  he  did 
not  see  how  any  claim  could  be  set  up  by 
the  landlord  if  he  was  liable  as  the  BiU 
stood  to  have  his  oonduct  considered  un- 

1*@  8.ROT1  A  1)1  A 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER  said,  he  would 
promise  that  the  Government  would  con- 
sider this  matter  on  Report.  He  wished 
to  point  out  that  if  a  tenant  was  unable 
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to  pay,  and  the  landlord  applied  to  the 
Court,  the  tenant  could  apply  to  the 
Court  to  stay  ejectment,  and  the  Court 
could  stay  ejectment  whether  there  was 
a  j  udicial  term  or  not.  If  a  tenant  did 
not  pay,  the  landlord  would  evict  him ; 
but  the  tenant  could  plead  that  he  could 
have  paid  the  rent  if  the  landlord  had 
made  an  arrangement  such  as  that  pro- 
posed by  the  Government. 

Mr.  macartney  said,  he  believed 
the  clause  would  be  almost  obligatory, 
because  although  it  said  that  the  land- 
lord and  tenant  might  agree  to  go  into 
Court,  if  the  landlord  objected  to  do  so 
he  would  be  held  up  to  public  oppro- 
brium. Still,  he  accepted  the  clause, 
because  it  was  advantageous  to  the 
country  ;  and  he  believed  nothing  could 
be  more  detrimented  to  the  country  than 
to  leave  the  tenants  with  a  kind  of  mill- 
Btone  round  their  necks,  with  five  or 
six  years'  of  arrears  which  they  could 
not  possibly  pay.  He  thought  the  land- 
lords would  accept  this  clccuse,  although 
at  a  loss. 

Me.  CHAPLIN  explained  that  he 
had  not  moved  his  Motion  to  delay  the 
Bill,  but  because  he  was  most  anxious 
that  this  point  should  be  cleared  up 
before  further  progress  was  made.  If 
the  Committee  would  recollect  how  many 
cases  had  happened  since  1870,  he 
thought  they  would  admit  the  propriety 
of  the  course  he  had  taken.  When  he 
first  read  the  words  "  the  joint  applica- 
tion of  the  two,"  he  thought  them  satis- 
factory ;  but  his  views  had  been  entirely 
swept  away  by  the  two  speeches  of 
the  two  right  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite, 
which  appeared  to  indicate  that  in  cer- 
tain circumstances  the  Court  might  be 
called  upon  to  decide  on  the  unreason- 
ableness or  reasonableness  of  the  case 
before  it,  and  if  that  were  done  it 
would  entirely  alter  the  Bill.  If  the 
Government  would  consent  to  do  this, 
either  at  the  present  stage  or  on  another 
stage  of  the  Bill,  and  make  it  perfectly 
clear  that  under  no  circumstances  would 
the  conduct  of  the  landlord  be  called 
into  account  as  to  the  reasonableness  or 
unreasonableness  of  his  decision,  then  he 
would  withdraw  his  Motion.  It  should 
be  a  purely  voluntary  arrangement  on 
the  part  of  the  landlord  with  which  the 
Court  should  have  nothing  to  do. 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER  said,  it  was 
entirely  the  intention  of  the  Government 
that  neither  party  should  be  in  any  way 


prejudiced  by  anything  that  happened 
in  regard  to  this  offer.  He  did  not  think 
that  the  landlord  or  the  tenant  should 
be  put  in  a  worse  legal  position,  and, 
if  necessary,  he  would  prepare  words 
putting  that  point  beyona  question. 
But,  for  his  own  part,  he  did  not  think 
it  was  necessary.  It  was  not  intended, 
under  the  section,  that  the  offer  should 
be  more  than  a  voluntary  one,  and  the 
Government  did  not  wish  that  either 
party  should  suffer  because  of  a  non- 
acceptance  of  the  offer. 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
said,  he  would  raise  the  matter  again  on 
Report. 

Me.  W.  E.  FORSTER  said,  he  would 
consider  as  to  whether  there  was  any 
doubt  as  to  the  intention  of  the  Govern- 
ment having  been  fulfilled.  That  inten- 
tion was  that  neither  party  should  be 
damaged  by  not  accepting  the  offer. 

Mr.  CHAPLIN  said,  he  was  ready 
to  accept  the  assurance  that  the  Govern- 
ment would  make  it  quite  clear  that  the 
offer  was  to  be  a  voluntary  one,  and 
would  insert  words  to  that  effect,  if 
necessary,  and  begged  to  withdraw  his 
Motion. 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
said,  he  would  withdraw  his  Amend- 
ment. Of  course,  if  there  were  not  some 
words  of  limitation  the  Court  would  hold 
that  it  had  jurisdiction. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Question,  ''That  the  Clause,  as 
amended,  stand  part  of  the  Bill,"  put, 
and  agreed  to. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Chairman  do  report  Pro- 
gress, and  ask  leaveto  sit  again." — {Lm-d 
Randolph  Churchill,) 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER  said,  there  was 
only  one  other  Government  clause ;  but 
as  he  understood  the  Prime  Minister 
would  prefer  to  move  it  himself,  he 
would  agree  to  the  Motion. 

Mr.  HEALY  said,  it  would  be  con- 
venient to  have  the  Bill  re-printed  with 
the  Amendments,  so  far  as  it  had  gone, 
for  there  would  be  but  a  short  interval 
for  consideration  before  Report. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Committee  report  Progress;  to  sit 
again  To-morrow,  at  Two  of  the  dock. 

IThirtg^Booond  Night.'] 
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PREVENTION  {rc-mnmitttd)  BILL.  BILL.— [Bill  212.] 

{Mr,  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer^  Lord  Frederick 

{Mr,  LodMon,)  Capendi,h.) 

lLords.2     [bill  120.]     committee.  committee. 

*  Order  for  Committee  road.  ?^^^'  ^^'  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

Mb.  pell  said,  would  it  not  be  more  *'That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 

convenient   to   take   a  later  day  than  Chair."— (Zorrf  Frederick  Cavenduh.) 

Monday  for  the  Bill  ?  It  was  understood  -^y      t>vt  Axrrko      -j   ai.  a  i.         j 

that,  iter  the  Land  Bill,  Supply  would  ,  ^'f\?J^^^   I  Tf'      t  ^  ""v  " 

be  proceeded  with,  and  the  Transvaal  stood  that  although  Not.ce  of  pppoaition 

\.                    x-     J-         -^         \ir^  had  been   placed   against  this  Bill,  it 

Question  came  on  for  discussion  onMon-  ^,  j          ^^      3.,,  8       j^          ^^  ' 

day.     There  were  a  great  many  objec-  t  't  b  i      take 

tions  to  the  Bill,  and  it  had  been  blocked  ^^^-.^^    or>T?  a  TrT?-D     a'    ii.     v        %r 

V  xr  *•         c           •*•          Twr  ^^A  'i.      *  Mr.  SPEAKER :  As  the  hon.  Mem- 
by  Notices  of  opposition.     Would  it  not  ,       .                *i.    -d      i  *•         'xu           j 

V  V  *i.     X        4  *1  J          r        J         1.  ber  IS  aware,  the  ICesolution  with  regard 
be  better  to  put  it  down  for  a  day  when  ,                j  t>     •          j            j.         ?  x 
xv               ij  v                     u  vt/      r  -i.  to  opposed  Business  does  not  apply  to 
there  would  be  some  probabuity  of  it  -.^    *^*^  -d-h          j    xv,      r         j  ^    "^    * 
being  reached  ?  Money  Bills ;  and,  therefore,  does  not 

Sib  WILLIAM  HARCOURT  said,  ^PPJ^  Z^jV^T^''^  v        >        a 

XV    -o-n         ij  V        *  J         £     -kir     A  Mr.  RYLANDS  said,  he  quite  under- 

the  Bill  would  be  put  down  for  Monday,  «x^^j  ♦i^^x   «   j  v^   ^  ^  •    xu    r'n  v  t  / 

.     ..1           •  X     X-                    X  X'         i>  stood  that,  and  he  rose  m  the  fuU  belief 

not  with  any  intention  or  expectation  of  ^^^^  .^  ^^^  competent  for  the  House  to 

Its  being  taken  then,  but  simply  because  ^^^^j^^^  ^j^j^  ^y^^  ^^^        j     .^^^jj  . 

it  was  a  more  convenient  method  of   ^ •,. tj.     „i,-  _•  •       •  • 

3    y         'tx,  t\,    r\  A  Committee.     Uis   object  in  rising  was 

aeaiing  ^itn  tne  Urders.  that  he  thought  the  House  should  not 

Mr.   pell  said,  if  hon    Members  ^^^^^  ^j^j^^^^^  Bjy  ^.^^^^^  distinctly 

had  the  assurance  of  that,  there  was  no  ^l^derstanding  the   remarkable  circum- 

**  8m' WILLIAM  HAECOUET   said,  ^J^^^  "^Th/RJ??  1* J^ll^"? 'IT; 

V  ij    -      xi.  X  cessary.      Ine  rSill  was  read  a  second 
he  could  give  that  assurance.  ^^^  at  2  or  3  in  the  morning,  and  the 

Committee  deferred  till  Monday  next.  Government  gave  no  explanation  of  it, 

nor  were  they  asked  to  do  so  ;  but  sub- 

ENTAILED      ESTATES      CONVERSION  sequently  to  the  second  reading  a  Paper 

(SCOTLAND)  BILL.-[BiLL  203.]  \^^  ^®®^  ^8"®<^  ^7'^^  ,*^?  history  of 

the  transactions  under  which  the  House 

(The  Lord  Advocate,  Secretary  Sir  William  ^^S  called  upon  to  pass  the  Bill,  and  to 

Har court,)  wipe   off  as   a  bad  debt  no   less  than 

SECOND  BEADING.  £1,200,000  advanced  under  an  Act  of 

jT»j.            J  Parliament  60  years  ago  to  relieve  the 

Order  for  Second  Eeadmg  read.  tithe  owners  of  Ireland.     The  owners  of 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr  J  the  tithes  in  Ireland  at  that  time  were 
M'Laren)  said,  when  this  Bill  was  last  i^^,  great  difficulties  arising  out  of  the 
mentioned  he  was  asked  by  the  hon.  collection  of  tithes,  and  applied  to  the 
and  gallant  Member  for  South  Ayr-  government  to  render  them  assistance, 
Bhire  (Colonel  Alexander)  whether  the  ^^^^^  ^j^®  Government  did  by  advancing 
Government  intended  to  proceed  with  on  loanlargesumsofmoney.  These  loans 
it.  The  Bill  had  been  brought  in  at  ^ere  chargeable  on  the  tithes,  and  the 
the  request  of  Members  from  Scotland,  ^^^he  owners  undertook  to  repay  them  m 
and  the  only  Notice  of  Amendment  was  ^^^  annual  instalments.  The  Govern- 
not  from  a  Member  of  that  part  of  the  °^®^t,  with  great  benevolence,  allowed 
country.  He  did  not  Hke  to  abandon  them  £1,000,000  without  interest.  But 
the  hope  of  proceeding  with  the  BUI,  ^^®  P^^^t  he  wished  to  draw  attention 
but,  unless  progress  was  made  with  it  *?  ^'.as  this.  He  wm  quite  sure  that  if 
within  the  next  few  days,  it  would  have  Parhament  m  those  days  had  been  asked 
to  be  dropped.  to  make  a  grant  to  the  Church  of  Ire- 

land,  that  would  have  been  refused,  no 

Second  Heading  deferred  till  Monday  doubt,   by  the  House  of  Commons  as 

next.  unreasonable,  as  the  Ohuxch  of  Ireland, 
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with  its  endowments,  then  existed.  But 
it  was  advanced  in  the  form  of  a  loan, 
and  his  complaint  was  that  whoever  were 
responsible  for  seeing  the  provisions  of 
that  Act  of  Parliament  carried  out,  and 
that  the  loan  was  repaid  in  five  yearly 
instedments,  were  guilty  of  a  gross 
breach  of  duty  in  not  seeing  that  the 
payments  were  made.  Parliament 
granted  the  loan  for  purposes  and  upon 
security  with  which  it  was  satisfied; 
but  if  a  Public  Department  was  to  act 
in  the  manner  it  had  acted  with  regard 
to  this  large  sum  of  money,  then  the 
House  of  Commons  had  not  the  slightest 
guarantee  that  when  large  sums  of 
money  were  advanced  to  Ireland  that 
they  would  ever  be  repaid ;  and  he  ven> 
tured  to  declare  that  a  transaction  so 
extraordinary  was  a  discredit  to  every 
Government  Department  charged  with 
the  application  of  the  public  money.  Of 
course,  after  a  number  of  years,  this  sum 
of  money  raised  by  the  issue  of  Exche- 
quer Bills  was  funded,  and  appeared  to 
have  gone  out  of  the  view  of  Parliament, 
and  now  Parliament  was  asked  to  write 
it  ofif  as  a  bad  debt.  In  his  opinion, 
this  sum  should  have  been  made  the  first 
charge  on  the  Irish  Church  Surplus,  and 
it  was  a  matter  of  wonder  to  him  that  at 
the  time  of  the  Irish  Church  Act  nothing 
was  done  to  secure  the  payment  of  this 
sum.  It  was  entirely  overlooked  in 
1870,  and  since  then  Parliament  had 
been  making  use  of  the  Church  Surplus 
for  various  purposes,  amongst  the  rest 
to  assist  landlords  by  letting  them  have 
loans  from  the  Church  Surplus  at  ab- 
surdly low  rates  of  interest,  and,  at  the 
same  time,  this  large  sum  of  money  was 
reasonably  the  first  charge  on  the  Sur- 
plus. The  Treasury  said  they  considered 
it  their  duty  to  be  vigilant  in  vindicating 
the  rights  of  the  State,  otherwise  grants 
of  public  money  would  be  obtained 
where  Parliament  had  no  intention  of 
making  such  grants,  and  with  that  he 
quite  agreed ;  but  where  had  been  the 
vigilance  in  this  case,  and  what  did  they 
do  to  get  the  money?  If  it  was  the 
duty  of  the  Department  to  look  after  the 
public  money,  he  did  not  think  the 
House  should  be  willing  to  agree  to  a 
Bill  to  wipe  off  such  a  sum  as  a  bad 
debt.  At  all  events,  he  had  called  at- 
tention to  the  remarkable  circumstances 
of  the  case,  so.  discreditable  to  the  ad- 
ministrators of  the  public  funds,  and  it 
should  be  a  warning  to  the  Government 


and  to  the  House  not  to  lightly  lend 
money  without  at  the  same  time  taking' 
care  that  there  was  sufficient  security  for 
repayment  to  prevent  the  country  ulti- 
mately becoming  such  a  great  loser. 

LoBD  FEEDERICK  CAVENDISH 
said,  the  hon.  Member  had  done  good 
service  in  calling  attention  to  the  large 
remissions  in  the  Bill,  and  pressing  on 
the  attention  of  the  House  the  danger 
of  making  these  loans.  In  looking  back 
at  the  debates  that  occurred  when  the 
last  of  these  loans  was  made,  he  did  not 
find  that  it  strongly  excited  the  attention 
of  the  then  House  of  Conmions.  It  was 
quite  clear  at  that  time  that  there  was 
small  doubt  that  the  money  would  be 
recovered.  It  had  stood  in  the  accounts 
as  a  good  debt  until  the  present  time, 
and  he  did  not  think  it  was  altogether 
creditable  to  the  national  book-keeping 
that  it  should  have  stood  so  long  on  the 
books  when  so  few  payments  had  been 
made  during  the  last  40  years.  As  to 
recovering  it  from  the  clergy,  that  was 
absolutely  out  of  the  question.  Whe- 
ther, on  the  other  hand,  it  would  have 
been  wise  to  make  it  a  charge  on  the 
Church  Surplus  Fund  he  would  not  say ; 
but  it  could  not  be  done  now,  and  he 
believed  the  best  course  would  be  to  do 
what  any  good  business  man  would  do 
— wipe  off  the  debt. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUE  said,  he  sup- 
posed it  would  be  admitted  it  was  a  bad 
debt.  The  noble  Lord  was  placq4  in  an 
unfortunate  position,  having  to  bring  in 
a  Bill  for  the  remission  of  an  old  loan 
on  the  very  night  when  the  Government, 
against  a  strong  opposition,  was  press- 
ing the  expediency  of  granting  a  new 
loan. 

Mb.  HEALY  said,  it  was  the  friends 
of  the  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  A.  J.  Bal- 
four) who  were  the  cause  of  the  Bill. 
This  £1,000,000  went  to  the  Irish  land- 
lords, and  it  was  because  of  that  that 
the  House  was  now  called  upon  to  make 
the  remission.  Two  years  ago,  under 
the  Belief  Act,  another  loan  was  made 
to  the  landlords  out  of  the  Church  Sur- 
plus Fund,  and  he  would  venture  to  say 
that  at  some  future  date  the  State  would 
have  to  make  this  good.  All  the  money 
went  to  the  landlords,  not  a  penny  of  it 
to  the  tenants,  and  the  Irish  people  con- 
tinued to  pay  the  tithes  till  they  were 
extinguished.  If  these  loans  haoL  been 
made  to  the  tenants,  they  would  have 
been    screwed    out   to   the   uttermost 
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farthing  without  mercy,  and  the  tenants 
would  have  been  turned  off  to  America 
or  elsewhere. 

Lord  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH 
remarked,  that  these  loans  were  not  made 
to  landlords,  but  to  the  persons  interested 
until  the  arrears  of  tithes  could  be 
raised. 

Mr.  HEALY  said,  the  loans  were  not 
made  directly  to  the  landlords,  but  it  was 
the  compensation  under  which  they 
undertook  to  pay  the  tithes. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Bill  considered  in  Committee,  and  re- 
ported^  without  Amendment ;  to  be  read 
the  third  time  To-morrow ^  at  Two  of  the 
clock. 


STATUTE  LAW  REVISION  AND  CIVIL 

PROCEDURE   BILIr-[Zor«f*.] 

(Mr,  Attorney  General.) 

[bill  219.]        SECOND  READING. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." — {Mr.  Attorney  General.) 


Mr.  WARTON  objected. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  (Sir 
Henry  James)  said,  he  hoped  the  objec- 
tion would  not  be  pressed.  The  Bill  was 
simply  to  repeal  several  obsolete  statutes 
that  had  fallen  into  disuse,  and  thej 
were  mentioned  in  the  Schedule.  These 
had  been  reported  upon  by  the  Statute 
Law  Revision  Oommittee,  and  the  Lord 
Chancellor  had  gone  carefully  through 
them.  It  was  only  want  of  time  that 
had  prevented  the  Bill  being  brought 
forward  earlier. 

Mr.  WARTON  said,  her  tj^i^fitej^on    p 
principle.     This  was  the  eighth  ormntli^  4) 
time  that  the  Government  had  proposed 
important  Bills  at  such  an  hour. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  asked  if  among 
the  obsolete  statutes,  any  Irish  Acts 
were  included  ? 

The  attorney  GENERAL  (Sir 
Henry  James)  said,  the  Bill  did  not 
apply  to  Scotland  or  Ireland. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  said,  he  did 
not  know  whether  he  had  any  right  to 
oppose  them  ;  but  he  should  certainly 
oppose  the  Bill.  He  had  himself  ven- 
tured to  bring  in  a  Bill  for  the  repealing 
of  some  Acts  that  still  existed  in  Ireland, 
and  which  contained,  among  others,  a 
provision  that  if  an  assemblage  of  12 

Mr.Beahi 


persons  did  not  disperse  at  the  summons 
of  a  justice  they  were  liable  to  sentence 
of  death.  Of  course,  this  portion  of  the 
Act  was  never  carried  into  effect;  but 
there  were  other  portions  of  statutes 
which  were  edmost  as  inimical  to  the 
spirit  of  the  times,  and  were  made  use 
of  by  the  Law  Officers  under  barbarous 
statutes  that  had  never  been  repealed. 
The  Colleague  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for 
Bath,  had  put  down  a  blocking  Notice 
against  the  Whiteboy  Acts  Repeal  Bill ; 
and  as  the  Government  had  treated  him 
in  that  scurvy  manner,  he  thought  he 
was  within  his  rights  and  equities  in 
treating  them  in  a  somewhat  similar 
manner.  He  objected  to  this  Bill,  and, 
if  in  Order,  he  would  move  the  adjourn- 
ment of  the  debate. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." 
-^{Mr.  T.P.  O'Connor.) 

Mr.  WARTON  asked  whether  it  was 
not  the  case  that  if  the  Bill  was  not 
printed  it  could  not  be  brought  for- 
ward ? 

Mr.  SPEAKER:  I  cannot  say  so 
positively. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT  thought 
the  hon.  Member  (Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor) 
had  misapprehended  the  obj  ect  of  this  Act. 
There  were  two  forms  of  this  repealing 
Act ;  but  no  question  of  policy  was  now 
involved,  and  as  the  useful  work  done 
under  this  Act  had  gone  on  so  long,  and 
that  the  end  of  the  Session  was  near, 
he  hoped  the  House  would  pass  the 
second  reading. 

Mr.  DILLWYN  stated  that  the  BiU 
had  been  printed.  Its  object  was  to  re- 
peal obsolete  Acts,  and  he  thought  the 
bject  of  the  House  should  be  to  clear 
^^  Statute  Book  of  those  Acts. 

.^R.  HEALY  said,  that  the  object  of 
his  hip^  Friend's  Bill  was  to  repeal  what 
were  i^ot  operative  Acts.     The  White- 

•^  fi?  were  not  operative  till  the  pre- 
sent On^ef  Secretary  made  them  so,  and 
did  hiri  (Mr.  Healy)  the  honour  of  try- 
ing hi;ii  under  those  Acts,  by  which  he 
™*&")  have  been  sent  to  penal  servitude 
for  Lfe,  and  twice  or  thrice  privately 
^^^Pped.     He  should  support  the  Mo- 

*^u^.»  *°^  ^®  would  ask  the  Government 
W"^":  advantage  they  would  gain  by 
re^ng  the  Bill  a  second  time,  now 
*®®-ng  that  it  would  be  blocked  for  Oom- 
«tti«;ee. 
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Qnestion  put. 

The  House  divided  : — Ayes  5  ;  Noes 
71 :   Majority  66.— (Div.  lAst,  No.  319.) 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
for  Monday  next. 

REMOVAL  TERMS  (SCOTLAND)  BILL. 

{Mr,  Jarne*  Stewart^  Dr.  Cameron^  Mr.  Patrick^ 

Mr,  Mackintosh.) 

[bill   8.]      COMMITTEE. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 
Bill  coniidered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  hoped  the  Bill 
would  not  be  proceeded  with,  for  there 
were  several  Amendments  on  the  Paper 
which  would  require  to  be  debated  at 
some  length,  and  others  not  on  the 
Paper  would  be  moved.  The  House  had 
been  sitting  from  4  o'clock  until  half- 
past  2  without  intermission,  and  would 
meet  again  at  2  o'clock.  It  was  rather 
too  much  to  expect  the  House  now  to 
discuss  a  Bill  of  this  kind,  and  he  would 
move  to  report  Progress. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress, 
and  ask  leave  to  sit  again." — (^Atr.  A.  J. 
Balfour,) 

Mr.  ORR-EWING  hoped  the  Motion 
would  be  agreed  to,  for  this  was -a  very 
important  Motion,  and  he  did  not  think 
it  was  fully  understood  by  even  the 
Scotch  Members.  The  ostensible  object 
of  the  Bill  was  to  create  a  uniformity  of 
terms  of  removal ;  but  it  had  no  effect 
on  the  leases  of  agricultural  holdings. 
It  entirely  affected  insolvent  property, 
and  would  not  establish  uniformity  in 
removal.  He  was  as  anxious  for  that 
to  be  effected  as  the  hon.  Member  for 
Ghreenock  (Mr.  J.  Stewart),  but  this  Bill 
would  not  accomplish  that  object.  The 
Bill  would  have  serious  effects,  and  he 
thought  it  ought  to  be  discussed  when 
there  were  more  Scotch  Members  pre- 
sent, and  there  was  more  time.  He 
would  advise  the  hon.  Member  to  defer 
the  Bill  till  next  year,  when  a  Select 
Committee  could  be  appointed  to  inves- 
tigate the  subject. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT  sug- 
gested to  the  hon.  Member  for  Greenock 
(Mr.  J.  Stewart)  that;  perhaps,  it  was  not 


much  use  going  on  with  the  Bill  now. 
There  had  been  great  complaints  this 
Session  of  the  difficulty  of  getting  any 
Scotch  Business  done;  but  there  were 
two  Scotch  Members — the  hon.  Member 
for  Dumbarton  (Mr.Orr-Ewing)  and  the 
hon.  Member  for  Ayrshire  (Colonel 
Alexander) — who  were  fatal  to  every 
Scotch  Bill  at  every  stage,  and,  there- 
fore, he  would  not  advise  any  Scotch 
Member  to  attempt  to  go  on  with  any 
Scotch  Bill. 

Mr.  W.  holms  said,  that,  notwith- 
standing the  remarks  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  he  would  ask  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Hertfordshire  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour) 
to  withdraw  his  Motion.  The  Bill  was 
very  much  wanted  in  Scotland,  and  the 
only  Member  opposing  it  was  the  hon. 
Member  for  Dumbarton,  and  he  had 
little  sympathy  from  the  Scotch  Mem- 
bers generally.  There  was  practically 
only  one  Amendment  on  the  Paper,  and 
he  did  not  think  the  Bill  ought  to  be 
delayed. 

Colonel  ALEXANDER  said,  he 
hoped  the  Committee  would  accept  the 
advice  of  the  Home  Secretary,  as  there 
were  several  Scotch  Members  who  would 
have  to  come  down  again  at  12  o'clock 
to  attend  Committees.  He  wished  every 
Government  to  bring  on  Scotch  Busi- 
ness, but  at  an  earlier  hour. 

Mr.  J.  STEWART  said,  he  regretted 
that  he  could  not  accept  the  Home  Se- 
cretary's advice,  and,  considering  all 
the  circumstances  of  the  case,  he  hoped 
the  Committee  would  admit  that,  in  jus- 
tice to  those  who  were  interested,  they 
ought  to  proceed. 

Mr.  M*LAGAN  stated  that  the  Bill 
had  the  sympathy  of  the  Scotch  Mem- 
bers generally.  The  Bill  proposed  to 
create  four  new  statutory  terms,  which 
were  very  much  wanted ;  and  he  had 
received  only  one  communication  in  op- 
position to  it.    

Mr.  ORR-EWING  said,  that  not  a 
single  Petition  had  been  received  from 
any  of  the  Scotch  counties  in  favour  of 
the  change  proposed  by  the  Bill,  while 
10  counties  had  declared  in  favour  of 
the  Amendment  of  which  he  had  given 
Notice. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  said,  there  was 
no  agreement  on  the  Bill ;  the  debate 
had  been  sufficient  to  prove  that.  Scotch 
Members  showed  a  great  difference  of 
opinion,  and  there  was  not  the  slightest 
proof  of  any  enthusiasm  for  the  Bill.   It 


was  exactly  one  of  thoae  meoaares  tLat 
raised  a  great  many  points  of  contro- 
yersy  vithout  exciting  any  ill  feeling. 

Qusation  put. 

The  Comraittee  iiWi/*i.- — Ayes  15; 
Noes  39  :  Majority  24.  —  (Div.  List, 
No.  320.) 

Me.  R.  N.  FOWLEE  said,  it  waa  now 
nearly  3  o'clock,  and,  after  what  )in(l 
been  said  by  the  rig-ht  hon.  Oentleman 
opposite,  lie  thought  he  was  justified  in 
moving  that  the  Chairman  do  leave  the 
Chair. 

Motion  made,  and  Queetion  propoeed, 
"That  the  Chairman  do  no v  leave  the 
Chair."— (ifr.  Jt.  iV.  Fowltr.) 

Mb.  O'KELLT  begged  to  support 
that  Motion. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  12; 
Noes  40:  Majority  28.  —  (Div.  List, 
No.  321.) 

Colonel  ALEXANDER  said,  ha 
would  not  discuss  the  Bill.  It  was  full 
of  contentious  matter,  and  that  was  not 
the  time  to  consider  it.  He  moved  that 
the  Chairman  do  report  Progress. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress, 
and  ask  leave  to  sit  again." — {Volotifl 
Alexander.) 

Mb.  W.  holms  appealed  to  his  hoii. 
Friend  not  to  force  a  third  division,  as 
there  was  practically  only  one  Amend- 
ment on  the  Paper  to  the  Bill. 

Mr.  A.  J.  BALFODR  remarked,  that 
hon.  Members  opposite  must  surely  see 
the  Bill  could  not  be  discussed  at  such 
an  hour.  The  hon.  Member  for  Paisley 
(Mr.  W.  Holms)  said  there  was  onl.v 
one  Amendment  on  the  Paper.  ThtLt 
was  perfectly  true  ;  but  he  believud 
there  was  another  Amendment  wKllL 
waa  not  on  the  Paper.  But  the  Amend- 
ments on  the  Paper  proved  that  it  Miis 
a  Bill  that  gave  rise  to  the  greati.'sl 
local  difference  of  opinion,  and  it  muat 
be  seen  that  there  waa  no  enthusiam  iu 
favour  of  the  Bill. 

Me.  FKA8ER-MACKINT08H  said, 
be  was  sorry  to  see  so  much  oppositii.>u. 
The  Bill  had  already  bean  discussed  at 
great  length  for  a  Scottish  question  thi^ 
Session,  and  the  hon.  Member  for  Dum- 
barton (Mr.  Orr-Ewing)  had  stated  hisjjj^osl 
Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour  -^         •■ 
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views  at  considerable  length  thia  even- 
ing— vievs  in  which,  judging  from  a 
correspondence  lately  published,  he  was 
at  issue  with  a  considerable  number  of 
his  Bupportersin  Dumbarton.  The  great 
majoi-ity  of  Scottish  Members  were  in 
favour  of  going  into  Committee ;  and, 
seeing  that  the  Bill  might  have  been 
dttteu^sed  in  Committee,  and  almost 
pii?>4cid  in  the  time  already  occupied  by 
tliis  wrangle,  he  did  not  think  they  were 
carrriiig  out  the  prevalent  idea  that 
.Scultisli  Members  were  good  men  of 
biisinpi's.  Let  the  next  division  decide 
the  difference  of  opinion,  and  then  let 
thy  Committee  proceed. 

Ma.  OHR-EWING  said,  as  to  the 
larg^e  proportion  of  bis  constituents  being 
in  favour  of  the  Bill,  his  information 
waa  entirely  the  reverse.  They  had  the 
same  terms  in  Dumbarton  that  they  had 
had  for  200  years,  and  the  same  could 
be  said  of  Ayrshire,  Stirlingshire,  Bute- 
shire, Clackmannan,  Rosshire — all  the 
important  agricultural  counties.  It  waa 
q\iit8  a  mistake  to  say  the  feeling  of 
(Scotland  waa  against  his  Amendment — 
the  very  reverse  was  the  case — and  he 
kuew  that  the  Qovemment  were  so  taken 
by  eiur|iriae  by  the  success  of  the  hon. 
Meuibar  for  Greenock  (Mr.  J.  Stewart)  in 
gettinr^  his  Bill  through  on  the  previous 
day  thilt  they  had  not  had  time  to  put 
tlieir  Amendments  into  print.  Certainly, 
the  hon.  Member  bad  stolen  a  march 
upon  him  the  day  before,  for  he  clearly 
understood  that  the  Bill  would  not  be 
taken  without  the  opportunity  of  dis- 
cusaioij ;  and,  relying  upon  that,  he  was 
not  actually  in  the  House,  though  be 
was  in  the  Library,  when  he  was  sur- 
[irised  to  learn  that  the  Speaker  bad  left 
the  Chair.  It  was  a  most  unusual  pro- 
ceeding to  attempt  to  proceed  at  3  in 
the  morning  with  a  Bill  to  which  the 
Government  had  important  Amendments 
not  jpt  printed. 

Mh.  J.  STEWART  said,  he  regretted 
tii  (ictupy  time  without  practical  result ; 
but  lii<  was  bound  to  say  the  statement 
ju?.t  jiindo  was  unwarranted.  There  was 
iiu  uuderstanding,  except  that  no  at- 
tempt should  bu  made  to  pass  the  Bill 
nitliout  discussion.  But  when  the  dis- 
cussion was  raised  the  hon.  Member 
refused  to  join  in  it,  and  made  obstruc- 
tive Motions,  from  which  it  might  be 
iiiferrt'd  he  feared  to  face  the  discussion, 
nils  afraid  his  Amendment  would 
He  had  not  occupied  the  tigie 
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of  the  Committee  by  attempting  to  an- 
swer the  yariouB  statements  made  ;  but 
he  might  confidently  say  that  if  any  hon. 
Member  would  only  look  at  the  Eeports 
of  Petitions,  it  would  be  seen  that  Scot- 
land, with  the  greatest  imanimity,  was 
in  favour  of  the  Bill. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  12; 
Noes  39  :  Majority  27.— (Div.  List, 
No.  322.) 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'*  That  the  Preamble  be  postponed." 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  the  Chairman  do  now  leave  the 
Chair."—(i/r.  Warton,) 

Mr.  FRASEE-MACKINTOSH  said, 
that  he  thought  the  feeling  of  the  Com- 
mittee had  been  sufficiently  tested,  and 
he  would  recommend  that  the  Motion 
should  be  withdrawn,  and  then  that  the 
Motion  to  report  Progress  should  be 
accepted. 

Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  were 
not  present ;  Committee  counted,  and  40 
Members  found  being  present, 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  12; 
Noes  40 :  Majority  28.  —  (Div.  List, 
No.  828.) 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
*'  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress, 
and  ask  leave  to  sit  again." — {Mr. 
Orr-Ewing.) 

Eabl  PERCY  said,  it  was  obvious 
that  the  feeling  against  the  Bill  was 
strong.  Though  in  numbers  the  mi- 
nority was  weak,  yet  it  was  a  minority 
which  represented  the  views  of  many 
who  were  absent. 

Mr.  DICK-PEDDIE  said,  he  trusted 
now  that  the  Motion  would  be  agreed  to, 
for  sufficient  determination  had  been 
shown  by  the  supporters  of  the  Bill.  If 
hon.  Members  had  allowed  the  discus- 
sion to  go  on  it  would  have  by  that  time 
been  concluded. 

Mr.  ORR-EWING,  said  the  Govern- 
ment Amendments  had  not  been  printed, 
and  the  Government  had  advised  the 
hon.  Member  in  charge  of  the  Bill  to 
give  way  to  the  Opposition,  although 
they  had  not  followed  their  own  advice  in 
practice,  for  they  had    gone  into  the 
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Lobby  against  the  Motion  to  report  Pro- 
gress. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT  said, 
the  hon.  Member  was  rather  mistaken 
in  the  view  he  took.  The  advice' he  (Sir 
William  Harcourt)  gave  was,  that  when 
the  Opposition  was  led  by  such  past 
masters  in  the  art  of  Obstruction  as  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  North  North- 
umberland (Earl  Percy)  and  the  hon. 
Member  for  Hertford  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour), 
it  was  hopeless  to  attempt  to  go  on  with 
Business.  These  two  hon.  Members 
had  outdone  all  that  Irish  Members  had 
achieved  against  Bills.  The  noble  Lord 
was  an  acknowledged  master  in  the  art. 
It  was  no  use,  having  reached  a  certain 
point,  going  any  further,  and  he  hoped 
now  that  the  hon.  Member  for  Greenock 
would  abandon  the  contest.  The  course 
he  had  taken  in  voting  was  to  do  his 
best,  in  common  with  the  majority  of 
the  Committee,  to  transact  Business. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  said,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  as  Leader  on  that  occa- 
sion, and  as  on  all  occasions,  never  sot 
up  without  adding  bitterness  to  a  de- 
bate he  meant  to  cedm,  and  prolonging  a 
discussion  he  meant  to  shorten.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  said  that  the 
minority  had  entered  on  a  course  of 
persistent  opposition  of  so  obstinate  a 
character  that  it  exceeded  all  that  had 
been  done  by  Irish  Members.  Did  he 
then  think  it  would  justify  the  cldture  in 
favour  of  the  Scotch  Removal  Bill  ?  He 
had  never  yet  heard  such  extreme 
language  used  towards  opposition  to  a 
Bill  of  importance  being  discussed  at  an 
unreasonable  hour.  He  was  surprised 
that  the  hon.  Member  for  Swansea  (Mr. 
Dillwyn),  who  in  all  previous  Parlia- 
ments was  a  master  of  what  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  called  Obstruction  to 
Business  being  taken  at  2  o'clock  in  the 
murning,  should  have  voted  with  the 
majority. 

Mr.  T".  p.  O'CONNOR  said,  he  trusted 
that  the  hon.  Member  for  Greenock 
would  not  take  the  advice  given  him. 
It  was  a  luxury  to  sit  up  all  night, 
especially  when  engaged  in  putting 
down  Obstruction.  Why  not  continue  ? 
The  course  adopted  by  hon.  Members 
on  that  side  of  the  House  was,  he 
thought,  rather  unreasonable.  He  might 
quote  from  a  famous  speech,  which  was 
directed  against  himself,  amongst  others, 
and  say  they  had  heard  a  repetition  of 
speeches,  without  one  idea  or  thought, 
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was  exactly  one  of  those  measures  that  views  at  considerable  len^i^  this  even- 
raised  a  great  many  points  of  contro-  ing — views  in  which,  judging  from  a 
versy  without  exciting  any  ill  feeling.  correspondence  lately  published,  he  was 
.  at  issue  with  a  considerable  number  of 
Question  put.  IjJq  supporters  in  Dumbarton.    The  great 
The  Committee  divided: — Ayes   15;  majority  of  Scottish  Members  were  in 
Noes  39  :     Majority  24.  —  (Div.  List,  favour  of  going  into  Committee ;   and, 
No.  320.)  seeing  that  the  Bill  might  have  been 

-»«-     -r>  XT  ■r^/^T^rr -n-o     'J   'x  discussod    iu    Committee,    and    almost 

Mr.  R.  N.  fowler  said,  it  was  now  ^^^^^  .^  ^j^^  ^^^^  ^^^    oocupied  by 

nearly  3  o'clock,  and    after  what  had  fj^^  wrangle,  he  did  not  think  they  wei4 

been  ?aid  by  the  nght  hon.  Gentleman  .       ^^^^  ^^^  prevalent    idea   that 

opposite  he  thought  he  was  justified  in  Scottish  Members  were   good  men   of 

moving  that  the  Chairman  do  leave  the  business.     Let  the  next  division  decide 

^'^^^^^  the  difference  of  opinion,  and  then  let 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  the  Committee  proceed. 

**  That  the  Chairman  do  now  leave  the  Mr.   ORR-EWING  said,   as  to    the 

Chair."— (ifr.  It.  N,  Fowler,)  large  proportion  of  his  constituents  being 

__       ^,T>^^T-r^r    t^          ,  i^  favour  of  the  Bill,  his  information 

Mr.   O'KELLY    begged  to   support  ^^s  entirely  the  reverse.     They  had  the 

that  Motion.  same  terms  in  Dumbarton  that  they  had 

Question  put.  had  for  200  years,  and  the  same  could 

The  Committee    divided  .'--Ayes   12;  be  said  of  Ayrshire,  Stirlingshire,  Bute- 

Noes  40 :    Majority    28.  —  (Div.   List,  i^^^^f   Clackmannan,  Rosshire— aU  the 

No  321  )         •*       '^                 ^  important  agricultural  counties.    It  was 

quite  a  mistake  to  say  the  feeling  of 

Colonel  ALEXANDER  said,   he  Scotland  was  against  his  Amendment — 

would  not  discuss  the  Bill.     It  was  full  the  very  reverse  was  the  case — and  he 

of  contentious  matter,  and  that  was  not  knew  that  the  Government  were  so  taken 

the  time  to  consider  it.     He  moved  that  by  surprise  by  the  success  of  the  hon. 

the  Chairman  do  report  Progress.  Member  for  Greenock  (Mr.  J.  Stewart)  in 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  ^^^^^\S  ^^l  Bill  through  on  the  previous 

"  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress,  ^ay  that  they  had  not  had  time  to  put 

and  ask  leave  to  sit  again."— (CWonW  their  Amendments  into  print.  Certainly, 

Alexander.)  ^"^^  '^^^'  Member  had  stolen  a  march 

upon  him  the  day  before,  for  he  clearly 

Mr.  W.  holms  appealed  to  his  hon.  understood  that  the  Bill  would  not  be 

Friend  not  to  force  a  third  division,  as  taken  without  the  opportunity  of  dis- 

there  was  practically  only  one  Amend-  cussion  ;  and,  relying  upon  that,  he  was 

ment  on  the  Paper  to  the  Bill.  not  actually  in  the  House,  though  he 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  remarked,  that  was  in  the  Library,  when  he  was  sur- 

hon.  Members  opposite  must  surely  see  prised  to  learn  that  the  Speaker  had  left 

the  Bill  could  not  be  discussed  at  such  the  Chair.     It  was  a  most  unusued  pro- 

an  hour.     The  hon.  Member  for  Paisley  ceeding  to  attempt  to  proceed  at   3  in 

(Mr.  W.  Holms)  said  there  was  only  the  morning  with  a  Bill  to  which  the 

one  Amendment  on  the  Paper.     That  Government  had  important  Amendments 

was  perfectly   true ;    but   he   believed  not  yet  printed. 

there  was  another  Amendment  which  Mr.  J.  STEWART  said,  he  regretted 

was  not  on  the  Paper.    But  the  Amend-  to  occupy  time  without  practical  result ; 

ments   on  the  Paper  proved  that  it  was  but  he  was  bound  to  say  the  statement 

a  Bill  that  gave   rise  to  the   greatest  just  made  was  unwarranted.   There  was 

local  difference  of  opinion,  and  it  must  no  understanding,    except  that  no   at- 

be  seen  that  there  was  no  enthusiam  in  tempt  should  be  made  to  pass  the  Bill 

favour  of  the  Bill.  without  discussion.     But  when  the  dis- 

Mr.  FRASER-MACKINTOSH  said,  cussion  was  raised   the  hon.   Member 

he  was  sorry  to  see  so  much  opposition,  refused  to  join  in  it,  and  made  obstruc- 

The  Bill  had  edready  been  discussed  at  tive   Motions,  from  which  it  might  be 

ereat  length  for  a  Scottish  question  this  inferred  he  feared  to  face  the  discussion. 

Session,  and  the  hon.  Member  for  Dum-  and  was  afraid  his  Amendment  would 

barton  (Mr.  Orr-Ewing)  had  stated  his  be  lost.    He  had  not  occupied  the  tipie 

Mr,  A.  J.  Balfour 
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of  the  Committee  by  attempting  to  an- 
swer the  variouB  statements  made  ;  but 
lie  might  confidently  say  that  if  any  hon. 
Member  would  only  look  at  the  Eeports 
of  Petitions,  it  would  be  seen  that  Scot- 
land, with  the  greatest  unanimity,  was 
in  favour  of  the  Bill. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided:  —  Ayes  12; 
Noes  39  :  Majority  27.— (Div.  List, 
No.  322.) 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'*  That  the  Preamble  be  postponed." 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Chairman  do  now  leave  the 
Chair."—(i/r.  Warton,) 

Mr.  FEASEE-MACKINTOSH  said, 
that  he  thought  the  feeling  of  the  Com- 
mittee had  been  sufficiently  tested,  and 
he  would  recommend  that  the  Motion 
should  be  withdrawn,  and  then  that  the 
Motion  to  report  Progress  should  be 
accepted. 

Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  were 
not  present ;  Committee  counted,  and  40 
Members  found  being  present. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  12; 
Noes  40 :  Majority  28.  —  (Div.  List, 
No.  828.) 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress, 
and  ask  leave  to  sit  again." — {Mr. 
Orr-Ewing.) 

Earl  PEECY  said,  it  was  obvious 
that  the  feeling  against  the  Bill  was 
strong.  Though  in  numbers  the  mi- 
nority was  weak,  yet  it  was  a  minority 
which  represented  the  views  of  many 
who  were  absent. 

Mr.  DICK-PEDDIE  said,  he  trusted 
now  that  the  Motion  would  be  agreed  to, 
for  sufficient  determination  had  been 
shown  by  the  supporters  of  the  Bill.  If 
hon.  Members  had  allowed  the  discus- 
sion to  go  on  it  would  have  by  that  time 
been  concluded. 

Mr.  GEE-EWING,  said  the  Govern- 
ment Amendments  had  not  been  printed, 
and  the  Government  had  advised  the 
hon.  Member  in  charge  of  the  Bill  to 
gfive  way  to  the  Opposition,  although 
they  had  not  followed  their  own  advice  in 
practice,  for  they  had    gone  into  the 
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Lobby  against  the  Motion  to  report  Pro- 
gress. 

Sir  WILLLOf  HAECOUET  said, 
the  hon.  Member  was  rather  mistaken 
in  the  view  he  took.  The  advice  he  (Sir 
William  Harcourt)  gave  was,  that  when 
the  Opposition  was  led  by  such  past 
masters  in  the  art  of  Obstruction  as  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  North  North- 
umberland (Earl  Percy)  and  the  hon. 
Member  for  Hertford  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour), 
it  was  hopeless  to  attempt  to  go  on  with 
Business.  These  two  hon.  Members 
had  outdone  all  that  Lrish  Members  had 
achieved  against  Bills.  The  noble  Lord 
was  an  acknowledged  master  in  the  art. 
It  was  no  use,  having  reached  a  certain 
point,  going  any  farther,  and  he  hoped 
now  that  the  hon.  Member  for  Greenock 
would  abandon  the  contest.  The  course 
he  had  taken  in  voting  was  to  do  his 
best,  in  common  with  the  majority  of 
the  Committee,  to  transact  Business. 

Mr.  A.  J.  BALFOUE  said,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  as  Leader  on  that  occa- 
sion, and  as  on  all  occasions,  never  sot 
up  without  adding  bitterness  to  a  de- 
bate he  meant  to  calm,  and  prolonging  a 
discussion  he  meant  to  shorten.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  said  that  the 
minority  had  entered  on  a  course  of 
persistent  opposition  of  so  obstinate  a 
character  that  it  exceeded  all  that  had 
been  done  by  Irish  Members.  Did  he 
then  think  it  would  justify  the  cldture  in 
favour  of  the  Scotch  Eemoval  Bill  ?  He 
had  never  yet  heard  such  extreme 
language  used  towards  opposition  to  a 
BiU  of  importance  being  discussed  at  an 
unreasonable  hour.  He  was  surprised 
that  the  hon.  Member  for  Swansea  (Mr. 
Dillwyn),  who  in  all  previous  Parlia- 
ments was  a  master  of  what  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  called  Obstruction  to 
Business  being  taken  at  2  o'clock  in  the 
murning,  should  have  voted  with  the 
majority. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOE  said,  he  trusted 
that  the  hon.  Member  for  Greenock 
would  not  take  the  advice  given  him. 
It  was  a  luxury  to  sit  up  all  night, 
especially  when  engaged  in  putting 
down  Obstruction.  Why  not  continue  r 
The  course  adopted  by  hon.  Members 
on  that  side  of  the  House  was,  he 
thought,  rather  unreasonable.  He  might 
quote  from  a  famous  speech,  which  was 
directed  against  himself,  amongst  others, 
and  say  they  had  heard  a  repetition  of 
speeches,  without  one  idea  or  thought, 
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a  course  calculated  to  degrade  this  noble 
Assembly.  For  his  part,  he  was  deter- 
mined to  save  that  noble  Assembly  from 
the  degradation  of  obstructive  tactics. 
There  was  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  (Sir  William  Harcourt)  who, 
as  Leader  of  the  House  for  the  moment, 
and  as  one  with  whose  aspiring  charac- 
ter they  were  all  familiar,  he  was  sure 
would,  for  the  enjoyment  of  Leadership, 
stop  up  for  two  or  three  hours  yet.  Then 
there  was  the  noble  Earl  (Earl  Percy) 
occupjdng  his  position  on  the  Front 
Bench  as  Leader  of  the  Opposition,  and 
then  the  Chairman  (Mr.  Courtney)  was 
enjojdng  the  new  experience  of  the  easy 
dignity  of  the  Chair.  Why  not  proceed 
under  such  pleasant  circumstances  ? 

Mb.  DILLWYN  said,  though  he  had 
been  ready  to  obstruct  Business  when 
brought  on  at  the  end  of  a  late  Sitting, 
it  was  always  after  arguments  had  been 
adduced  against  proceeding.  Nothing 
of  the  kind  had  he  heard  on  this 
occasion. 

Mb.  FEASER-MACKINTOSH  said, 
that  more  than  20  minutes  before  he 
had  suggested  to  the  hon.  Member  for 
Greenock  to  accede  to  a  Motion  to  report 
Progress,  and  his  hon.  Friend  was  pre- 

Sared  to  do  so ;  but  he  had  hardly  sat 
own  before  the  noble  Earl  (Earl  Percy) 
moved  a  count,  therefore  on  him  rested 
the  delay  of  the  last  half-hour.  He 
hoped  now  that  the  Motion  would  be 
agreed  to. 

Mr.  J.  STEWART  said,  if  he  thought 
that  hon.  Members  generally  shared  the 
pleasure  in  sitting  up  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Galway  (Mr.  T.  P.  O'Con- 
nor)  expressed,  he  would  be  ready  to 
go  on ;  but,  as  he  did  not  think  that 
was  the  case,  he  would  consent  to  Pro- 
gress being  reported. 

Colonel  ALEXANDER  said,  if  the 
hon.  Member  for  Swansea  (Mr.  Dillwyn) 
had  listened  to  the  hon.  Member  for 
Dumbartonshire  (Mr.  Orr-Ewing),  he 
would  have  known  that  in  the  course  of 
his  speech  he  was  interrupted  by  the  hou. 
Member  rising  to  Order,  and  asking  if  it 
was  in  Order  to  discuss  the  merits  of  a  Bill 
on  a  Motion  to  report  Progress.  There- 
fore, for  that  reason  alone,  had  he  with 
others  been  prevented  from  urging  argu- 
ments against  Bill. 

Eakl  PERCY  said,  he  must  apologize 
if  he  stood  in  the  way  of  a  shortening 
of  the  discussion  by  the  Motion  he  made 
to  have  the  Committee  counted.     He 

Jfr.  T.  P.  (y  Connor 


thought,  at  the  time,  it  was  the  Bhorter 
way  of  terminating  a  struggle  which  all 
agreed  now  should  close. 

Committee   report  Progress;    to    sit 
again  To-morrow, 


DRAINAOE   (IRELAND)   PROVISIONAL  OBDER 

BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  John  Holms,  Bill  to  con- 
firm a  Proviedonal  Order  under  ''  The  Drainage 
and  Improvement  of  Lands  (Ireland)  Act, 
1863/'  and  the  Acts  amending  the  same,  ordered 
to  he  hrought  in  hy  Mr.  John  Holms  and 
Lord  Fbedbrick  Cavendish. 

BUI  presented  f  and  read  the  first^time.  [Bill  220.] 

PUBLIC  WORKS  LOANS   [ADVANCES]. 

Committee  to  consider  of  authorising  farther 
advances  out  of  the  Consolidated  Fund  of  the 
United  Kingdom  to  the  Commissioners  of 
Puhlic  Works  in  Ireland  for  the  promotion  of 
Vublic  Works  (Queen's  JReeommendation  signi- 
fied) To-morrow. 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter 
after  Three  o'dock. 


HOUSE     OF     L0BD8, 
Fridat/,  22nd  July,  1881. 


MINUTES.]— Public  Bills— /Vr«^  lUading^ 
British  Honduras  (Court  of  Appeal)  •  (167) ; 
Customs  (Officers)  •  (16S) ;  Cottiers  and  Cot- 
tars (Dwellings)  (174). 

Third  Readifig — Supremo  Court  of  Judicature  ♦ 
(171),  Bsi^  passed. 

COTTIERS  AND  COTTARS  (DWELL- 
INGS) BILL. 

BILL   PRESENTED.      FIRST   READING. 

Lord  WAVENEY.  in  rising  to  pre- 
sent  a  Bill  to  provide  sanitary  super- 
vision and  sufficient  accommodation  in 
the  dwellings  of  the  cottiers  and  cottier 
tenants  of  Ireland  and  of  the  cottars, 
crofters,  or  sub-tenants  of  the  Lalands 
and  Highlands  of  Scotland,  together 
with  an  adequate  amount  of  ground 
cultivable  as  allotment  or  croft,  said,  he 
had  to  request  a  larger  amount  of  indul- 
gence at  their  Lordships'  hands  than 
was  usually  given  to  a  noble  Lord  moving 
the  first  reading  of  a  Bill,  in  order  that 
he  might  explain  the  reason  which  had 
induced  him  to  bring  in  a  measure  on 
the  subject.  The  subject  itself  was  one 
of  the  highest  importance,  and  his  BUI 
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was  a  development  of  legislation  of 
which  their  Lordships  would  probably 
receive  the  results  in  the  course  of  a 
week  or  10  days.  He  did  not  wish, 
however,  to  suggest  alterations  in  the 
legislation  which  had  ori^natedin  "  an- 
other place*'  until  the  Bill  was  fairly 
before  their  Lordships'  House  for  dis- 
cussion. AVhat  he  proposed  by  the  pre- 
sent measure  was  to  direct  attention  to 
the  sanitary  condition  of  the  dwellings 
of  the  cottier  tenants  and  cottiers  of  Ire- 
land, and  of  an  analogous  class  in  the 
Islands  and  Highlands  of  Scotland.  He 
would  in  due  course  state  the  reasons 
which  had  induced  him  to  combine  both 
classes  in  one  effort  at  legislation ;  but 
at  present  he  would  confine  his  remarks 
to  the  Irish  cottiers.  It  was  a  matter  of 
surprise  to  him  that  when  the  great 
effort  was  made  to  adjust  the  relations 
of  the  agricultural  classes  in  Ireland  no 
mention  was  made  of  the  rights  and 
position  of  the  labouring  classes  except 
by  one  Member  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons—Mr. Philip  Callan,  the  Member 
for  Louth.  The  matter  was  brought 
under  the  notice  of  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment, and  their  opinion  was  that, 
the  Land  Law  Bill  being  of  so  much  im- 
portance, it  should  not  be  overweighted 
by  the  introduction  of  any  extraneous 
matter,  as  the  question  of  the  Irish  la- 
bourers was  at  that  time  considered  to 
be.  But  as  time  went  on,  it  appeared 
that  the  labouring  classes  and  their 
rights  in  Ireland  had  received  a  larger 
attention  at  the  hands  of  the  Govern- 
ment, which  had  resulted  in  special 
clauses  being  introduced  on  the  subject 
of  the  accommodation  of  the  agricultural 
labourers.  This,  however,  was  only  a 
portion  of  the  question.  It  was,  doubtless, 
of  the  first  importance,  and  the  labourers 
had  a  right  to  expect,  no  less  than  the 
tenant  farmers,  that  their  dwellings  and 
means  of  carrying  on  their  industrial 
occupation  should  be  satisfactory,  and 
that  they  should  have  homes  suitable  to 
the  high  civilization  of  the  present  day. 
But  there  was  another  consideration,  and 
that  was  to  what  his  Bill  referred — the 
position  in  which  the  labourers  were 
placed  by  the  circumstances  under  which 
their  houses  and  accommodation  were 
arranged.  The  means  of  health,  life, 
and  existence  should  be  afforded  so  far 
as  legislation  could  insure  them,  not  only 
for  the  comfort  and  happiness  of  the  poor 
and  most  helpless,  but  also  as  a  matter  of 


security  and  protection  for  the  general 
benefit  of  the  community  at  large.  What 
he  meant  was  this — that  if  a  class  were 
so  unfortunately  situated  that  means  of 
decent  existence  were  not  extended  to 
them,  it  was  clear  that  they  would 
gradually  form  a  class  amongst  whom 
would  be  found  the  seeds  of  disease, 
and  such  had  been  the  condition  of  the 
labouring  classes  in  Ireland  in  respect 
of  their  dwellings.  The  result  had  been 
that  in  Ireland  a  fever  of  an  endemic 
character  had  become  general.  Some 
attempts  had  already  been  made  with  a 
faltering  hand  to  meet  the  difficulties  in 
Ireland.  In  Ireland  there  was  but  one 
specific  Act  on  the  subject,  extending  to 
all  the  labouring  classes,  and  that  was 
the  19  &  20  Vtct.  c.  65,  which  provided 
the  means  of  recovering  the  rents  of 
tenements  which  had  certain  sanitary 
advantages.  That  was  an  acknowledg- 
ment of  evils;  but  it  came  at  a  stage 
later  than  it  ought  to  have  done.  There 
should  have  been  an  initial  process,  by 
which  it  would  have  been  possible  to 
compel  sanitary  arrangements  being 
made.  There  was  a  remarkable  differ- 
ence between  England,  Scotland,  and 
Ireland  in  respect  to  this  matter.  The 
Artizans'  and  Labourers'  Dwellings  Act 
applied  to  England,  and  in  every  Eng- 
lish Union  frequent  visits  were  paid  to 
the  cottages  by  the  officer  of  the  local 
sanitary  board.  In  Ireland  the  powers 
of  the  corresponding  Act  which  were 
given  extended  originally  only  to  towns 
having  Town  Commisioners,  such  as 
Dublin,  and  in  Scotland  only  to  Edin- 
burgh and  a  few  other  burghs.  His 
object  was  to  carry  that  power  still  fur- 
ther, and  apply  it  to  rural  as  to  urban 
authorities.  They  wanted  prompt  and 
determined  action  on  the  part  of  the  local 
sanitary  authorities  to  carry  the  A.ct  into 
effect  by  the  aid  of  an  independent 
officer.  In  Ireland  he  thought  that  was 
especially  necessary.  Since  he  had  the 
honour  of  addressing  their  Lordships 
some  weeks  since,  he  had  made  it  his 
duty  to  ascertain  the  position  of  the 
cottiers  in  that  part  of  Ireland  with 
which  he  was  connected,  and  the  result 
had  been  to  show  him  that  all  who  had 
a  desire  to  see  the  condition  of  the  pea- 
santry improved  were  agreed  as  to  the 
necessity  for  some  such  legislation  as  that 
which  he  proposed.  Therefore  it  was 
that  he  brought  forward  this  Bill.  The 
reason  why  he  had  included  the  Islands 
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and  Highlands  of  Sootl&nd  in  the  opera-  |  manent  and  perpetual.     He  coaM  not 
"  D  of  the  Bill  was  that  in  the  jear  of    say  how  much  he  waa  indebted  to  their 


the  Great  Famine  of  1846,  which  waa 
derastating  to  Ireland,  there  was  also 
a  considerable  amount  of  distress  in  Soot- 
land.  Finding  that  to  be  the  case,  he 
conceived  that  as  this  was  a  general  Bill 
he  thought  it  waa  better  to  deal  with 
the  sanitary  condition  of  the  cottiers  and 
cottier  tenants  of  Ireland  and  Scotland 
in  one  measure.  The  Scotch  cottier  oi 
crofter,  ao  long  as  he  paid  his  rent,  did 
not  expect  to  be  removed,  and  there  was 
in  a  sense  something  like  the  Ulster 
system  of  fixity  of  tenure ;  but  there  was 
a  ayatem  among  them  known  as  club 
farming,  where  a  holding  was  divided 
among  a  certain  number  of  proprietors. 
They  eaoh  oontributed  towarda  the  cul- 
tivation of  the  farm,  and  it  was  not  for 
want  of  endeavour  on  the  part  of  the 
ocoupiera  of  these  districts  that  they 
fkiled.  The  sources  from  which  he  bad 
derived  his  information  induced  him  to 
believe  that  the  state  of  the  same  class 
of  people  in  Scotland  was  very  much 
like  that  which  prevailed  in  Ireland.  A 
^eat  deal  of  money  had  been  expended 
in  Bootland  on  the  improvement  of  the 
crofters.  As  much  aa  £810,000  had 
been  expended  at  Stornoway ;  but  it  had 
not  produced  thoae  good  reaulta  which 
had  been  anticipated,  nor  had  it  im- 
proved the  morals  of  the  people.  It  was 
stated  that  a  piece  of  ground  of  from 
four  to  six  acres  of  arable  land  on  which 
£6,000  had  been  expended,  and  it  was 
able  to  maintain  the  cottier  for  only  aix 
montfaa.  He  knew  a  district  of  a  mile 
and  a-half  long  and  half-a-mile  wide, 
where  the  health  of  the  people  suffered 
for  want  of  sanitary  arrangements.  A 
house  in  that  district  stood  on  a  rocky 
knoll ;  but  for  the  want  of  sanitary  care 
the  house  had  become  a  den  of  fever. 
He  had  known  cases  where  fever,  to 
use  a  scriptural  expression,  had  burned 
into  the  walls  of  the  people.  Now,  he 
Tould  like  to  direct  their  attention  to 
aimilar  dwellings  in  the  Highlands  of 
Scotland,  where,  although  the  air  was 
olear  and  bracing,  and  there  was  an  ab- 
sence of  that  melancholy  main  of  which 
they  heard  so  much  in  connection  with 
Ireland,  there  waa  also  a  low  state  of 
health  which  nothing  but  the  absence  of 
sanitary  regulations  could  account  for. 
His  Bill  was  simply  intended  to  secure 
inspection  of  the  dwellings  of  the  cottier 
class,  and  to  insure  that  it  would  beper- 


Lordahipe  for  the  hearing  they  had  given 
him;  and  he  would  not  further  delay 
them  by  dwelling  on  other  parts  of  his 

Siropoaal,  which,  when  the  Bill  came  on 
or  second  reading,  be  would  be  prepared 
to  explain. 

Bill  to  provide  sanitary  supervision 
and  sufficient  accommodation  in  the 
dwellings  of  the  cottiers  and  cottier  ten- 
antaof  Ireland  andof  the  cottars,  crofters, 
or  sub-tenants  of  the  Islands  and  High- 
lands of  Scotland,  together  with  an  ade- 
quate amount  of  ground  cultivable  as 
allotment  or  croft — Prtunted  (The  Lord 
Wavenet);  read  1';  to  be  printed. 
(No.  174.) 

CttUROE  FATBOMAOE  (SCOTLAND). 

Betnm  atating  the  number  of  parisfaet  in 
eaoh  coimtv  io  Scotland  of  which  the  patrons 
upon  the  abolition  of  their  rights  of 


Victoria,  chap.  82.  (1874) ;  also  the  number  of 
parishes  in  each  countf  in  reapect  of  which  the 
patrons  have  retained  their  nght  to  inch  com- 
pensation : 

Alio  Betum  ihowing  the  total  value  of  the 
compensation  thus  surrendered  or  retained  m- 

ritively  in  each  county  by  the  patrons  ;  also 
total  value  of  the  compensation  ■nrrendered 
by  the  Crown  aa  patron  of  Crown  livings.  The 
value  of  the  compenaation  to  be  computed  upon 
the  averaa^e  aum  paid  oa  stipends  to  ministan  of 
parishes  for  the  five  years  following  1S74-— 
{Tht  Earl Bf  Minlo.) 

Ordered  to  be  laid  before  the  House. 

BBiTian  HONDURAS  (cotTRT  OF  appeal) 

BILL   [lI-L.] 

A  Bill  to  authorise  Gte  establishment  of  a 

Court  of  Appeal  tor  Her  Itlsjeaty's  Colony  of 

British  Honduras— Was  pretenlfd  by  the  Earl 

of  KmnEKLEY  :  read  1*.    (No.  167.) 

Houne  adjoumod  at  a  qaart«r  befon 

Six  o'clock,  to  Monday  neict,  a 

quarter  before  Five  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Friday,  22nd  Julg,  1881. 


UINUTES.]  —  Select   CotturmE  — Bepert- 

Titbe  (Rcnt-Chargos)  [No.  340]. 
Public  Bills— S^^t  Committet — Stperl — Bill 

of  Sale  Aot  (1878)  Amendment  ^No.  Ml]. 
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Committee — A«/7or^— Land  Law  (Ireland)  [135- 
225];  Metropolitan  Board  of  "Works  (Money) 
[204] ;  Removal  Terms  (Scotland)  [8J. 

Committee  —  Report  —  Third  Reading  —  Seed 
Supply  and  other  Acts  (Ireland)  Amend- 
ment* [217],  and  passed. 

Third  Reading --liiGximbBniA  of  Benefices  Loans 
Extension  •  [213]:  Public  Loans  (Ireland) 
Remission*  [212],  surpassed, 

Withdraum  —  Copyhold  Enfiranchisement  (w- 
eomm.)  •  [195]. 

The  House  met  at  Two  of  the  clock. 
PRIFATE  BUSINESS. 

EARL  OF  HARDWICKE'S  ESTATE 
BILL.— [Zord:».] 

THIRD    BEADING. 

Order  for  Third  Beading  read. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  said,  he  should 
like  to  know  something  of  the  nature 
and  tenour  of  the  Bill.  It  was  a  Bill  of 
64  pages,  and  had  already  passed  through 
the  House  of  Lords.  He  thought  some 
explanation  of  these  Private  Bills  ought 
to  oe  given  before  the  House  was  asked 
to  pass  them.  ["  Oh !  "]  Hon.  Mem- 
bers might  cry  '*  Oh  !  "  but  he  wanted 
to  know — and  he  thought  the  House 
should  know  before  they  passed  these 
Bills  to  settle  large  estates — what  was 
their  real  nature.  He,  therefore,  hoped 
some  hon.  Gentleman  would  rise  to  ex- 
plain the  Bill  now  before  the  House. 

Bill  read  the  third  time ;  Verbal 
Amendments  made  ;  Bill  poftsed,  with 
Amendments. 

QUESTIONS. 

EDUCATIONAL  ENDOWMENTS    (SCOT- 
LAND) BILL-SHAW'S  HOSPITAL. 

Mr.  J.  W.  BARCLAY  asked  the  Vice 
President  of  the  Council,  Whether  he 
has  taken  into  his  consideration  the  pro- 
portion of  two  out  of  nine  governors,  as 
grovided  by  the  scheme  dealing  with 
haw*s  Hospital  now  on  the  Table  of 
the  House,  for  the  representation  of  the 
public  on  such  governing  bodies  as  con- 
templated by  the  Government  in  the 
Educational  Endowments  (Scotland)  Bill, 
and  what  course  he  will  take  in  the 
matter  ? 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  :  In  answer  to 
my  hon.  Friend,  I  beg  to  state  that  the 
Educational  Department  have  no  respon- 


sibility whatever  in  any  of  the  schemes 
passed  by  the  recent  Scotch  Educational 
Commission.  Those  schemes  are  referred 
to  us  as  a  matter  of  courtesy,  and  we 
have  always  given  our  best  advice. 
With  respect  to  the  latter  part  of  the 
Question,  as  to  what  course  was  con- 
templated by  the  Government  in  regard 
to  the  Educational  Endowments  Bill,  I 
have  to  inform  him  that  we  have  no- 
thing at  all  to  do  with  the  matter. 

ARMY-COAST  DEFENCES. 

Mr.  J.  STEWART  asked  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War,  Whether  the 
Commission  appointed  to  consider  the 
question  of  the  coast  defences  of  the 
Country  have  yet  reported ;  if  not,  whe- 
ther he  can  state  when  the  Report  may 
be  expected ;  and,  whether  the  Report 
when  made  will  be  published  ? 

Mr.  CHILDERS:  In  reply  to  my 
hon.  Friend,  I  have  to  state  that  no 
such  Commission  has  been  appointed ; 
but  that  an  official  Committee — Naval, 
Military,  and  Civil — presided  over  by 
Lord  Morley,  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  War,  is  steadily  investigating 
the  defences  of  commercial  harbours. 
Their  Report  will  be  a  very  valuable 
one ;  but  I  cannot  now  say  when  I  ex* 
pect  it  to  be  completed,  nor  could  I, 
under  any  circumstances,  undertake  to 
lay  the  whole  of  it  on  the  Table,  as 
much  of  it,  from  the  very  nature  of  the 
case,  must  be  strictly  confidential. 

NAVY— DOCKYARD    ESTABLISHMENT, 

GIBRALTAR. 

Sir  JOHN  HAY  asked  the  Secretary 
to  the  Admiralty,  Whether  there  is  any 
intention  to  reduce  the  Dockyard  estab- 
lishment at  Gibraltar  ? 

Mr.  TREVELYAN:  In  1876  the 
entry  of  trade  boys  or  apprentices  taken 
from  the  spot  to  some  of  the  principal 
trades  was  commenced  with  a  view  to 
their  eventually  taking  the  place  of 
some  of  the  highly-paid  artificers  sent 
out  from  the  Home  Yards.  The  period 
of  agreement  of  the  latter  has  now  ex- 
pired, and  as  the  boys  have  completed 
their  time  and  become  men,  arrange- 
ments have  been  made  for  the  return 
home  of  those  sent  out  from  the  Home 
Yards.  This  is  being  carried  out  in 
accordance  with  a  Report  recently  re* 
ceived  from  the  captain  in  charge  at 
Gibraltar.    The  Reports  from  several 
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officers  are  now  before  the  Board ;  but, 
to  the  best  of  my  knowledge,  no  Lord 
has  had  an  opportunity  of  considering 
them,  and  the  matter  has  made  no 
official  progress  whatever. 

COIVDTERCIAL  TREATY  WITH  SPAIN 
(NEGOTIATIONS). 

Mr.  O'SHEA  asked  the  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  Whe- 
ther Papers  relating  to  the  negotiation 
of  a  Commercial  Treaty  between  Great 
Britain  and  Spain  will  be  laid  before 
Parliament  during  the  present  Session  ? 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE :  I 
doubt  whether  the  negotiations  will 
have  sufficiently  advanced  to  allow  the 
Correspondence  on  the  subject  to  be 
laid  before  Parliament  during  the  pre- 
sent Session  without  injury  to  the  Pub- 
lic Service. 


THE  MAGISTRACY  (IRELAND)— MR. 
CLIFFORD  LLOYD,  R.M. 

Mr.  O'SULLIVAN  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, If  it  is  true  that  Mr.  Clifford  Lloyd 
refused  to  take  as  bails  for  Mrs.  Cole- 
man, a  farmer,  named  Thomas  O'Don- 
nell,  who  is  rated  over  sixty  pounds  per 
annum,  and  a  man  named  James  Baul- 
ton,  the  owner  of  house  property  in 
Kilmallock ;  and,  if  so,  if  he  will  state 
why  he  did  refuse  substantial  bails  like 
those  and  commit  the  woman  to  prison  ? 
Mr.  W.  E.  FOESTEB,  in  reply,  said, 
he  had  obtained  information  from  the 
Constabulary  as  to  this  matter.  He  was 
informed  that  it  was  not  the  case  that 
Mr.  Clifford  Lloyd  refused  to  take  for 
Mrs.  Coleman  the  joint  security  of  T. 
O'Donnell  and  J.  Baulton.  T.  O'Don- 
nell  did  not  offer,  and  in  the  case  of 
joint  security  it  was  necessary  that  both 
should  be  qualified. 

Mr.  PARNELL  asked  Mr.  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland,  Whether  the  com- 
mittal of  the  aged  woman  Margaret 
Coleman  to  prison  for  six  months,  in  de- 
fault of  finding  bail,  by  Mr.  Clifford 
Lloyd  out  of  Petty  Sessions,  was  not  a 
direct  contravention  of  the  Petty  Ses- 
sions (Ireland)  Act,  and  therefore  illegal? 
He  wished  further  to  ask  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  whether,  before 
a  decision  was  given  in  such  a  case, 
there  should  not  have  been  two  magis- 
trates present,  and  not  one  ? 

The  attorney   GENERAL    for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law),  in  reply,  said, 

Mr.  TVevilyan 


that  the  acceptance  and  refusal  of  bail 
was  within  the  ordinary  powers  con- 
ferred on  magistrates,  but  was  not  sub- 
ject to  the  provisions  of  the  Act  referred 
to.  With  respect  to  the  sentence  of  six 
months'  imprisonment  said  to  have  been 
passed  on  Mrs.  Coleman,  he  was  in- 
formed that  she  was  net  sentenced  to 
that  imprisonment,  but  that  the  magis- 
trate committed  her  to  gaol  merely  in 
default  of  her  finding  bail,  and  that  she 
was  detained  there  a  day  or  two  until 
the  bail  was  obtained,  and  she  was  then 
released. 

Mr.  PARNELL :  Was  it  not  in  con- 
travention of  the  Petty  Sessions  (Ire- 
land) Act  that  she  was  committed  for 
six  months  ? 

The  attorney  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  admitted  that  it 
would  have  been  wrong  for  the  magis- 
trate so  to  decide  a  case  of  prosecution 
for  a  specific  offence ;  but,  as  he  had 
already  explained,  the  woman  was  not 
convicted  of  an  offence,  nor  was  she 
committed  for  six  months. 

Mr.  PARNELL :  Was  she  not  dis- 
tinctly sentenced  to  six  months'  imprison- 
ment in  default  of  finding  sureties? 
Was  that  not  in  violation  of  the  Act, 
and  should  not  two  magistrates  have 
been  present,  if  such  a  sentence  was  to 
be  pronounced  ? 

The  attorney  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  :  I  have  already 
pointed  out  that  she  was  not  sentenced 
to  six  months'  imprisonment.  No  doubt 
the  hon.  Member  is  correct  in  saying 
that  two  magistrates  should  have  been 
present  in  a  case  where  a  person  was 
committed;  but,  as  I  have  said,  this 
was  not  a  committal  for  six  months. 

Mr.  O'SULLIVAN  :  I  should  wish  to 
ask  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man whether  it  is  not  the  fact  that  three 
respectable  persons  offered  bail  for  Mrs. 
Coleman  whilst  she  was  before  the  ma- 
gistrates, and  that  they  were  refused  ? 

The  attorney  GENERAL  ix)r 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  :  I  do  not  think 
such  bail  as  the  hon.  Member  refers  to 
was  offered;  but  I  am  unable  to  say, 
and  cannot  answer  the  Question  without 
Notice. 

AUSTRO-SERVIAN  COMMERCIAL 

treaty. 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs,  Whether  by  the  Treaty 
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between  Austria  and  Servia  the  follow- 
ing articles  are  exempted  from  all  duty 
on  entering  into  Servia  : — I.  Machinery 
of  all  kind  and  agricultural  implements ; 
2.  All  railway  materials,  plant,  and 
rolling  stock ;  3.  Coal ;  whether  by  **the 
Most  Favoured  Nation  Clause  "  between 
this  Country  and  Servia  of  1880,  British 
goods  of  these  denominations  would  not 
have  been  equally  exempt  from  import 
duties  into  Servia ;  and,  if  he  would  ex- 
plain why  Her  Majesty's  Government 
have  foregone  advantages  which  British 
trade  and  industry  might  have  reason- 
ably expected  to  derive  from  the  posses- 
sion of  these  privileges  at  a  moment 
when  considerable  enterprises  for  na- 
tional development  are  contemplated  by 
the  Servian  Government  ? 

Sir  H.  DEUMMOND  WOLFF  asked, 
Whether  there  exists  in  the  Foreign 
Office  any  Telegram,  Memorandum,  De- 
spatch, or  other  document  relating  to  the 
discussion  with  the  Servian  Government 
on  the  duties  on  iron  and  steel,  dated 
between  the  22nd  June  and  the  14th  of 
July ;  and,  if  so,  whether  such  docu- 
ment or  documents  can  be  laid  upon  the 
Table  ? 

Mb.  CAINE  asked,  Whether,  under 
existing  treaties  with  Servia,  coals,  Bail- 
way  iron,  and  Hallway  materials  are  ad- 
mitted into  that  country  free  of  duty  ? 

Sib  CHARLES  W.  DILKE:  The 
Question  of  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Scarborough  (Mr.  Caine)  contains 
the  answer  to  the  chief  portion  of  the 
Question  of  the  noble  Lord  the  Member 
for  Woodstock.  All  railway  materials 
and  co6d  imported  from  Great  Britain 
into  Servia  are  admitted  free  of  duty. 
As  regards  those  articles.  Her  Majesty's 
Government  have  not,  therefore,  as  the 
noble  Lord  supposes,  foregone  any  ad- 
vantages to  British  trade  and  industry. 
As  regards  machinery  and  agricultural 
implements,  in  which,  from  their  nature, 
but  little  trade  with  this  country  is  done. 
Her  Majesty's  Government  have  con- 
sented, as  I  have  already  informed  the 
noble  Lord  only  on  Tuesday  last,  to 
n&'ake  certain  concessions  on  condition 
that  the  duty  on  woollen  and  cotton 
yams,  in  which  this  country  is  much  in- 
terested, is  reduced  from  8  to  5  per 
cent.  In  reply  to  the  Question  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  PoHsmouth,  I  may 
state  that  the  negotiations  were  con- 
ducted almost  entirely  by  Mr.  Gt>uld  and 
M.  Harinovitoh,  and  that  if  M.  Harino- 


vitch,  whose  permission  will  be  askbd' 
consents,  there  will  be  no  objection  on 
the  part  of  Her  Majesty's  Government 
to  lay  on  the  Table  the  private  corre- 
spondence on  the  subject. 

LoBD  RANDOLPH  CHURCfllLL: 
Where  it  is  stated  in  the  Despatish  of 
Mr.  Locock  that  coal,  iron,  and  r&ilway 
material  could  be  introduced  into  Se^A, 
duty  free,  from  Great  Britain  ? 

Sib  CHARLES  W.  DILKE :  It  id 
not  stated  in  the  Despatch  of  Mr.  Lo- 
cock. The  noble  Lord  will  find  that,  in 
the  Treaty  between  Austria  and  Servia 
which  has  been  laid  before  the  House, 
coal  and  railway  material  and  rails  are 
exempted ;  and  we  obtain  the  advantage 
of  the  clauses  in  respect  of  those  articles 
by  our  "  Most  Favoured  Nation  Clause'' 
in  our  existing  Treaty  with  Servia.  I 
may  also  point  out  that  we  likewise  ob- 
tained advantage  of  the  optional,  ad 
valorem  or  specific  duties  obtained  by  the 
Austrian  Treaty,  and  by  our  ''Most 
Favoured  Nation  Clause." 

Sib  H.  DRUMMOND  WOLFF: 
Coal  and  railway  material  are  mentioned 
as  being  exempted  in  the  Tariff  annexed 
to  the  Austrian  Treaty.  Agricultural 
machinery  is  also  mentioned  as  ex- 
empted. There  are  three  or  four  ex- 
emptions. Now,  how  does  it  happen 
that  the  exemptions,  which  apply  to 
coal  and  railway  material,  do  not  extend 
to  agricultural  implements  ? 

Sib  CHARLES  W.  DILKE :  Because 
there  is  a  declaration  between  Austria 
and  Servia.  If  the  hon.  Member  wishes 
me  to  give  chapter  and  verse,  I  shall  be 
glad  if  he  will  give  Notice  of  the  Ques- 
tion. The  reason  is  that  these  are  articles 
to  which  e)cception  was  taken,  and  which 
Austria  claimed  as  goods  in  the  nature 
of  Frontier  traffic,  and  under  the  head 
of  Frontier  traffic  is  included  agricultu- 
ral implements.  We  objected  all  along, 
through  a  large  Correspondence,  to  these 
articles  being  included  under  the  head 
of  Frontier  traffic.  By  the  concessions 
we  have  made  on  that  point  we  have 
obtained  a  reduction  from  8  to  5  per  cent 
duty  on  woollen  and  cotton  goods. 

POST  OFFICE— TELEGRAPHS  ACT,  1868 
—  SEC.    42  —  TELEGRAPH     WIRES 
ACROSS  PCBUC  THOROUGHFARES. 

Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH  asked  Mr.  Attor- 
ney  General,  If  his  attention  has  been 
driawn  to  the  forty-second  section  of  "The 
Telegraphs  Act,  1863/'  under  which  the 
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Oompames  conGtractiDg  Telegraphs  over 
atreets  were  mads  liable  for  all  aamages 
and  coBt8  arising  from  default  of  their 
aervanta,  public  bodies  having  control 
over  the  Btreetfi  being  saved  harmless ; 
and,  whether  the  Telegraphs  were  not 
transferred  to  the  State  subject  to  the 
liabilities  imposed  upon  the  Gompa- 
nies? 

The  ATTOENET  GENERAL  (Bir 
Henbt  Jaues),  in  reply,  said,  theQues- 
tion  was  closely  connected  with  two 
Questions  which  he  had  attempted  to 
answer  formerly.  When  the  telegraphs 
were  transferred  to  the  Postmaster  Ge- 
neral, there  were  no  express  words  ren- 
dering the  Crown  liable  to  be  placed  in 
the  same  position  as  the  Companies. 
Legally  and  technically  it  could  not  be 
so,  for  the  Crown  could  not  be  subjected 
to  an  action  for  wrong.  But  local  autho- 
rities need  be  under  no  apprehension  as 
to  their  responsibility  for  injuries  aris- 
ing from  accident.  If  an  accident  should 
anse,  the  consequences  would  fall  upon 
the  Postmaster  General.  The  public 
bodies  were  responsible  for  seeing  that 
&e  telegraph  poles  were  erected  in  pro- 

fier  positions,  so  that  they  might  not  be 
ikely  to  cause  injury  to  the  public,  and 
any  dispute  between  the  local  authorities 
and  the  Post  Office  might  be  referred  to 
arbitration.  But  when  the  poles  were 
erected,  the  Postmaster  General  took 
charge  of  them  ;  and  he,  without  ques- 
tion, would  legallyanewer  that  theCrown 
could  do  no  wrong.  But  as  he  could  not 
allow  the  local  authorities  to  interfere 
with  the  poles  when  they  were  once 
erected,  he  bad  the  correlative  duty  of 
seeing  that  they  were  properly  main- 
tained ;  and,  if  injury  arose,  it  had  been 
admitted  that  compensation  could  be 
claimed.  In  substance,  it  rested  with 
the  public  bodies  only  to  see  that  the 
poles  were  properly  erected  in  the  first 
instance. 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  understood  from 
the  answer  that,  in  the  event  of  e 
dent  arising  from  the  breakage  of  the 
wires  suspended  from  house  to  house  in 
London,  and  erected  prior  to  the  trans- 
fer to  the  Qovemment,  or  erected  sines 
by  the  Postmaster  General,  damages 
arising  from  such  accident  would  not 
fall  upon  the  local  authority. 

Ths  ATTOENET   GENERAL 
Henby  Jaues)  said,  the  inference  was 
right  in  substance  as  to  the  wires  of  the 
former  Companies,  or  those  erected  by 
Jfr.  W.  B.  Smith 


the  Postmaster  General;  but  there  might 
be  private  wires  that  the  Postmaster 
General  had  nothing  to  do  with.  But 
as  to  the  wires  he  took  from  the  Com- 
panies or  had  erected  since,  as  far  as  he 
(the  Attorney  General)  could  see,  the 
public  bodies  in  whom  the  streets  were 
vested  would  not  be  liable. 

ENDOWED  INSTITUTIONS  (SCOT- 
LAND). 

8m  DAVID  WEDDERBURN  asked 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whether, 
in  consideration  of  the  opposition  to  the 
Provisional  Orders  dealing  withEndowed 
Institutions  in  Scotland  now  on  the  Table 
of  the  House,  and  which  there  is  no  op- 
portunity for  discussing,  he  will  with- 
draw these  Orders  until  afler  the  discus- 
sion on  the  Educational  Endowments 
(Scotland)  Bill? 

Mb.  WEBSTER  said,  as  a  Member 
who  was  much  interested  in  one  of  the 
Provisional  Orders,  be  asked  the  Prime 
Minister  whether  it  was  competent  for 
him,  or  for  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department,  to  take  any  such 
course  as  proposed  in  this  Question ;  and 
whether  it  was  not  the  statutory  duty  of 
the  Secretary  of  State,  after  he  had  ap- 

5 roved  of,  to  sign  such  Provisional  Or- 
ers,  to  be  laid  on  the  Table  of  both 
Houses  of  Parliament? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE,  in  reply,  said,  he 
thought  the  second  Question  contained 
substantially  the  answer  to  the  first.  The 
laying  of  the  Orders  on  the  Table  was  an 
absolute  statutory  duty,  and  the  with- 
drawal of  them  was  a  step  that  could  not 
be  undertaken  on  account  of  any  tempo- 
rary difficulty.  Consequently,  the  answer 
to  the  first  Question  would  be  in  the 
negative. 

SOUTH  AFRICA— THE  CAPE  COLONY 

-THE  ADMINISTRATION  OF 

BASUTOLAND. 

Mb.  cropper  asked  the  Under  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  the  Colonies,  Whether 
be  has  had  any  corraspondence  with  the 
Government  of  the  Cape  Colony  on  the 
proposal  that  the  Colonial  Office  shall 
resume  the  direct  control  of  the  adminis- 
tration of  Basutoland ;  and,  if  so,  whe- 
ther he  will  inform  the  House  if  any 
conclusion  on  that  subject  has  been  ar- 
rived at  ? 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE,  in  reply, 
said,  the  Correspondeooe  on  this  subject 
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Tould  be  found  among  the  Papers,  Thioli 
had  been  presented  to  the  House,  and 
would  probably  be  distributed  this  week. 

FREE  TRADE  [BRITISH  EMPIRE). 

Mh,  ASHMEAD-BAETLETT  wished 
to  ask,  Whether  the  OoTemment  would 
give  facilities  for  tbe  discussion  of  a  Mo- 
tion of  bis  which  now  stood  first  for  tbe 
2nd  of  August,  relating  to  a  question  of 
greater  importance  than  the  Land  Law 
(Ireland)  Bill?  The  Motion  declared 
that  all  trade  within  tbe  limits  of  the 
British  Empire  ought  to  be  free. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  was  not 
aware  that  the  Government  were  in  the 
possession  of  facilities  to  give.  Before 
they  could  give  fhem  they  must  be  in 
possession  of  them. 

Me.  ASHMEAD-BAETLETT:  Ami 
to  understand  that,  if  tbe  Land  Law 
(Ireland)  Bill  be  finished  before  tbe  2nd 
of  August,  tbeOovemraent  will  not  take 
that  day  for  their  Business? 

Ma.  GLADSTONE :  No,  Sir ;  I  by 
no  means  said  anything  of  that  kind.  It 
is  a  very  good  rule  for  a  Government  to 
give  no  answers  to  Questions  depending 
upon  ft  hypothetical  basis. 

Me.  J.  CO  WEN :  In  tbe  event  of  tbe 
Land  Law  (Ireland)  Bill  being  concluded 
before  the  House  rises  this  evening,  is  it 
the  intention  of  the  Government  to  take 
Supply  afterwards  ? 

Me.  GLADSTONE :  Yes,  Sir. 

Mb.  J.  COWEN :  Is  it,  then,  the  in- 
tention of  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  Ban- 
dolph  Cburcfaill)  to  go  on  with  bis  Motion 
respecting  Tunis  ? 

LoED  EANDOLPH  CHURCHILL ; 
If  tbe  Government  take  Supply  before 
10  o'clock,  I  will  bring  my  Motion  on  ; 
but  not  if  tbe  Land  Law  (Ireland)  Bill 
goes  beyond  that  hour. 

WIMBLEDON  COSHION  PRESERVATION 
ACT— BIRDS-NESTING  ON  WIMBLE. 
DON  COMMON. 

Me.  CAINE  asked  tbe  Secretary  of 
State  for  tbe  Home  Department,  Whe- 
ther hie  attention  bad  oeen  directed  to 
tbe  case  of  a  man,  charged  at  the  Wands- 
worth Police  Court  with  birds-nesting  on 
Wimbledon  Common,  and  fined  £4,  or 
in  default  committed  to  prison  for  21 
days? 

SiE  WILLIAM  HAECOUET,  in  re- 
ply, said,  that  within  the  last  hour  hie 
attention  had  been  dizeoted  to  the  matter, 


and  be  had  sent  to  the  magistrate  t 
for  an  explanation. 


ask 


PARLIAMENT— PUBLIC  BUSINESS. 

SiE  WALTEE  B.  BAETTELOT 
asked  when  the  Army  Estimates  would 
be  taken  ? 

MB.CHILDEES:  I  do  not  think  they 
will  be  taken  next  week.  I  understand 
from  the  Secretary  to  tbe  Treasury  that 
the  Civil  Service  Estimates  are  still  more 
in  arrear. 

Me.  W.  H.  SMITH  :  I  understand 
the  Navy  Estimates  are  still  more  in 
arrear? 

Mb.  TEEVELYAN  was  understood  to 
say  that  was  so. 

LoED  GEOEGE  HAMILTON  said,  he 
hoped  tbe  Education  Estimates  would 
not  be  taken  without  two  or  three  days' 
Notice. 

Mb.  MUNDELLA  said,  be  should  be 
able  to  give  Notice. 

Mb.  E.  STANHOPE  said,  that  early 
next  week  be  would  ask  whether  there 
was  to  be  an  Indian  Budget  ? 

LAND  LAW  [IRELAND)  BILL— THE 

REPORT. 
In  reply  to  Sir  Qeobqe  Campbell, 
Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  that  the  Ee- 
port  on  tbe  Land  Law  (Ireland)  Bill 
would  be  taken  at  2  o'clock  on  Tuesday 
next,  in  the  event  of  tbe  Motion  with 
respect  to  the  Transvaal  being  closed  on 
Monday  night. 

TURKEY  — MIDHAT  PASHA— FULFIL- 
MENT OF  SENTENCE. 

Me.  M'OOAN  asked  tbe  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  If  he 
had  received  any  information  with  re- 
gard to  tbe  execution  of  the  sentence 
passed  on  Midhat  Pasha? 

Sib  CHAELES  W,  DILKE  said,  that 
within  tbe  last  48  hours  they  had  re- 
ceived no  further  information  &om  Lord 
DufFerin  on  tbe  subject. 

Mr.  M'COAN  said,  in  view  of  a  tele- 
gram of  peculiar  significance  published 
that  morning,  and  which  seemM  to  point 
to  an  almost  immediate  decision  in  re- 
gard to  tbe  sentence  passed  at  tbe  recent 
State  trial  in  Oonetantinople,  he  must 
plead  the  urgency  and  gravity  of  the  oose 
if  hetrespassed  upon  tbe  time  of  tbe  House 
for  a  f^w  momentB,  and  would,  if  neoea- 
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sary,  conclude  with  a  Motion.  The  case 
was,  shortly,  this — One  of  the  most  noted 
figures  in  European  politics,  a  statesman 
of  the  highest  antecedents  and  reputa- 
tion— [**  No  !  "] — at  least,  for  an  Eastern 
statesman,  had  heen  tried  in  a  way  no- 
torious to  the  House,  and  his  life  at  that 
moment  was  trembling  in  the  balance. 
He  did  not  say  that  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment could  bring  any  more  pressure 
to  bear  on  the  Porte  than  they  had  done 
with  reference  to  the  subject.  He  was 
aware  of  the  delicacy  and  difficulty,  pro- 
bably the  impracticability,  of  any  Go- 
vernment putting  pressure  upon  the 
Sultan,  except  in  the  way  of  friendly 
intercession,  which,  so  far,  had  had  no 
effect.  He,  therefore,  now  wished  to 
elicit  from  the  House  its  opinion  in 
reference  to  the  recent  trial  and  the 
action  of  the  Turkish  Government  with 
respect  to  it ;  and  he  had  reason  to  be- 
lieve that  such  an  expression  of  opinion 
would  have  the  best  possible  effect  at 
Constantinople.  Midhat  Pasha,  after 
passing  a  distinguished  official  career, 
became  Governor  of  Bulgaria,  which  he 
found  overrun  with  brigandage,  and  in 
such  a  state  that  the  revenue  could  not 
be  collected.  In  a  few  months  he  put 
down  brigandage,  caused  the  revenue  to 
be  collected,  and,  under  his  rule,  Bul- 
garia became  one  of  the  most  pros2)erou8 
Provinces  of  the  Turkish  Empire.  One 
of  his  most  persistent  opponents  was  the 
Bussian  Ambassador.  Midhat  was  doing 
everything  to  revive  European  confi- 
dence in  Turkey,  and  as  that  did  not  suit 
Russian  views  General  Ignatieff  became 
his  most  persistent  enemy,  and  intrigued 
against  him 

Mr.  NEWDEGATE  rose  to  Order. 
He  submitted  that  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  was  asking  the  House  to  give 
an  expression  of  opinion  upon  a  Motion 
for  Adjournment  which  was  placing  the 
House  in  a  false  position ;  because  it 
was  precluded  by  its  own  Forms  from 
given  an  opinion  on  that  subject  on  a 
Motion  for  Adjournment. 

Mr.  speaker  said,  that,  as  the 
House  was  aware,  the  only  question  on 
which  the  judgment  of  the  House  could 
be  taken  on  the  Motion  for  Adjourn- 
ment was  whether  the  House  should  or 
should  not  adjourn. 

Mr.  M*C0AN  said,  he  would  make 
his  observations  very  brief.  Subse- 
quently Midhat  Pasha  became  Governor 
of  Bagdad.    It  was  said  by  some  that 
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Midhat  Pasha  was  a  poor  man,  and, 
therefore,  presumably  an  honest  man ; 
by  others  that  he  was  a  rich  man,  and, 
therefore,  presumably  a  corrupt  man ; 
and  he  was  sorry  to  say  that  a  very  high 
authority  —  the  Prime  Minister  —  had 
given  expression  to  the  latter  opinion  in 
an  article  he  published.  This,  however, 
he  knew — that  though  the  revenues  of 
the  Provinces  he  governed  passed  through 
Midhat  Pasha's  hands,  he  returned  from 
each  of  them  a  poor  man,  in  one  case 
not  having  sufficient  funds  to  pay  his 
own  and  his  retinue's  travelling  ex- 
penses, and  in  another  not  being  pos- 
sessed of  £500.  Afterwards  he  became 
Grand  Yizier,  and  his  famous  Consti- 
tution elicited  from  Liberal  politicians 
everywhere  praise  and  admiration,  and  it 
was  no  fault  of  his  that  that  admirable 
scheme  did  not  become  an  Organic  Law 
of  Turkey.  He  failed  in  his  efforts  to  re- 
form the  administration,  and  to  turn  cor- 
rupt misrule  into  good  government.  Sub- 
sequently, both  in  Syria  and  Smyrna, 
he  carried  out  the  same  principles  of 
administrative  reform.  He  was,  un- 
doubtedly, a  party  to  the  deposition  of 
the  Sultan;  but  it  was  widely  believed 
that  he  was  no  party  to  his  death,  if  he 
did  not  die  by  suicide. .  The  Under  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  had 
admitted  that  the  Report  of  the  Medical 
Commission  was  in  favour  of  the  opinion 
that  the  death  was  caused  by  suicide. 
Dr.  Dickson,  the  physician  to  ther English 
Embassy  at  Constantinople,  joined  in 
that  opinion,  and  had  assured  him  (Mr. 
M'Coan)  that  after  the  most  careful 
examination  of  the  body  he  was  clearly 
of  opinion  that  it  was  a  case  of  suicide. 
But  what  happened  at  the  so-called 
trial  ?  Why,  that  two  of  the  doctors,  who 
had,  as  Commissioners,  certified  that 
it  was  a  case  of  suicide — Marco  Pasha 
and  Dr.  Castro — actually  at  the  trial 
gave  evidence  to  the  effect  that,  in  their 
opinion,  death  had  been  caused  by 
murder.  Such  evidence  was  worthy  of 
the  tribunal  before  which  it  had  been 
given.  In  a  reply  to  a  Question  put  by 
him,  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs  had  stated  that  the  Pre- 
sident at  the  trial  had  been  formerly  an 
employ^  of  the  Municipal  Police  at  Con- 
stantinople, and  he  had  himself  positive 
knowledge  of  the  corruption  of  the  man 
when  he  held  a  judicial  position.  He 
had  also  evidence,  though  not  so  direct, 
that  this  same  person  had  continued  to 
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be  one  of  the  most  corrupt  judicial  func- 
tionaries in  the  service  of  the  Porte ;  and 
also  evidence,  less  direct  still,  that  the 
other  members  of  the  Court  which  tried 
the  State  prisoners  were  of  no  whit  better 
character.  No  European  community, 
therefore,  would  hang  a  dog  upon  the 
finding  of  such  a  tribunal.  He  knew  that 
Her  Majesty's  Government  could  not  in- 
terfere directly,  and  that  an  unofficial  or 
indirect  appeal  on  the  part  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Ambassador  might  have  no  effect; 
but  he  was  proud  to  know  that  no  other 
opinion  in  Europe  could  have  such  an 
effect  on  the  Porte,  or  in  the  Palace,  as 
that  of  the  House  of  Commons,  because 
it  was  thoroughly  understood  there  that 
such  opinion  reflected  that  of  the  coun- 
try, and  so  influenced  the  action  of  the 
Government.  He  begged  to  move  the 
adjournment  of  the  House,  in  the  hope 
that  such  opinion  would  be  expressed  on 
behalf  of  an  innocent,  distinguished,  and 
falsely-condemned  statesman. 

The  O'DONOGHUE  seconded  the 
Motion. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  this  House  do  now  adjourn." — 
{Mr.  M'Coan.) 

8m  H.  DEUMMOND  WOLFF  said, 
he  would  not  follow  the  last  speaker  in 
criticizing  the  trial  that  had  taken  place 
at  Constantinople,  a  trial  which  he 
thought  would  not  be  considered  satis- 
factory in  this  country.  He  would  not 
make  an  appeal  to  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman at  the  head  of  the  Government 
to  interfere  in  regard  to  the  trial ;  but 
he  would  remind  him  that  on  more  than 
one  occasion  the  interference  of  the  Bri- 
tish Government  had  saved  the  lives  of 
men  who  had  been,  condemned  to  death 
in  Turkey.  He  trusted  that  the  Premier 
would  see  his  way  to  take  some  steps  to 
bring  the  influence  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government  to  bear  upon  the  Porte, 
with  a  view  of,  at  any  rate,  reducing  the 
sentence  passed  on  Midhat  Pasha.  He 
was  a  man  of  what  was  called  a  very 
liberal  mind,  and  had  discharged  his 
duties  in  a  remarkably  impartial  manner, 
and  with  much  enlightenment,  consider- 
ing the  difficulties  under  which  he  had 
had  to  labour.  He  ventured  to  suggest 
that  the  Premier  would  be  doing  a 
graceful  act  in  using  his  great  influence 
on  behalf  of  this  unfortunate  man. 

Mb.  ASHMEAD-BARTLETT  said, 
it  was  remarkable  to  notice  the  intense 


interest  taken  in  Turkish  Pashas  by  hon. 
Gentlemen  who  had  lost  no  opportunity 
hitherto  of  denouncing  them.  The  trial 
had  by  no  means  been  so  unfair  as  was 
represented,  and  the  evidence  against 
most  of  the  accused  was  very  strong. 
Everyone  sympathized  with  Midhat 
Pasha,  who  was  a  great  statesman  and 
patriot,  and  it  would  be  a  most  unfor- 
tunate thing  if  the  trial  resulted  in  his 
death.  He  doubted,  however,  if  there 
was  any  danger  of  that.  The  present 
Sultan  was  a  most  humane  and  kind- 
hearted  man — and  neither  Midhat  Pasha 
nor  the  other  two  Ministers  who  were 
condemned  with  him  were  in  danger  of 
execution.  He  thought  the  question 
might  be  safely  left  to  the  discretion  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government  without  any 
formal  expression  of  opinion  by  the 
House.  It  would  be  most  unfortunate  if 
any  representations  were  made  on  be- 
half of  the  other  condemned  Ministers, 
Mahmoud,  Damat,  and  Nouri  Pashas, 
who  were  openly  corrupt,  and  were 
guilty  of  almost  every  possible  offence 
against  the  interests  of  their  country 
and  of  civilization.  It  would  be  a  matter 
of  rejoicing  if  they  could  be  brought  to 
justice.  It  would  be  better  if  repre- 
sentations were  made  diplomatically  by 
the  Government  without  the  direct  in- 
terference of  the  House ;  and,  although 
the  influence  of  the  British  Government 
was  much  less  than  it  used  to  be,  he  had 
no  doubt  they  would  have  due  effect. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  :  I  do  not  know 
that  much  advantage  would  be  gained 
by  a  prolongation  of  the  discussion.  In 
answer  to  the  appeals  made,  especially 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Portsmouth  (Sir 
H.  Drummond  Wolff),  I  think  I  can 
state  very  briefly  what  is  a  very  simple 
matter — namely,  the  limits  of  action  laid 
down  for  us,  and  the  fact  that  we  have 
not  scrupled  to  act  within  them.  Those 
limits  were  necessarily  narrow.  I  was 
sorry  to  hear  the  hon.  Gentleman  who 
made  this  Motion  introduce  statements 
of  so  pointed  a  character  respecting  the 
individuals  who  have  been  called  upon 
to  conduct  the  inquiry.  He  may  be 
quite  warranted  in  all  he  says ;  but  it  is 
perfectly  impossible  that  we  can  know 
that,  and  it  is  perfectly  impossible,  in 
justice  to  those  individuals,  to  go  in  this 
House  into  the  circumstances  of  which 
he  speaks.  If  the  trial  be  bad,  an  at- 
tempt to  re-try  the  case  in  an  Assembly 
of  this  kind,  with  the  view  to  an  ex- 
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pression  of  opinion  on  the  definitive 
merits  of  the  case,  would  likewise  be 
open  to  much  objection.  The  real  state 
of  the  case  is  this — have  we  a  right  of 
intervention  in  a  matter  of  this  kind  ? 
Clearly  we  have  none.  I  use  the  words 
*'  right  of  intervention."  But  there  are 
considerations  of  policy  and  humanity 
which  have,  on  various  occasions,  led  to 
representations,  more  or  less  formal, 
which  are  in  the  nature  of  interference 
with  private  affairs ;  but  which  are 
grounded  on  a  sincere  and  dispassionate 
anxiety,  in  the  first  place,  for  the  general 
principles  of  humanity  and  justice  ;  and, 
in  the  second  place,  for  the  interests  of 
the  great  Power  in  whose  counsels  you 
appear  to  intervene.  Unquestionably, 
though  we  have  no  power  to  pronounce  a 
final  sentence  on  the  nature  of  the  pro- 
ceedings in  Constantinople,  there  has 
been  a  public  opinion  in  regard  to  these 
proceedings  both  in  Constantinople  and 
Europe  generally  such  as  to  make  us 
believe  that  it  would  be  greatly  for  the 
interest  of  the  Sultan  of  Turkey  were 
he  moved  to  pursue  a  humane  and  liberal 
course.  Recognizing  these  facts,  we 
have  not  scrupled  to  act  upon  them.  So 
early  as  July  4  instructions  were  sent  to 
Lord  Dufferin  to  use  the  least  obtrusive, 
but,  at  the  same  time,  the  most  confi- 
dential, direct,  and  effective  means  to 
make  the  kind  of  representations  which 
we  desired  to  be  made.  Lord  Dufferin 
has,  I  think,  with  as  much  tact  and  deli- 
cacy as  are  in  the  possession  of  any  man, 
and  with,  at  the  same  time,  as  much 
good  feeling  and  zeal,  acted  readily  upon 
these  instructions,  and  has,  to  the  best 
of  his  power,  made  representations  in 
the  general  sense  I  have  described.  We 
have  no  doubt  whatever  that  a  lenient 
and  a  considerate  course  will  give  satis- 
faction to  the  enlightened  opinion  of 
Europe,  and  will  be  greatly  for  the  in- 
terests and  peace  of  Turkey.  Having 
said  that,  I  think  I  had  better  add  no 
more.  I  see  no  advantage  in  implicat- 
ing or  attempting  to  pass  judgment  on 
anyone.  We  have  stood  on  the  purely 
general  consideration  I  have  described  ; 
and  I  believe  the  House  will  be  disposed 
to  think,  on  the  general  statement  I  have 
made,  that,  without  any  special  merit 
on  our  part,  we  have  discharged  our 
duty. 

Mr.  J.  CO  WEN  said,  he  was  sure  the 
House  had  listened  with  satisfaction  to 
the  humane  and  generous  observatlonB  of 

Mr,  Oladstone 


the  Prime  Minister.  He  trusted  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Wicklow,  having 
elicited  such  an  expression  of  opinion, 
would  be  content,  and  not  push  his  Mo- 
tion to  a  division.  He  entirely  sym- 
pathized with  him  in  the  course  he  had 
pursued.  It  was  desirable  that  the  Bri- 
tish Parliament  should  have  an  oppor- 
tunity of  recording  its  opinion  of  the 
very  exceptional  proceedings  under  the 
name  of  law  that  had  recently  taken 
place  at  Cclnstantinople.  Midhat  Pasha 
was  a  distinguished  Turkish  Pasha.  He 
had  served  his  country  ably  and  honour- 
ably in  the  highest  offices  the  Sultan 
could  confer.  He  had  proved  himself 
to  be  a  friend  of  England  and  of  pro- 
gressive principles.  He  (Mr.  Cowen) 
had  the  privilege  of  his  acquaintance, 
and  he  could  confirm  the  high  character 
that  the  hon.  Member  for  Wicklow  had 
given  him.  He  recognized  the  delicacy 
of  the  position,  and  he  could  appre- 
ciate the  difficulties  that  the  Premier 
had  referred  to.  To  interfere  with 
the  action  of  the  Turkish  Courts — how- 
ever they  were  constituted — might  be 
regarded  as  trenching  upon  the  freedom 
of  an  independent  State.  If  representa- 
tions were  made  in  a  too  emphatic  way 
they  might  be  resented  by  the  Sultan, 
and  have  the  very  opposite  effect  that 
was  designed.  This  was  a  possibility 
which  they  should  all  bear  in  mind,  and 
of  which  the  Government,  no  doubt, 
were  conscious.  They  should  remember 
also  that  it  was  impossible  for  the  House 
to  review  the  proceedings  of  the  Con- 
stantinople tribunal.  They  might  have 
their  opinions ;  but  they  were  not,  and 
could  not,  be  informed  of  all  the  details. 
But,  still,  admitting  all  this,  the  English 
Government  had  on  other  occasions  in- 
terceded with  foreign  Hulers  on  behalf 
of  fallen  statesmen  or  popular  leaders. 
There  were  many  instances  in  history 
where  there  had  been  such  friendly  in- 
terference ;  and  they  had,  therefore,  the 
warrant  of  precedent  for  doing  what  was 
now  suggested.  He  trusted  that  the 
Government  would — with  all  the  energy 
that  they  felt  themselves  justified  in 
using ;  but,  at  the  same  time,  with  the 
necessary  friendliness — intercede  on  be- 
half of  Midhat  Pasha.  The  Prime 
Minister  had  said  that  instructions  to 
that  effect  would  be  sent  to  Lord 
Dufferin,  and  the  House  and  the  coun- 
try would  feel  satisfied  that  any  appeal 
by  him  would  be  supported  by  a  man 
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of  great  ability,  higli  character,  and  of 
generous  spirit.  Having  called  atten- 
tion to  the  subject  and  made  this  repre- 
sentation, he  would  advise  that  the 
matter  should  be  allowed  to  rest  in 
the  hands  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment. 

Mr.  M*C0AN  asked  leave  to  withdraw 
the  Motion. 

Mr.  BIGGAE  wished  to  say  a  word 
or  two.  He  sympathized  with  the  ob- 
ject of  the  Motion,  because  he  did  not 
believe  in  capital  punishment  for  poli- 
tical offences.  He  was  glad  to  hear  the 
expressions  of  the  Prime  Minister ;  but 
he  thought  that  while  he  was  making 
his  speech  he  might  have  added  that  it 
would  give  him  great  pleasure  if  the 
Sultan  would  intervene  on  behalf  of 
several  subjects  of  Her  Majesty  in  Ire- 
land, who  were  suffering,  not  for  poli- 
tical offences,  but  merely  on  suspicion. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn, 
ORDERS    OF   THE   BAY, 


LAND  LAW  (IRELAND)  BILL.— [Bill  136.] 

{Mr,  Oladstonef  Mr,  Forater^  Mr,  Bright^  Mr, 
Atiom&y  Oeneral  for  Ireland^    Mr,  Solicitor 
General  for  Ireland^ 

COMMITTEE.      [tHIRTY-THIRD  NIGHT.] 

[Progress  2\st  July,'] 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

New  Clauses. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  It  now  becomes 
my  duty  to  move  a  new  clause  of  a  cha- 
racter which  I  may  describe  as  not  un- 
important, but  in  some  degree  formal. 
It  is  a  clause  for  the  purpose  of  bringing 
the  pecuniary  transactions  of  the  Land 
Commission  in  Ireland  under  the  regular 
review  of  the  Comptroller  and  Auditor 
General  of  the  Exchequer.  About  the 
beneficial  character  of  the  proposal  there 
can  be  no  doubt  whatever,  and  there  is 
only  a  single  remark  I  ought  to  add. 
It  is  thought  by  the  Executive  Govern- 
ment that  some  distinction  may  properly 
be  drawn  between  the  kind  of  control 
and  extent  of  discretion  exercised  by  the 
Comptroller  and  Auditor  General  of  the 
Exchequer  in  the  case  of  the  ordinary 
public  expenditure  through  the  Execu- 
tive Government;  and  the  discretion  it 


is  needful  for  it  to  exercise  in  the  case 
of  a  body  external  to  the  Executive  Go- 
vernment having  received  the  confidence 
of  Parliament  under  an  Act  of  the  legis- 
lature, and  called  upon  to  administer 
funds  for  a  special  purpose  imder  clear 
and  specific  rules.  We  assume  the  gene- 
ral intentions  and  the  general  discretion 
of  a  Commission  of  that  kind.  With 
respect  to  the  ordinary  public  expendi- 
ture, the  Department  of  the  Audit  Office 
exercises  very  large  powers  and  very 
beneficial  powers  of  examining  more 
than  what  is  purely  formal ;  but  in  the 
case  of  an  expenditure  of  the  kind  here 
in  view,  we  are  generally  of  opinion 
that  what  the  auditor  will  have  to  do 
will  be  not  to  touch  matters  affecting  the 
merits,  but  to  look  simply  to  the  remedial 
character  of  the  acts  the  Commission 
may  perform,  and  to  see  that  they  corre- 
spond with  the  Act  of  Parliament.  This 
is  not  a  matter  which  requires  any  de- 
tailed explanation ;  but  it  is  a  distinction 
which,  to  a  certain  extent,  is  not  entirely 
without  importance.  It  rests  upon  the 
principle  that  while  as  regards  the  Exe- 
cutive Government  it  is  impossible  to 
have  too  close  and  too  severe  a  control 
over  the  expenditure  of  public  money, 
still,  in  a  case  like  this,  it  would  not  be 
right  for  either  the  Treasury  or  the 
Audit  Department  to  interfere  with  the 
discretion  or  the  policy  of  the  Commis- 
sion in  dealing  with  the  funds  placed 
under  their  management  by  this  Bill. 
I  beg  to  move  the  second  reading  of  the 
clause. 

New  Clause — 
(Audit  of  account  of  Land  Commission.) 

"The  Land  Ck>mmi8sion  shall  from  time  to 
time  prepare  in  such  form  and  at  such  times  as 
the  Treasury  from  time  to  time  direct  accounts 
of  their  receipts  and  expenditure,  and  within 
six  months  aner  the  expiration  of  the  year  to 
which  the  accounts  relate  the  Land  Commission 
shall  transmit  the  same  to  the  Controller  and 
Auditor  General  to  be  audited,  certified,  and 
reported  upon  in  conformity  with  the  regiila- 
tions  from  time  to  time  made  by  the  Treasury 
for  that  purpose,  and  the  accounts,  with  the 
reports  of  the  Controller  and  Auditor  Oeneral 
thereon,  shall  be  laid  before  the  House  of  Com- 
mons not  later  than  three  months  after  the  date 
on  which  they  were  transmitted  for  audit  if 
Parliament  be  then  sitting,  and,  if  not  sitting, 
within  fourteen  days  after  Parliament  next  as- 
sembles. 

"Provided,  That  the  regulations  made  by 
the  Treasury  under  this  section  shall  be  laid 
before  the  House  of  Commons  within  one  month 
of  the  date  thereof,  if  Parliament  be  then  sit- 
ting, and,  if  not,  then  within  fourteen  days  after 
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Parliament  next  assembleB,  and  that  such  regn- 
lations  shall  not  have  effect  until  they  have  lain 
for  thirty  days  upon  the  Table  of  the  House." 
— {Mr.  Gladstone.) 

New  Clause  brought  up,  and  read  the 
first  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  this  Clause  be  read  a  second 
time." 

Sir  H.  DEUMMOND  WOLFF  re- 
marked, that  he  had  not  yet  said  any- 
thing upon  the  Bill ;  but  upon  a  ques- 
tion of  account  he  should  like  to  know 
if  the  Treasury  could  not  be  instructed, 
either  by  words  inserted  in  the  clause, 
or  by  an  undertaking  on  the  part  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter, to  keep  a  separate  account  of  the 
advances  made  by  the  Church  Commis- 
sioners in  respect  of  arrears  of  rent.  It 
appeared  to  him  that  there  was  likely 
to  be  a  great  complication  of  accounts 
between  the  Church  Commission  and 
the  new  Commission ;  and,  therefore,  he 
should  like  to  see  a  provision  made  for 
keeping  the  accounts  separate. 

Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH:  Before  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  answers  that  question, 
I  wish  to  point  out  that  the  clause  pro- 
posed to  be  inserted  in  this  Bill  is  not 
precisely  the  same  as  the  clause  inserted 
m  the  Church  Act.  I  believe  there  is  a 
marked  difference  between  them.  I  un- 
derstand the  view  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman to  be  that  it  is  not  the  intention 
of  the  Government  that  the  Comptroller 
and  Auditor  General  shall  express  any 
opinion  upon  a  question  of  policy ;  but 
that  he  shall  simply  investigate  the  ap- 
plication of  the  funds  to  be  administered 
under  the  clauses  of  the  Bill  and  see 
whether  it  has  been  in  accordance  with 
the  strict  letter  of  the  Act  of  Parliament. 
All  interpretations  as  to  the  policy  of  the 
application  of  the  funds  are,  I  under- 
stand, to  rest  with  the  Commissioners.  I 
think  it  is  desirable  to  bring  out  that 
question  very  plainly,  because  there  is 
a  certain  amount  of  legal  doubt  about  it, 
and  it  should  be  clearly  stated  what  the 
powers  of  the  Comptroller  and  Auditor 
General  are.  I  therefore  wish  to  ask 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  whether  I 
rightly  understand  him  to  say  that  the 
discretion  of  the  Commission  in  dealing 
with  these  funds  will  be  completely  un- 
fettered  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  has  per- 


fectly understood  the  meaning  of  my 
statement.  There  will  be  nothing  less 
than  a  full  legal  audit ;  but  we  are 
inclined  to  lay  down  that  where  the 
Executive  Government  is  coneemed  we 
ought  not  to  check  or  narrow  the  inter- 
ference with  the  expenditure  where  the 
question  concerned  is  one  of  discretion 
and  one  of  merits.  With  regard  to  the 
remarks  which  have  been  made  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Portsmouth  (Sir  H. 
Drummond  Wolff),  I  entirely  agree  with 
him  that  the  account  to  which  he  refers 
should  be  kept  distinct  from  the  rest. 

Mr.  WAETON  asked  over  what 
period  of  the  year  the  accounts  would 
range  ?  Would  it  be  the  natural  year, 
the  financial  year,  or  some  other  year  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  That  wiU  have 
to  be  settled  hereafter  by  the  Treasury. 
As  a  matter  of  convenience  I  think  it 
will  most  probably  be  the  natural  year ; 
but  we  must  abide  by  circumstances. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Clause  read  a  second  time,  and  ordered 
to  be  added  to  the  Bill. 

Mr.  E.  stanhope  moved,  after 
Clause  1,  to  insert  the  following 
Clause : — 

(Provisions  with  respect  to  sale'of  tenancy  of 
holding  subject  to  arrears  of  rent,  &c.) 

'*  Wliere  the  tenant  of  any  holding,  who  is 
indebted  to  his  landlord  on  account  of  arrears 
of  rent  or  other  claims  on  the  part  of  his 
landlord,  gives  the  prescribed  notice  to  the  land- 
lord of  his  intention  to  sell  his  tenancy,  the 
landlord  may,  without  prejudice  to  any  other 
right  by  this  Act  conferred,  give  the  prescribed 
notice  to  the  tenant  of  his  intention  to  become 
the  purchaser  of  the  tenancy  in  case  the  tenant 
cannot  find  a  purchaser  willing  and  able  to  pay, 
by  way  of  consideration,  for  the  purchase  of  the 
tenancy,  a  sum  sufficient  to  satisfy  the  amount 
of  the  tenant's  indebtedness  to  the  landlord  on 
account  of  the  arrears  of  rent  and  snch  other 
claims  as  aforesaid,  such  amount  failing  agree- 
ment between  the  landlord  and  tenant  to  be 
determined  by  the  Court ;  and,  in  case  the 
tenant  cannot,  within  the  prescribed  period, 
find  a  purchaser  willing  and  able  to  pay  a  sum 
sufficient  to  satisfy  such  amount  as  aforesaid, 
the  landlord  shall  thereupon  be  deemed  to  be 
the  purchaser  for  a  sum  equal  to  such  amount 
as  aforesaid." 

The  clause  really  spoke  for  itself.  He 
quite  admitted  that  it  dealt  with  a  point 
which  ought  to  have  been  raised  at  the 
time  Clause  1  was  under  discussion. 
Under  Clause  1 ,  when  the  landlord  did 
not  desire  to  purchase  the  tenant's  inte- 
rest and  there  were  arrears,  the  landlord 
would  be  entitled;  until  the  arrears  were . 
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paid,  not  to  accept  the  purchaser  of  the 
tenant  right  as  the  incoming  tenant. 
The  object  he  had  in  view  in  proposing 
this  new  clause  was  to  protect  the  land- 
lord where  the  sum  proposed  to  be  paid 
by  the  purchaser  was  not  sufficient  to 
cover  the  tenant's  arrears  of  rent.  It 
was  not  right  that  the  landlord  should 
suffer  because  he  had  been  lenient  and 
easy.  He  did  not  mean  to  say  that  it 
was  the  best  way  of  meeting  the  diffi- 
culty ;  but  he  would  move  the  second 
reading  of  the  clause. 

New  Clause  brought  up,  and  read  the 
first  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
*'  That  the  Clause  be  read  a  second 
time."— (J/r.  K  Stanhope.) 

The  attorney  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  said,  he  was  of 
opinion  that  the  object  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  in  view  was  sufficiently  pro- 
vided for  by  the  Bill  as  it  stood.  It  id- 
ready  provided  that  the  landlord,  upon 
getting  notice  from  the  tenant  of  his  in- 
tention to  sell  the  holding,  could  apply 
to  the  Court.  If  the  landlord  desired  to 
buy  the  tenant's  interest  he  could  do  so 
at  a  fair  price,  and  he  could  not  com- 
plain if  it  was  less  than  the  amount  to 
which  his  arrears  of  rent  extended.  The 
Court  was  bound  to  ascertain  what  was 
the  true  value  of  the  property,  and  no 
harm  could  be  done.  On  the  other 
hand,  if  he  liked  to  secure  himself  he 
could  bid  up  to  the  price  to  which  his 
accumulation  of  arrears  had  run.  That 
was  the  present  practice  where  a  person 
had  an  incumbrance  on  property  sold  by 
a  Court. 

Mr.  E.  stanhope  said,  the  view  of 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Attorney  Gene- 
ral for  Ireland  would  be  perfectly  right  if 
the  tenant  was  going  to  sell  by  auction, 
because  the  landlord  might  then  come  in 
and  bid  against  anybody  else.  But  an 
arrangement  might  be  made  in  secret  of 
which  he  knew  nothing,  and  the  sum 
given  might  not  be  sufficient  to  cover  his 
arrears.  He  would  not,  however,  press 
the  clause ;  but  he  thought  some  words 
might  be  introduced  into  the  1st  clause 
on  the  Report. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Mb.  HEALY  moved,  in  page  3, 
after  Clause  1,  to  insert  the  following 
Clause : — 


( Release  to  tenant  who  has  sold  his  tenancy.) 
**  A  tenant  who  has  sold  his  tenancy  in  pur- 
suance of  the  provisions  of  the  first  section  shall 
be  deemed  to  bo  thereupon  released  and  dis- 
charged from  all  actions,  suits,  and  remedies  at 
the  suit  of  the  landlord  and  all  persons  claiming 
by,  through,  or  under  him,  in  respect  of  all  rent 
subsequently  accruing  due  under  such  ten- 
ancy, and  in  respect  of  all  future  breaches  of 
the  conditions  thereof." 

The  position  of  the  tenant  was  this — 
At  the  present  time,  under  the  existing 
law,  if  a  man  assigned  his  tenancy,  he 
was  responsible  to  the  landlord  and  his 
heirs  for  50  generations  or  more,    not 
merely  for  the  rent  of  the  holding  if 
the  assignee  should  make  default,  but 
for  any  breach  of  the  conditions  of  the 
lease  on  the  part  of  the  assignee.    Per- 
haps it  was  right  that  such  provisions 
should  exist  under    the    present    law, 
because  there  might  be   a  lease  with 
onerous  conditions  in   it,  which  condi- 
tions might  be  got  rid  of  by  making  an 
assignment  to  a  man  of  straw;  and  it 
might,  therefore,  be  right  to  give    the 
landlord   the  power   of   coming  down 
upon  the  man  who  had  been  the  ori- 
ginal lessor.     But  what  did  this  clause 
do?    In  cases  of  assignment,    it    im- 
posed upon  the  tenant  a  series  of  most 
onerous  conditions — it  required  him  to 
give  notice  to  the  landlord  of  his  inten- 
tion to    sell    the    tenancy;   where   the 
tenant  agreed    to  sell  the  tenancy    to 
some  other  person  than  the  landlord,  he 
should,  upon  informing  the  landlord  of 
the  name  of  the  purchaser,  state  there- 
with the   consideration   agreed    to    be 
given  for  the  tenancy;  where  the  tenancy 
was  sold  to  some  other  person  than  the 
landlord,  the  landlord  might,  within  the 
prescribed  period,  refuse  on  reasonable 
grounds  to  accept  the  purchaser  as  ten- 
ant ;  and  so  on  through  a  whole  series 
of  most  onerous  aud  extraordinary  con- 
ditions, none  of  which  had  existed  be- 
fore.    As  he  had  said,  there  was  at  pre- 
sent a  necessity  for  protecting  the  land- 
lord, in   case  the  tenant  assigned  the 
holding  to  a  man  of  straw ;  but  the  cir- 
cumstances would  be  entirely  different 
under  the  new  conditions,  and  he  pro- 
posed that  a  provision  should  be  inserted 
in  the  Bill  acquitting  the  original  tenant 
in  consequence  of  the  extraordinary  con- 
ditions now  imposed  upon  him.     It  was 
useless  to  argue  that  the  existing  rights 
should  be  allowed  to  continue,  because 
the  Court  would  take  care  that  no  assign- 
ment was  made  to  a  man  of  straw.   The 
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Court  would  allow  no  fraudulent  trans- 
action to  take  place,  and  no  improper  bar- 
gain to  be  entered  into.  He  knew  it  was 
generally  thought  in  Ireland  that  the 
£)ecies  Act  met  the  case ;  but  in  his 
opinion  it  did  not.  Decies  Act,  it  was 
quite  true,  would  meet  the  case  where 
uie  landlord's  consent  had  been  obtained 
in  writing  ;  but  what  landlord  would  be 
such  a  fool  as  to  give  his  consent  in 
writing?  He  would  not  be  damnified 
by  withholding  where  it  would  be  no 
advantage  to  him  to  give  it.  He  would 
have  the  right,  as  well  as  coming  on  the 
existing  tenant  for  his  rent,  to  come  also 
on  all  the  assignees.  Therefore,  it  was 
useless  to  argue  that  Decies  Act  covered 
the  case,  because  it  did  nothing  of  the 
kind.  The  landlord  had  an  abundance 
of  guarantees,  and  when  the  Bill  made 
an  inroad  into  the  right  of  free  sale,  as 
it  did — because  it  was  absurd  to  say  that 
it  gave  the  risht  of  free  sale — the  least 
they  could  ask  the  Government  to  do, 
when  they  had  abolished  the  Common 
Law  right  of  free  sale,  was  to  abolish 
also  the  Common  Law  right  which  gave 
the  landlord  the  power  to  come  on  the 
assignees  for  all  generations. 

New  Clause  brought  up,  and  read  the 
first  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  the  Clause  be  read  a  second 
time." 

Mb.  FINDLATER  said,  the  hon. 
Member  was  under  a  misapprehension. 
He  never  understood  that  the  assignees 
were  reponsible  after  the  tenancy  had 
been  assigned. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  said,  that  under 
this  Bill  hon.  Members  would  remember 
that  a  tenant  meant  an  occupying  ten- 
ant, and  when  once  a  man  ceased  to 
occupy  he  ceased  to  be  a  tenant  within 
the  meaning  of  the  Act.  The  whole  of 
the  obligations  of  Clause  4  were  imposed 
upon  a  tenant  in  occupation.  For  ten- 
ancies from  year  to  year  the  clause  was 
not  at  all  required.  The  only  class  for 
which  it  was  required  were  future  lease- 
holders ;  but  he  thought  that  the  Act  of 
1860,  in  their  case,  made  ample  provi- 
sion. A  landowner  agreed  very  often 
to  let  land  to  some  particular  person 
because  he  was  solvent ;  and  the  man 
who  took  the  lease  contracted,  not  only 
for  himself,  but  for  his  assignees,  that 
they  would  pay  the  rent  and  fulfil  the 
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other  obligationB  of  the  tenancy.  In 
such  a  case,  where  the  tenant  deli- 
berately contracted,  not  only  for  him- 
self, but  for  the  assignees,  the  landlord 
should  not  be  deprived  of  this  security 
without  his  consent,  and  if  he  consented 
the  Act  of  1860  relieved  the  original  ten- 
ant from  all  further  liability.  Whether 
they  regarded  the  class  of  future  lease- 
holders or  existing  tenancies  from  year 
to  year  they  were  all  alike,  adequately 
protected. 

Mr.  HEALY  said,  he  was  not  think- 
ing of  that  which  the  hon.  Member  for 
Monaghan  (Mr.  Findlater)  had  directed 
attention  to ;  but  he  had  in  his  mind 
statutory  tenancies.  He  must  admit 
that  the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
had  cleared  up  any  doubt  he  might  have 
had  on  the  subject.  The  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  had  shown  that 
the  statutory  tenant  who  succeeded  to  a 
tenancy  would  be  responsible ;  and,  if 
that  were  so,  there  was  no  reason  to 
move  the  Amendment.  His  object  had 
been  to  save  a  statutory  tenant  from 
responsibility,  which,  he  thought,  ought 
not  to  attach  to  him.   . 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Mr.  FITZPATRICK  moved,  after 
Clause  1,  to  insert  the  following  new 
Clause : — 

(Payments  to  bo  made  to  landlords  oat  of  pur* 
chase  money  of  tenancy  in  certain  cases!) 

"Where  the  tenancy  of  a  holding  created 
before  the  passing  of  this  Act  is  sold  by  &e  tenant 
for  the  first  time  after  the  passing  of  this  Act, 
the  landlord  shall  be  entitled  to  apply  to  the 
Court  to  have  paid  to  him  out  of  the  purchase 
moneys  of  the  tenancy,  the  sum,  if  anv,  which 
he  can  prove  to  the  satisfaction  of  tne  Court 
to  have  been  paid  by  him  or  his  predecessors  in 
title  by  way  of  consideration  for  the  purchase 
or  acquisition  of  any  right  of  sale  of  the 
tenant's  interest  in  such  holding;  subject 
nevertholoss  to  any  deduction  which  the  Court 
may  deem  just  in  respect  of  any  money  received 
by  the  landlord  or  his  predecessors  in  title  by 
way  of  fine  or  otherwise  on  account  of  the  sum 
so  paid  as  aforesaid." 

The  hon.  Gentleman  said  that,  in  moving 
this  clause,  he  must  explain  to  the  Com- 
mittee why  ho  had  left  that  which  was  a 
very  important  matter  until  so  late  a 
date  in  the  progress  of  the  Bill.  He 
had  waited  throughout  all  the  discus- 
sions that  had  taken  place  in  order  to 
hear  what  the  Prime  Minister  was  going 
to  say  about  those  landlords  who,  on  the 
second  reading,  he  had  said  had  been 
put  upon  their  trial,  but  had  been  ac* 
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quitted.  He  confessed,  however,  that ,  gave  an  aocount  of  an  expedition  that 
he  had  waited  in  vain.  He  had  heard  |  he  had  taken  through  Iremnd,  and  he 
nothing  as  to  what  was  to  be  done  for  \  called  his  pamphlet  Zand  Culture  and 
those  landlords  who  had  done  their  i  Zand  Tenure  in  Ireland.  The  writer 
duty  by  their  tenants  and  their  property,    said — 


and  had  brought  the  holdings  in  their 
possession  into  a  flourishing  condition. 


**  The  amount  given  for  the  goodwill  depends 
on   this  circumstance ;    it  depends  upon    the 


By  the  clause  that  he  now  brought  be-    character  of  the  landlord.    If  he  and  his  family 

jf —  xi_  -  /^ 'i^       1       3     ^.        1         ..*      have  been  considerate  to  the  tenants,  and  have 

shown  no  disposition  to  raise  their  rents,  he  is 


fore  the  Committee  he  dealt  only  with 

the   estates   where  the  Ulster  Custom  -j     j    -•,,,,    ,       ,      , 

had  been  bought  up  by  the  landlords,  or   ^T^v^en^or  t'J^^w^S?  o^'STIT^ 

wnere  the  landlords  themselves,  by  cash   Thus  the  tenants  trade  on  the  character  of  their 

payments  to  the  outgoing  tenants,  had  landlords." 

obviated  the  necessity  of  the  incoming  !  rpi^      i^  


tenants  giving  anything  to  their  prede- 
cessors, either  for  the  improvements  they 


"  It  depends  on  the  rent.    The  lower  the  rent 


had   effected,   or  for   what   was  called ,  ^^'^^^?'^  '*  ^""^  ^^''^  *^®  goodwill,  and  vice 
**  tenant  right" — that  right  which  the!*'^'^'  * 

Committee  were  told  had  existed  from  |  The  writer  then  went  into  a  discussion, 
time  immemorial  throughout  Ireland,  showing  how  the  rent  and  goodwill 
The  Government  had  said  that  by  the  I  acted  against  each  other.  That  was  a 
Act  of  1870  they  inadvertently  created  ^  good  description  of  this  '*  something  " 
"  a  something"  which  the  tenant  had  that  they  were  told  the  tenant  had  to 
to  sell.  Well,  that  might  propably  be  |  sell  for  the  best  price  he  could  get.  He 
so.  He  did  not  contest  the  proposition  ; ;  was  willing  to  admit  that  where  tenant 
but,  so  far  as  he  could  see,  that  **  some-  right  was  accepted  in  the  South  of  Ire- 
thing  "  did  not  seem  to  be  more  than  land  the  tenant  was  entitled  to  receive 
the  compensation  for  disturbance,  which  from  the  incoming  occupier,  or  the  land- 
was  to  be  given  to  a  tenant  if  he  were  lord,  what  he  had  paid ;  and,  if  they  had 
capriciously  evicted,  and  where  hard-  a  legalized  tenant  right  in  the  South  of 
ship  was  done.  By  the  present  Bill  they  ,  Ireland,  that  would  be  fair.  But  he 
would  be  actually  giving  the  tenant  could  not  see  the  equity  of  allowing  a 
"  something  "  to  sell,  which  he  had  '  tenant  to  sell  what  he  had  not  bought, 
never  bought,  and  which  he  had  never  i  and  to  receive  large  cash  payments  for 
acquired.  What  this '' something"  was,  this  consideration,  that  he  had  been 
therefore,  he  could  not  make  out,  es-  '  living  under  a  good  landlord  and  re- 
pecially  if  the  landlord,  as  he  had  said,  ceiving  all  these  amenities.  To  illus- 
had  done  everything  to  enable  the  in-  trate  what  he  meant  much  more  plainly 
coming  tenant  to  come  on  to  the  farm  with  '  in  pounds,  shillings,  and  pence,  he  would 
capital  intact,  and  had  put  the  farm  in  take  a  typical  case — the  case  of  an  estate 
order.  By  the  Bill  they  told  the  tenant  with  which  he  was  most  familar,  that  of 
to  go  into  the  open  market,  and  they  his  father  (Lord  Castletown).  On  that 
said  to  him — **You  can  get  for  this  estate  no  tenant  right  had  existed.  The 
'something'  the  best  price  that  is  pos-  ,  proprietor  had  spent  upwards  of  £16,000 
fiible."  He  was  to  sell  the  prettum  in  paying  tenants  who  went  out  for  the 
moderationis  of  a  good  landlord,  who  had  improvements  they  had  made ;  and  also 
permitted  him  to  remain  on  his  holding,  in  giving  them  a  sum  of  money,  whe- 
They  asked  him  to  sell  the  consideration  '  ther  large  or  small,  to  enable  them  to 
the  landlord  had  shown  in  leaving  him  emigrate,  so  that  an  incoming  tenant 
on  the  land  and  giving  him  all  the  im-  j  might  not  be  able  to  say — **  I  have 
provements  and  amenities  granted  on  |  paid   so  much  for  this   and  you  must 


what  were,  in  common  parlance,  called 
**live-and-let-live  estates."  He  wished 
to  point  out,  to  the  best  of  his  ability, 
what  this  **  something,"  which  the  ten- 
ant was  now  to  sell  for  the  best  price, 
really  was.  He  would  quote  from  a  pam- 
phlet by  the  hon.  Member  for  Linlith- 


give  it  to  me  when  I  leave,  or  I  shall 
have  to  get  it  from  the  man  who  fol- 
lows me."  The  incoming  tenant  came 
on  the  farm  with  his  capital  untouched, 
and  the  farms  were  nearly  all  let  at  low 
rents,  which  had  not  been  changed  for 
20  years.     Lord  Castletown  had  spent 


gowshire  (Mr.  M'Lagan),  published  in  £25,000  on  improvements,  for  which  he 

1869 — a  very  short    pamphlet,    which  had  received  no  interest.     No  tenant 

put  the  thing  very  clearly.  '  The  writer  right  had  existed  on  the  estate,  these 
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large  sums  having  been  spent  in  keeping 
it  out;  and  he  wished  to  know  what 
would  be  the  result  to  this  landlord  and 
the  landlords  of  his  class — and  there 
were  more  of  them  in  Ireland  than  some 
people  were  inclined  to  think — if  the 
Bill  passed  in  its  present  shape  ?  The 
result  would  be  that,  first  of  all,  where 
the  estate  was  well  managed,  the  land- 
lord was  popular,  and  the  rent  was  low, 
the  tenant  right  would  be  exorbitantly 
high.  And  those  tenants  who  were  able 
to  get  their  sons  and  relatives  on  to  a 
farm  on  the  estate  without  paying  for  it 
would  now  have  to  pay  a  huge  sum 
down  to  a  man  who  was  a  bankrupt  or 
was  obliged  to  leave.  What  would  be 
the  result  to  the  tenantry  on  the  estate 
he  had  been  speaking  of?  Hitherto 
they  had  had  no  capital  taken  out  of 
their  pockets;  but  now  when  a  tenant 
came  in  he  would  have  to  pay  to  the 
man  going  out,  who  was  probably  a 
drunkard  or  a  spendthrift,  and  was  off 
to  America,  a  good  round  sum.  This 
money  the  disreputable  predecessor  would 
put  into  his  pocket  and  spend  elsewhere. 
He  would  give  the  Committee  an  in- 
stance. He  knew  a  case  where  a  family 
had  been  for  a  long  time  on  an  estate. 
A  member  of  that  family  came  into 
possession  of  the  farm  only  two  years 
ago,  and  was  given  a  sum  of  money  to 
enable  him  to  develop  his  holding.  The 
result,  unfortunately,  was  that  he  be- 
came a  drunkard,  and  spent  everything 
he  had  without  improving  the  property ; 
and,  naturally,  when  this  Bill  passed, 
he  would  sell  his  tenant  right  for  an 
exorbitant  sum  and  take  himself  away. 
But  what  had  he  got  to  sell  ?  When  he 
had  taken  the  farm  it  was  in  perfect 
order.  The  sum  he  would  receive  for 
the  tenant  right  would  benefit  nobody 
but  himself,  and  why  would  he  be  bene- 
fited ?  8imply  because  he  was  a  drunkard. 
The  incoming  tenant  following  him  would 
have  to  pay  an  enormous  sum  for  that 
which  last  year  he  could  have  got  for 
nothing.  That  would  show  the  difficulty 
that  would  be  experienced  in  working 
the  Act,  unless  such  a  clause  as  this  he 
proposed  were  accepted.  The  Bill,  as  it 
stood,  would  be  a  premium  to  spend- 
thrift tenants,  who,  after  failing  in  their 
ag^cultural  industry,  would  be  able  to 
say — "  I  am  tired  of  this.  I  can  make 
a  good  sum  out  of  my  tenant  right,  and 
I  shall  be  off  with  it  to  America."  The 
clause  he  proposed  merely  said  that  the 
landlord  should  receive  back  what  he 
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had  paid  in  order  to  keep  out  the  tenant 
right.  By  agreeing  to  his  proposal  on 
the  first  sale  they  would  g^ve  incalcu- 
lable benefit  to  the  tenantry  on  many 
estates,  and,  at  the  same  time,  would 
tell  the  landlords  of  Ireland  who  }iad 
tried  to  do  their  duty — **We  are  not 
going  to  deprive  you  of  the  capital  you 
have  invested  in  your  land."  He  need 
not  point  out  how  unfair  it  would  be  to 
make  a  landlord  pay  twice  over  for  the 
tenant  right  if  he  wished  to  exercise  the 
right  of  pre-emption.  They  should  not 
make  him  pay,  perhaps,  next  year  for 
what  he  had  paid  this  year  or  last  year. 
He  was  told  that  there  were  hundreds 
and  hundreds  of  cases  where  the  tenant 
right  had  been  bought  up.  He  had 
safeguarded  also  any  case  where  a  fine 
had  been  paid  by  the  tenant  to  the  land- 
lord in  creating  the  tenant  right,  be- 
cause, of  course,  as  no  doubt  the  Attor- 
ney General  for  Ireland  was  aware,  in 
the  South  and  West  of  Ireland,  where 
tenant  right  had  been  created,  it  was 
often  created  by  the  payment  of  a  fine 
to  the  landlord  at  the  time  he  was  hard 
pressed,  or  by  the  payment  of  a  sum  to 
some  unscrupulous  agent,  who  had  said 
— **  Give  me  so  much  and  I  will  sell  you 
an  interest,  and  will  make  it  right  with 
the  landlord."  The  subject  was  a  very 
important  one,  and  he  could  assure  the 
Government  that  if  they  could  see  their 
way  to  agreeing  to  what  he  had  sug- 
gested, they  would  go  far  towards  help- 
ing the  people  of  Ireland  to  look  upon 
this  Bill  in  a  more  complacent  frame  of 
mind  than  they  did  now,  because  they 
would  be  putting  the  honest  tenant  on  a 
fair  footing,  and  showing  him  plainly 
what  he  had  to  sell.  It  would  do  a 
great  deal  towards  facilitating  the  work- 
ing of  the  clause  in  a  great  many  par- 
ticulars, which  would  take  him  too  long 
to  explain. 

New  Clause  brought  up,  and  read  the 
first  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**That  the  Clause  be  read  a  second 
time." 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  I  think,  with 
great  submission,  that  it  will  not  be 
difficult  to  show  that  this  clause  is  pro- 
posed upon  a  misunderstanding  of  the 
facts  of  the  case  and  the  position  of  the 
parties.  Great  difficulty  has  been  pro- 
fessed on  the  other  side  of  the  House, 
and,  I  have  not  the  least  doubt,  honestly 
professed;  in  understanding  what  it  i$ 
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the  tenant  has  to  sell.  It  has  been  de- 
scribed under  all  sorts  of  mysterious 
phrases  as  being  impenetrable  and  un- 
intelligible, and  from  that  unintelligibi- 
lity,  which  I  will  suppose  to  be  the  fact, 
inasmuch  as  hon.  Gentlemen  are  the 
best  judges  of  what  they  do  and  what 
they  do  not  understand,  I  think  they 
have  been  led  into  consequences  which 
might  be  ruinous  to  the  Bill.  We,  on 
our  side,  have  always  contended  that  the 
tenant  right  was  a  thing  that  it  was  not 
'3at  all  difficult  to  comprehend.  We  have 
always  contended  that  it  is  a  commodity 
the  tenant  carries  into  the  market,  and 
for  which  people  are  ready  to  give  him 
money — that  it  is  principally  based  on 
the  improvements  which  he  and  his  pre- 
decessors in  title  have  made  on  the  farm; 
but  that  over  and  above  that  he  has  to 
sell  his  right  of  occupancy.  His  right 
of  occupancy  depends,  partly  on  the  par- 
ticular conditions  named  and  attached  to 
that  right  by  the  law  of  the  land,  and 
partly  by  the  state  of  the  market — the 
demand  for  land  as  compared  with  the 
supply.  Well,  how  do  these  considera- 
tions apply  to  the  clause  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman?  Let  me  first  say  that  he 
certainly  deserves  credit  for  his  modera- 
tion in  limiting  the  operation  of  his 
clause  to  the  first  sale  after  the  passing 
of  this  Act.  I  am  not  at  all  aware  why 
it  should  not  be  made  a  permanent  pro- 
vision extending  to  all  sales,  if  it  be 
good  at  all  in  principle.  But  I  contend 
it  is  not  good  in  principle;  it  is  unsound. 
Accepting  the  facts  as  they  have  been 
given  me  by  the  hon.  Gentleman,  I  can- 
not at  all  enter  into  the  question  whe- 
ther these  cases  are  few  or  many,  for 
that  is  really  irrelevant  to  this  particular 
discussion.  The  supposition  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman,  which  I  receive  in  perfect 
good  faith,  is  that  in  certain  cases  the 
landlord  has  paid  to  an  outgoing  tenant 
a  certain  sum  in  respect  of  his  tenancy, 
so  that  the  man  who  is  coming  in  may 
have  no  claim  whatever  in  regard  to 
something  which  he  had  paid  to  the 
tenant.  Very  well,  be  that  so.  What 
is  the  consequence?  The  consequence 
of  that  proceeding  is  to  make  all  the 
improvements  on  the  farm  the  property 
of  the  landlord.  There  can  be  no  doubt 
at  all  about  that ;  if  so,  unquestionably 
the  incoming  tenant  has  no  interest 
whatever  in  the  holding.  He  has  no 
right  to  sell  these  improvements — they 
are  the  landlord's,  as  much  so  as  if  they 


had  originally  been  made  by  the  land- 
lord; and  in  ordinary  circumstances  it 
is  the  sale  of  the  improvements  that  con- 
stitutes the  basis  and  bulk  of  that  inte- 
rest in  the  tenancy  which  the  tenant  has 
got  to  sell.  Of  course,  there  are  other 
things  which  must  be  taken  in  view. 
First  of  all,  they  must  take  into  view  the 
improvements  tlie  incoming  tenant  miffht 
make ;  and,  secondly,  the  value  of  his 
right  of  occupancy.  In  the  case  to  which 
the  hon.  Member  has  referred,  where  a 
particular  man  was,  unfortunately  for 
himself,  a  drunkard,  we  may  assxmie 
that  he  would  make  no  improvements 
on  the  holding ;  but,  at  the  same  time, 
he  has  got  the  occupancy.  You  have 
him  on  me  farm  invested  with  his  ten- 
ancy ;  but  that  will  not  enable  him  to 
get  in  the  market;  such  a  price  as  he 
would  have  obtained  if  the  improve- 
ments had  been  his.  There  is  no  reason 
why,  if  his  right  of  occupancy  is  of  real 
value — and  we  will  not  go  into  a  discus- 
sion of  the  constituent  parts  that  com- 
prise the  occupancy — there  is  no  reason 
why  he  should  not  receive  the  price.  Let 
us  look  at  the  effect  of  the  Amendment 
of  the  hon.  Gentleman.  Suppose  the 
improvements  on  a  farm  to  be  worth 
£200,  and  the  landlord  ^has  paid  £200 
to  the  outgoing  tenant  for  these  im- 
provements. They  have  become  his  pro- 
perty. The  incoming  tenant  takes  no 
interest  in  them  whatever,  and,  conse- 
quently, cannot  sell  the  interest  in  them, 
and  the  presumption  is  that  he  pays 
rent  for  them.  He  has  an  interest  in 
them,  but  cannot  sell  them,  or  convey 
them.  Surely  that  will  operate  un- 
fairly. No  doubt,  the  hon.  Member  has 
brought  in  the  clause  in  perfect  integfrity ; 
but  I  do  not  think  I  shall  be  exagge- 
rating if  I  say  that,  under  all  the  circum- 
stances of  the  case,  it  would  operate 
unjustly. 

Mb.  MULHOLLAND  said,  that  in: 
the  case  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
quoted,  where  £200  had  been  spent 
in  improvements,  in  all  probability  the 
price  paid  for  the  tenant  right  would  be 
£500 ;  the  other  £300  would  represent 
the  goodwill,  which  seemed  to  be  a 
synonym  for  his  right  of  occupancy. 
Under  the  Act  of  1870  tenants  were  in- 
vited to  purchase  the  tenant  right.  He 
would  ask  now,  under  this  Bill,  and 
under  the  interpretation  that  the  Prime 
Minister  had  put  on  it,  what  it  was  that 
the  landlord  did  buy  ?    He  had  bought 
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the  improvemente ;  but  be  did  not  pur- 
chase beyond  that,  although  he  paid  for 
something  beyond  it.  The  Ist  clause 
of  the  present  Bill  only  gave  the  ten- 
antry of  Ireland  exactly  the  equivalent  of 
the  Ulster  tenant  right.  They  had  the 
right  of  free  sale,  and  they  could  sell 
both  their  improvements  and  their  good- 
will ;  and  it  was  clear  that  anyone  sell- 
ing under  the  1st  clause  would  sell 
over  again  what  the  landlord  had  pre- 
viously paid  for.  He  should  have  pre- 
ferred to  have  seen  an  exception  made 
to  the  1st  clause  of  the  Bill,  and  he  could 
not  see  any  logical  reason  for  the  dis- 
tinction made  by  the  Government  when 
they  said  that  where  the  tenant  right 
was  in  the  landlord's  hands  now  it 
should  be  free  from  the  conditions  of 
the  Bill ;  but  where  it  had  been  parted 
with  two  or  three  years  ago  the  case 
was  different.  The  landlord  had  bought 
<<  something,"  and  had  the  other  parted 
with  it  ?  He  did  not  think  so ;  but  the 
tenant  was  now  to  be  allowed  to  sell  the 

goodwill  to  the  landlord  that  he  had 
oubly  paid  for.  The  Prime  Minister 
smiled,  and  perhaps  he  could  not 
imagine  why  any  landlord  should  have 
bought  it.  Probably  no  landlord  would 
have  bought  it  had  he  anticipated  this 
Bill.  There  were  many  landlords  who 
thought  this  competitive  price  given  for 
the  goodwill  was  an  injury  to  the  tenant 
and  to  the  estate,  and  were  willing  to 
pay  the  money  in  order  to  protect  the 
incoming  tenant  and  prevent  him  from 
ruining^  himself.  He  was  surprised  that 
the  Prime  Minister  did  not  see  any  differ- 
ence between  the  first  payment  and  the 
subsequent  payments.  It  seemed  to 
him  that  no  argument  could  be  more 
conclusive  than  that  if  the  tenant  sold 
something  which  had  not  been  trans- 
ferred to  him  by  the  landlord,  whatever 
belonged  to  the  landlord  ought  to  be 
refunded. 

LoKD  EANDOLPH  CHUECHILL 
said,  he  thought  that  the  clause  was 
unnecessary.  If  his  hon.  Friend  would 
look  to  the  Act  of  1870  he  would  find  a 
provision  that  where  the  landlord  had 
purchased  or  acquired  from  the  tenant 
the  Ulster  tenant  right  the  holding 
ceased  to  be  subject  to  the  Ulster  tenant 
right  custom.  The  Ulster  tenant  right 
custom  was  nothing  more  or  less  than 
the  Common  Law  right  of  assign- 
ment. It  included  the  Common  Law 
right  of  assignment  with  this  difference — 
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that  the  landlord,  by  the  Common  Law- 
right  of  assignment,  was  not  bound  to 
recognize  the  assignee  in  connection 
with  the  tenancy,  but  under  the  Ulster 
Custom  he  was  bound  to  do  so.  There- 
fore, if  the  tenant  sold  to  the  landlord 
the  Common  Law  right  of  assignment 
which  he  possessed  he  had  nothing 
whatever  to  sell.  If  the  landlord  had 
bought  up  the  Ulster  tenant  right  cus- 
tom or  analogous  usage,  and  the  interest 
came  to  be  sold,  the  landlord  could  take 
documents  into  Court  to  prove  that  the* 
tenant  had  sold  him  the  right  of  assign- 
ment which  he  possessed. 

Mr.  MACFAllLANE  said,  the  noble 
Lord  had  referred  the  Mover  of  this 
Amendment  to  the  Act  of  1870  ;  but  if 
he  referred  to  the  1st  clause  of  the  BiU 
he  would  find  that  the  case  was  fully 
met  by  the  provision  that  where  a  ten- 
ant sold  his  tenancy  to  any  person  other 
than  the  landlord,  the  landlord  might, 
at  any  time  within  the  prescribed  pe- 
riod, give  notice  both  to  the  outgoing 
tenant  and  to  the  purchaser  of  any  sums 
which  he  might  claim  from  the  outgoing 
tenant  for  arrears  of  rent  or  otherwise. 
Further,  sub*  section  9  provided  that — 

<<  Where  any  purchase  money  had  heen  paid 
into  Court  it  shall  be  lawful  for  the  landlord 
and  also  for  the  outgoing  tenant  and  for  the 
purchaser  to  make  apphcations  to  the  Court 
in  respect  of  such  purchase  money." 

Now,  if  the  landlord  made  application 
to  the  Court  under  that  sub-section, 
surely  it  would  be  open  to  him  to  show 
that  he  had  already  purchased  the  ten- 
ant right  which  had  been  sold  to  the 
incoming  tenant ;  and  if  that  was  so  the 
landlord  was  absolutely  protected  from 
the  second  sale  of  a  thing  which  he  him- 
self had  purchased.  He  would  not  refer 
to  the  clause  of  the  Act  of  1 870  quoted 
by  the  noble  Lord  ;  but,  judging  from 
the  intelligent  interest  taken  by  the 
noble  Lord  in  the  provisions  of  the  Bill, 
he  felt  sure  he  had  taken  a  correct  view 
of  the  subject.  For  his  own  part,  upon 
the  grounds  he  had  stated,  he  must  say 
there  was  no  necessity  for  this  Amend- 
ment. 

Lord  GEOEGE  HAMILTON  pointed 
out  to  the  Prime  Minister  that  unless 
he  accepted  some  such  provision  as  that 
contained  in  the  Amendment  before  the 
Committee,  the  landlord,  whenever  he 
had  bought  up  the  tenant  right,  would 
be  forced  to  apply  to  the  Court  under 
Clause  7  to  have  the  rent  raised.     It 
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was  clear  that  if  the  landlord  had  bought 
up  the  tenant  right  of  a  holding  and 
had  not  placed  upon  that  holding 
an  additional  rent,  the  tenant,  when  he 
sold  his  interest  in  that  holding,  would 
sell  the  value  of  the  tenant  right  which 
the  landlord  had  bought  up.  The  land- 
lord, in  order  to  protect  himself,  would 
be  compelled  to  go  to  the  Court  to  have 
the  rent  settled,  regard  being  had  to 
the  interest  of  the  landlord  and  tenant 
respectively.  There  could  be  no  doubt 
that  the  interest  of  the  landlord  would 
be  included  in  the  tenant  right  bought 
up,  and  the  landlord  would  be  forced  to 
apply  to  the  Court  to  fix  the  highest 
rent  for  the  holding.  Now,  he  did  not 
think  it  advisable  to  put  the  landlord  in 
that  dilemma.  They  had  all  along  been 
told  that  the  landlord  might  protect  his 
interest  by  raising  the  rent ;  but  that 
was  the  very  thing  which  his  hon. 
Friend  (Mr.  Fitzpatrick)  wanted  to 
avoid.  For  his  own  part,  he  felt  cer- 
tain that  unless  some  provision  of  the 
kind  proposed  by  his  hon.  Friend  were 
inserted  in  the  Bill  many  landlords 
would  be  obliged  to  apply  to  the  Court 
who  otherwise  would  not  do  so. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  said,  he  did  not 
see  the  case  in  the  same  light  as  the 
noble  Lord  at  aU.  Take  the  case  put 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Portarlington 
(Mr.  Fitzpatrick)  by  way  of  illustration. 
The  landlord  himself  bought  the  interest 
of  the  tenant  rather  than  allow  it  to  be 
sold  to  others ;  he  put  a  value  on  the 
improvements,  and  something  more  for 
any  interest  the  tenant  had.  The  land- 
lord then  got  into  possession  of  the  hold- 
ing, and  having  paid  for  the  improve- 
ments they  became  his  own ;  he  could 
now  do  what  he  liked  with  the  holding, 
but,  not  choosing  to  keep  it  unused,  he 
transferred  to  another  tenant  the  right 
of  occupation  which  was  formerly  in  the 
original  tenant.  If  he  did  not  change 
the  rent,  he  had,  it  must  be  assumed, 
some  g^od  reason  for  it ;  but,  presumably, 
he  would  let  anew  at  a  rent  which  would 
pay  interest  on  his  outlay  as  an  invest- 
ment, or,  if  he  did  not  raise  it,  it  would, 
no  doubt,  be  because  it  was  already  a 
sufficient  one,  even  giving  the  landlord 
credit  for  the  improvements  he  had  thus 
acquired. 

LoED  JOHN  MANNERS  said,  that 
he  had  failed  to  recognize  in  the  speech 
of  the  right  hon.  andleamed  Gentleman 


the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland  any 
reference  to  the  comments  of  the  noble 
Lord  upon  the  existing  law.  He  wished 
to  know  whether  the  clause  of  the  Act 
of  1870,  to  which  his  noble  Friend  had 
alluded,  was  or  was  not  affected  by  the 
Ist  clause  of  the  Bill  ? 

Mb.  WARTON  said,  he  should  like  to 
supplement  the  observation  of  the  noble 
Lord  who  had  just  spoken  by  asking 
the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland  the 
exact  relation  in  which  this  Bill  stood  to 
the  Act  of  1870.  The  Government  had 
repealed  one  section  and  partly  repealed 
another ;  and  he  wished  to  know  whether 
the  1st  section  of  that  Act  remained  in 
f  uU  force  ? 

The  attorney  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  said,  that  the  two 
Acta  were  to  be  read  together.  If  the 
hon.  Member  referred  to  the  47th  clause, 
he  would  see  that  it  provided  machinery 
for  carrying  out  the  Act  of  1870. 

LoBD  JOHN  MANNERS  said,  he  did 
not  think  that  the  point  raised  by  his 
noble  Friend  (Lord  Randolph  Churchill) 
had  been  answered.  Did  the  section  on 
which  his  noble  Friend  founded  himself 
apply  to  Clause  I  of  this  Bill  ? 

The  attorney  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  :  Yes. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  his  ri^ht  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  had  g^ven  his  opi- 
nion as  to  the  relation  between  the  Act 
of  1870  and  the  Bill.  The  Government 
had  quite  enough  to  do  to  answer  the 
questions  of  the  noble  Lord,  without 
being  led  into  devious  paths  by  their  re- 
new^ in  different  forms. 

LoBD  JOHN  MANNERS  said,  he 
asked  an  extremely  simple  question,  and 
did  not  want  the  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland  to  deviate  into  any  paths  at  all. 
Was  the  section  of  the  Act,  to  which  his 
noble  Friend  referred,  overruled  by  the 
1st  clause  of  this  Bill  ? 

The  attorney  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  :  No. 

Mb.  FITZPATRICK  said,  he  had 
heard  no  answer  at  all  to  the  arguments 
urged  in  favour  of  his  proposal  which 
had  been  put  forward  in  the  most  mode- 
rate and  temperate  form  ;  and  he  should, 
therefore,  be  obliged  to  put  the  Com- 
mittee to  the  trouble  of  a  division. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  78; 
Noes  210  :    Majority  132.— (Div.  List, 
I  No.  324.) 

iniriy-third  Night.'l 
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Sir  GEOEGE  CAMPBELL  said,  lie 
had  placed  a  clause  on  the  Paper  with 
the  object,  not  of  promoting  any  lengthy 
discussion,  but  of  ascertaining  exactly 
what  were  the  rights  of  present  tenants 
with  regard  to  the  continuity  of  their 
tenure.  The  clause  which  he  intended 
to  move  declared  that  a  present  tenant 
had  a  continuous  right  of  occupancy. 
He  had  been  rather  puzzled  as  to  the 
word  he  should  use  to  express  that  form 
of  right ;  he  dare  not  use  the  word  **  per- 
petuity ;  "  and  had,  therefore,  chosen  the 
phrase  *'  continuing  right  of  occupancy." 
He  left  it  to  the  Government  to  say  whe- 
ther the  clause  was  unnecessary,  or  whe- 
ther the  proposition  contained  in  it  was 
untrue.  . 

Amendment  proposed,  after  Clause  2, 
insert  new  Clause — 

(Continuity  of  tenure.) 

"  Every  tenant  in  this  Act  described  as  a 
present  tenant,  and  to  whom  all  the  provisions 
of  the  Act  regarding  present  tenants  apply,  has 
a  continuing  right  of  occupancy  in  his  holding, 
Bubiect  to  the  rent  payable  for  the  time  being, 
or  determined  from  time  to  time  under  the  pro- 
visions of  this  Act,  and  to  the  other  conditions 
in  this  Act  prescribed." — {Sir  Oeorge  Camp^ 
bell,) 

New  Clause  brought  up,  and  read  the 
first  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  the  Clause  be  read  a  second 
time." 

SiE  JOSEPH  M'KENNA  said,  he 
hoped  the  hon.  Member  for  Kirkcaldy 
would  not  press  this  clause,  as  it  was 
merely  an  expression  of  what  he  under- 
stood to  be  the  effect  of  the  Bill. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  said,  the  clause 
was  quite  unnecessary,  as  the  continuity 
of  Occupancy  was  already  in  the  tenant 
subject  to  the  provisions  of  the  Bill. 

Amendment  negatwed, 

Mr.  CHARLES  RUSSELL  said,  that 
as  the  clause  of  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  with  reference  to  agricultural 
labourers  partly  —  but  certainly  not 
adequately — secured  the  object  he  had 
in  view  in  placing  the  Amendment  on 
the  Paper  which  stood  in  his  name, 
and  as  he  was  desirous  at  that  stage  of 
the  Bill  not  to  occupy  the  time  of  the 
Committee  if  it  could  be  possibly  avoided, 
he  did  not  intend  to  move  it. 


The  chairman  pointed  out  that 
the  next  Amendment  in  the  name  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Wicklow  County 
(Mr.  W.  J.  Corbet)  was  inconsistent  with 
Clauses  7  and  4  of  the  Bill,  and  could 
not,  therefore,  be  put. 

Mr.  R.  power  said,  he  was  wrtj 
the  Government  had  not  seen  their  way 
to  deal  with  a  great  evil  affectrng  Ire- 
land. It  appeared  to  him  that  in  no 
period  of  the  history  of  Ireland  had  the 
evil  of  absenteeism  been  felt  more  in- 
tensely by  the  people  than  during  the 
last  two  or  three  years,  when  poverty, 
want,  and  misery  came  home  to  them 
in  the  most  aggravated  form.  He  had 
framed  an  Amendment  in  connection 
with  this  subject  of  the  most  moderate 
character,  and  submitted  it  in  that 
shape  in  the  hope  that  it  would  have 
some  chance  of  being  accepted  by 
the  Government.  In  considering  this 
question  it  was,  of  course,  necessary 
that  some  examination  should  be  made 
of  previous  history  and  the  various 
attempts  that  had  been  made  to  check 
the  evil  of  absenteeism  in  Ireland ;  and 
it  would  be  found  that  so  far  back  as 
the  Reign  of  Henry  II.  a  most  stringent 
Act  was  passed,  which  provided  that  all 
manner  of  persons  whatsoever  who  had 
any  lands  or  tenements  in  Ireland  should 
reside  or  dwell  upon  the  same,  and  that 
all  such  as  had  there  any  castles  or 
other  forts  thereupon  should  also  dwell 
therein,  otherwise  the  Government  might 
dispose  of  half  their  living.  Such  was 
the  nature  of  the  very  stringent  Act 
passed  in  the  Reign  of  Henry  H.,  and 
if  they  went  forward  a  little  further 
they  would  find  that  in  the  Reign  of 
Richard  II.  it  was  enacted  that  all  per- 
sons holding  property  in  Ireland  should 
reside  there  or  else  pay  a  tax  to  the 
amount  of  two-thirds  of  their  Irish 
rental,  and  that  all  persons  who  attended 
English  Universities,  or  were  absent 
by  special  licence,  were  exempted  from 
the  penalties  of  the  Act.  That  Act 
worked  well  for  a  time ;  but,  unfortu- 
nately, the  power  so  reserved  to  the 
Crown  to  grant  leave  of  absence  was 
exercised  to  such  an  extent  that  it  be- 
came of  little  value  for  the  purpose  for 
which  it  was  intended.  In  considering 
this  question  hon.  Members  should  al- 
ways bear  in  mind  that  one  of  the  con- 
ditions on  which  these  absentee  proprie- 
tors xeceived  their  property  was.  that 
they  should  live  on  their  estates  and 
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discbai^e  the  dutdeawhicli  they  owed  to 
the  community  at  large.  Again,  hon. 
Members  would  find  that  the  Irish  Par- 
liament was  also  alive  to  the  orile  wbich 
this  Byatem  of  absenteeism  brought  upon 
the  country;  and  in  1716  a  tax  of  4«.  in 
the  pound  was  levied  on  all  profits, 
employments,  fees,  and  pensions  derived 
from  Ireland  in  all  cases  where  the 
receiver  did  not  reside  in  the  country 
for  six  months  in  the  year.  It  would 
be  seen  from  these  references  to  history 
that  various  attempts  had  been  made  to 
check  the  effects  of  absenteeism  in  Ire- 
land. He  was,  of  couree,  aware  that 
his  proposal  would  not  receive  the  sup- 
port of  political  economists;  but  he  could 
never  understand  the  principle  which 
they  laid  down,  that  money  which  was 
derived  from  the  soil  of  Ireland,  and 
which  was  spent  in  other  countries, 
operated  quite  as  much  for  the  good  of 
Ireland  as  if  it  was  spent  there.  On 
the  contrary,  in  making  these  observa- 
tions, he  reminded  the  Committee  that 
there  was  nothing  wild  or  revolutionary 
in  the  ideas  put  forward  by  Irish  Mem- 
bers on  this  subject,  because  they  had 
good  precedents  for  the  course  they  ad- 
vocated ;  and,  moreover,  their  country 
bore  witness  to  the  evil  effects  of  the 
system  which  they  sought  to  remedy. 
But  there  was  one  argument  in  favour 
of  such  a  course  to  which  no  disciple  of 
political  economy  should  refuse  to  listen, 
and  that  was  the  moral  effect  whioh 
absenteeism  had  upon  the  community  at 
large.  It  was  to  the  landlords  that  the 
people  looked  for  encouragement  in 
works  of  utility,  which  tended  to  the 
development  of  their  resources,  and  to 
the  establishment  of  peace  andorder ;  and 
he  maintained  that  oy  the  severance  of 
the  relations  of  the  landlord  and  the 
tenant  the  dpors  of  generosity,  of  mutual 
snpport,  BO  necessary  in  the  interest  of 
both,  would  be  dosed  between  them. 
As  a  particular  instance  of  the  evils  of 
absenteeism  he  would  allude  to  a  body 
of  persons  in  the  North  of  Ireland 
called  the  Irish  Society,  composed,  as 
be  believed,  of  the  members  of  the  Cor- 
poration of  the  City  of  London,  and, 
with  regard  to  them,  he  would  not  de- 
tain the  Committee  longer  than  by 
observing  that  the  manner  in  which 
their  estates  were  managed  was  not 
entisfoctory.  But  he  was  obliged  to  re- 
mind hon.  Afembers  of  a  case  brought 
into  the  Dublin  Courts  two  yeara  a^o 
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in  connection  with  the  Patriotic  ^e 
Assurance  iCompany,  and  on  which  ODoa- 
sion  the  Judge  said-— 

"  Could  BQCh  a  syitem  exist  were  the  land- 
lord reaident ;  where  the  landlord  would  have 
personal  interviews  with  hXa  tecants  F  Bi^t 
dealinft  with  thia  Compasf ,  it  was  highly  i.^- 
prabatje  that  an;  one  at  the  tenants  woula  evar 
Bee  a  landlord  m  lie  fleah,  tu  thU  Compaoj 
were  non-reBidcDt,  and  Dever  came  to  Ireland  to 
diKborge  ther*  the  duties  which  the  ownen  of 
property  owed  it  to  the  country  to  discharge." 
He  would  also  refer  to  the  recommen- 
dation of  a  Select  Committee  of  that 
House,  who  sat  in  18SS,  and  who  de- 
clared in  their  Beport  that  in  dosing 
their  labours,  which  had  continued  during 
three  Sessions — 

' '  Tour  Committee  feel  an  euneBt  hope  that 
the  peculiai  situation  in  which  Dublin  hat  been 
placed  by  the  Union  will  not  be  lost  ngbt 
of  by  the  House.  Prior  to  that  event,  9B 
Peers,  and  a  proportionate  number  of  wealthy 
Commoners,  inhabited  the  city.  The  effect  <n 
the  Union  haa  been  the  withdrawal  from  Dublin 
of  many  of  thoee  who  were  most  likely  to 
contribute  most  effectually  to  iU  opulence  and 
its  importance.  The  increase  of  the  industrious 
and  middle  classes,  bo  desirable  under  all  cir- 
cumstances, is  checked  by  the  exaggerated  pres- 
sure of  local  taxation." 

That  recommendation,  like  many  other 
recommendations  on  Irish  affaira,  was 
treated,  be  regretted  to  say,  with  very 
little  attention.  But,  coming  nearer  to 
our  own  times,  there  was  one  man  who, 
he  believed,  had  he  lived,  would  have 
solved  this  question  long  since.  He  re- 
ferred to  Lord  George  Bentinck,  who 
expressed  a  hope  that  some  arrange- 
ment might  be  made  which  would  com- 
pel absentee  landlords  to  contribute  to 
the  wants  of  the  poor  in  Ireland,  and 
suggested  that  there  should  be  two  poor 
rates  introduced,  by  which  means,  as 
appealing  to  their  interests,  absentee 
landlords  would  be  induced  to  reside  in 
Ireland.  It  was  that  opinion  of  Xiord 
George  Bentinck  that  encouraged  him 
to  lay  his  proposal  before  the  Committee ; 
and  he  trusted  that  the  Government 
would,  by  accepting  it,  lend  their  assist- 
ance to  check,  to  some  extent,  the  great 
evil  under  which  Ireland  had  so  long 
suffered.  He  be^ed  to  move  the  Amend- 
ment standing  m  his  name. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  P'>ge  8,  after 

ClanseT,  insert  the  following  Clause : — 

(Provision  as  to  absentee  landlords,) 

*'  Any  person  who  under   any  tenancy  be- 
comes the  occupier  or  tenant  of  anjr 
liaU«  to  crsnd  jury  com,  fnd  whois 

inirty-third  Ifight.'] 
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pay  a  rent  in  respect  of  the  same  to  an  absentee 
landlord,  shall  be  entitled  each  year  to  deduct 
from  such  rent  the  sum  which  he  shall  have 
during  such  years  paid  as  grand  jury  cess. 
In  case  of  dispute  as  to  whether  the  landlord 
comes  within  the  meaning  of  the  word  *  absen- 
tee/ and  is  without  fixed  residence  in  Ireland, 
the  same  shall  on  application  be  determined  by 
the  Court  according  to  the  circumstances  of  the 
case.** — {Mr.  Richard  Power,) 

New  Clause  brought  upf  and  read  the 
first  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**That  the  Clause  be  read  a  second 
time." 


Mr.   GLADSTONE:    I   am  sorry  I 
can  only  meet  the  proposal  of  the  hon. 
Member  who  has  just  sat  down  with  a 
refusal.     I  wish  to  say  nothing  which 
will  lead  to  the  supposition  that  we  do 
not  view  the  subject  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber's Amendment  as  one  of  importance. 
On  the  contrary,  the  question  raised  by 
the  hon.  Member  with  reference  to  ab- 
sentee landlords  is,  I  think,  one  of  very 
great    gravity.     I    do    not    adopt    the 
theory  of  those  who  who  have  under- 
taken, at  times,  to  prove  that  absen- 
teeism is  not  a  misfortune  to  Ireland, 
in  an  economic  sense;  and,  morally,  I 
estimate  it  as  a  very  great  misfortune 
and  disadvantage.     But  I  should   say 
that  the  proposal  of  the  hon.  Member  is 
not  germane  to  the    present  Bill.    I 
think  that  a  question  appertaining  to 
the  local  rates  in  Ireland  is  one  which 
ought  to  be  dealt  with,  if  at  all,  in  a 
separate    Bill,   and  not  in   connection 
with  a  Land  Bill.    But  there  is  one  dif- 
ficulty, which  I  must  point  out,  in  the 
clause  proposed  by  the  hon.  Member,  to 
which  he  nas  not  referred  in  the  speech 
which  he  has  just  made,  and  that  is  the 
difficulty,  perhaps  the  impossibility,  of 
defining  what  is  an  absentee  landlord. 
In  the  time  of  Henry  II.,  and  in  Tudor 
and  Stuart  times,  the  Executive  Govern- 
ment undertook  to  make  definitions  for 
itself.     But  the  hon.  Member  proposes 
to  refer  this  definition  to  the  Court,  and 
I  find,  even  in  the  clause  itself,  sufficient 
indication  of  the  difficulty  under  which 
the  hon.  Member  laboured,  because  he 
says,  in  case  of  dispute,  it  is  the  duty  of 
the  Court  to  ascertain  two  things ;  first 
of  all,  whether  the  landlord  comes  within 
the  meaning  of  the  word  '*  absentee ; " 
and,  secondly,  whether  he  is  without 
fixed  residence  in  Ireland.    These  two 
things  are  perfectly  distinct  from  each 


other ;  and  I  believe  the  late  Lord  Hert- 
ford was  the  only  man  who  would  have 
been  hit  by  this  clause,  because  there  is 
no  doubt  that  he  was  an  absentee  Icmd- 
lord,  and  had  no  fixed  residence  in  Ire- 
land, although  he  derived  a  large  income 
from  estates  in  that  country.  To  define 
an  absentee  landlord  is,  I  believe,  be- 
yond the  power  of  any  legislator,  and  to 
refer  it  to  the  Court  would  evidently  be 
placing  on  the  Court  the  necessity  of  de- 
ciding a  question  entirely  beyond  their 
power.  In  expressing  my  inability  to 
admit  the  clause  of  the  hon.  Member,  I 
may  say  I  hope  he  will  not  think  I  have 
treated  his  proposal  with  any  disrespect, 
because  I  admit  the  gravity  of  the  mat- 
ters involved  in  it ;  and  if  he  can  see  his 
way  to  make  a  proposal  to  lay  special 
burdens  on  absentee  proprietors,  I 
should  strongly  affirm  his  right  to  do  it, 
if  he  thinks  fit. 

Mb.  GREGOEY  said,  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister seemed  to  indicate  an  impression 
on  his  mind  that  some  liability  should 
appertain  to  absentee  proprietors ;  but, 
for  his  own  part,   he  could  not  help 
thinking  that  "absentee"   proprietors 
were,  in  many  cases,  the  best  proprie- 
tors in  Ireland.     He  recollected  that  50 
years  ago  he  was  taken  over  the  estate, 
in  Ireland,  by  the  agent  of  one  of  these 
so-called  absentees,  who  pointed  out  to 
him  the  many  and  important  improve- 
ments made  by  himself  in  respect  of 
drainage,  fencing,  and  agricultural  works 
of  all  kinds,  but  observed  that  the  land- 
lord, for  all  the  outlay  he  had  made, 
had  not  received  the  return  of  1«.    The 
hon.  Member,   in  laying  his  proposal 
before  the  Committee,  had  referred  to 
some  public  Companies  as  absentee  pro- 
prietors; but  he  (Mr.  Gregory)  doubted 
whether  there  were  any  estates  in  Ireland 
better  managed  than  those  of  the  Lon- 
don Societies,  and  he  believed  that  their 
outlay  was  beyond  that  of  any  ordinary 
proprietor  in  the  district.    It  seemed  to 
him  that  if  this  Bill  became  law  it  would 
be  likely  to  promote  absenteeism  in  Ire- 
land, because,  whatever  might  be  said, 
the  Government  were  reducing  the  land- 
lord to  a  position  very  much  like  that  of 
a  rent-charger.     They  were  depriving 
him  of  the  rights  which  attached  and 
contributed  to  the  enjoyment  of  pro- 
perty in  this  country,   and  the  land- 
lord would  no  longer  be  able  to  deal 
with  his  own  as  he  could  at  present ;  he 
would  have  to  look  more  to  ike  revenue 
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than  to  any  enjoyment  which  could  be 
derived  from  it.  It  was,  therefore,  im- 
possible that  landlords  deprived  of  the 
rights  which  attached  to  the  owner- 
ship of  land  in  England  and  other  coun- 
tries should  feel  much  interest  in  their 
Irish  estates. 

Mr.  W.  J.  CORBET  said,  the  Com- 
mittee had  but  little  idea  of  the  great 
extent  of  absenteeism  in  Ireland,  an  evil 
which  was  not  felt  at  all  in  England,  be- 
cause of  the  reciprocity  which  existed 
there.  No  doubt,  there  were  many 
English  absentee  landlords;  but  this 
was  compensated  for  by  the  number  of 
persons  who  came  to  England  from  all 
parts  of  the  world,  and,  therefore,  he 
spoke  of  reciprocity,  which  did  not  exist 
in  Ireland.  The  non-resident  Irish  pro- 
prietors numbered  2,973,  and  the  area 
of  their  estates  was  5,127,167  acres, 
with  a  valuation  of  £2,476,816,  to  which, 
if  one-third  were  added  for  the  difference 
between  valuation  and  rental,  there 
would  result  the  sum  of  £3,294,421  as 
rental,  an  enormous  amount,  but  which, 
nevertheless,  did  not  represent  the  whole 
drain  upon  Ireland  caused  by  absen- 
teeism, because  a  great  number  of  so- 
called  resident  proprietors  spent  a  large 
portion  of  their  revenue  in  England,  and 
when  they  came  to  Ireland  it  was  only 
for  the  purpose  of  saving  and  not  of 
spending  money.  Again,  the  number  of 
Companies  which  held  land  in  Ireland 
was  161,  the  area  of  their  property  was 
584,327  acres,  anditsvaluation£234, 768. 
From  these  figures  it  would  be  seen  that 
considerably  more  than  one  quarter  of 
the  area  of  Ireland  was  held  by  absen- 
tees, and  the  effect  of  this  upon  the 
agriculture  of  the  country  might  be  very 
easily  understood.  Everyone  would 
know  that  if  one  took  out  of  a  farm 
everything  that  it  would  produce  and 
put  nothing  back,  the  soil  would  be  ex- 
hausted ;  and  it  was  precisely  that  result, 
metaphorically  speaking,  which  had 
taken  place  in  Ireland  owing  to  the  sys- 
tem of  absenteeism,  which  had  gone  on 
for  generations.  It  was  England  that 
had  created  thi?  system,  and  it  was  to 
that  House  that  Irish  Members  looked  to 
remove  the  evil.  He  should  most  cor- 
dially support  the  clause  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Waterford. 

Mb.  R.  power  said,  after  the  speech 
of  the  Prime  Minister,  he  did  not  intend 
to  put  the  Conmiittee  to  the  trouble  of  a 
divisioxi.    K  the  right  hon.  Qentleman 


was  still  in  want  of  a  definition  of  an 
*'  absentee,"  it  would  not  be  necessarv 
to  go  back  to  the  Reign  of  Henry  II., 
because  in  1715  it  was  enacted  that  4«. 
in  the  pound  was  levied  on  propety  in 
all  cases  where  the  landlord  did  not  reside 
in  the  country  for  six  months  in  the 
year.  But  perhaps  the  best  definition 
was  that  of  Dean  Swift,  who  said  that 
an  absentee  landlord  '*  was  an  Irish 
landlord  who  lived  in  England  on  his 
Irish  estates." 

Mr.  PARNELL  said,  he  had  an 
Amendment  on  the  Paper  to  give  power 
to  the  Court — 

"  Where  application  is  made  by  the  landlord 
in  the  Court,  under  the  provisions  of  the  pre- 
vious section,  to  fix  a  fair  rent  in  respect  of 
any  holding,  the  tenant  of  which  alleges  that 
the  landlord  is  an  absentee,  the  Court  may 
refuse  to  accede  to  the  application  on  the  ground 
that  the  absence  of  the  landlord  from  his  estate 
is  of  such  an  extent  and  character  as  to  dis- 
entitle him  to  make  such  application.*' 

He  thought  this  would  have  been  the 
best  way  of  approaching  the  subject  of 
absenteeism ;  but  he  understood  that 
the  Chairman  had  ruled  that  the  clause 
could  not  be  put;  and,  therefore,  he 
would  merely  say  that  he  regretted 
that  he  should  not  be  able  to  put  the 
matter  before  the  Committee  in  that 
shape,  because  he  believed  he  would 
have  been  able  to  show,  on  unanswer- 
able grounds,  that  absentee  landlords 
ought  to  be  treated  on  a  different  basis 
to  other  landlords.  Now,  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  hon.  Member  for  Waterford 
approached  this  matter  in  a  milder 
way,  and  he  was  sorry  that  the  Prime 
Minister  had  not  seen  his  way  to  accept 
his  proposal.  He  certainly  thought  that 
landlords  who  lived  out  of  Ireland  for 
nine  or  ten  months  in  the  year  ought  to 
have  some  mark  attached  to  them  as 
regarded  their  treatment  under  this  Bill. 
It  was  clearly  improper  that  a  landlord 
who  derived  a  large  income  from  Ireland, 
and  who  spent  but  a  very  small  portion 
of  it  in  that  country,  should  receive  all 
the  advantages  which  this  Bill  would 
undoubtedly  confer  upon  Irish  landlords 
by  many  of  its  clauses.  They  would  be 
better  able  to  tell  after  six  months  how 
this  matter  stood  ;  but  his  idea  was  that, 
if  the  landlords  chose  to  apply  to  the 
Court  to  fix  a  judicial  rent,  the  result 
would  be  a  very  material  increase  of 
rent,  and,  consequently,  considerable 
dissatisfaoiion  amongst   their   tenants. 

[nirtg'iMrd  Night'] 
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He  found  there  were  2,973  absentee 
proprietors  in  Ireland,  owning  5,000,000 
acres  of  the  best  land  of  the  country,  and 
who  spent  most  of  the  money  derived 
therefrom  out  of  the  country — that  was 
to  say,  £3,500,000  annually.  He  thought 
the  policy  of  separate  treatment  for  ab- 
sentee landlords  was  very  important, 
especially  when  taken  in  connection  with 
the  general  character  of  the  Bill,  which 
would,  undoubtedly,  establish  a  uniform 
rate  of  rent,  to  which  landlords  and  ten- 
ants would  be  able  to  appeal.  In  fact, 
in  the  course  of  five  or  six  months  after 
the  passing  of  the  Bill,  it  would  be  pos- 
sible for  tenants  in  any  part  of  Ireland 
to  know  what  judicial  rent  the  Court 
would  fix  in  respect  of  holdings  through- 
out Ireland. 

Mr.  T.  p.  0»C0NN0R  wished  also  to 
express  regpret  that  the  Government  had 
not  seen  their  way  to  deal  with  the  ques- 
tion of  absenteeism.  There  were  several 
reasons  why  the  Government  should 
take  up  this  question,  one  of  them  being 
that  the  proposal  they  might  make  would 
not  meet  with  any  serious  objection  from 
any  section  of  the  House.  He  was  not, 
of  course,  qualified  to  speak  as  to  the 
opinion  upon  this  subject  which  was  en- 
tertcdned  by  Conservative  Gentlemen  in 
that  House  ;  but  he  believed  he  was  cor- 
rect in  saying  that  their  feelings  were 
quite  as  strong  as  those  of  Irish  Mem- 
bers with  regard  to  its  injurious  effects 
upon  the  people  of  Ireland.  He  knew 
of  one  Conservative  Gentleman  who 
evinced,  in  quite  as  strong  terms  as  any 
Irish  Member,  his  feeling  with  regard 
to  absenteeism  in  Ireland ;  and  the  feel- 
ing which  he  believed  to  exist  amongst 
the  Conservative  Party  was  one  reason 
why  the  Government,  if  they  saw  their 
way  to  deal  with  the  question,  would 
not  be  overloading  their  Bill,  because 
their  proposal  would  not  be  likely  to 
receive  any  serious  opposition.  Another 
reason  was  because  the  Bill  would  do 
little  for  Ireland  unless  it  materially  in- 
creased the  application  of  capital  in  Ire- 
land ;  and  how  could  it  do  that  when  it 
allowed  one-third  of  the  whole  rental  of 
the  country  to  be  exported?  He  did 
not  know  what  were  the  exact  figures, 
nor  had  he  the  means  of  testing  the 
accuracy  of  the  Estimates  which  were 
made  of  the  amount  annually  taken 
away  from  Ireland  under  this  head  ;  but 
he  believed  that  the  sum  drawn  annually 
from  the  country  by  absentee  landlords 

Mr.  Pam$U 


was  estimated  at  from  £3,000,000  to 
£4,000,000.  It  was  impossible  that,  as 
long  as  this  large  drain  continued,  there 
could  be  prosperity  in  Ireland ;  and  it 
appeared  to  him  that,  in  dealing  with 
this  question  of  land  tenure,  and  endea^ 
vouring  to  promote  the  future  agricul- 
tural resources  of  the  country,  they  had 
committed  the  error  in  passing  by  and 
entirely  ignoring  one  of  the  most  radical 
evils  of  the  land  system.  He  would 
point  to  one  or  two  other  questions  raised 
in  the  course  of  this  discussion — the 
question  relating  to  the  agricultural 
labourer.  When  that  was  raised  at 
first,  there  seemed  to  be  an  eager  com- 
petition between  the  different  sections 
of  the  House  as  to  which  would  prove 
to  be  the  true  friend  of  the  agricultural 
labourer.  He  was  not  going  to  analyze 
motives,  but  it  appeared  to  him  that  the 
Conservative  Party  took  up  the  question 
because  the  agricultural  labourer  offered 
a  convenient  form  of  working  against 
the  tenant  farmers,  and  that  the  Liberal 
Party  did  so  because  it  was  a  convenient 
counterpoise,  while  Irish  Members  sit- 
ting below  the  Gangway  on  that  side  of 
the  House  were  said  to  have  taken  it  up 
from  motives  of  the  darkest  and  most 
dire  character.  He  wished  to  draw  at- 
tention to  the  fact  that  when  the  case  of 
the  agricultural  labourer  came  before 
the  House,  although  it  was  foreign  to 
the  purport  of  the  Bill,  every  section  of 
opinion  amongst  hon.  Members  was 
joined  in  pressing  it  on  the  attention  of 
the  Government,  while,  at  the  same 
time,  the  Government  devoted  a  large 
amount  of  time  and  energy  to  the  sub- 
ject. But,  after  all,  was  not  the  truest 
way  of  approaching  the  question  to  in- 
crease the  wages  fund  of  the  country  ? 
And  how  could  that  be  attempted  while 
one- third  of  the  rental  went  out  of  the 
country  ? 

The  chairman  pointed  out  that 
the  hon.  Member  was  travelling  beyond 
the  Question  before  the  Committee. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR,  of  course, 
submitted  at  once  to  the  ruling  of  the 
Chairman.  He  had  been  endeavouring 
to  reply  to  the  argument  of  the  Prime 
Minister,  which  he  understood  to  be 
that  the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Waterford  was  rather  foreign  to 
the  purpose  of  the  Bill,  and  that  it  was 
an  Amendment  of  a  kind  which,  accord- 
ing to  the  practice  of  the  House  of  Com- 
monsi  oould  not  be  dealt  with ;  and  }ie 
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was  endeavouring  to  show  how  the  Go- 
yerninent  had  dealt  with  another  matter 
which,  to  his  mind,  was  far  more  foreign 
to  the  Bill. 

The  chairman  said,  this  was 
probably,  a  fitting  moment  to  point  out 
why  it  was  that  he  had  ruled  two  Amend- 
ments out  of  Order  and  allowed  this  one 
to  be  discussed .  The  reason  for  this  was 
that  the  question  of  county  cess  was  de- 
termined by  the  56th  clause  of  the  Act 
of  1 870,  and,  therefore,  might  be  amended 
by  a  Bill  of  a  like  character. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  understood  the 
provisions  of  the  Bill  as  passed  provided 
for  the  application  to  the  Court  with  re- 
gard to  fixing  a  fair  rent,  but  that  no- 
thing was  said  in  regard  to  the  persons 
who  made  the  application.  The  Bill  did 
not  contain  any  provision  for  the  ex- 
clusion of  any  particular  class  of  land- 
lords ;  and  he  should  be  glad  if  the 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  were  able 
to  take  advantage  of  the  raising  of  the 
question  dealt  with  in  the  present  Amend- 
ment to  give  some  indication  of  his  own 
opinions  on  the  subject,  and  also  of  his 
willingness  to  co-operate  with  Irish  Mem- 
bers in  making  some  proposal  for  the 
purpose  of  dealing  with  the  grave  and 
serious  evil  of  absenteeism. 

Lord  JOHN  MANNERS  remarked, 
that  the  hon.  Member  who  had  just  sat 
down  had  expressed  his  belief  that 
Conservative  Members  of  the  House 
would  take  the  same  view  as  himself 
with  regard  to  the  evils  of  absenteeism. 
He  did  not  pretend  to  speak  in  their 
behalf  with  the  same  authority  as  that 
claimed  by  the  hon.  Member;  but  he 
believed  that  everybody  would  wish  to 
see  Irish  proprietors  resident  on  their 
estates  during  a  great  part  of  the  year. 
To  that  extent  he  agreed  with  the  hon. 
Member ;  but  that  was  one  reason  which 
induced  the  Conservative  Pfiurty  in  the 
House  to  oppose  the  Bill — because  they 
regarded  it  as  a  measure  which  would 
increase  absenteeism.  But  it  was  not 
Conservatives  only  who  took  that  view, 
because,  having  heard  the  speech  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Cork  (Mr.  Pamell),  he 
was  inclined  to  think  that  hon.  Members 
had  come  round  to  the  same  view,  for  he 
had  told  the  Committee  that  the  Bill  was 
designed  in  the  interest  of  the  absentee 
lanmords  of  Ireland.  They  had  always 
said  that  this  Bill  would  induce  by  penal 
conseqaences  landlords  to  give  up  their 
reiidaaioeB  in  Ireland  and  take  as  much 


Irish  money  out  of  the  country  as  they 
could  for  the  purpose  of  spending  it  else- 
where. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  desired  to  cor- 
rect  a  misapprehension.  He  did  not 
say  he  desired  to  see  the  absentee  land- 
lords return  to  discharge  their  duties  in 
Ireland.  For  his  'own  part,  he  would 
like  to  see  all  the  landlords  of  Ireland 
absentee,  or  rather  he  would  like  to  see 
the  landlords  present  and  landlordism 
absent. 

Lord  JOHN  MANNERS  said,  he 
thought  the  hon.  Member  and  his 
Friends  were  a  little  inconsistent,  be- 
cause in  the  early  debates  on  this  Bill 
the  example  of  the  great  absentee  land- 
lords was  held  up  to  the  House  as  justi- 
fying one  of  the  important  provisions  of 
the  measure  —  namely,  that  relating 
to  free  sale.  From  all  sides  the  ma- 
nagement of  the  estates  of  Lord  Ports- 
mouth was  praised.  He  understood 
Lord  Portsmouth  was  a  non-resident 
landlord ;  but  now  the  Committee  were 
told  that  non-resident  landlords  ought  to 
be  fined. 

Sir  EARDLEY  WILMOT  said,  he 
cordially  sympathized  with  the  Amend- 
ment, and  was  prepared  to  go  into  the 
Lobby  with  the  hon.  Member  for  Water- 
ford  to  support  it.  One  of  the  greatest 
evils  of  Ireland  was  that  landlords  who 
derived  a  considerable  revenue  from  the 
country  spent  the  money,  estimated  by 
Mr.  Giffen  at  £6,000,000,  in  England 
or  in  foreign  countries,  and  deprived 
Irishmen  of  the  kindly  and  social  in- 
fluence and  example  which  produced 
such  inestimable  benefits  wherever  they 
were  felt.  He  was  not  one  of  those  poli- 
tical economists  who  held  that  money 
spent  out  of  a  country  must  benefit  those 
who  were  in  it.  Though  he  agreed  with 
the  Prime  Minister  that  there  were  diffi- 
culties in  the  matter,  he  maintained,  with 
Burke,  that  it  was  the  business  of  a 
Government  to  overcome  difficulties. 

The  chairman  said,  that  the  ques- 
tion was  not  one  of  absenteeism,  but 
whether  there  should  be  an  apportion- 
ment of  the  county  cess  between  the 
tenant  and  the  absentee  landlord. 

Sir  EARDLEY  WILMOT  said,  he 
understood  that  this  was  a  proposal  to 
mulct  absentee  landlords.  He  would 
like  to  see  a  double  Income  Tax  placed 
upon  landlords  who  did  not  reside  upon 
their  estates  six  months  in  the  year.  If 
the  highest  personages   in  the  Realm 
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wore  to  go  to  Ireland  occasionally,  as 
they  did  to  Scotland,  not  only  would  Ire- 
land benefit  financially,  but  a  kindly 
feeling  would  be  aroused,  and  the  diffi- 
culties from  which  they  now  laboured 
would  be  removed. 

Mr.  DAWSON,  while  sympathizing 
with  the  object  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Watorford,  could  not  agree  that  his 
Amendment  embodied  the  best  means 
of  securing  it.  He  believed  that  the 
proper  way  of  bringing  people  to  live  in 
Ireland  was  to  attract  them  by  the  ad- 
vantages of  living  there  ;  by  social  order 
and  contentment ;  by  the  pleasures  and 
enjoyments  of  a  refined  society,  and  by 
all  the  attractions  which  a  capital,  the 
seat  of  the  Legislature  of  the  country, 
would  hold  out.  He  repeated  that  while 
he  cordially  sympathized  with  the  object 
of  his  hon.  Friend,  he  should  regret  that 
any  class  of  persons  should  be  forced  to 
live  there  as  the  result  of  a  penal  clause 
in  the  Bill. 

Mr.  R.  power  declined  to  with- 
draw the  Amendment,  because  he  found 
that  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  the 
City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Parnell)  would  not  be 
able  to  move  the  clause  of  which  he  had 
given  Notice. 

Sir  JOSEPH  M^KENNA  appealed  to 
his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  R.  Power)  not  to 
put  the  Committee  to  the  trouble  of  a 
division. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided 
Noes  249  :  Majority  209.  ■ 
No.  325.) 
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Mr.  PARNELL  said,  he  wished  to 
submit  a  point  of  Order  to  the  Chair- 
man, in  respect  of  the  clause  which  stood 
in  his  name.  He  had  given  Notice  to 
insert,  after  Clause  7,  a  new  Clause, 
which  provided — 

"  Where  application  is  made  by  the  landlord 
to  the  Court  under  the  provisions  of  the  pre- 
ceding section  to  fix  a  fair  rent  in  respect  of  any 
holding,  the  tenant  of  which  alleges  that  the 
landlord  is  an  absentee,  the  Court  may  refuse  to 
accede  to  the  application,  on  the  g^und  that  the 
absence  of  the  landlord  from  his  estate  is  of 
such  an  extent  and  character  as  to  disentitle 
him  to  make  such  application." 

By  Section  7,  which  the  Committee  had 
already  passed — 

**  The  tenant  of  any  present  tenancy  to  which 
the  Act  applies,  or  such  tenant  and  the  landlord 
jointly,  or  the  landlord,  after  having  demanded 
from  such  tenant  an  increase  of  rent,  which  the 
tenant  has  declined  to  acoept,  may ,  from  time  to 

Sir  Earihy  JTilmot 


time  during  the  continuance  of  such  tenancy, 
apply  to  the  Court  to  fix  the  fair  rent  to  be 
jmid  by  such  tenant  to  the  landlord  for  his 
holding." 

That  meant  that  every  tenant  to  whom 
the  Act  applied,  and  every  landlord  were 
entitled,  under  the  mode  prescribed  in 
Section  7  in  the  second  part  of  the  Bill, 
to  apply  to  the  Court  to  fix  a  fair  rent. 
Then,  by  sub-section  4,  that  right  was 
limited  in  the  following  manner : — 

'*  Where  an  application  is  made  to  the  Court 
under  this  section  in  respect  of  any  tenancy,  the 
Court  may,  if  it  think  fit,  disallow  such  appli- 
cation where  the  Court  is  satisfied  that  on  the 
holding  in  which  such  tenancy  subeists,  the  im- 
provements have,  during  the  tenancy  of  the 
tenant  and  his  predecessors  in  title,  been  made 
and  substantially  maintained  by  the  landlord 
and  not  by  the  tenant.*' 

That  sub-section  was  not  so  much  an 
exception  of  the  rights  of  the  landlord 
as  of  the  tenant  to  apply  to  the  Court,  as 
a  limit  in  respect  of  their  application 
after  it  had  been  made,  or,  in  other 
words,  it  permitted  the  Court  to  dis- 
allow the  application  after  it  had  been 
made  under  the  provisions  of  Clause 
7.  Following  the  precedent  set  by 
sub-section  4,  he  had  drafted  the  new 
clause  which  he  had  read  to  the  Com- 
mittee during  the  discussion  of  the 
previous  Amendment.  It  gave  power 
to  the  Court,  where  an  application  was 
made  by  the  landlord  to  the  Court,  to 
disallow  that  application  on  the  ground 
that  the  landlord  was  an  absentee  land- 
lord, and  that  his  absence  was  of  such 
a  character  and  extent  as  not  to  en- 
title such  application  to  .be  allowed. 
He  had  thought,  and  still  thought,  to  a 
certain  extent,  but  he  did  not  wish  to 
press  the  matter,  as  the  Chairman  had 
ruled  otherwise,  that  the  precedent  giv- 
ing the  Court  power  to  disallow  an  appli- 
cation made  by  the  tenant  under  certain 
circumstances  would  also  entitle  him  to 
move  his  new  clause,  giving  power  to 
the  Court  to  disallow  the  application 
when  made  by  the  landlord  under  certain 
circumstances.  But  it  appeared  to  him 
that  the  Chairman  had  probably  based 
his  ruling  on  the  fact  that  Clause  7,  with 
its  limiting  provisions  and  exceptions, 
had  already  been  passed,  and,  therefore, 
that  it  was  not  in  Order  to  modify  or 
alter  that  clause  in  any  way  by  a  sub- 
sequent new  clause.  What  he  wished 
to  ask  was,  if  it  would  be  in  Order  to 
move  this  new  clause  on  the  Beport  in 
the  shape  of  a  sub-seotion  to  Clauae  7  ? 
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Thb  OHAIBMAN  :  I  have  no  power  leases  for  old  plantations,  with  oovenants 

to  give  an  opinion  as  to  what  may  be  for  perpetual  renewal.    As  the  Commit- 

considered  in  Order  when  the  Speaker  is  tee  were  aware,  it  was  the  inheritor  or 

in  the  Chair.     It  will  be  for  the  Speaker  the  owner  of  the  inheritance  who  was 

to  give  that  decision  when  the  Beport  is  entitled  to  the  timber ;    but,  still,  the 

before  the  House.  timber  did  not  belong  either  to    the 

Mb.  PAENELL  wished  to  know  if  the  owner  or  the  lessee  by  the  terms  of  the 

Chairman  had  based  his  decision  against  lease,   and,   consequently,   an  Act  was 

the  proposed  clause  on  the  ground  that  passed  for  the  purpose  of  vesting  the  tim- 

it  was  not  in  Order  to  modify  a  clause  oer  in  the  lessees  subsequently  created, 

after  it  had  been  passed   by  another  He  proposed  by  this  clause  to  transfer 

clause,  or  on  the  ground  that  the  sub-  the  rights  conferred  under  the  Act  5 

ject-mafcter  of  the  new  clause  was  foreign  Geo.  III.  from  lessees  in  Ireland  to  sta- 

to  the  Bill  ?  tutable  tenants  with  the  perpetual  right 

The  CHAIRMAN:  It  is  because  I  of  renewal.  If  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
am  of  opinion  that  the  clause  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Attorney  General  for  Ire- 
Member  proposes  is  inconsistent  with  land  (Mr.  Law)  desired  any  alteration  in 
the  provisions  of  the  clause  empowering  the  clause,  or  even  to  omit  the  latter  part 
the  Court  to  fix  a  fair  rent,  and  also  of  it,  which  provided  that,  for  the  pur- 
Clause  84.  poses  of  the  Act,  timber,  trees,  and  wood 

Mb.  PAENELL  said,  that,  under  those  so  planted  by  the  tenants  of  a  present 

circumstances,  he  would  not  move  the  tenancy  should  be  deemed  to  he  im- 

clause  of  which  he  had  given  Notice.  provements  within  the  meaning  of  the 

Mb.  MAEUM  moved,  after  Clause  8,  Act,  he  would  confine  the  clause  to  the 

to  insert —  first  part,  which  simply  provided  that 

/T>w>^«-««o  tr.^  ^«,.«««o^««  ♦!,«  «!««« «*  the  provisions  of  5  Geo,  III.,  c.  17,  con- 

(ProTunons  for  encoring  ^the  planting    of  ^^  ^^  ^    ^^^  ^^^    ^   20,  should  be    * 

"Tliat  from  and  after  the  passing  of  this  Act  fPP^®^   to   eve^  tenant   of  a   present 

the  provisions  contained  in  the  first  section  of  tenancy  under  the  present  Act.    lie  nad 

the  Act  of  the  fifth  year  of  the  reign  of  George  simply  copied  the  words  of  the  Acts  of 

the  Third,  chapter  seventeen,  for  encouraging  Qeo,  III.,   and   the  second  part  of  the 

the  plantmg  of  timber  toees  in  reference  to  ten-  clause  only  conferred  the  same  rights  on 

ants  for  uves  renewable  for  ever,  and  as  con-  .          i.     >  -  j»       r                                 j*        3 

firmed  by  the  eleventh  section  of  the  seventh  tenants  m  fee  farm  as  were  conterred 

year  of  the  reign  of  George  the  Third,  chapter  upon  tenants  for  ever.  He  did  not  think 

twenty,  in  reference  to  tenants  holding  by  fee  there  would  be  any  real  question  of  dis- 

larm,  shaU  apply  to  every  tenant  of  a  present  pute  between  either  the  landlord  or  the 

tenancy  under  this  Act,  so  that  such  last-men-  f^-,««i.  „„  4.^  i.i,«,  ««^«„«««*v««««i.  ^r  a:^"u^« 

tioned  tenants  shall  not  be  impeachable  of  waste  *^^*?.*  "^  *^J^®  encouragement  of  timber 

in  timber,  trees,  or  woods,  planted  by  them  planting,    it  was  a  well-lcnown  fact  that 

after  the  passing  of  this  Act.    For  the  purposes  the  timber  of  Ireland  was  fast  disappear- 

of  this  Act,  timber,  trees,  and  woods  so  planted  ing.     Within  the  last  18  months  both 

by  the  tenants  of  a  present  tenancy  shall  be  landlord  and  tenant  had  been  very  hard 

of'lhU  A^t!^ ''"^"^'^                             "^^  ^P'  a^<i  they  had  made  use  of  all  the 

timber  they  could  get  hold  of.  In  his 
He  thought  the  clause  covered  a  very  own  county  (Kilkenny),  if  the  destruo- 
important  subject,  and  one  that  was  of  tion  which  had  been  going  on  was  con- 
great  interest  to  Ireland.  There  had  tinned,  in  a  very  short  time  they  would 
Seen  various  Acts  passed  upon  the  sub-  be  left  without  trees  altogether.  It 
ject,  dating  from  the  Beign  of  William  was  important,  therefore,  not  only  in 
III.,  and  the  object  of  all  of  them  was  the  interests  of  the  tenant  but  of  the 
to  encourage  the  planting  of  trees  in  landlords  and  of  the  country  generally, 
Ireland.  It  was  found  that  the  old  that  something  should  be  done  to  en- 
timber  in  Ireland  was  fast  disappearing,  courage  the  planting  of  timber. 
and  various  attempts  had  been  made.  New  Clause  brought  up,  and  read  the 
from  the  time  of  William  III.  down  to  first  time. 

the  year  1765,  to  encourage  planting ;  __  ^.            ,          ,  /^        .                    , 

but  aU  of  them  failed,  owing  to  the  re-  ^/^*^^\°^^^?'  *^^  Question  proposed 

quirement  of  registration.  It  was  provided  '!  ^*^f,*  *^®  Clause  be  read  a  second 

tnat  the  timber  must  be  registered,  and  *i°^®- 

the  tenants  would  not  go  to  the  trouble  The  ATTORNEY   GENERAL    for 

of  registration.      In  1765  there  were  IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  said,  the  hon. 
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Member  for  Kilkenny  (Mr.  Mamm)  had  i*  greater  or  Ism  fhaa  tiie  fomicr  rent,  tlM 

raised  a  question  of  considerable  import-  ?«»<"»"*  V  ^Woh  the  incretue  w  redactUm  hM 

<...»» .  v.,,*  :<.„._  -i.«  «»«  ^t  .^-.:j-„t,i^  o**"  made,  and  the  circumsuuicea  and  leaioiM 

ance ;  but  it  was  also  one  of  considerable  ^  ^^  f„,  Vhioh  the  increase  or  reduction  was 

dimcultj.  It  must  be  remembered  that  made  by  the  Court  or  Commiasion." 
they  had  given  a  considerable  amount  of  „,  ^ .....  ,  ^  . , 
freedom  to  the  tenant  already,  and  that  ^he  object  of  the  clause  was  to  provide 
it  was  not  desirable  that  they  should  that  early  every  year  a  Betnm  diowmg 
go  further,  unless  what  they  did  could  *^«  judicial  rent  fixed  by  the  Court  or 
be  shown  to  be  for  the  general  benefit  of  the  Land  Commission  should  be  pre- 
the  Irish  people ;  and  he  wished  to  point  ^^^^V^^  ^^^  Bsmsea  of  Parliament, 
out  that  if  the  alteration  now  proposed  by  ^^«  J®**^"  would  show  whether  the 
the  hon.  Member  were  accepted,  it  would  f®"*  ^»^  '>®«°  ^f®^  **  *  greater  rate 
be  necessary  to  alter  various  statutes  *'»"'  before  or  at  a  less  rate,  and  the 
that  were  at  present  in  force.  It  would  amount  of  the  reduction  or  increase.  It 
certainly  be  requisite  that  there  should  would  also  give  the  reason  why  an 
be  a  system  of  registration  if  the  ten-  alferafaon  had  taken  place.  He  re- 
ants  were  to  have  an  absolute  property  "mnded  the  Committee  that  the  BOl  was 
in  the  trees  that  were  planted  by  them.  ?  ^^^^^  innovation  upon  ttieir  ordinary 
Fifty  years  hence  it  would  be  almost  im-  legislation.  It  was  one  that  was  mtro- 
possible,  without  some  formal  record,  '^''^^  ^o'  the  first  time;  and  there  was 
to  discover  when  a  tree  was  cut  down  *?  *»®  °°  appeal  whatever  from  the  dea- 
whether  it  was  a  tree  that  was  there  ^f  ?  *''®  ^T-  Commission.  It  was 
before  the  passing  of  the  Act  of  1881  or  therefore  only  fair  to  the  tenant  whose 
not.  AU  the  timber  now  on  a  holding  'f"!*  ?^'8^t  ^«^f  ^^  i"??*"?^';.,'^ 
belonged  to  the  landlord,  and  it  was  not  ^^  ^O'  the  interest  of  the  landlord 
proposed  by  the  present  clause  to  make  ™®  '■«°*  might  be  lowered,  that  such 
any  interference  in  that  respect.  But  »  r,.®*"™  ^'^^JT  A®  4**°  penodic^y 
his  hon.  Friend  proposed  that  aU  timber  «"  **»«  .^aWe  of  both  Houses  of  Parha- 
planted  after  the  passing  of  the  Act  ment,  in  order  if  ttiere  was  an  irregu- 
should  belong  to  the  tenant ;  and  who  l*"*y  '°  ^^^^  decisions  there  might  be 
could  tell  50  years  after  the  passing  of  ^"^  opportunity  of  calhng  attention  to  it, 
the  Act  which  tree  belonged  to  the  ten-  New  Clause  brought  up,  and  read  the 
ant  and  which  to  the  landlord  ?     He  first  time. 

r,?]!Ji.^fT^r/'   ^'^'^^  !?  *^ll**^*  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed. 

f\- fr  •              ."onsideration    before  ..  ^hat  the  Ckuse  be  read  a  ^nd 

the  bringing  up  of  the  Keport.  x*    .  »> 

Mb.  MABUM  said,  that  his  right  hon. 

and  learned  Friend  the  Attorney  General  Mr.  GLADSTONE  :  I  hardly  think 

for  Ireland  anticipated  that  there  would  that  the  hon.   Gentleman  can  require 

be  legal  difficulties  in  the  way,  and  as  the  Eetums  in  connection  with  the  judi- 

he  (Mr.  Marum)  was  sensible  of  them  cial  rent  which  he  asks  for  in  this  clause, 

himself,  he  would  not  press  the  clause ;  Heturna  will  be  presented  to  Parliament 

but  as  no  objection  had  been  raised  to  by  the  Land  Commission  possibly  in  the 

it  on  that  side  of  the  House,  he  hoped  first  year  of  its  existence  ;  but  I  do  not 

his  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  would  think  that  it  will  be  a  very  interesting 

give  the  subject  some  consideration,  and  matter  to  know  all  these  minute  details, 

see  whether  he  would  not  be  able  to  deal  No  doubt,  the  Court  will  give  the  general 

with  it  upon  Report.  facts  in  regard  to  their  movements  and 

Amendment,  by  leave,  m(hdrawn.  operations;  but  I  do  not  think  we  should 

'^           '  call  upon  the  Court  to  go  into  extreme 

Mr.  CHAPLIN  moved,  after  Clause  details.  And  there  is  also  another  objec- 

13,  to  insert  the  following  Clause  : —  tion,  that  it  might  not  be  desirable  or 

(Yearly  Return  respecting  judicial  rent.)  agreeable  to  ^ive  these  Returns  in  the 

''Theroshallbe,  not  later  than  the  first  dav  interest  of  private  persons.      I   think 

of  March  in  each  year,  laid  before  both  Houses  there  are  many  cases  in  which  the  de- 

of  Parliament  a  Ketum  sho>*'ing  the  judicial  tails  of  the  transactions  would  be  found 

rent  fixed  in  every  case  by  the  Court,  or  by  the  to  be  very  objectionable  to  the  partie* 

Land   Commission,  and   showing  whether  the  ^^^^^  intimately  concerned, 

same  is  equal  to,  or  less  than,  or  greater  than,  Vr      -n  a -d-S^t  t        •  j    ii.       i 

the  rent  payable  by  the  tenant  at  the  date  ^^-  i  AKINiJilxL  said,  the  Clause  pro- 

when  the  application  was  made ;  and  wheie  it  posed   by   the   hon.    Member    did    not 
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require  that  the  names  of  the  owner 
and  the  tenant  should  be  ^yen.  [Mr. 
Chaplin  :  No ;  only  of  the  holding.] 
The  clause  did  not  require  that  the 
names  should  be  given,  and  they  might 
be  specified  by  numbers.  He  thought 
it  important  that  Parliament  should  have 
detailed  information  of  the  working  of 
the  Land  Commission ;  and  he  did  not 
think  that  the  reason  assigned  by  the 
Prime  Minister — namely,  that  it  might 
consume  a  certain  amount  of  paper  in 
giving  the  returns,  and  entail  some  trouble 
on  the  officials  in  making  them,  should 
really  have  any  practical  weight.  He 
trusted  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  not  deem  it  necessary  to  oppose 
such  a  Betum  in  a  modified  form.  He 
certainly  hoped  that  Parliament  would 
obtain  this  information,  which  would  be 
of  a  most  interesting  character,  and  with* 
out  it  they  would  not  be  able  to  ascer- 
tain the  working  of  the  Commission,  or 
know  anything  about  what  was  really 
doing.  It  would  be  exceedingly  incon- 
venient if  they  did  not  get  this  informa- 
tion, and  all  sorts  of  statements  would 
be  made  as  to  the  working  of  the  Com- 
mission— some  of  them  true,  others  un- 
true, and  others  very  much  exaggerated. 
It  was,  therefore,  most  desirable  that  there 
should  be  some  means  of  checking  un- 
founded reports. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  We  could  not 
entertain  the  clause  in  the  form  in  which 
it  now  stands.  Not  only  are  all  the  par- 
ticulars to  be  given  in  figures,  but  the 
Betum  is  also  to  show  the  amount  by 
which  the  increase  or  reduction  has  been 
made,  and  the  circumstances  and  reasons 
in  and  for  which  the  increase  or  reduc- 
tion was  made  by  the  Court  or  Commis- 
sion. We  certainly  could  not  accede  to 
such  an  Amendment. 

LoBD  GEOEGE  HAMILTON  said,  he 
hoped  the  Government  would  assent,  if 
not  to  the  actual  Amendment  on  the 
Paper,  to  the  insertion  of  some  words 
by  which  Parliament  would  hereafter  be 
placed  in  possession  of  all  the  facts  in 
relation  to  the  working  of  the  Commis- 
sion so  far  as  the  fixing  of  judicial  rents 
was  concerned.  The  object  of  his  hon. 
Friend  would  be  gained  if  words  were 
inserted  in  the  clause  already  proposed 
by  the  Qt)vemment  in  reference  to  judi- 
cial rent,  to  show  what  a  judicial  rent" 
was,  what  the  Government  valuation  of 
the  holding  was,  and  what  the  rent  of 
the  holding  was  before  the  judicial  rent 


was  fixed.  That  was  all  that  was  ne- 
cessary ;  and  it  was  most  desirable,  for 
various  reasons,  that  some  Betum  of 
this  sort  should  be  made.  It  was  almost 
necessary  that  the  Government  should 
furnish  the  House  with  an  authorita- 
tive record  of  the  proceedings  of  the 
Commission ;  and  if  this  Betum  were 
given,  it  would  afford  an  additional  in- 
ducement to  landlords  and  tenants  to 
come  to  an  amicable  arrangement  as  to 
rent,  without  making  an  application  to 
the  Court.  Unless  the  real  facts  were 
given  in  the  Beturn,  he  did  not  see  how 
landlords  and  tenants  would  be  able  to 
come  to  a  satisfactory  conclusion. 

SiB  GEOBGE  CAMPBELL  said,  he 
was  of  opinion  that  it  would  be  sufficient 
if  the  Ajinual  Beport  of  the  Land  Com- 
mission brought  out  as  many  details  as 
possible. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  It  appears  to  me 
that  it  will  be  clearly  the  duty  of  the 
Land  Commission  to  make  a  Betum 
which  will  give  all  the  information  in 
their  power. 

Mr.  CHAPLIN  remarked  that,  if  it 
would  remove  the  difficulty  in  any  way, 
he  would  be  willing  to  omit  the  words 
with  regard  to  the  circumstances  and 
reasons  for  which  the  increase  or  reduc- 
tion was  made.  He  did  not  see  in  any 
respect  the  difficulty  which  the  Prime 
Minister  had  pointed  out.  Surely  the 
Court  would  keep  a  record  of  its  proceed- 
ings ;  and  he  only  asked  the  Court  to 
specify  once  a-year  the  reduction  or  in- 
crease which  had  been  made  in  the  rent. 
Unless  a  record  was  kept  that  was  avail- 
able for  the  use  of  Parliament,  the  pro- 
ceedings of  the  Court  or  of  the  Commis- 
sion would  be  practically  carried  on  in 
the  dark ;  and  he  must  say  that  in  the 
novel  state  of  things  like  that  which  was 
about  to  be  established  a  proceeding 
of  that  kind  was  one  which  Parliament 
ought  not  to  sanction.  If  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Prime  Minister  was  will- 
ing to  give  an  undertaking  that  provi- 
sion would  be  made  in  the  Bill  for  Be- 
tums  to  be  laid  on  the  Table  once  a-year, 
giving  the  facts  in  each  case  where  the 
rent  had  been  increased  or  reduced,  he 
would  not  press  the  clause  further. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  I  do  not  think 
the  Government  could  give  such  an 
undertaking. 

Sir  JOSEPH  M'KENNA  said,  he 
hoped  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Prime  Minister  would  consider  the  sub- 
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jeot  before  the  Beport.  It  was  of  im- 
mense importance  that  they  should  edu- 
cate the  public  mind  in  Ireland  as  to  the 
working  of  this  Act ;  and,  therefore,  it 
was  desirable  to  lay  a  Betum  before 
Parliament  showing  that  such  and  such 
facts  had  resulted  from  bringing  the 
questions  in  dispute  before  a  judicial 
tribunal.  Such  a  Return  would  enable 
the  landlords  and  tenants  in  future  to 
see  how  they  could  best  make  arrange- 
ments between  themselves.  He  did  not 
think  that  it  would  entail  much  incon- 
venience upon  the  Commission  to  give 
the  Betum  asked  for  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Mid  Lincolnshire  (Mr.  Chaplin). 

Mr.  MITCHELL  HENRY  said,  that, 
admitting  the  importance  of  getting  this 
Return,  he  would  suggest  to  the  hon. 
Member  opposite  (Mr.  Chaplin)  that  it 
would  be  better  to  wait  until  the  Com- 
mission had  been  at  work  for  a  certain 
time,  and  then  to  move  for  a  Return.  If 
such  a  Return  did  not  include  all  the 
information  the  hon.  Gentleman  desired, 
he  would  be  much  better  able  to  frame 
a  Return  stating  clearly  what  he  wanted. 

Mr.  CHAPLIN  said,  he  could  explain 
in  a  moment  why  this  proposition  would 
be  utterly  useless.  Wnat  was  the  use  of 
his  moving  for  a  Return  from  the  present 
Government?  He  could  not  see  any 
possible  objection  to  the  present  clause. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Prime 
Minister  said  it  was  not  desirable  to 
give  the  details  asked  for  in  the  inte- 
rests of  private  persons.  Now,  he 
thought  it  perfectly  possible  that  there 
might  be  cases  of  hardship  which  would 
arise  in  the  fixing  of  judicial  rents ;  and 
if  there  were  such  cases  of  hardship,  it 
was  desirable  that  they  should  not  be 
concealed — that  the  work  should  not  be 
done  in  the  dark — but  should  be  laid 
openly  before  Parliament.  He  was  not 
anxious  to  delay  the  progress  of  the  Bill. 
On  the  contrary,  he  was  very  anxious  to 
see  it  brought  to  a  close,  so  far  as  that 
House  was  concerned;  and  he,  there- 
fore, asked  the  Government  to  say  at 
once  what  their  feeling  was  in  the  mat- 
ter. Ho  understood  that  they  were 
willing  to  make  some  concession,  and 
ho  wanted  to  know  what  it  was.  If  the 
principle  of  his  clause  were  rejected 
altogether,  he  was  afraid  he  must  put 
the  Committee  to  the  trouble  of  a  divi- 
sion. 

Sir  WALTER  B.  BARTTELOT 
said,  they  were  having  a  large  staff  of 
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Assistant  OommiBsioners.  Nobody  knew 
who  they  were  to  be,  and  it  was  only 
right  and  proper  that  their  proceedings 
should  be  subject  to  the  criticism  of 
Parliament.  He  entertained  a  strong 
view  on  this  point,  because  he  was 
anxious  that  if  the  provisions  of  the  Bill 
were  to  be  put  in  force  the  work  should 
be  well  and  properly  done,  and  there 
should  be  some  supervision  over  the 
proceedings  of  the  Assistant  Commis- 
sioners such  as  that  of  the  House  of 
Commons.  He  had  hoped  the  Prime 
Minister  would  see  his  way  to  accept 
the  proposal  for  laying  a  Return  before 
both  Houses  of  Parliament.  Without 
such  a  Return  there  would  be  no  gua- 
rantee that  the  Assistant  Commissioners 
would  do  their  duty. 

Sir  THOMAS  ACLAND  said,  he  had 
no  doubt  that  the  House  was  entitled 
to  get  a  Return  of  the  way  in  which  the 
work  of  the  Commission  was  done  ;  but 
he  did  not  think  the  foresight  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lincolnshire  (Mr. 
Chaplin)  was  any  better  than  the  fore- 
sight of  those  who  had  been  engaged 
in  framing  the  Bill.  They  ought  not, 
therefore,  to  take  the  Amendment  as  one 
which  anticipated  all  the  experience 
which  the  country  could  give.  It  was 
admitted  on  all  hands  that  it  was  de- 
sirable to  have  Returns  from  the  Com- 
mission ;  and  the  only  question  was  whe- 
ther the  best  mode  of  furnishing  those 
Returns  was  to  be  obtained  by  the  adop- 
tion of  the  hon.  Member's  clause. 

Lord  JOHN  MANNERS  said,  he 
thought  the  argument  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber who  had  just  sat  down  (Sir  Thomas 
Acland)  was  all  very  well  as  far  as  it 
went;  but  what  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Mid  Lincolnshire  (Mr. 
Chaplin)  suggested  was  that  there 
should  be  a  certain  definite  orderly 
proceeding;  whereas  the  suggestion 
made  by  hon.  Members  on  the  other 
side  was  that  there  should  be  a  Motion 
proposed  from  time  to  time,  and  that 
would  possibly  lead  to  an  angry  debate. 
He  thought  the  suggestion  of  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Mid  Lincoln- 
shire was  a  very  reasonable  one,  and 
the  objection  to  it  of  the  Prime  Minister 
was  simply  one  of  sentiment.  The  onais- 
sion  of  the  words  objected  to  by  the 
Prime  Minister  would  make  the  clause  a 
perfectly  fair  and  reasonable  one. 

Mr.  WARTON  would  suggest  that 
in  addition  to  the  alteration  his  hon* 
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Friend  the  Member  for  Mid  Lincoln-  Me.  A.  M.  SULLIVAN  said,  lie 
sliire  (Mr.  Chaplin)  desired  to  make,  he  really  could  not  see  why  there  should  be 
might  add  a  few  words  at  the  end  of  the  any  difference  of  opinion  upon  the  mat- 
clause  to  this  effect —  ter.     To  his  mind  it  seemed  almost  cer- 

"  Provided  always  that  neither  the  names  **^^  *^**  *^®  Commissioners  would  give 

of  the  landlords  nor  the  tenants  shall  be  given  the  particulars  asked  for.      When  the 

in  the  return."  House  was  about  to  enter  upon  the  dis- 

Mr.  GLA.DSTONE:  The  hon.  Mem-  ""T'T.u^  the  present   Land  Bill    he 

berfor  Mid  Lincolnshire  (Mr.  Chaplin)  5,f.^^  *^^  J'^^^  ^''i   ^/°^®°^^^  ,^^ 

has  stated  his  wiUingness  if  the  <5om-  Clnef  Secretary  for  Ireland  to  present  to 

mittee  will  read  the   clause  a    second  *^®  House  for  its  mformation  a  Return 

time,  to  leave  out  the  words  at  the  end  '^^^^°f  the  number  of  cases  which  had 

of  the  clause occurred  under  the  working  of  the  Land 

Act  of  1870,  which  Hetum  was  to  give 

"And  the  circumstances  and  reasons  in  and  the  particulars  now  asked  for.     On  that 

for  which  the  increase  or  reduction  was  made  by  ^««o„*  «   4.1,^  ^c^i,*  i,^«    n^«i.i^«,«*,  ^i^^ 

the  Court  or  Commission."                              ^  nl'^.^i^  a  **^®,"€^H  ^^?-  Gentleman  the 

Chief   Secretary  for  Lreland  admitted 

But  the  Return  then  would  be  of  very  that  such  a  Return  would  be  of  invalu- 
little  value,  for  it  would  simply  be  a  able  assistance  to  the  House  on  this 
nominal  enumeration  of  a  very  great  measure;  but  said  that  it  would  take 
number  of  holdings  belonging  to  par-  three  months  to  prepare  it,  because  the 
ticular  landlords  and  occupied  by  psur-  Commissioners  had  not  kept  their  ac- 
ticular  tenants.  If,  without  stating  the  counts  in  a  manner  that  would  facilitate 
circumstances  and  reasons  in  this  way,  such  a  Return.  Although  he  believed 
when  a  reduction  of  rent  was  made  the  that  the  Commissioners  would  do  what 
other  particulars  of  each  case  were  the  Prime  Minister  suggested  under  the 
to  be  given,  an  opportunity  would  be  present  Bill,  he  could  not  see  any  harm 
afforded  for  the  most  invidious  remarks  m  taking  care  that  the  books  of  the 
to  be  made  against  individuals,  without  Land  Court  should  be  kept  in  si^oh  a 
the  Return  containing  any  countervail-  manner  as  to  show  the  number  of  cases 
ing  advantage,  because  the  Return  in  which  an  application  was  made  to  the 
would  be  of  no  use  whatever  unless  it  Court,  the  amount  of  rent  paid,  and  the 
was  accompanied  by  a  statement  of  the  amount  fixed  after  the  audit.  He  had 
circumstances  and  reasons.  What  could  himself  employed  a  clerk  to  go  over  the 
possibly  be  the  use  of  a  statement  in  books  in  order  to  obtain  a  Return  similar 
figures  of  a  great  number  of  holdings?  to  that  procured  at  the  instance  of  the  late 
It  will  be  the  duty  of  the  Commissioners  Mr.  McCarthy  Downing  in  1871,  1872, 
to  set  out  all  interesting  matter  as  the  and  1873  ;  and  he  regretted  very  much 
result  of  their  proceedings;  but  it  would  that  he  had  not  been  able  as  yet  to  ob- 
be  possible  for  them,  if  the  hon.  Mem-  tain  it  complete,  because  he  thought 
ber  gives  up  the  circumstances  and  rea-  that  if  he  had  been  in  a  position  to  pro- 
sons,  to  give  the  particulars  of  the  cases  duce  it,  it  would  have  disposed  of  many 
without  adding  the  circumstances  and  of  the  charges  which  had  been  brought 
reasons.  If  we  cannot  trust  the  Com-  against  the  Act  of  1870.  Really,  he  did 
missioners  to  give  all  information  of  in-  not  see  why  the  Government  should  re- 
terest  connected  with  their  proceedings,  fuse  to  give  the  particular  Return  asked 
then  I  am  afraid  that  it  will  not  be  a  for. 

very  good  omen    for    the    satisfactory  Mr.  MULHOLLAND  said,  he  could 

working  of  the  Bill.     The  clause  which  not    understand  why  the   Government 

we  have  already  adopted  lays  it  upon  should  refuse  to  give  this  information, 

the  Commission,  as  a  matter  of  absolute  All  the  information  would  be  in  the 

duty,  to  present  to  Parliament,  in  the  possession  of  the  Court,  and  it  would 

most  convenient  and  accessible  form,  all  appear  in  the  local  newspapers,  and  he 

the  information  which  is    necessary  to  did  not  think  that  any  Irish  landlord 

give    Parliament  an  insight  into    the  would  have  the  least  objection  to  the 

working  of  the   Act;   but  to  give  the  publication  of  these  Returns.     It  was 

dry  bones  of  a  perfectly  dead  sKeleton,  delightful  to  find  the  Irish  Members 

containing  nothing  but  an  enumeration  unanimous  for  once,  and  as  all  of  them 

of  names  without  the  motives  and  rea-  had  spoken  in  favour  of  this  clause,  he 

00ns,  would  be  most  unadvisable.  trusted  that  the  Government  would  give 
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due  weight  to  their  request.  The  powers 
that  were  proposed  to  be  g^ven  to  the 
Court  were  altogether  unprecedented, 
and  as  there  was  nothing  to  guide  the 
Commissioners,  it  would  be  of  great  ad- 
vantage to  the  people  of  Ireland  to  know 
how  they  were  discharging  their  duty. 
He  did  not  see  how  the  information 
could  be  so  well  given  as  by  the  presen- 
tation of  a  Hetum  similar  to  that  asked 
for  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lincoln- 
shire (Mr.  Chaplin). 

Mr.  CHAPLIN  said,  he  was  more 
than  ever  convinced  that  it  was  desir- 
able for  the  Committee  to  accept  this 
clause.  With  all  respect  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Prime  Minister,  he 
thought  that  in  the  last  speech  made  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  he  had  en- 
tirely changed  his  ground.  It  was 
quite  true  that  he  (Mr.  Chaplin)  had 
consented  to  give  up  the  words  **  cir- 
cumstances and  reasons ;  '*  but  he  had 
done  so  at  the  invitation  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  himself,  and  in  order  to  get 
rid  of  a  difficulty  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  pointed  out.  But  now  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  said  that  as  those 
words  had  been  g^ven  up  the  whole 
clause  was  useless,  and  vitiated  the  en- 
tire proposal.  Now,  how  was  that  con- 
sistent with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
assurance  that  there  was  to  be  a  record 
which  was  to  be  laid  on  the  Table  of  the 
House  ?  His  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Mul- 
holland)  said  that  all  the  particulars 
would  be  published  in  the  local  news- 
papers. That  was  quite  true,  and  all 
that  he  asked  in  addition  was  that  once 
a  year  the  same  particulars  should  be 
placed  on  the  Table  of  the  House  in  a 
concise  form.  Certainly,  it  was  of  in- 
terest to  the  tenants  to  know  whether 
the  rents  had  been  increased,  and  it  was 
to  the  interest  of  the  landlords  to  know 
whether  they  had  been  lowered.  His 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  North 
Devon  (Sir  Thomas  Acland)  told  them 
that  it  was  desirable  to  have  the  infor- 
mation; and  then,  having  told  them 
that,  he  proceeded  to  argue  that  it  was 
undesirable  that  the  means  of  getting 
the  information  should  be  provided  in 
the  Bill.  He  entirely  diflPered  from  his 
hon.  Friend,  and  thought  it  was  most 
desirable  and  necessary  that  the  means 
of  getting  the  information  should  be 
provided  by  Parliament  before  the  Bill 
became  law.  That  being  so,  unless  he 
could  get  a  more  satisfactory  assurance 

Jfr.  Mulholknd 


from  the  Government,  he  should  cer- 
tainly take  a  division  upon  the  clause. 

Mr.  DALY  joined  in  the  appeal  to 
the  Government  to  permit  the  publica- 
tion of  this  information.  It  would  in- 
volve no  trouble  whatever  to  the  Court, 
as  the  Court  or  the  Commission  must  keep 
a  record  of  the  cases  which  came  before 
it  to  be  tried.  He  believed  himself  that 
the  first  thing  they  had  to  do  in  regard 
to  the  Commission  was  to  create  confi- 
dence in  the  mind  of  the  public,  and  he 
thought  it  was  even  desirable  to  have  a 
summary  published  of  all  the  cases  and 
of  the  reasons  for  the  decisions,  so  as  to 
enable  all  persons  to  see  whether  there 
was  uniformity  of  decision.  Such  a  Be- 
tum  would  be  invaluable  to  Members  of 
Parliament.  It  would  enable  them  to 
ascertain  whether  the  Assistant  Com- 
missioners were  able  and  competent 
men.  At  present  there  was  some  dis- 
trust in  the  mind  of  the  public  as  to  the 
manner  in  which  the  provisions  of  the 
Bill  would  be  carried  out,  and  a  similar 
distrust  had  been  displayed  in  regard  to 
the  working  of  the  Act  of  1 870.  Cer- 
tainly, there  had  been  a  great  want  of 
uniformity  in  regard  to  the  decisions  of 
the  Chairmen  in  the  different  counties. 
He  thought  the  Prime  Minister  had 
failed  to  give  any  good  reason  why  the 
Betum  in  an  extended  form  should  not 
be  annually  made.  There  was  another 
feature.  The  hon.  Member  for  Cork 
had  said  that  1 2  persons  would  see  that 
a  certain  uniform  basis  of  rent  would 
be  established  through  the  majority  of 
opinions,  if  the  majority  were  to  be  the 
basis  for  an  advance  of  rent,  or  if  it  was 
to  be  a  basis  for  leaving  things  as  they 
were.  He  (Mr.  Daly)  believed  that  the 
publication  of  these  statistical  sum- 
maries would  be  one  great  reason  for 
deterring  people  from  going  to  the 
Court.  There  really  were  no  reasons  but 
those  applicable  to  the  question  of  the 
labour  of  netting  them  out,  why  they 
should  not  nave  the  Hetum  asked  for  in 
its  extended  form. 

Mr.  REDMOND  sincerely  trusted  that 
this  Motion  would  be  pressed  to  a  divi- 
sion. It  seemed  to  him  that  they  had 
arrived  at  a  condition  of  things  in  which 
the  demand  advanced  was  almost  un- 
answerable. They  found  that  the  de- 
mand made  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr. 
Chaplin)  had  been  put  forward  on  be- 
half of  Gentlemen  who,  perhaps,  of  all 
others  in  that  House,  might  be  more 
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aoourately  Bupposed  to  represent  the 
landed  interest  on  that  question ;  and, 
on  the  other  hand,  the  proposal  was 
strongly  reoommended  and  supported 
by  those  who  represented  directly  in 
that  House  the  tenant  farmers  of  Ire- 
land. They  had,  therefore,  both  parties 
who  were  interested  in  the  question 
most  anxious  for  a  Beport  such  as  was 
asked  for  by  the  Motion  before  the 
Committee.  What,  he  asked,  was  the 
demand  that  had  been  made  ?  It  was 
simply  this,  that  the  Land  Commission 
should  not  carry  on  their  work  in  the 
dark.  It  was  simply  that  the  working 
of  the  Committee  should  be  reported 
annually — that  the  amount  of  the  re- 
ductions of  rent  which  the  Commission 
might  make  should  be  annually  pub- 
lished; that  a  Ketum  should  be  made 
which  would  have,  in  one  column,  the 
old  rent,  and  in  another  column  the 
judicial  rent,  and  in  a  third  column,  per- 
haps, the  yaluation  rent.  It  seemed  to 
him  that  the  contention  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Govemment  that,  because  they 
thought  it  unadvisable  in  every  case  to 
state  in  a  Eetum  such  as  this  the 
reasons  on  which  the  Land  Commis- 
sion might  come  to  a  decision,  there- 
fore they  should  not  state  the  decisions 
themselves,  was  wholly  and  utterly  in- 
defensible. For  his  part,  he  could  not 
see  why  they  should  not  only  state  the 
decisions,  but  also  the  reasons  that  had 
guided  them  in  arriving  at  those  deci- 
sions. Of  course,  if  they  went  minutely 
and  fully  into  every  particular  case  de- 
cided, and  the  reasons  which  in  any 
way  had  governed  those  decisions,  they 
might  have  to  furnish  very  voluminous 
Beports ;  but  he  must  say  that  the  state- 
ment that  the  production  of  those  Ee- 
tums  would  be  invidious,  had,  in  his 
view,  no  foundation  whatever,  because 
they  found  that  the  hon.  Gentleman  who 
had  spoken  a  moment  ago,  and  who  was 
a  landlord,  or  who  represented  land- 
lords, and  others  who  acted  with  him, 
were  most  anxious  that  this  Eetum 
should  be  made,  and  it  was  not  likely 
that  they  would  ask  for  any  information 
that  they  thought  would  be  prejudicial  to 
the  landlords.  The  House  had  been  told, 
not  only  on  this  occasion,  but  on  almost 
every  other  in  reference  to-  this  Bill, 
that  the  conduct  of  the  landlords  in  Ire- 
land had  been  such  as  not  to  be  in  the 
least  liable  to  injury  by  having  the  full 
flood  of  light  thrown  upon  it.     On  more 


than  one  occasion  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Prime  Minister  had  stated  that 
the  majority  of  the  Irish  landlords  had 
been  acquitted  of  any  misconduct  as  far  as 
rents  were  concerned.  If  this  were  so, 
on  what  conceivable  ground  could  Her 
Majesty's  Government  in  justice  refuse 
that  a  Beport  should  be  made  to  that 
House  which  would  acquaint  them  ex- 
actly with  the  condition  in  regard  to 
rent  in  which  the  Commission  would 
find  those  estates  with  which  they  would 
deal,  as  well  as  the  condition  in  regard 
to  rent  in  which  the  Commission  would 
leave  them  ?  He  must  express  his  sin- 
cere hope  that  the  Motion  before  the 
Committee  would  be  pressed  to  a  divi- 
sion. He  did  not  think  it  could  be  fairlv 
left  to  the  Commission  to  do  the  work 
they  were  charged  with  without  a  special 
clause  directing  them  to  do  what  was 
now  proposed.  If  it  were  supposed  that 
the  Commission  would  make  such  a  Be- 
port of  their  own  Motion,  then  the 
speech  of  the  Prime  Minister  and  others 
who  had  opposed  the  Motion  were  wholly 
unnecessary,  because  their  case  was  that 
such  a  Beport  ought  not  to  be  made. 
P*  No ! "]  Hon.  Gentlemen  said  "  No! " 
but  he  asserted  that  the  contention  on 
the  part  of  the  Government  was  that  the 
Beport  asked  for  ouffht  not  to  be  made. 
It  had  been  refused  by  Her  Majesty's 
Government  on  the  ground  that  the 
Commissioners  could  not  state  the  figures 
without  giving  the  reasons  that  guided 
the  settlement  of  those  figures,  and  that, 
consequently,  the  Beport  asked  for  ought 
not  to  be  made.  This  being  so,  he  sin- 
cerely trusted  that  the  hon.  Member  who 
had  charge  of  the  Motion  would  press 
it  to  a  division ;  and  for  his  psurt  he 
was  not  sorry  that,  almost  for  the  first 
time  during  these  discussions,  he  should 
have  the  pleasure  of  finding  himself  in 
the  same  Lobby  with  the  Conservative 
Party. 

Mr.  JOHN  BEIGHT :  As  I  have  Hst- 
ened  to  the  arguments  used  in  support 
of  this  Motion  on  that  side  of  the  House, 
I  have  arrived  at  the  conclusion  that  I 
shall  be  compelled  to  vote  against  it. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Mid,  Lincolnshire 
(Mr.  Chaplin)  has  said  that  there  might 
be  some  great  hardship  in  particular 
cases,  and  that  particular  iudg^ents 
and  counter  judgments  might  require 
exposure  and  discussion  in  this  House ; 
but  I  think  that  neither  the  House  nor 
this  Committee  will  desire  that  we  should 
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have  some  20,000  cases  published  in  a 
Blue  Book  in  order  that  tne  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Mid  Lincolnshire  may  pick  out 
one  or  two  cases  of  great  hardship  and 
bring  them  before  this  House  for  ex- 
posure and  discussion.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Cork  City  (Mr.  Parnell)  has  said 
he  wishes  to  have  a  summary  of  the  busi- 
ness done  by  the  Commission  ;  but  that 
is  exactly  what  the  Commission  are  bound 
under  this  Bill  to  g^ve.  In  the  clause,  as 
already  passed,  there  are  these  words — 

**  The  LAnd  Commission  shall  once  in  every 
year,  after  the  year  1881,  make  a  Report  to  the 
Ix>rd  lieutenant  as  to  their  proceedings  under 
this  Act,  and  every  such  Report  shall  be  pre- 
sented to  Parliament." 

That  is  as  comprehensive  as  the  direction 
generally  given  to  Commissions  of  this 
or  any  other  kind  as  to  the  Heports  they 
shall  make.  The  hon..  Member  for  Mid 
Lincolnshire  further  said  there  would  be 
different  judgments  and  opinions  in  the 
working  of  the  Act  in  different  districts 
of  the  country;  and  he  wished  to  examine 
these,  and  contrast  them,  and  put  one 
against  the  other — in  fact,  to  bring  gene- 
redly  the  secrets  of  the  various  Courts 
in  Ireland,  not  only  before  the  public, 
but  before  this  House,  for  the  purposes 
of  discussion,  approval,  or  censure.  I 
do  not  see  why  we  should  do  this.  We 
have  lately  had  a  Question  put  in  this 
House  to  the  Home  Secretary  as  to  a 
sentence  passed  by  one  of  the  Judges. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Home 
Secretary  said  he  had  no  power  to  alter 
the  sentence,  or  increase  the  severity  of 
it;  but  what  would  be  said  if  hon. 
Members  from  Ireland,  or  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman (Mr.  Chaplin)  were  to  be  con- 
stantly bringing  questions  as  to  the  de- 
cisions of  the  Courts  under  this  Bill  be- 
fore the  House  ?  It  seems  to  me  that 
we  should,  by  passing  this  clause,  be 
showing  a  want  of  confidence  in  the 
Commission  that  is  being  appointed 
which  is  quite  unusual,  which  is  quite 
unnecessary,  and  which  might  lead  to 
very  great  difficulty  hereafter.  The 
hon.  Member  who  spoke  last  (Mr.  Bed- 
mond)  seems  to  be  quite  unaware  that 
the  Commission  are  idready  bound  by  a 
clause  in  the  Act  to  make  a  Eeport  to 
Parliament,  and  there  can  be  no  doubt 
that  the  Commission  will  be  most  anxious 
to  give  Parliament  the  fullest  informa- 
tion that  can  possibly  be  required  ;  and 
if  it  should  be  possible  to  suppose  that 
the  Commission  would  be  unwilling  to 

Mr,  John  Bright 


do  this,  the  Lord  Lieutenant  or  the  Chief 
Secretary  would  be  willing  to  urge  upon 
them  the  necessity  of  discharging  their 
duty  in  this  respect ;  while  if  there  should 
be  any  such  failure  to  give  information, 
it  would  be  easy  for  hon.  Members  to 
complain  that  the  Beport  was  not  suffi- 
ciently clear.  There  are  plenty  of  modes 
of  getting  what  we  want  without  draw- 
ing a  hard-and-fast  line  like  this,  by 
which  we  should  be  saying  that  the  Com- 
missioners are  to  put  down  every  particu- 
lar case.  If  on  every  occasion  the  Com- 
missioners were  to  put  down  every  case 
that  came  before  them  from  all  parts  of 
Ireland,  you  would  have  one  half  of  the 
Commissioners  engaged  in  recording 
what  the  other  half  does,  and  at  the 
same  time  compiling  a  Blue  Book  of 
such  a  size  that  nobody  would  read  it, 
and  of  which,  if  anyone  did  read  it,  he 
could  make  no  practical  use.  I  think 
the  Committee  might  trust  to  the  Exe- 
cutive Government  and  the  Commis- 
sioners for  all  the  information  tiiat  will 
really  be  required,  without  laying  down 
rules  that  would  be  very  inconvenient 
and  entirely  unnecessary. 

Mr.  E.  stanhope  said,  he  thought 
that  if  anyone  showed  a  want  of  confi- 
dence in  the  Commissioners*  it  was  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Duchy  of  Lancaster,  who  did  not  seem 
to  desire  the  proceedings  of  the  Commis- 
sioners to  be  made  public.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  intimated  that  if 
they  wanted  to  get  the  particulars  asked 
for  by  the  clause  there  was  no  doubt 
they  would  get  them  if  they  were  to 
move  for  them  in  the  ordinary  way; 
but  he  (Mr.  Stanhope)  and  those  wno 
acted  with  him  said  *'No."  They  might 
find  that  the  Commissioners  would  not 
make  the  sufficient  Returns  nor  in  rea- 
sonable time,  and  they  desired  by  a 
clause  of  this  kind  to  give  warning  to 
the  Commission  that  such  Betums  were 
likely  to  be  wanted,  and  that  it  was 
necessary  that  so  useful  a  check  was  to 
be  kept. 

Lord  BANDOLPH  CHUBCHILL 
said,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster 
in  opposing  the  clause  had  said  that  he 
thought  a  use  might  be  made  of  the  Re- 
turns which  would  bring  the  decisions 
of  the  Courts  to  abuse,  and  that  one 
part  of  the  Commission  would  be  hold- 
ing views  that  were  opposed  to  those  of 
the  other  part,  while  the  decisions  in 
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one  county  might  be  adverse  to  those 
of  another  county.  But  this  result  would 
not  be  effected  by  the  granting  of  the 
Betum ;  it  was  what  would  happen  in 
any  case,  for  the  proceedings  of  the 
Court  would  be  sure  to  be  subjected  to 
the  closest  possible  scrutiny  and  brought 
before  the  House  and  made  the  subject 
of  debates.  The  great  object  of  the  Ee- 
tum  was  that  by  its  means  the  House 
should  have  the  most  reliable  possible 
information.  The  Heport  of  the  Com- 
mission would  otherwise  be  a  most 
general  thing;  and  it  was  absolutely 
essential  that  general  Boports  of  this 
kind,  which  would  lay  down  general 
principles,  should  be  borne  out  by  de- 
tailed statements.  No  doubt,  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  had  a  very  good 
reason  for  refusixig  this  complete  Bet  urn. 
It  was  because  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment knew — but  perhaps  he  should  be 
wrong  in  sapng  what  he  was  about  to 
say,  and  he  therefore  would  not  say  it. 
He  might,  however,  say  that  the  reasons 
which  had  been  assigned  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Duchy  of  Lancaster  were  not  very  strong. 
Mr.  MACABTNEY  said,  there  was 
one  remark  that  had  been  made  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Duchy  of  Lancaster  that  had  struck 
him  very  forcibly.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  said  the  Commission  would 
be  ready  and  willing  and  prepared  to 
give  the  fullest  information  to  the  House. 
Well,  this  was  all  the  Committee  re- 
quired. What  they  wanted  was  the 
fullest  information  in  every  particular, 
and  if  the  Commissioners  would  be  will- 
ing to  give  this  it  seemed  most  natural 
and  just  that  it  should  be  required  by 
Act  of  Parliament.  He  merely  wished 
to  add  that  a  great  deal  of  the  time  of 
Parliament  would  in  future  be  saved  if 
such  an  annual  Beturn  as  was  asked  for 
were  given,  because  it  would  otherwise 
happen  that  wherever  information  might 
be  required  as  to  particular  districts, 
hon.  Members  representing  those  dis- 
tricts would  ask  for  Beturns ;  and  as  this 
process  might  be  repeated  over  and  over 
again,  and  week  after  week  every  Ses- 
sion, it  would  save  time  if  the  Beturns 
could  be  given  in  the  form  asked  for. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  97; 
Noes  161  :  Majority  64. — (Div.  List, 
No.  826.) 


And  it  being  ten  minutes  before  Seven 
of  the  clock,  the  Chairman  reported  Pro- 
gress ;  Committee  to  sit  again  this  day. 

PUBLIC  LOAl^S  (IRELAND)  REMISSION 

BILL.— [Bill  212.] 
{^Mr,  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer ^  Lord  Frederick 

Cavendith.) 

THIBD    KBADINO. 

Order  for  Third  Beading  read. 

LoBD  BANDOLPH  CHUBCHILL 
said,  he  objected  to  a  measure  of  this 
kind,  which  related  to  a  very  large  sum 
of  money,  being  run  through  the  House 
at  that  hour.  He  should  block  the  Bill 
in  order  to  get  a  full  statement  from,  the 
Government  respecting  it. 

Third  Beading  deferred  till  this  day. 

The  House  suspended  its  Sitting  at 
five  minutes  to  Seven  of  the  dock. 


The  House  resumed  its  Sitting  at  Nine 
of  the  clock. 


LAND  LAW  (IRELAND)  BILL. 
Progress  resumed. 

Thb  ATTOBNEY  QENEBAL  for 
IBELAND  ^Mr.  Law)  proposed  a  new 
clause,  providing  for  additional  pay- 
ments to  clerks  of  the  peace  and  other 
officials,  in  respect  of  any  duties  im- 
posed upon  them  by  the  Bill. 

Clause  agreed  to^  and  ordered  to  be 
added  to  the  Bill. 

The  CHAIBMAN  :  The  clause  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Waterford  County 
(Mr.  Yilliers  Stuart),  dealing  with  the 
state  and  condition  of  labourers'  dwell* 
ings,  is  rather  for  a  Public  Health  Act 
than  for  a  Bill  dealing  with  the  Land 
Laws,  and  is,  therefore,  outside  the 
scope  of  the  Bill. 

Mr.  VrLLIEBS  STUABT  regretted 
exceedingly  that  it  should  be  so;  but, 
of  course,  if  it  were  ruled  out  of  Order, 
there  was  nothing  for  it  but  to  submit. 
Sanitary  inspection  was  most  important, 
and  one  of  tne  leading  features  of  any 
Bill  for  the  improvement  of  Lreland; 
and  a  want  of  sanitary  conditions  caused 
a  great  waste  of  the  health  and  strength 
of  tlie  people.  He  would  only  add 
that  the  clauses  already  passed  were,  of 
course,  very  valuable,  but  they  did  not 
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cover  the  wliole  of  the  ground  by  any 
means. 

Mb.  O'SULLIVAN  asked  if  that  part 
of  the  new  clause  which  had  reference 
to  the  erection  of  labourers'  dwellings 
was  out  of  Order  ? 

The  CHAIKMAN  :  I  understand  that 
all  these  clauses  of  the  hon.  Member 
hang  one  to  the  other  and  run  in 
sequence.  They  are,  therefore,  out  of 
Order. 

The  O'DONOGHUE  then  proposed 
the  insertion,  after  Clause  18,  of  the 
following  Clause : — 

(Security  to  labourers  of    equitable  rent  and 
permanence  of  tenure.) 

"  Every  letting  to  a  labourer  under  the  two 
sections  lastly  hereinbefore  contained  shall  be 
for  the  statutory  term  created  by  the  Court 
at  the  time  at  which  the  Court  sanctions  or 
requires  such  letting,  or  in  existence  at  such 
time,  and  shall  cease  and  determine  if  and  when 
the  labourer  to  whom  it  is  made  shall  refuse  or 
omit  without  reasonable  cause  to  work  for  the 
tenant  of  such  statu  tor}'  term. 

"  In  fixiuj?  the  rent  to  be  paid  by  the  labourer 
in  respect  of  such  lotting,  the  Court  shall  have 
regard  to  the  acreable  rent  paid  by  the  tenant 
of  the  holding,  and  to  the  expenditure  (if  any) 
made  or  to  be  made  by  him  for  the  purposes  of 
fitting  the  premises  sanctioned  or  required  to  be 
let  for  the  residence  or  accommodation  of  the 
labourers  to  whom  they  are  let. 

"The  procedure  for  the  recovery  of  cottier 
tenancies  under  the  statute  of  the  twenty-third 
and  twenty-fourth  years  of  the  reign  of  Her 
Present  Majesty,  chapter  one  hundred  and  fifty- 
four,  sections  eighty-four,  eighty-five,  eighty- 
six,  and  eighty-seven,  shall  be  applicable  to 
Eroceedings  for  the  recovery  of  lettings  to 
ibourers  made  under  the  two  Clauses  lastly 
hereinbefore  contained :  Provided  always.  That 
either  party  to  any  such  proceedings  shall  have 
a  right  of  appeal  to  the  Court ;  but  such  right 
of  appeal,  if  exercised  by  the  labourer,  shall  not 
give  him  the  right  to  keep  possession  of  the 
premises  let  to  him  pending  such  appeal." 

The  hon.  Gentleman  said  it  was  not  for 
him  to  address  the  Committee  at  any 
length  at  this  stage  of  the  Bill,  more 
especially  as  he  did  not  anticipate  that 
he  would  carry  his  clause.  At  the  same 
time,  he  thought  that  it  contained  a 
very  useful  provision.  There  were  very 
nearly  700,000  occupiers  of  land,  and  if 
they  were  reckoned  five  to  a  family,  it 
would  give  a  population  of  over  3,000,000. 
Taking  the  labourers  at  about  200,000, 
and  allowing  five  to  the  family,  they 
would  have  a  population  of  about 
1,000,000.  He  did  not  think  this  would 
be  considered  to  be  a  very  low  estimate, 
when  they  remembered  that  it  only  left 
1,100,000  of  all  the  other  various  classes 
of  which  the  Irish  oommunity  was  oom- 
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posed.  Of  this  1,000,000  of  the  Isbonr- 
ing  population  he  did  not  suppose  that 
there  would  be  more  than  300,000  who 
oould  be  fairly  classed  as  able-bodied, 
and  therefore  fit  to  be  employed  as  agri- 
cultural labourers.  He  might  assume 
that  no  one  would  think  of  compelling 
farmers  to  take  labourers  if  he  did  not 
want  them;  and  he  thought  it  would 
be  admitted  that  the  farmers  themssWes 
must  be  the  best  judges  of  whether  they 
wanted  the  labourers  or  not.  He  did 
not  think  that  there  would  be  anything 
feasible  in  the  proposal  to  enable  good 
landlords  to  take  half-acres  or  acres 
from  the  farmers,  nor  to  have  the 
labourers  down  upon  them.  This  being 
his  view,  he  certainly  could  not  have 
voted  for  the  Amendment  which  had 
been  placed  on  the  Paper  by  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Dundalk  (Mr. 
C.  Eussell).  If  he  himself  were  a  farmer, 
and  the  landlord  took  an  acre  or  a  half- 
acre  of  his  holding  and  put  a  labourer 
upon  it,  he  most  certainly  would  not 
employ  that  labourer,  and  he  would 
assert  his  right  to  choose  his  labourers 
for  himself.  He  approved  of  the  pro- 
posal by  the  Qovernment  that  the  initia- 
tive of  providing  for  the  labourers  should 
rest  with  the  farmers ;  and  he  thought 
that  the  ultimate  decision  as  to  whether 
the  holding  should  be  in  the  labourer  at 
all  should  be  left  to  the  Court.  He  had 
no  doubt  that  the  Court  would  do  what 
was  necessary  to  comply  with  the  wishes 
of  the  farmers  when  they  wanted  to  take 
labourers.  The  int'Orposition  of  the  Court 
would  be  useful  to  save  the  farmer  from 
putting  und  ue  pressure  upon  the  labourer, 
and  it  would  save  the  public  f^m  the 
establishment  of  mere  squatters.  It 
would  also  guarantee,  as  far  as  legis- 
lation could  do  it,  that  the  labourers 
would  only  settle  down  where  employ- 
ment could  be  provided  for  them,  and 
where,  therefore,  they  could  be  made 
comfortable.  At  all  the  meeting  held 
during  the  land  agitation,  the  farmers 
themselves  said  they  would,  as  far  as 
possible,  considering  the  difference  in 
the  position  of  the  farmer  and  labourer, 
obtain  for  the  labourer  the  advantages 
they  got  for  themselves.  The  clause 
which  had  been  carried  in  the  Bill  cer- 
tainly secured  equitable  rent  for  the 
labourer,  but  nothing  with  regard  to 
tenure  ;  and  it  was  to  remedy  this  defect 
in  the  proposal  of  the  Government  that 
he  was  anxious  this  clause  should  be 
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added  to  the  Bill.  If  a  farmer  made 
up  his  mind  to  take  a  labourer,  he  went 
before  the  Court  and  obtained  the  sanc- 
tion of  the  Court  to  have  that  labourer ; 
and  he  (The  O'Donoghue)  proposed  by 
this  clause  that  the  labourer  should  have 
the  same  tenure  as  the  farmer.  If  the 
farmer  lost  his  holding  owing  to  any  of 
the  causes  of  forfeiture  under  the  Bill,  he 
proposed  that  the  labourer  should  lose  his 
holding  also,  because  the  same  measure 
gave  him  a  right  to  his  allotment  and  his 
cottage.  Of  course,  they  did  not  know 
whether  the  next  occupant  of  the  farm 
would  want  labourers  at  all,  and  if  he 
did  he  supposed  it  would  be  admitted 
that  he  should  have  the  right  to  choose 
for  himself.  He  proposed  that  the  la- 
bourer should  only  &rfeit  his  tenure  of 
the  cottage  and  the  allotment  in  the 
case  of  his  refusal  to  work. for  the  far- 
mer ;  and  his  clause  empowered  the  far- 
mer to  go  before  a  magistrate  at  Petty 
Sessions  to  obtain  recovery  of  his  cottage 
and  his  holding,  if  he  could  show  that 
the  labourer  unreasonably  refused  to 
work.  Of  course,  he  took  it  for  granted 
that  the  magistrates  and  the  Land  Com- 
mission would  take  into  account  whether 
the  farmer  acted  reasonably  or  unrea- 
sonably. He  could  imagine  the  magis- 
trate or  the  Court  deciding,  in  a  case 
where  the  farmer  offered  wages  below 
the  ordinary  wages,  that  that  was  un- 
reasonable conduct  on  the  part  of  the 
farmer,  and  the  labourer  should  not 
forfeit  his  cottage  and  allotment  for  re- 
fusing to  work  for  wages  below  the  ordi- 
nary rate.  The  clause  gave  both  parties 
a  right  to  appeal  to  the  Land  Court; 
but,  pending  the  appeal,  it  did  not  enable 
the  labourer  to  retain  possession  of  his 
cottage.  He  was  aware  it  would  be  said 
that  it  would  be  unreasonable  for  the 
farmer  to  keep  a  labourer  whom  he  did 
not  like ;  but  he  could  not  admit  that 
argument  when  the  landlords  objected 
to  the  tenants  having  a  permanent 
tenure.  They  said — **  Why  should  they 
keep  tenants  they  did  not  like  ?  ''  But 
that  argument  was  rejected ;  and,  there- 
fore, he  did  not  think  it  could  be  used  in 
the  interest  of  the  farmers,  nor  did  he 
admit  that  the  agricultural  labourers 
could  be  treated  as  domestic  servants 
any  more  than  they  could  treat  artizans 
in  a  factory  or  miners  in  a  mine  as 
domestic  servants.  Farmers  could  not 
expect  to  have  everything  their  own  way 
any  more  than  the  landlords — thev  must 
be  prepared  to  make  sacrifices  zor  the 


benefit  of  the  labouring  population.  All 
the  agpricultural  classes  under  this  Bill 
were  going  to  have  a  fresh  start  under 
most  favourable  conditions,  and  the  far- 
mers must  do  what  they  had  engaged  to 
do  in  carrying  out  the  wishes  of  the  la- 
bourers; while  the  labourers  on  their 
part,  he  was  certain,  would  recognize 
the  fact  that  it  was  their  interest  and 
their  duty  to  make  themselves  useful  to 
the  farmer.  He  certainly  should  press 
this  clause  to  a  division,  if  it  were  only 
to  obtain  an  expression  of  opinion  aa  to 
the  right  of  the  labourer  to  have  a  per- 
manence of  tenure. 

New  Clause  brought  up,  and  read  the 
first  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''  That  the  Clause  be  read  a  second 
time." 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  Johnson)  said, 
he  was  afraid  that  the  object  the  hon. 
Member  had  in  view  was  foreign  to  the 
purpose  of  the  Bill.  The  provisions  after 
which  the  hon.  Member  proposed  to  in- 
sert his  clause  did  not  contemplate  the 
erection  of  cottages  for  agricultural  la- 
bourers for  any  fixed  or  specific  period, 
but  enabled  the  farmer  to  provide  proper 
and  suitable  tenements  for  such  labour- 
ers as  he  employed.  The  Amendment  of 
the  hon.  Member  proposed  to  locate  the 
labourers,  and  turn  them  from  the  con- 
dition of  labourers  into  tenants ;  and,  if 
it  were  followed  out  to  its  consequences, 
the  result  would  be  this,  that  when  the 
farmer  got  a  statutory  term  of  15  years, 
the  labourer  who  happened  to  be  em- 
ployed at  the  time  for  the  farmer  would 
also  get  a  statutory  term  for  his  dwelling, 
and,  instead  of  being  one  of  a  migratory 
class,  would  be  continued  for  15  years, 
and  possibly  even  for  successive  periods 
of  15  years.  It  seemed  to  him  that  it 
was  quite  impossible  to  accept  the 
Amendment,  and  therefore  he  trusted 
that  the  hon.  Member  would  not  press  it. 

Mr.  O'SULLIVAN  said,  that,  m  order 
to  secure  something  for  the  labourers,  de- 
cided action  shouldbe  taken  on  this  clause, 
because  it  was  melancholy  that  the  un- 
fortunate labourers  should  have  to  go 
from  three  to  four  miles  to  their  worK, 
and  he  thought  that  the  Government 
should  require  something  to  be  done  for 
them  in  this  respect.  There  was  no  desire 
to  place  them  where  they  were  not  re- 
quired; but  it  was  important  they  should 
hve  on  thefarmswhere  they  were  at  work. 
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Major  NOLAN  said,  he  was  not  going 
to  discuss  the  details  of  this  clause ;  but 
he  certainly  hoped  that  the  hon.  Member 
forTralee(The  O'Donoghue)  would  press 
it  to  a  division.  The  hon.  Member's  way 
of  improving  the  condition  of  the  la- 
bourer might  not  be  his  own ;  but,  unless 
the  Committee  determined  to  do  some- 
thing, the  labourer  would  certainly  be 
left  out  in  the  cold.  They  must  re- 
member that  the  labourer  in  Ireland  was 
in  this  position — he  was  created  by  the 
landlords,  and  from  the  laws  of  entail 
and  from  the  impossibility  of  selling 
small  plots  of  land,  there  was  no  induce- 
ment offered  to  the  labourer  to  save  his 
money  for  the  purpose  of  purchasing  a 
small  plot  of  land  or  a  house.  It  was 
an  axiom  that  the  Irish  labourer  would 
only  save  to  purchase  a  house  or  a  plot 
of  ffround — something  that  he  could  see. 
A  labourer  was  willing  to  pay  for  the 
house  or  plot  of  land,  and  if  he  had  been 
able  to  do  that  during  the  last  50  or  100 
years  there  would  have  been  aoonsiderable 
number  of  them  with  plots  and  houses. 
They  were  under  a  debt  to  these  strong 
men,  and  they  ought  to  try  and  do  some- 
thing for  them.  Very  little  had  been 
done  hitherto.  Several  propositions 
were  on  the  Paper,  and  he  hoped  the 
G-ovemment  would  accept  some  of  them. 
The  clause  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Tralee,  although  he  did  not  assent  to 
all  its  details,  contained  in  it  something 
which  would  do  the  labourer  good. 

Mr.  CHAELES  EUSSELL  said,  he 
did  not  yield  to  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  who  had  just  sat  down,  or  the 
Mover  of  the  clause,  in  his  desire  to 
benefit  the  labourer.  But  this  was  an 
Amendment  which  he  could  not  vote  for. 
It  was  a  mistake  for  the  hon.  Member 
for  Limerick  (Mr.  O'SuUivan)  to  suppose 
that  the  effect  of  the  Amendment  was 
to  provide  cottages  or  facilities  for  the 
building  of  new  ones.  [Mr.  0' Sullivan  : 
It  provides  labourers  with  cottages.] 
That  was  not  so.  He  could  quite  under- 
stand that  it  might  be  quite  necessary 
to  have  some  protection  for  the  labourers 
as  against  small  farmers  ;  but  he  wanted 
to  point  out  that  the  effect  of  this  clause 
was  not  to  provide  them  with  cottages, 
but  to  fix  the  working  population  in 
definite  places,  although  the  claims  of 
the  labour  market  might  call  them  some- 
where else.  This  Amendment  would  be 
most  disadvantageous  to  the  working 
classes.    It  would  be  objectionable  to. 


those  having  a  small  quantity  of  land, 
instead  of  taking  their  labour  to  market, 
to  be  fixed  on  a  small  holding.  He 
quite  agreed  in  the  desirability  of  pro- 
viding increased  facilities  for  the  ac- 
quirement of  proper  houses  on  the  small 
holdings,  and  he  also  agreed  in  the  neces- 
sity of  controlling  the  terms  on  which  the 
farmer  let  the  land  to  the  labourer ;  bat 
this  clause  would  neither  effect  the  one 
nor  the  other,  for  it  would  fix  and  limit 
the  supply  of  labour. 

Mr.  DAWSON  said,  he  thought  the 
object  of  the  Government  clause  was 
that  where  the  farmer  brought  labour  to 
the  farm,  he  should  provide  accommoda- 
tion for  that  labour.  That,  he  thought, 
was  the  humane  intention  of  the  BiQ. 
But  he  thought  it  would  be  right  to 
place  some  restrictions  upon  the  rela- 
tions of  the  employers  and  the  em- 
ployed. He  thoroughly  sympathized 
with  the  labourer,  and  he  was  sorry  to 
say  to  the  Committee  that  the  clause 
which  he  had  on  the  Paper  would  be  ex- 
cluded from  their  consideration.  In  that 
clause  he  offered  improvable  ground  on 
which  to  labour,  and  in  that  lay  his 
hope  for  the  relief  of  the  labour  market, 
which,  at  the  present  time,  was  over- 
stocked. 

Mr.  gill  said,  he  hoped  that  the 
hon.  Member  for  Tralee  (The  O'Dono- 
ghue)  would  not  press  his  Amendment. 
He  objected  to  the  fixity  of  tenure  to  the 
labourer.  The  farmer  was  only  allowed 
to  build  a  certain  number  of  cottages. 
If  these  got  into  the  possession  of  two 
labourers,  who  turned  out  to  be  idle  and 
drunken  men,  and  unable  to  do  his  work, 
if  he  left  them  on  his  land  he  would 
have  no  means  to  build  cottages  for  any 
other  labourers,  and  he  would  be  per- 
fectly at  the  mercy  of  these  men  when 
they  knew  that  they  had  fixity  of  tenure. 
They  might  act  in  a  different  way  if  they 
knew  that  the  farmer  could  turn  them 
out. 

The  O'DONOGHUE  observed,  that 
if  the  labourer  got  drunk,  and  was  unable 
to  work,  as  was  suggested  by  his  hon. 
Friend,  the  clausegave  the  tenant  power 
to  dismiss  him.  He  did  not  think  that 
there  was  anything  in  the  argument  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  who 
talked  about  the  clause  binding  the  la- 
bourer down  to  his  holding.  There  was 
nothing  to  bind  him  to  his  holding  in  it. 
Mr.  BIGGAE  said,  he  did  not  like 
to  offer  any  decided  opinion  upon  any 
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question  with  regard  to  the  labourer, 
for  it  seemed  to  him  to  be  a  very  com- 
plicated and  difficult  question ;  and  it 
was  exceedingly  difficult  to  know  what 
efiPect  certain  provisions  would  have.  But 
with  regard  to  the  statement  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Tralee,  it  seemed 
to  him  that  it  was  a  proposition  iu 
which  he  coincided — namely,  that  the 
party  who  supplied  the  allotment 
should  not  be  tne  landlord  but  the 
tenant.  The  tenant  farmer  was  more 
likely  to  know  the  amount  of  labour 
that  he  was  likely  to  require  than  the 
landlord  was  for  him ;  and,  as  a  com- 
mercial speculation,  for  a  landlord  to 
build  cottages,  it  would  be  perfectly 
unprofitable,  and  would  not  re-imburse 
him  for  the  outlay.  Therefore,  in  his 
opinion,  the  two  parties  who  ought  to 
come  together  in  this  matter  were  the 
tenant  and  the  labourer.  This  clause 
had  been  unfairly  criticized  with  refer- 
ence to  the  statutory  term.  The  prin- 
ciple embodied  in  this  Amendment  was 
very  much  embodied  in  the  Bill  with 
regard  to  the  holdings  of  farmers  from 
landlords,  because  in  this  clause  there 
was  a  statutory  term  for  15  years,  and  a 
particular  rent ;  but  in  the  case  of  cer- 
tain misconduct  of  the  labourer,  the 
arrangement  should  cease  and  deter- 
mine. They  had  a  similar  provision 
with  regard  to  the  holdings  of  farmers 
and  landlords.  If  a  farmer  committed 
a  breach  of  statutory  conditions,  he 
would  lose  his  interest  in  the  holding ; 
80  that  it  seemed,  in  principle,  the  two 
cases  were  equal.  He  did  not  mean  to 
argue  that  it  was  a  sound  principle  that 
there  should  be  such  a  thing  as  a  statu- 
tory term.  It  seemed  to  him  that  this 
was  a  very  reasonable  clause. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided :  —  Ayes  1 7  ; 
Noes  78  :  Majority  61.  —  (Div.  List, 
No.  327.) 

Sib  WALTEE  B.  BAETTELOT  said, 
he  had  a  clause  to  propose  which  de- 
served the  serious  attention  of  the  Com- 
mittee. They  had  given  power  to  the 
tenant  to  enable  him  to  purchase  his 
holding  under  certain  conditions.  They 
had  also  given  power  to  the  Court  to 

Surohase  properties  under  certain  con- 
itions,  and  ne  now  asked  that  under 
certain  circumstances  they  should  allow 
the  landlord  to  get  the  Commission  to 
pnrchase  his  holdmg  from  him.   He  had 


amended  this  clause  on  more  than  one 
occasion.  He  had  endeavoured  to  sim- 
plify it  as  much  as  possible  by  trying  to 
deal  only  with  holdings  that  came  under 
the  statutory  conditions  which  had  been 
imposed.  He  proposed  that  when  the 
tenant  had  asked  for  a  reduction  of  rent, 
and  statutory  terms  had  been  imposed, 
the  landlord  should  be  able,  through 
the  Commission,  to  sell  the  holding. 
Looking  at  the  Bill  aa  it  now  stood,  if 
it  became  an  Act,  it  would  inflict  upon 
many  landlords  gross  injustice.  It 
would  reduce  rents  where  hitherto  they 
had  been  fair  and  reasonable.  It  would 
place  the  landlord  in  a  totally  different 
position  to  that  which  he  had  ever  held 
before.  In  1870  any  proposals  of  this 
kind  would  have  been  met  by  a  corre- 
sponding compensation,  and  he,  there- 
fore, ventured  to  ask  that  this  very 
moderate  amount  of  compensation,  which 
he  now  proposed,  should  be  awarded  to 
the  landlords.  What  was  the  ^eat  cry 
of  hon.  Gentlemen  below  the  Gangway 
on  the  Opposition  side  of  the  House  ? 
Their  great  cry  had  been  that  there  were 
660,000  tenants  in  Ireland  who  were  en- 
titled to  become  possessors  of  the  soil. 
He  saw  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster 
(Mr.  John  Bright)  in  his  place  opposite ; 
and  would  he  for  one  moment  get  up 
and  say  that  his  great  object  had  not 
been  to  enable  these  tenants  to  become 
the  possessors  of  the  soil  which  they  now 
occupied  ?  Here  he  was  offering  them 
another  opportunity  of  purchasing  their 
holdings  from  the  Commission.  He  pro- 
posed to  give  the  landlord  an  oppor- 
tunity to  sell  at  a  fair  and  reasonable 
price  to  the  Commission.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  to  whom  he  had  alluded  had 
argued  this  question;  but  it  had  been 
still  more  strongly  argued  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Par- 
nell),  who  had  said  that  his  great  object 
was  to  get  the  estates  of  the  landlords 
by  fairly  paying  for  them.  He  (Sir 
Walter  B.  Barttelot)  saw  the  difficulties 
that  would  be  raised  by  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister as  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  in 
the  way  of  the  acceptance  of  this  pro- 
posal; but  when  they  came  to  this  House 
and  asked  for  a  Bill  of  this  kind  they 
were  bound  to  look  at  all  sides  of  the 
case.  He  ventured  to  say  that  he  had 
put  the  present  case  fairly  before  the 
Government,  and  had  argued  reasonably 
enough  that  where  the  landlord  was  un- 
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fairly  damnified  by  this  Act,  they  were 
bound  to  compensate  him ;  and  he  asked 
them  to  do  that  by  giving  to  the  tenant 
an  opportunity  of  purchasing  from  the 
Commission  a  holding  at  the  instance  of 
the  landlord.     There  was  something  be- 
yond all  this  to  which  he  wished  to  call 
the  attention   of  the  Committee.      He 
would  point  out  to  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Member  for    Dundalk 
(Mr.  C.  Russell),  who  was  so  thoroughly 
acquainted  with  all  these  matters,  that 
this  Bill,  in  its  present  form,  was  likely 
to  do  very  serious  injury  to  the  proprie- 
tors of  small  holdings.     In  the  Act  of 
1848,  where  they  asked  people,  whoever 
they  might  be,  to  purchase  the  land  in 
Ireland  under  the  Encumbered  Estates 
Court,  they  gave  the  purchasers  a  title, 
and   enabled  them  to  raise  the  rents. 
Many  of  them  had  laid  out  the  whole  of 
their  capital ;  and  now,  when  it  was  pro- 
posed to  lower  the  rents,  they  would  be 
reduced  to  a  point  of  starvation.     What 
was  a  fair  thing  to  do  under  the  circum- 
stances? Why,  to  purchase  the  property, 
and  to  enable  people  whom  they  had  in- 
veigled into  purchasing  the  land  to  give 
it  up.     If  they  did  not  do  this  the  Act 
would  prove  a  gross  injustice  to  all  the 
small  proprietors  in  Ireland.    He  would 
appeal  to  the  Irishmen  he  saw  around 
him,    whether   what  he   said  was    not 
really  the  case?     The  large  properties 
in  Ireland  were  let  at  a  much  lower  rent 
than  the  small  ones,  and  the  reduction 
would  not  be  so  great  in  their  case,  so 
that,  in  all  probability,  the  Bill  would 
not  bring  ruin   to   the    proprietors   of 
the  larger  properties.     He  would  ap- 
peal to  all  those  interested  in  the  wel- 
fare of   Ireland,    whether  he   was   not 
right,  and  whether,  if  the  Bill  passed 
in  its  present  form,  they  would  not  be 
really  expropriating  from  Ireland  the 
class   of    small    proprietors  ?      If    this 
Amendment  were    not  accepted,    what 
would  the  Court  do  ?    They  would  take 
the  opinion  of  the  land  agents  as  to  what 
was  the  value  of  the  property,  and  the 
large  properties  would  rule  the  small 
ones.     The  small  properties  would  be 
found    to    suffer  very  materially,    and 
many  of   their    proprietors    would    be 
ruined.     It  was  because  he  believed  it 
was  neither  the  wish  nor  the  object  of 
that  Committee  to  drive  out  of  Ireland 
the  very  class  of  people  which,  by  the 
Act  of  1 848  they  established  there,  that 
he  brought  forward  this  proposal.    His 

Sir  Walter  B.  BartUlot 


clause  was  a  moderatd,  fair,  and  reason- 
able one,  and  he  appealed  to  the  Com- 
mittee to  support  it. 

New  Clause  proposed,  after  Clause 
20,  insert  the  following  clause : — 

(Purchase  of  holdings  by  Land  Commission  in 

certain  cases.) 

*'The  landlord  of  any  holding  may,  within 
twelve  months  after  the  same  becomes  sabject 
to  statutory  conditions,  at  the  instance  of  the 
tenant,  give  the  prescribed  notioe  to  the  Land 
Commission  requiring  the  Land  Commiaeion  to 
purchase  such  holding,  and  forthwith,  after  re- 
ceipt of  such  notice,  the  Land  Commission  shall 
purchase  such  holding,  for  such  sum  as  may  be 
agreed  upon  between  the  landlord  and  the  Land 
Commission,  or  as,  failing  agreement,  may  be 
determined  by  arbitration  in  manner  by  this 
Act  prescribed  :  Provided  always.  That  the 
Land  Commission  may  appoint  any  Land  Com- 
missioner or  Assistant  Commissioner  to  be  an 
arbitrator  to  act  together  with  an  arbitrator  to 
be  appointed  by  the  landlord  for  the  purposes 
of  such  arbitration :  Provided  also,  That  where 
such  holding  is  subject  to  incumbrances,  or  any 
doubt  exists  as  to  the  title,  the  Land  Commis- 
sion may,  unless  satisfied  with  the  indemnity 
or  terms  given  by  the  landlord,  decline  to  make 
such  purchase  as  aforesaid. 

'*Any  holding  so  purchased  by  the  Land 
Commission  may  be  sold  by  the  Land  Conmiis- 
sion  to  the  tenant  of  the  same,  in  accordance 
with  the  provisions  of  this  Act  with  respect  to 
the  sale  of  holdings  to  tenants,  or  sabject  to  the 
tenancy  in  the  same  to  any  other  person.'* — (Sir 
Walter  B.  Barttelot,) 

New  Clause  brought  up,  and  read  the 

first  time. 

Motion  made  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  the   Clause   be  read   a  second 

time." 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER  :  In  the  very 
last  night  of  the  debate  we  have  a  very 
important  clause  submitted  to  us,  which, 
if  adopted,  would  entirely  change  the 
nature  of  the  Bill.  I  cannot  imagine 
the  suggestion  of  any  clause  which  could 
have  been  more  important,  because  its 
effect  would  be  to  impose  upon  the 
State  the  compulsory  purchase  of  any 
estate  a  landlord  might  wish  to  sell.  [An 
hon.  Membeb  :  Not  the  estate,  but  the 
holding.]  Well,  it  comes  to  the  same 
thing,  because  the  holdings  constitute 
the  estate.  The  clause  would  apply  to 
all  holdings  and  to  every  estate  the  ten- 
ant or  the  landlord  of  which  has  applied 
to  the  Court,  and  the  holding  has  come 
under  statutory  conditions.  In  all  those 
cases  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  pro- 
poses that  the  landlord  shall  have  the 
power  of  compelling  the  State  to  pur* 
chase.     That  might  go  to  an  extent 
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which,  it  appears  to  me,  might  be  ex- 
ceediDgly  disadvantageous.  What  we 
have  do  neup  to  this  point  is  this.  We 
have  stated  that  the  Government,  or  the 
Land  Commission,  may  come  in  and 
purchase  estates  or  holdings  for  the  sake 
of  selling  them  to  the  tenant.  This  is  a 
very  different  matter.  The  proposal  be- 
fore us  is  that  the  State  must  purchase 
from  the  landlord,  and  may  sell  to  the 
tenant ;  and  the*  final  result  of  that  un- 
doubtedly would  be  that  the  State  would 
become  a  very  large  landowner,  probably 
the  largest  permanent  landowner  in  Ire- 
land. I  do  not  think  that  would  be  an  ad- 
vantageous result.  The  State  steps  in  for 
the  purpose  of  facilitating  both  sides 
agreeing  to  the  purchase  of  the  property 
by  a  tenant,  and  the  tenant  is  allowed, 
all  parties  being  agreeable,  to  purchase 
the  fee-simple  of  his  holding.  But  that 
is  a  very  different  thing  from  the  land- 
lord being  able  to  make  the  State  buy  the 
holding;  because  there  is  no  security 
whatever  that  the  State,  subsequently, 
will  be  able  to  sell  to  the  tenant.  The 
State  may,  therefore,  as  I  say,  become 
the  largest  permanent  landowner  in  Ire- 
land, if  this  clause  is  adopted.  The  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  justifies  that  on 
this  ground.  He  says  the  clause  would 
not  apply  to  large  properties.  Well, 
I  am  not  at  all  sure  that  would  be  the 
case.  I  am  not  at  all  sure  that  large  land- 
owners would  not  take  advantage  of  it ; 
but  whether  they  would  or  would  not,  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  justifies  it  on 
the  ground  that  small  landowners  would 
take  advantage  of  it,  because,  he  says, 
this  Bill  would  reduce  them  otherwise 
to  starvation  point.  What  right  has  he 
to  suppose  that  ?  The  Bill  merely  con- 
templates that  the  holdings  should  be 
sold  at  a  fair  rent.  Why  should  we 
throw  on  the  tribunal,  which  is  to  fix 
a  fair  rent,  the  slur  that  it  will  reduce 
the  rents  in  the  case  of  small  holdings 
to  starvation  point  ?  There  is  no  reason 
whatever  to  say  that.  Ithink  this  Bill  will 
be  justified  by  what  will  happen,  and  I 
think  the  final  result  of  the  measure, 
within  a  few  years,  will  be  that  the 
landowners  of  Ireland,  small  and  large, 
will  be  better  off  than  they  are  at  this 
moment.  Therefore,  there  is  no  reason  for 
the  State  to  step  in  in  this  way.  I  hope 
the  Ck>mmittee  understands  the  exceed- 
ing width  and  importance  of  this  clause, 
which  we  are  asked  to  pass  on  the  last 
night  of  the  Oommittee  on  this  Bill — a 


clause  the  effect  of  which,  in  all  proba- 
bility, would  be  to  make  the  Govern- 
ment— that  is,  the  taxpayers  of  the  Three 
Kingdoms  —  by  far  the  largest  land- 
owners in  Ireland. 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
said,  it  was  perfectly  true,  as  stated  by 
the  right  ]iou.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant,  that  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  West  Sus- 
sex (Sir  Walter  B.  Barttelot)  had  moved 
one  of  the  most  important  Amendments 
that  could  possibly  have  been  brought 
forward  on  this  Bill.  In  considering 
this  Amendment,  he  could  not  help  re- 
calling some  of  the  phases  through 
which  it  had  passed.  It  did  not  alto- 
gether owe  its  origin  to  this  side  of  the 
House.  It  had  been  put  down  in  very 
much  the  same  form — he  thought  in 
almost,  if  not  quite,  the  same  words — 
[Sir  Walter  B.  Batttelot:  Not  quite.] 
— in  almost  the  same  words  by  the  hon. 
Baronet  the  Member  for  the  Eastern 
Division  of  the  West  Riding  of  York- 
shire (Sir  John  Ramsden).  The  Amend- 
ment had  been  put  down  with  a  tremen- 
dous flourish.  It  was  put  down  shortly 
afterwards  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Great  Grimsby  (Mr.  Heneage),  and  that 
hon.  Member  had  succeeded  in  running 
the  Government  to  a  division  in  which 
they  had  only  a  majority  of  25.  Encou- 
raged and  elated  by  what  was  almost 
tantamount  to  a  victory,  the  hon.  Baronet 
(Sir  John  Ramsden)  put  on  the  Paper  a 
similar  Amendment  at  a  later  stage; 
and  they  had  every  right  to  believe, 
from  conversations  that  had  taken  plaoe, 
that  this  was  the  great  rallying-point  of 
the  Whig  Party — that  the  Amendment 
was  to  be  supported  by  the  entire  streng^ 
of  the  Whig  Party,  which  was,  in  all 
likelihood,  to  put  the  Government  in  a 
minority  if  they  resisted  it,  and  which 
was  also,  as  far  as  they  could  under- 
stand, to  be  supported  by  independent 
Members  from  Ireland.  That  was  some 
time  ago.  But  the  division  on  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  hon.  Member  for  Great 
Ghnmsby  had  a  most  extraordinary  effect, 
and  had  led  to  some  extraordinary  inci- 
dents. A  Circular  was  issued  by  the 
Birmingham  Caucus,  warning  the  Whigs 
that  their  conduct  in  regard  to  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Great  Grimsby  had  been  such  as  to  bring 
on  them  the  censure  of  the  Liberal 
Party,  and  that  if  they  persisted  in  this 
evil  course  of  bringing  forward  Amend- 
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ments  to  which  the  Liberal  Government 
oould  not  assent,  they  would  have  no 
chance  of  being  again  retured  to  Parlia- 
ment in  the  Liberal  interest.  The  effect 
of  that  on  the  hon.  Baronet  and  his 
Friends  opposite  had  been  surprising. 
The  Whigs  had  seen  clearly  enough 
that  the  effect  of  the  Bill  would  be 
to  plunder  certain  classes,  and  their 
desire  had  been  to  offer  some  compensa- 
tion. But  where  was  the  Whig  Party 
now — where  were  the  unfortunate  and 
miserable  Whigs  ?  He  did  not  see  one 
— he  did  not  see  a  single  one  of  the  gal- 
lant 35  who  followed  the  hon.  Member 
for  Great  Grimsby  into  the  Lobby.  He 
saw  the  hon.  Member  for  Ipswich  (Mr. 
Jesse  Oollings),  who  was  not  altogether 
unconnected  with  the  Birmingham  Cau- 
cus, and  he  offered  him  his  humble  con- 
gratulations upon  the  success  which  had 
attended  the  celebrated  Circular — on  the 
effect  that  it  had  produced  on  this  Whig 
coterie.  The  Whigs  had  abandoned 
their  Amendments ;  they  had  run  from 
the  battle.  It  was  to  be  hoped  that,  like 
those  who  fought  and  ran  away,  they 
would  **  live  to  fight  another  day." 
Now,  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for 
West  Sussex  (Sir  Walter  B.  Barttelot) 
was  left  alone  in  his  glory  to  move  this 
Amendment.  Its  principle  was  such 
that  if  it  had  not  been  for  the  Bill — if  it 
had  been  proposed  by  itself — it  was  not 
such  as  his  hon  and  gallant  Friend  would 
have  brought  forward.  The  Committee 
had,  to  a  certain  extent,  abolished  a  great 
many  of  the  rights  of  ownership,  and 
what  they  might  call  the  amenities  of 
ownership.  Before  the  measure  was 
brought  in,  a  man  had  rights  and  privi- 
leges which,  in  the  event  of  the  measure 
passing,  he  would  no  longer  possess. 
Hon.  Members  opposite  said  that  the  Bill 
would  not  place  the  landlord  in  a  worse 
position  than  he  was  in  before.  Well, 
as  to  the  actual  collection  of  rent  he  was 
not  sure  that  that  would  not  be  so  ;  but 
there  were  other  privileges  and  rights 
connected  with  the  ownership  of  pro- 
perty besides  the  mere  collection  of  rent. 
There  was  the  right  and  privilege  of 
improving  land  and  spending  money  on 
it,  of  separating  farms  and  adding  to 
them,  of  erecting  farm  buildings  or  taking 
them  away,  or  of  converting  them  to 
other  purposes.  All  these  rights  the 
landlonl  had  now,  but  they  would  vanish 
when  the  Bill  passed.  They  had  taken 
away  these  righta,  which  were  as  sub- 
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stantial  as  anything  they  had  given  to 
the  tenant,  and  they  reduced  him  to  the 
position  of  Shy  lock,  to  whom  they  would 
give  nothing  but  what  was  in  the  bond. 
The  landlords  replied  to  them — "  Now, 
you  say  you  deprive  me  of  part  of  my 
property,  and  I  call  on  you  to  take  the 
whole."  That  was  the  principle  pur- 
sued in  all  railway  legislation  which 
was  effected  for  the  benefit  of  the 
community.  They  said  to  a  Hallway 
Company  that  proposed  to  take  a  portion 
of  a  person's  property — '*  You  shall  not 
take  a  part  without  the  whole."  ["  No, 
no !  "]  Well,  he  ought  to  have  some 
knowledge  upon  this  question.  He  had 
had  some  experience  with  regard  to  it, 
because  he  had  succeeded  in  defeating 
a  Bill  which  proposed  to  subvert  that 
very  principle.  The  whole  principle  of 
railway  legislation  had  been  that  a  Bail- 
way  Company  had  no  business  to  spoil  a 
man's  property  unless  they  were  pre- 
pared to  buy  the  owner  out.  [**No, 
no !  "]  Yes ;  it  was  absolutely  so,  and 
all  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for 
West  Sussex  asked  was  that  they  should 
deal  in  the  same  way  with  the  Irish 
landowners.  They  were  not  legislating 
for  the  benefit  of  the  Irish  landowner, 
they  were  legislating  with  the  object  of 
securing  peace  in  Ireland,  and  for  bene- 
fiting the  people  of  Ireland ;  and  if,  for 
that  object,  they  interfered  with  private 
rights  and  the  privileges  of  private  land- 
owners, they  must  be  prepared  to  pay 
the  penalty — they  must  be  prepared  to 
purchase  them  out  altogether.  There 
was  nothing  he  would  look  on  with 
greater  fear  and  alarm  than  seeing  all 
the  Irish  landlords  bought  out.  It 
seemed  to  him  that  the  Government 
wished  to  leave  the  Irish  landlord  in  the 
odious  position  of  being  a  rent-charger 
— of  having  nothing  to  do  but  to  exact 
a  tax  from  the  people  of  Ireland,  and 
simply  because  they  dared  not  come  in 
and  take  that  duty  upon  themselves. 
They  were  making  the  landlords  the 
buffers  between  the  Irish  people  and 
themselves,  and  it  was  that  that  his  hon. 
and  gallant  Friend  wished  to  avert.  If 
the  Government  chose  to  initiate  legis- 
lation of  this  sort,  and,  without  compen- 
sation of  any  kind,  to  plunder  individuals, 
he  would  say  to  them — **  Face  the  mob 
you  have  excited  yourself.  Take  the 
responsibility  of  collecting  the  rent  your- 
self, and  do  not  throw  it  upon  a  olaas 
whom  you  refuse  to  protect.      The  ob- 


1689 


Zand  Law 


[July  22,  1881) 


ilrelani)  Bill.  1690 


ject  of  the  Amendment  was  to  bring 
before  the  GK>yernment  the  real  respon- 
fiibilitj  they  had  taken  up  in  this  matter. 
There  were  many  landlords  in  Ireland 
vbo  had  devoted  their  lives  to  the  improve- 
ment of  their  land  and  the  advance- 
ment of  their  tenants.  [**  Oh,  oh !  "] 
Yes,  there  were  many  of  this  kind  in 
Ireland ;  but  they  would  not  be  prepared 
to  stop  in  the  country  one  hour  the  mo- 
ment they  were  deprived  of  the  power  of 
doing  good,  and  the  moment  they  were 
placed  in  the  odious  position  of  being 
merely  tax-gatherers.  The  Amendment 
was  one  which  would  not  have  been  pro- 
posed had  it  hot  been  for  what  had  gone 
Defore.  Bemembering  what  the  landlords 
had  done  in  Ireland,  he  was  prepared  to 
assist  his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  in 
endeavouring  to  protect  them  from  the 
hateful  position  into  which  it  was  now 
sought  to  place  them. 

Mr.  CHARLES  RUSSELL  said,  he 
did  not  propose  to  follow  the  noble  Lord 
opposite  (Lord  Randolph  Churchill) 
through  all  the  details  of  his  interesting, 
although  somewhat  excited  speech.  It 
was  a  mystery  to  him  how  the  noble 
Lord  was  able  so  frequently  to  work 
himself  up  to  such  a  pitch  of  excitement. 
What  was  the  grievance?  When  the 
statutory  condition  was  seriously  contem- 
plated it  would  be  found  simply  to  mean 
that  the  Court  was  to  fix  a  fair  rent  for  a 
jEair  period.  He  could  not  understand  how 
the  noble  Lord  could  take  such  an  exag- 
gerated view  of  the  hardship  on  the  land- 
ford  of  having  that  fair  rent  fixed.  The 
Amendment  involved  the  adoption  of  an 
altogether  new  principle  not  hitherto  to 
be  found  in  the  ^ill,  because,  up  to  this 
moment,  that  part  of  the  measure  deal- 
ing with  the  sale  of  estates  was  entirely 
YoTuntary.  The  estates  were  to  be  pur- 
chased where  the  landlords  were  willing 
to  sell,  and  where  the  Land  Commission 
was  willing  to  buy,  the  Land  Commis- 
sion, however,  having  first  ascertained 
that  the  tenants  themselves  were  willing 
to  purchase.  How  was  the  new  prin- 
ciple sought  to  be  justified  by  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman  ?  He  put  his 
point  very  clearly,  and  it  was  this — that 
under  the  operation  of  this  Bill  the  rents 
of  the  small  landlords  of  Ireland  would 
be  reduced  to  what  was  called  starvation 
point.  What  did  that  mean?  Were 
the  words  "  starvation  point "  used  as 
synonymous  with  the  words  **  fair  rent ; " 
because,  if  they  were  not,  how  was  the 
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starvation  point  reached  ?  All  the  Court 
would  have  to  do  would  be  to  fix  a  fair 
rent.  What  was  the  next  stage  of  the 
argument  ?  This  proposal  was  supposed 
to  be  for  the  benefit  of  the  landlonis,  but 
how  was  it  to  benefit  them  ?  Did  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  suppose 
that  the  purchase  of  an  estate  upon  a 
rent  which  he  described  as  at  starvation 
point  would  satisfy  the  landlord?  If 
all  that  it  was  worth  was  to  be  given, 
and  if  the  value  was  as  was  described 
by  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member,  how 
was  the  small  landlord  to  benefit  ?  He 
left  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member,  when 
he  came  to  address  the  Committtee,  to 
explain  this.  The  hon.  and  spallant 
Gentleman  could  only  hope  that  by  the 
machinery  laid  down  in  this  clause  the 
small  landowner  might  get  more  than 
his  estate  was  worth ;  because,  unless 
that  was  so,  no  benefit  at  all  was  con- 
ferred upon  the  small  landowner.  He 
would  point  out  that  this  clause  did  not 
provide  at  all  for  tenants  being  willing 
to  purchase.  All  that  was  necessary  to 
satisfy  the  conditions  of  the  clause  was 
that  the  Land  Court  should  buy  at  the 
instance  of  the  landlord.  The  Land 
Commission  might  in  that  way  be  asked 
to  buy  up  many,  and  those  the  most 
unsuitable,  estates  in  Ireland ;  and, 
therefore,  he  submitted  that  the  pro- 
posal was  faulty  in  principle  and  would 
not  serve  the  purpose  the  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Member  nad  in  view. 

Sir  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE : 
There  can  be  no  doubt  that  the  objec- 
tions raised  to  the  clause  moved  by  my 
hon.  and  gallant  Friend,  both  by  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
and  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
(Mr.  C.  Russell),  are  objections  of  a 
clear  and  substantial  character,  and  I 
have  no  doubt  that  my  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend  is  perfectly  conscious  of  the  fact. 
At  the  same  time,  there  are  two  sides 
to  this  question,  and  I  think  my  hon. 
and  gallant  Friend  has  done  well  in 
bringing  the  matter  before  the  Commit- 
tee in  the  form  in  which  he  has  intro- 
duced it.  Let  me  remind  the  Committee 
of  what  has  been  said  on  former  occa- 
sions as  to  this  question  of  compensation. 
I  will  not  allude  to  speeches  made  10 
years  ago,  when  we  were  told  that  some 
of  the  things  now  proposed  were  olsuch 
a  character  that  they  could  not  be  re- 
cognized, because  they  would  give  the 
landlord  claims  to  compensation  which 
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it  would  be  inconyenient  to  deal  with. 
But  even  in  the  discussions  on  this  very 
Bill  itself  we  have  had  expressions  of  a 
general  character  from  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister, in  which  he  has  used  such  lan- 
guage with  regard  to  compensation  as 
implied  that  the  matter  was  one  he  did 
not  decline  to  consider  on  principle,  but 
which  he  would  put  aside  until  he  saw 
during  the  progress  of  the  Committee 
whether  any  case  for  compensation  could 
be  made  out.  We  have  always  held 
throughout  these  discussions  that  it  was 
quite  possible  on  a  principle  to  come 
before  Parliament  and  say — **Now,  by 
this  legislation  you  have  inflicted  a  se- 
rious blow  on  the  landlord  class,  and 
you  have  done  that  for  a  purpose  that 
you  consider  to  be  of  national  import- 
ance ;  and  if  you  do,  for  the  purpose 
which  you  consider  to  be  of  national 
importance,  injure  a  particular  class  of 
society,  it  is  but  reasonable  that  some 
compensation  should  be  made  to  them." 
Well,  if  that  is  so,  you  come  to  the  dif- 
ficult question,  how  is  the  compensation 
to  be  assessed,  and  how  is  it  to  be  dis- 
covered what  the  compensation  shall 
be  ?  The  suggestion  which  has  been 
made  by  more  persons  than  one,  by  per- 
sons sitting  in  different  parts  of  the 
House,  and  which  is  embodied  in  the 
proposal  now  before  us,  is  this — that 
instead  of  attempting  to  assess  compen- 
sation in  particular  cases,  you  ought  to 
allow  the  landlord,  when  he  feels  him- 
self to  be  aggrieved  by  the  measures 
you  have  adopted,  to  compensate  him- 
self by  selling  that  property  which  he 
is  no  longer  able  advantageously  to 
hold.  There  are  a  great  many  classes 
of  cases  in  which  the  landlord  will  un- 
doubtedly be  the  sufferer,  and  will 
have  a  claim  against  the  Legislature 
which  has  made  him  a  sufferer.  No 
doubt,  the  man  who  holdst  he  handle  of 
the  whip  looks  upon  a  whipping  from  a 
different  point  of  view  to  the  man  who 
feels  the  lash;  and  Members  of  this 
House,  no  doubt,  look  upon  the  results 
of  this  measure  in  a  different  light  to  the 
unfortunate  men  who  have  done  the  best 
they  can,  and  who  have  made  great 
sacrifices  for  the  improvement  of  the 
country  in  which  they  live.  These  land- 
lords will  have  to  suffer  considerable  in- 
convenience and  loss — a  loss  which  must 
be  measured  not  only  by  the  direct  loss 
they  sustain  in  consequence  of  the  re- 
duction in  the  amount  of  their  rents^  but 
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indirectly  by  the  apprehension  which 
must  necessarily  arise  through  the  power 
of  Parliament  of  further  reducing  their 
position  and  income  by  future  legislation 
in  the  same  direction.    It  does  not  seem 
an  unreasonable  proposition  that  a  land- 
lord who  finds  himself  in  this  position — 
that  on  the  one  hand  he  will  be  odious 
to  the  country  and  his  tenant  as  a  mere 
rent-charger,  with  no  power  of  executing 
improvements;  and  on  the  other  hand 
finds  himself  deprived  of  the  income  he 
has  enjoyed,  and  who  is  left  subject  to 
heavy  burdens  that  he  is  not  able  to 
bear,  and  who  will  always  remember  that 
he  was  encouraged  to  invest  his  capital 
and  take  up  these  burdens  by  the  State 
and  by  Parliament  itself — it  does  not,  I 
say,  seem  unreasonable  that  a  landlord 
so  situated  should  feel  his  position  to  be 
a  very  unfair  one.    It  is  not  at  all  un- 
natural that  he  should  desire  to  be  re- 
lieved from  that  position.     Then  comes 
the  question  of  policy.    Is  it  desirable 
that  you  should  compel  men  in  that  posi- 
tion against  their  will  to  remain  on  their 
properties  ?    Then  comes  my  hon.  and 
gallant  Friend's  proposal.    No  doubt, 
that  was  met  by  most  serious  objections. 
It  was  met  by  this  great  objection  in 
practice — how  is  the  Commission  or  the 
State  to  manage  if  the  whole  or  the 
greater  part  of  the  land  of  Ireland  is 
presented  to  them  for  purchase,  and  they 
are  compelled  to  take  it  ?    My  own  sug- 
gestion, however,   would  be  that    the 
difficulty  might  V  be  got  over  by  giving 
the  landlord  the. option  of  selling  his 
property  at  a  price  which,  while  it  would 
save  him  from  utter  .ruin,  would  offer  him 
no  undue  inducement  to  sell.     Take  the 
judicial  rent  as  your  basis,  and  give  a 
limited  number  of  ye^irs'  purchase — say 
20  years.   By  so  doing  you  surely  would 
not  tempt  the  man  to  ^11.     You  should 
give  that  kind  of  relief  that  is  given  in 
the   Money  Market,  it  I  may  use  the 
illustration,  in  a  time  <)f  panic  when  you 
suspend  the  Bank  AcrL    When  people 
find  that  they  can  get  m<^ney  at  10  per 
cent,  they  are  not  so  anxioU^  to  run  after 
it.     The  knowledge  that  they^  ^can  get  it 
gives  relief.    I  admit  that  this  oilause, 
taken  by  itself,  while  it  is  valuable^^i^ 
enabling  my  hon.  and  gallant  Friend 
and  those  who  agree  with  him  to  state 
their  case,  and  point  out  what  the  diffi- 
culty in  principle  is,  would  require  a 
good  deal  more  pressure  before  it  oovld. 
form  any  legislative  meaaure;  and;  look- 
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ing  at  the  cirGumstances  in  which  we 
etand,  I  hope  my  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend  will  not  think  it  necessary  to  call 
upon  us  to  divide.  [**  Oh,  oh !  "]  I  do 
not  understand  what  hon.  Gentlemen 
mean  by  that  expression  ;  perhaps  they 
call  for  a  division.  But  I  have  expressed 
my  own  opinion  that  the  clause  contains 
in  itself  the  recognition  of  a  principle 
which  Parliament  ought  to  be  slow  in- 
deed to  infringe,  and  that  is,  that  when 
you  sacrifice  the  interests  of  a  class  for 
what  you  consider  a  general  benefit,  you 
ought  to  be  called  upon  to  make  com- 
pensation. ["Oh,  oh! "J  Well,  per- 
haps it  is  one  of  those  principles  which 
is  going  out  of  fashion,  but  it  is  one  for 
which  I  have  some  respect.  It  is,  per- 
haps, the  remnant  of  an  old  prejudice, 
but  some  of  us  think  it  is  the  remnant 
•  of  an  old  principle.  I  should  be  sorry 
to  see  it  entirely  abandoned.  Though  I 
could  not  support  the  clause  as  it  now 
stands,  I  think  it  does  contain  a  germ  of 
a  principle  that  it  is  desirable  to  recog- 
nize. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  If,  as  has  been 
said,  Parliament  is  about  to  invade  the 
property  of  the  Irish  landlords,  this 
question  of  compensation  becomes  a 
very  serious  one  indeed,  and  one  con- 
eemine  which,  if  we  are  prepared  to 
deal  with  it  at  all,  we  ought  to  speak  in 
most  decisive  terms.  I  certainly,  in  that 
sense,  see  no  advantage  that  can  be 
gained  by  following  the  course  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite,  and  tell- 
ing the  hon.  and  gallant  Baronet  be- 
hind him  that,  though  his  proposal  con- 
tains a  very  important  principle,  he 
ought  not,  in  the  circumstances,  to  press 
it.  If,  in  truth,  the  principle  of  the 
clause  is  an  important  one,  we  ought 
not,  as  a  Government,  to  be  content  to 
get  rid  of  it  on  the  strength  of  a  few 
aentences  of  fair  words,  which  will  bear 
no  fruit  whatever.  That,  at  any  rate, 
is  not  my  idea  of  dealing  with  questions 
of  property.  I  remember — and  I  do 
not  suppose  many  hon.  Members  will 
have  forgotten — the  period  at  which  the 
late  Gt)vemment  actually  confiscated  the 
property  of  the  owners  of  advowsons  in 
Scotland,  by  giving  them,  in  the  shape 
of  compensation,  a  price  which  bore  no 
Telation  to  the  market  price  of  their 
property.  We,  in  1869,  having  to  deal 
with  the  holders  of  advowsons  in  Ire- 
land, provided  that  every  one  of  them 
ehoula  receive  the  full  market  price  of 


his  property.  This  we  held  to  be  the 
true  principle  on  which  the  compensation 
should  be  based ;  and  this  is  the  prin- 
ciple on  which  we  hold  that  the  question 
should  be  approached  on  the  present 
occasion,  if  approached  at  all.  I  do  not 
hesitate  to  say  that  I  look  upon  this 
matter  as  vital  to  the  Bill ;  and  I  am 
determined,  as  far  as  I  am  personally 
concerned — and  I  think  I  can,  speaking 
for  my  Friends  near  me,  say  that  they 
share  in  my  determination  —  that,  in 
doing  our  duty  to  the  several  classes  in 
Ireland  who  are  immediately  affected 
by  the  Bill,  we  shall  not  forget  the  duty 
we  owe  to  the  nation  at  large.  If  these 
classes,  either  or  both  of  them,  have  a 
just  claim  to  compensation  in  conse- 
quence of  the  manner  in  which  their 
interests  will  be  affected  by  this  Bill, 
we  are  bound,  as  a  Parliament,  to  give 
it  to  them  ;  but,  if  not,  it  is  our  duter- 
mination,  as  it  is  also  our  obligation  as 
a  Government,  to  offer  a  firm  resistance 
to  any  claim  to  compensation  that  may 
be  put  forth  on  their  behalf,  and  not  to 
palter  with  the  matter  by  setting  forth 
stories  about  possible  coming  evils.  This 
claim  for  compensation  has  been  too 
often  urged.  At  the  time  of  the  Corn 
Law  agitation  an  immense  advantage 
was  conferred  upon  the  Irish  landlords, 
and  they  were  compensated  by  a  very 
heavy  charge  upon  the  Public  Trea- 
sury. On  various  other  occasions,  from 
time  to  time,  claims  for  compensation 
have  been  urged  upon  that  patient  and 
enduring  creature,  the  public  of  this 
country ;  but,  in  my  opinion,  those 
claims  have  never  yet  been  made  good 
in  reason  and  in  argument,  nor,  in  my 
opinion — for  that  matter — has  a  much 
more  plausible  case  been  set  forth  than 
the  one  which  is  now  before  the  Com- 
mittee. I  do  not  hesitate,  with  regard 
to  that  case,  to  say  that  if  it  can  be 
shown,  on  clear  and  definite  experience 
at  the  present  time,  that  there  is  a  pro- 
bability, or  if  after  experience  should 
prove  that,  in  fact,  ruin  and  heavy  loss 
is  likely  to  be  or  has  been  brought  upon 
any  class  in  Ireland  by  the  direct  effect 
of  this  legislation,  that  is  a  question 
which  we  ought  to  look  very  directly  in 
the  face.  But  what  I  contend  is  that 
there  is  no  such  case  before  us  at  the 
present  time,  and  that  the  Member  of 
this  House  who  votes  for  compensation 
as  now  proposed  must  vote  against  his 
convictions,   in  that  there  is  no   case 
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under  this  Bill  for  claiming  compensa- 
tion. In  the  year  1870  tne  claim  for 
compensation,  though  occasionally  men- 
tioned in  the  coarse  of  the  debates,  did 
not  take  any  substantive  form ;  but  there 
was  a  great  deal  more  to  be  said  at  that 
time  io  support  of  claims  for  compen- 
sation than  there  is  now,  because,  in 
1870,  there  was  this  fact  patent  that  by 
the  law  of  the  land  anterior  to  the  pass- 
ing of  the  Bill  and  the  making  of  the 
Act,  improvements  on  the  holdings  which 
were  made  by  the  tenants  were  the  pro- 
perty of  the  landlords,  and  by  the  Act 
of  1870  that  particular  property  of  the 
landlords  became  distinctly  and  unde- 
niably the  property  of  the  tenants. 
Therefore,  in  1870  there  was,  at  least, 
a  primd  facie  case  for  compensation. 
We,  I  may  say,  did  not  believe  in  the 
existence  of  a  real  case  for  claiming 
compensation.  We  believed — and  our 
belief  has  been  borne  out  by  experience 
— that  the  Act  of  1870  in  the  aggregate 
of  its  operations  went  to  improve,  and 
not  to  depreciate,  the  value  of  the  pro- 
perty of  the  landlords.  Upon  what 
ground  at  the  present  moment,  there- 
fore— and  I  am  not  speaking  of  any- 
thing that  experience  may  hereafter 
develop,  as  to  which  I  have  my  own 
opinions  and  expectations — is  it  that, 
having  regard  to  the  proposed  legislation 
now  before  us,  compensation  is  to  be 
demanded  ?  If  it  is  to  be  demanded, 
according  to  this  clause,  because  a  judi- 
cial rent  and  statutory  terms  are  about 
to  be  established,  all  that  I  can  say  is, 
that  a  judicial  rent  can  only  be  fixed, 
and  statutory  terms  can  only  be  esta- 
blished, according  to  the  judgment  of  a 
dispassionate  and  impartial  judicial  body 
who  will  have  to  decide  between  man 
and  man  according  to  facts  proved  before 
them.  I  admit  that  it  is  unusual,  and 
requires  very  strong  and  exceptional 
circumstances  to  justify  the  passing  of 
an  Act  of   Parliament  which   contem- 

flates  the  fixing  of  a  judicial  rent;  but 
deny  that  it  is  an  injury  to  any  one 
class  in  particular.  Why  is  it,  or  can  it 
be,  an  injury  to  the  landlord  to  have 
fixed  a  fair  rent;  and,  if  such  a  fact 
could  be  possible,  why  is  it  not  an  in- 
jury to  the  tenant  ?  If  you  are  to  com- 
pensate the  landlord  for  having  fixed  a 
liair  rent,  which  may,  in  certain  cases, 
be  a  reduced  rent,  why  should  you  not 
compensate  the  tenant  when  it  is  per- 
fectly possible  that  the  fair  rent  fixea  by 
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the  Court  may  be  an  increased  rent  ?  No 
man  can  say,  at  the  present  moment,  in 
how  many  cases  this  will  happen.  The 
hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr. 
Parnell),  than  whom  there  are  few  men 
more  qualified  to  speak  on  this  sub- 
ject, has  distinctly  indicated  his  opinion 
that  many  of  the  absentee  landlords 
have,  as  it  were,  compounded  for  the 
fact  that  they  were  absentee  landlords, 
and  performed  the  duty  pertaining  to 
such  landlords  by  giving  their  tenants 
the  benefit  of  low  rents.  As  I  then 
stated,  my  opinion  was  that  the  opera- 
tion of  the  Bill  would,  in  many  cases, 
have  the  effect  of  raising  the  rents,  and 
thereby  creating  discontent.  I  quite 
agree  that  if  Parliament  were  to  pass 
a  law  providing  that  rents  in  Iremnd 
should  be  universally  reduced  to  Griffith's 
valuation,  that  would  be  a  fair  case  for 
compensation ;  but  in  the  present  case, 
the  State,  on  the  ground  of  policy,  on 
the  ground  of  humanity,  and  on  the 
ground  of  general  utility,  interfered 
with  private  property.  No  one  can  doubt 
that  at  one  time  the  State  endeavoured 
to  fix  wages ;  but  no  one,  as  far  as  I 
know,  has  ever  heard  that  compensation 
was  ever  claimed  from  the  State  for  per- 
sons whose  wages  were  so  reduced.  This, 
I  take  it,  was  a  much  stronger  case  than 
the  one  now  before  the  Committee.  The 
State  has  again  and  again,  as  hon.  Mem- 
bers know,  limited  the  access  of  em- 
ployers of  labour  to  the  labour  market, 
and  has  made  labour  comparatively  dear 
by  means  of  that  action ;  but  employers 
of  labour  did  not  on  that  account  come 
to  this  House  and  make  and  lodge  a 
claim  for  compensation.  I  am  quite 
sure  that  the  speech  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  who  has  recently  addressed 
the  House  was  well  intended  as  far  as 
landlords  are  concerned.  I  cannot  re- 
frain from  saying  that  I  still  feel  the 
greatest  doubt  whether,  in  the  course 
which  he  has  taken,  he  has  conferred 
upon  them  any  favour.  I  would  be  bold 
enough  now  to  repeat  in  effect  what  I 
said  in  1870,  which  was  that  I  then 
believed — the  result  having  justified  my 
expression  of  belief — that  in  a  mode- 
rate but,  at  the  same  time,  perfectly 
appreciable  degree  the  effect  of  the 
legislation  then  proposed  has  been  to 
raise  the  capital  value  of  estates  in  Ire- 
land,as  far  as  the  landlords  are  concerned. 
I  may  repeat  that  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment entertain  the  same  hope  as 
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far  as  this  Bill  is  ooncemed.  I  do  not 
now  propose  to  enter  into  the  question 
of  whether  the  action  of  the  Court  in 
fixing  a  judicial  rent  may  not,  upon  the 
whole,  lower  the  rents  rather  than  raise 
them,  in  its  first  operation.  It  is  per- 
fectly possible  that  this  might  be  so, 
and  I  have  no  doubt  that  such  a  result 
is  largely  anticipated  on  the  other  side 
of  the  House ;  but  if,  in  its  first  efi'ects, 
the  action  of  the  Court  has  that  tendency, 
then  all  I  can  say  is,  that  it  is  perfectly 
within  the  probabilities  of  the  case  that 
its  ulterior  tendency  in  giving  confidence, 
in  producing  harmony  between  land- 
lords and  tenants,  and  in  bringing  about 
a  larger  development  of  the  productive 

Eowers  of  the  soil  may  be  to  repay  the 
mdlords  for  the  incidental  mischief  of 
the  Act  twofold  or  threefold.  Why,  I 
would  ask,  is  Ireland  to  be  doomed  for 
ever  to  that  state  of  things  in  which 
there  should  be  such  an  absence  of  con- 
fidence, and  such  apprehension  of  danger 
impending,  as  that  no  one  will  be  willing 
to  invest  their  capital  in  land  in  that 
country,  upon  terms  more  nearly  ap- 
proaclung  to  the  settled  state  of  things 
which  we  enjoy  in  this  country.  With- 
out presuming  to  attempt  to  determine 
the  future  relations  of  the  judicial  rents 
to  the  present  rents,  I  will  only  say  that 
I,  for  one,  shall  be  bitterly  disappointed 
with  the  operation  of  the  Act  if  the.  pro- 
perty of  the  landlords  in  Ireland  does 
not  come  to  be  worth  more  than  20 
years'  purchase  on  the  judicial  rent.  In 
this  hope  I  probably  have  with  me  the 
sympathies  of  Irishmen  themselves. 
They  have  naturally  a  feeling  for  their 
country,  and  do  not  wish  to  lag  behind 
in  the  race  of  civilization.  I  believe, 
therefore,  that  no  legislation,  however 
liberal  to  the  tenant,  can  be  really  satis- 
factory unless,  in  all  the  relations  of  social 
life,  it  is  favourable  to  the  joint  interests 
of  all  the  classes  concerned  in  the  great 
matters  which  we  are  endeavouring  to 
Bfititle 

8iB  HERBERT  MAXWELL  said,  he 
merely  wished  to  remark,  in  reference 
to  one  observation  which  had  been 
made,  that  advowsons  in  Scotland  never 
had  a  commercial  value ;  and  that  it, 
therefore,  could  not  be  said  that  in  the 
transfer  of  advowsons  in  that  country 
property  of  commercial  value  was  trans- 
ferred from  one  person  to  another. 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  said,  he  had 
<mly  one  fault  to  find  with  the  speech  of 
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the  Prime  Minister,  which  was  that  it 
had  no  reference  to  the  proposed  clause. 
He  could  only  suppose  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  made  his  speech  in 
anticipation  of  something  that  was  likely 
to  be  said  in  **  another  place."  As  far 
as  he  could  understand  it,  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Baronet  (Sir  Walter  B.Barttelot) 
had  given  no  hint  as  to  compensation, 
but  had  left  it  to  the  Committee  to  do 
no  more  than  discuss  the  terms  of 
the  clause  before  it.  It  seemed  clear 
that  the  Prime  Minister  looked  forward 
to  the  perpetuation  of  landlordism  in  Ire- 
land ;  but,  as  he  (Mr.  O'Connor)  be- 
lieved, the  main  advantage  of  the  Bill 
would  be  that  it  would  enable  the  Irish 
tenants  to  elbow  landlordism  out  of  the 
country.  He  did  not  admit  that  the  Bill 
went  as  far  as  he  could  wish  ;  but,  as  its 
tendency  was  in  the  direction  he  had 
indicated,  it  was,  to  some  extent,  satis- 
factory. The  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Dundalk  (Mr.  Charles  Rus- 
sell) had  pointed  out  that  the  efioct 
of  the  clause  might  be  to  throw  a  large 
quantity  of  land  on  the  hands  of  the 
Commission,  who  might,  perhaps,  be  com- 
pelled to  buy  at  too  high  a  price,  and, 
therefore, injustice  might  be  worked  upon 
the  tenants.  The  first  of  these  objec- 
tions was  met  by  the  provision  that  the. 
purchase  should  not  take  place  until  a 
fair  rent  had  been  fixed  and  the  tenant 
secured  in  his  holding.  He  admitted 
the  force  of  the  observation  that  the 
effect  of  the  clause  might  be  to  put  a 
large  quantity  of  land  into  the  posses* 
sion  of  the  Commissioners;  but  this 
arose  from  the  fact  that  while  the  pur- 
chase of  the  land  from  the  landlords  was 
compulsory,  the  letting  of  it  to  the  ten- 
ants was  optional,  as  far  as  the  tenants 
were  concerned.  That,  however,  would 
not  prove  an  insuperable  barrier  to  the 
working  of  the  Bill,  if  the  Government 
would  provide  that  the  holdings  should 
only  be  purchased  if  the  tenant  was 
willing  to  buy  them  at  the  price  fixed 
by  the  Commission,  and  to  make  such 
other  provisions  as  would  bring  about  a 
joint  proprietorship  between  landlords 
and  tenants  in  the  soil. 

Mr.  JUSTIN  MCCARTHY  said,  he 
had  always  held  that  the  landlord  sys- 
tem should,  as  far  as  possible,  give 
way  to  the  tenants ;  but  he  admitted 
that  the  landlords  were  entitled  to 
compensation.  The  Prime  Minister 
spoke  of  this  clause   as  simply  a  mat- 
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ter  of  componsation  to  the  landlord 
for  imaginary  wrongs;  but  he  could 
find  nothing  in  it  to  compensate  a  dis-r 
possessed  landlord.  No  matter  whether 
the  rent  was  fixed  fairly  or  not,  the  Bill 
made  a  material  change  in  the  condition 
of  the  landlord  with  regard  to  the  soil. 
It  took  away  from  him  certain  dis- 
tinct and  very  substantial  proprietorial 
privileges,  and  reduced  him  to  the  level 
of  one  merely  dealing  with  a  tenant  for 
rent.  He  approved  of  that ;  he  was 
glad  that  the  Court  could  step  in  be- 
tween the  landlord  and  the  tenant ;  but 
still  it  did  reduce  the  landlord  to  a  level 
much  below  that  which  he  had  previously 
occupied.  The  landlord  was  therefore 
fairly  entitled  to  say — **  You  have  altered 
my  position  altogether.  You  have  done 
this  probably  for  the  good  of  the  coun- 
try ;  I  admit  that,  but  you  have  changed 
my  social  status  and  taken  away  what  I 
have  always  believed  to  be  my  rights,  and 
you  ought  to  allow  me  to  go  out  of  the 
land,  and  you  ought  to  buy  it  from  me." 
He  did  not  want  to  do  injustice  to  the 
landlord  any  more  than  to  the  tenant ; 
but  they  had  to  consider,  above  all 
things,  just  now  the  condition  of  the 
Irish  tenants,  and  the  prospect  of  form- 
ing a  peasant  proprietary  in  that  coun- 
try. For  that  reason  he  was  anxious 
that  as  many  landlords  as  could  be  in- 
duced to  leave  their  land  should  do  so  as 
soon  as  possible ;  and  he  would  support 
any  proposal  for  enabling  the  G-ovem- 
ment  to  get  possession  of  the  land  and 
to  form  a  peasant  proprietary  upon  it. 
He  should  be  false  to  the  purpose  he 
came  to  the  House  to  serve  if  he  did  not 
support  every  proposal  which  endea- 
voured to  bring  a  larger  quantity  of  land 
under  the  control  of  the  Government,  in 
order  that  they  might  plant  a  peasant 
proprietary  upon  it;  and,  therefore,  he 
should  support  the  Amendment,  although 
lie  did  not  often  find  himself  in  sym- 
pathy with  the  advocates  of  the  land- 
lords' claims. 

Colonel  COLTHURST  said,  he  could 
not  think  that  the  hon.  Members  for 
Longford  (Mr.  Justin  McCarthy)  and 
Qalway  (Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor)  expressed 
the  real  opinions  of  the  Irish  people 
upon  this  point;  and  certainly  they 
were  not  acting  in  their  interest.  The 
Committee  was  now  at  the  last  stage  of 
a  Bill  which  admittedly  would  confer 
immense  benefits  on  the  occupiers  of 
land  in  Ireland ;  and  that  Bill,  whether 
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effective  or  not,  was  framed  npon  certain 
principles — the  principle  of  voluntary 
sale  or  their  property  by  landlords,  and 
the  principle  of  voluntary  acquisition  of 
the  same  by  the  Commission.  His  hon. 
and  gallant  Friend  opposite  (Sir  Walter 
B.  Barttelot)  brought  forward  this  clause 
at  the  last  moment  to  establish  a  totally 
different  principle  ;  but  he  did  not  think 
it  was  just,  because  he  could  not  admit 
that  the  landlord  who  had  let  his  land 
at  a  fair  rent  was  injured  to  the  extent 
of  1  d.  by  this  Bill.  Therefore,  he  should 
oppose  the  Amendment ;  but  how  stood 
it  with  Members  representing  popular 
constituencies  in  Ireland?  The  Prime 
Minister  had  said  he  could  not  accept 
this  Amendment,  which  would  vitally 
alter  the  whole  structure  of  the  Bill — 
no  Oovemment  could  ;  but  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  proposed  to  put  the 
House  in  the  position  of  endangering^  and 
imperilling  the  Bill  by  an  Amendment 
which,  however  good  in  itself,  was  in- 
compatible with  the  Bill,  and  which  the 
Prime  Minister  and  the  G-ovemment — 
without  whom  the  Bill  could  not  be 
carried — stated  would  be  fatal  to  the 
Bill  if  accepted.  For  these  reasons  he 
had  not  the  slightest  hesitation  in  pre- 
dicting that  public  opinion  in  Ireland 
would  support  those  who  supported 
the  clause  in  opposition  to  the  Amend- 
ment. 

Lord  GEOKGE  HAMILTON  re- 
marked, that  the  arguments  which  had 
been  advanced  exactly  illustrated  the 
principle  upon  which  this  Bill  had  been 
conducted.  The  Prime  Minister  said 
the  clause  provided  compensation,  but 
there  was  not  a  word  about  compensa- 
tion ;  and  then  the  Prime  Minister, 
having  mis-named  the  clause,  said  who- 
ever voted  for  compensation  voted  against 
the  Bill.  If  the  clause  meant  compen- 
sation, and  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  North  Devon  (Sir  Staf- 
ford Northcote)  supported  it,  and  pro- 
posed merely  to  take  20  years'  purchase, 
the  Prime  Minister  contended  that  33 
years  was  the  proper  period.  He  said 
that  was  the  average  price  payable  for 
land  in  this  country;  but  that  was  a 
very  startling  assertion.  There  was  a 
great  deal  in  the  argument  of  the  Prime 
Minister  in  which  all  must  agree,  be- 
cause he  did  not  think  anyone  could 
contend  that  the  mere  establishing  of  a 
Judicial  Court  to  arbitrate  between  the 
landlord  and  tenant  and  fix  a  fair  rent 
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oonstituted  in  itself  any  claim  on  the 
part  of  the  landlord  for  compensation. 
But  what  was  the  object  of  establishing 
this  Court  ?  It  was  not  to  relieve  the 
tenant  from  the  excessive  pressure  pro- 
duced by  excessive  demands  for  land. 
The  object  was,  according  to  the  words 
of  the  Act,  to  enable  the  tenant  for  the 
time  being  of  every  holding  to  sell  his 
tenancy  for  the  best  price  he  could  get. 
That  was  to  say  that  whilst,  on  the  one 
hand,  the  Bill  deliberately  took  from 
the  landlord  the  benefit  of  the  market 
price,  it  did  so  in  order  to  hand  over  to 
the  tenant  somethiug  that  did  not  belong 
to  him  to  enable  him  to  get  the  full 
benefit  of  the  market  value  of  the  com- 
modity. And  it  was  distinctly  admitted 
that  there  would  be  cases  where  the  ten- 
ant would  sell  something  which  he  had 
neither  acquired  nor  created  nor  bought. 
The  Bill  deprived  the  landlords  of  the 
market  price  which  excessive  competi- 
tion had  produced,  because  they  were 
few,  and  gave  it  to  the  tenants  because 
they    were  many,    and  that    was   the 

Seat  fault  of  the  Bill.  The  Prime 
inister  was  very  sanguine  that  the 
creation  of  this  tenant  right  would  pro- 
duce tranquillity  from  one  end  of  the 
country  to  the  other,  and  had  alluded  to 
the  condition  of  Ulster.  He  did  not 
know  that  Donegal  was  in  a  more  satis- 
factory state  than  the  rest  of  Ireland, 
or  that  the  Ulster  right  existed  in  a  less 
degree  there  than  in  any  other  part ; 
but  the  real  reason  why  the  North  of 
Ireland  was  in  a  better  condition  than  the 
rest  of  the  country  was  that  the  manufac- 
tures absorbed  the  surplus  population. 
If  any  hon.  Member  assumed  that  be- 
cause the  North  of  Ireland  was  more 
peaceable  and  quiet,  and  that  the  rela- 
tions between  landlords  and  tenants 
there  were  better  than  in  other  parts, 
that  must  not  be  attributed  merely  to 
tenant  right,  but  to  a  number  of  cir- 
cumstances which  did  not  exist  in  any 
other  parts  of  the  country. 

Mr.  a.  MOOHE  said,  he  regarded 
this  as  a  most  important  Amendment, 
and  one  which  could  not  be  disposed  of 
hurriedly.  It  was  well  worthy  of  the 
consideration  of  the  Committee,  for  it 
contemplated  a  class  of  men  with  small 
Leans  and  heavily  mortgaged,  who 
mid  not  afford  the  possible  reduction 
fhich  the  Court  might  inflict.  The  hon. 
akd  learned  Member  for  Dundalk  (Mr. 


C.  Eussell)  said — "  Oh,  but  his  rent 
must  have  been  too  high  if  the  Court 
reduces  it  to  starvation  point."  Not  at 
all ;  he  might  have  let  his  land,  as  men 
sold  coal  and  iron,  at  the  best  possible 
price  ;  and  the  Court  might  compel  him 
to  reduce  the  rent.  But  he  might  be 
heavily  mortgaged,  and  utterly  unable 
to  live  if  the  rent  was  reduced ;  and  the 
object  of  this  Amendment  was  not,  per- 
haps, to  give  the  "  upset"  price  in  the 
market,  but  to  give  him  something  by 
which  he  could  leave  his  land,  with  aU 
the  staff  he  had  been  accustomed  to, 
and  possibly  find  a  happier  home  in 
some  other  country,  where  he  could  set 
himself  up  in  some  other  walk  in  life 
with  the  remains  of  his  property.  The 
Amendment  was  a  golden  bridge  for  the 
retreating  landlords,  and  was  one  which 
was  quite  necessary ;  for  there  would  be 
many  serious  cases  of  people  who  could 
not  afford  to  have  their  rents  reduced. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Dundalk  had  said  high  price  meant 
high  rent;  but  the  tenant  need  not 
buy  at  all.  He  would  have  got  his  rent 
fixed,  and  it  would  be  a  case  of  caveat 
empton, 

Mr.  DALY  wished  to  bring  the  Com- 
mittee back  into  the  regions  of  common 
sense,  and  said,  if  the  Court  established 
a  fair  rent  which  was  greatly  less 
than  the  tenant  had  been  paying,  that 
was  simply  the  redressing  of  a  wrong  \ 
but  he  believed  that  in  many  cases  the 
interposition  of  the  Court  would  lead  to 
the  raising  of  the  rent.  It  was  assumed 
by  some  hon.  Members  that  the  prin- 
ciple of  the  Bill  was  confiscation  of  the 
landlords'  property.  He  denied  that, 
for  he  believed  the  principle  was  the 
restitution  to  the  tenant  of  the  right  that 
was  acknowledged  in  1870.  The  hon. 
Member  for  the  City  of  Gal  way  (Mr.  T. 
P.  O'Connor)  had  expressed  his  anxiety 
to  see  the  landlords  elbowed  out  of  Ire- 
land. He  had  no  ^reat  anxiety  to  see 
them  elbowed  out ;  out  he  had  a  strong 
objection  to  their  being  elbowed  out  with 
their  hands  in  the  pockets  of  the  State. 
There  were  plenty  of  people  outside  the 
State  who  would  be  willing  to  invest 
their  money  at  5  per  cent  if  security  was 
given  and  peace  was  restored  to  Ireland. 
It  was  asserted  by  Irish  Conservative 
Members  that  the  landlords  were  being 
wronged ;  but  he  repudiated  that,  for 
what  was  being  done  was  a  return  to  the 
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position  of  ri}rbt  between  man  and  man. 
He  was  willing  to  accord  the  landlords 
full  and  fair  rents,  but  be  was  not  will- 
ing to  go  beyond  that;  and  be  knew 
tbat  if  this  Amendment  was  passed  it 
would  place  tbe  Government  in  a  most 
embarrassing  position,  and  would  lead 
to  their  occupation  of  great  tracts  of 
land.  He  entirely  agreed  with  the  bon. 
and  learned  Memoer  for  Dundalk  that 
a  greater  injury  to  the  tenant  could  not 
be  effected  than  by  the  State  becoming 
owners  of  land.  On  all  these  grounds 
lie  opposed  the  Amendment. 

Mr.  E.  COLLINS  observed,  that  if  the 
clause  did  not  mean  competition  he  could 
not  tell  what  it  meant ;  and  he  would 
advise  his  hon.  Friends  on  the  other  side 
below  the  Gangway  to  hesitate  very 
much  before  they  consented  to  this 
Amendment.  He  would  like  to  ask 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  who  made 
this  proposal  whether  he  made  it  in  the 
interest  of  the  tenant  or  in  the  interest 
of  the  landlord  ?  He  knew  that  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  would  be  dis- 
posed to  act  in  favour  of  the  landlords ; 
but  he  would  advise  the  Committee  not 
to  accept  the  Amendment  unless  the  hon. 
and  fi^allant  Member  so  modified  it  as  to 
provide  that  if  a  landlord  bought,  he 
should  do  so  on  terms  agreed  to  by  the 
tenant. 

Me.  DAWSON  said,  that  what  ani- 
mated the  hon.  Member  for  Galway 
(Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor)  and  an  immense 
proportion  of  the  Irish  people  was  a  de- 
sire to  see  the  system  of  landlordism  in 
Ireland  abolished.  He  believed  the 
landlords  had  been  as  much  the  victims 
of  the  legislation  for  Ireland  as  the 
tenants;  and  he  would  support  the 
clause  if  it  gave  compensation.  He  did 
not  believe  it  did;  but  he  would  pay 
the  landlords  well  in  order  to  restore 
the  agricultural  land  to  the  working  oc- 
cupiers. If  the  price  were  an  ezag^ge- 
rated  price,  it  would  be  well  repaid  by 
the  increased  development  of  the  land. 
If  there  was  a  compulsory  purchase  a 
handsome  price  must  be  paid,  and  con- 
versely ;  but  to  make  this  clause  prac- 
ticable the  tenant  must  be  willing  to  buy 
and  the  landlord  must  be  willing  to  sell. 
In  that  case  he  would  compel  the  Court 
to  buy  the  holding ;  and  there  was  no- 
thing in  that  to  outrage  the  principles 
of  commerce,  there  was  nothing  to  war- 
rant   the    Prime    Minister    in    beiug 
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frightened  at  the  amount  of  compensa- 
tion ;  and  if  the  Amendment  was  modi- 
fied by  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member, 
he  thought  it  might  be  acceptable  to  the 
Committee.  At  all  events,  he  believed 
it  would  meet  with  acceptance  by  the 
people  of  Ireland  on  account  of  its 
sound  policy^ 

Mr.  BLAKE  said,  he  was  averse  to 
asking  the  Government  to  charge  them- 
selves with  a  quantity  of  land ;  and  he 
suggested  the  insertion  in  the  clause, 
after  ''Commission  shall/'  the  words, 
"  after  being  satisfied  that  the  land  can 
be  sold  without  loss  to  the  State." 

Major  O'BEIENE  observed,  that 
land  in  Ireland  would  become  more 
valuable  after  this  Bill  was  passed,  and 
advised  the  Government  to  accept  the 
Amendment. 

Sir  WALTER  B.  BARTTELOT  said, 
he  had  been  pressed  very  much  to  in- 
sert in  the  clause  a  proviso  that  if 
the  Commission  purchased  the  property 
the  tenant  or  someone  else  should  pur- 
chase it  from  the  Commission.  To  that 
he  had  no  objection ;  but  be  must  join 
issue  with  the  Prime  Minister  on  his  re- 
mark that  whoever  voted  for  the  clause 
voted  against  the  principle  of  the  Bill. 
There  was  nothing  in  the  Bill  which 
would  be  outraged  or  violated  by  his 
proposal.  The  Frime  Minister  himself 
haa  proposed  that  the  market  price 
should  be  absolutely  abolished  so  far  as 
the  landlord  was  concerned,  and  that 
the  Commission  should  regulate  the 
price.  Therefore,  he  maintained,  the 
Prime  Minister  ought  to  vote  for  this 
Amendment.  When  the  Slave  Trade 
was  abolished,  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man thought  it  nothing  that  this  coun- 
try should  give  £20,000,000  for  com- 
pensation, and  this  clause,  although 
it  did  not  amount  to  compensation, 
amounted  to  the  right  which  the  land- 
lord ought  to  claim  when  deprived  of 
the  rights  and  amenities  he  had  pos^ 
sessed.  Something  ought  to  be  done  to 
enable  him  to  get  rid  of  his  property  on 
fair  and  reasonable  terms.  He  should 
be  prepared  to  modify  the  clause  as 
suggested,  and  he  asked  the  Committee 
to  support  what  he  considered  a  fair, 
reasonable,  andjust  proposal. 

Sir  JOSEPBL  M*KENNA  said,  he 
thought  the  clause  an  eminentlj  fair 
one,  for  he  thought  a  man  whoae  pro- 
perty was  seriously  affected  by  the  Bill 
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had  a  right  to  ask  for  an  opportunity  of 
getting  rid  of  property  which  had  been 
wholly  changed  in  its  nature.  At  the 
same  time,  accepting  in  good  faith  the 
statement  of  the  Prime  Minister  that 
the  proposal  was  in  vital  opposition  to 
the  principle  of  the  Bill,  and  not  desir- 
ing to  throw  any  obstacle  in  the  way  of 
the  Bill,  he  would  not  vote  for  the  pro- 

TK)8al« 

Mb.  MAOFARLANE  said,  he  thought 
the  remedy  should  be  the  same  for  the 
tenant  as  for  the  landlord ;  and  if  the 
Oommission  were  to  be  forced  to  buy 
holdings  where  the  rents  were  reduced, 
they  ought  to  be  required  to  buy  a 
holding  where  the  rents  were  raised. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided :  —  Ayes  88  ; 
Noes  151 :  Majority  63. — (Div.  List, 
No.  328.) 

Sib  WILLIAM  PALLISER  moved 
to  insert  the  following  Clause  after 
Clause  22 : — 

(Purchaso  by  instalments.) 

"  Where  the  purchaser  shall  in  any  one  year 
pay  an  instalment  of  six  pounds  per  centum  on 
thd  advance  interest  shall  be  charged  for  that 
year  at  the  rate  of  three  pounds  per  centum 
upon  the  advance  or  the  unpaid  balance  thereof. 

"  Whore  the  purchaser  shall  in  any  one  year  pay 
an  instalment  of  over  six  pounds  per  centum  on 
the  advance,  interest  at  the  rate  of  three  pounds 
per  centum  shall  likewise  be  charged  upon  the 
unpaid  balance  or  balances  of  the  advance  in 
the  subeequent  year  or  years  in  which  the  said 
excess  payment  shall  make  up  the  instalment  or 
instalments  paid  in  the  said  subsequent  vear  or 
years  to  six  pounds  per  centum  on  the  advance. 

"  Excess  motional  payments  in  separate  years 
shall  be  added  together,  and  when  their  sum 
shall  be  sufficient  to  increase  the  instalment  in 
any  one  year  to  six  pounds  per  centum  on  the 
advance,  then  interest  for  that  year  shall  be 
charged  at  the  rate  of  three  pounds  per  centum 
upon  the  unpaid  balance  of  the  advance. 

"  All  payments  above  five  pounds  per  centum 
per  annum  on  the  advance,  together  with  the 
aUowances  mado  to  the  purchaser  by  the  State 
ifk  respect  of  them,  shall  be  placed  to  the  credit 
of  the  porchaser,  but  shall  nevertheless  be  avail- 
able as  a  reserve  fund  until  the  advance  is  re- 
paid ;  that  is  to  say,  where  the  purchaser  shall 
ID  any  subsequent  year  pay  less  than  five  pounds 
per  centum  on  the  advance,  his  default  snail  be 
made  good  from  the  reserve  fund,  and  interest 
at  the  rate  of  ten  shillings  per  centum  upon  the 
unpaid  balance  of  the  advance  shall  be  deducted 
from  the  reserve  fund  for  every  pound  or  frac- 
tion of  a  pound  taken  from  the  reserve  fund, 
and  for  which  an  allowance  of  ten  shillings  per 
centum  upon  the  advance  or  the  unpaid  balance 
thereof  had  previously  been  made  to  the  pur- 
chaser." 

The  hon.  Qentleman  said,  that  when 


the  State  made  an  advance  to  a  tenant 
to  enable  him  to  purchase  his  farm,  it 
was  of  the  greatest  importance  that  as 
soon  as  possible  after  the  completion  of 
the  purchase  a  margin  or  reserve  fund 
should  be  created.  The  advantages  of 
the  early  creation  of  such  a  reserve  fund 
were  so  great  that  it  would  be  well 
worth  while  for  the  State,  from  a  com- 
mercial point  of  view,  to  pay  a  little 
more,  or  rather  to  make  a  small  allow- 
ance for  the  purpose  of  obtaining  it. 
The  benefit  of  these  proposals  to  the 
landlord  and  tenant  were  so  obvious 
that  he  would  not  take  up  the  time  of  the 
Committee  in  going  into  them,  and  he 
would  confine  his  remarks  to  the  benefits 
which  the  State  would  derive  from  them. 
If  there  were  no  reserve  fund,  and  if  a 
series  of  bad  seasons  were  to  follow  each 
other,  and  if,  in  consequence,  the  pur- 
chaser had  failed  to  pay  his  instalments, 
the  State  might  be  forced  to  put  the 
land  up  for  sale,  in  order  to  recover  the 
money  advanced  upon  it.  But  owing  to 
the  bad  seasons  the  land  would  not  com- 
mand so  good  a  price,  and  when  the 
land  was  sold  the  State  might  incur  a 
heavy  loss.  If,  moreover,  the  landlord 
had  taken  a  second  charge  on  the  farm 
in  part  payment  for  it,  and  if  the  farm 
were  sold  as  soon  as  the  State  had  got 
back  the  loan  and  the  interest,  the  land- 
lord would  be  left  out  in  the  cold.  It 
would,  therefore,  be  most  unwise  for  a 
landlord,  when  selling,  to  leave  a  por- 
tion of  the  purchase  money,  as  some  bad 
suggested,  as  a  second  charge  on  the 
farm,  under  the  Government  scale  of 
repayment.  On  the  other  hand,  if  Go- 
vernment would  concede  the  advantages 
proposed  in  this  clause,  he  thought  the 
landlord  might  fairly  make  an  arrange- 
ment with  the  tenant  to  take  a  second 
charge  on  the  land  if  the  tenant  would 
covenant  to  repay  the  loan  by  6  per 
cent  instalments.  The  allowance  off 
the  interest  to  be  made  by  the  State, 
under  this  clause,  would  amount,  in  the 
first  year,  to  10«.  per  cent;  but  this 
allowance  would  decrease  each  year. 
If  there  were  a  farm  which  sold  for 
£183  6«.  8^^.  the  amount  advanced  by 
the  State  would  be  £  1 00.  In  the  first 
year  the  allowance  upon  that  would  be 
10«.  percent,  or  the  l-26uthpartof  £100. 
In  the  next  year,  as  £3  would  be  paid 
off,  the  allowance  would  be  1 -200th 
part  of  £97 ;  and  in  the  third  year  it 
would  be  the  l-200th  part  of  £93 14«.  ed. 
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These  payments  would  thus  become 
smaller  and  smaller,  and  would  amount 
to  only  £6  15«.  9d.  over  the  whole  period 
of  repayment.  That  would  be  a  very 
small  sum  for  the  State  to  pay  in  return 
for  the  advantages.  The  whole  debt 
would  be  repaid  to  the  State  in  23  years, 
6  months,  and  14  days;  instead  of  re- 
quiring 35  years  for  repayment ;  and,  as 
the  money  would  come  back  in  two- 
thirds  of  the  time,  it  followed  that 
£2,000,000  lent  on  those  terms  would  go 
as  far  as  £:J,000,000lenton  the  Govern- 
ment scale,  and  the  investment  would  be 
much  safer.  Under  the  5  per  cent,  or 
Government  scale,  only  £8  0«.  lid, 
would  be  paid  during  the  first  five  years ; 
but  under  the  6  per  cent  scale  the 
amount  paid  in  five  years  would  be 
£15  18«.  6d.,  leaving  only  £84  Is,  6d. 
to  be  repaid.  Further,  out  of  the 
£15  18*.  6rf.,  a  sum  of  £7  17«.  7d. 
would  be  available  as  a  reserve  fund  for 
the  State  to  draw  upon  if  the  tenant 
made  default.  The  man  would  have  8 
per  cent  practically  laid  by,  and  if  in 
bad  seasons  he  were  unable  to  pay  his 
obligatory  instalments  in  full,  then  the 
local  bank  would  assist  him;  whereas, 
if  he  had  been  paying  5  per  cent  instal- 
ments, there  would  be  no  reserve  fund, 
and,  therefore,  he  would  not  be  able  to 
get  assistance  from  the  bank.  In  this 
case,  the  State  would  be  obliged  to  sell 
him  out.  A  remarkable  Bill  was  intro- 
duced by  the  Chancellor  of  tHe  Exche- 
quer and  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
a  few  days  ago  to  remit  certain  loans 
formerly  made  from  the  Consolidated 
Fund.  It  was  entitled  the  Public  Loans 
(Ireland)  Remission  Act ;  and  the  Sche- 
dule stated  that  repayments  commenced 
in  1826,  but  that  after  the  tithes  dis- 
turbance in  1831  no  further  steps  were 
taken  for  the  recovery  of  the  advances. 
Government  should  take  every  precau- 
tion to  prevent  a  similar  Bill  becoming 
necessary  a  few  years  hence.  His  pro- 
posal was  strictly  consonant  with  the 
first  principles  of  business,  finance,  trade, 
and  political  economy.  In  ordinary 
private  business  transactions  they  all 
knew  that  when  goods  were  sold  by 
a  manufacturer  they  were  generally 
paid  for  by  a  bill  at  three  months, 
or  2^  per  cent  discount  was  allowed  for 
ready  money.  A  bill  could  generally  be 
discounted  at  the  rate  of  4  per  cent  per 
annum,  whereas  the  vendors  were  willing 
to  make  an  allowance,  for  caah,  at  the 
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rate  of  10  per  cent  per  annum,  and  to 
incur  a  loss  at  the  rate  of  6  per  cent  per 
annum  for  the  purpose  of  avoiding  the 
risk  of  bad  debts  and  getting  their  money 
back  quickly.  These  principles  ap- 
plied with  equal  force  to  the  State  as  to 
private  individuals.  As  he  had  said 
before,  where  a  man  had  paid  for  ^yq 
years  instalments  at  the  rate  of  6  per  cent 
he  would  become  the  owner  substantially, 
and  by  that  time  there  would  be  estab- 
lished a  class  of  men  who  would  be  con- 
servative in  the  best  sense  of  the  term, 
for  then  they  would  see  and  know  what 
was  within  their  reach ;  they  would  know 
that  no  reasonable  amount  of  bad  har- 
vest could  interfere  between  them  and 
the  unencumbered  freehold  at  which 
they  aimed.  And  when  there  was  a 
class  of  men  with  a  stake  like  that  in 
the  country  there  would  be  less  necessity 
to  keep  up  a  vast  body  of  police  and 
troops,  and  the  saving  upon  that  head 
would  more  than  counterbalance  the  little 
cost  to  the  State  for  these  allowances. 
The  proposal  also  was  good  morally, 
because  it  would  encourage  thrift  and 
providence.  There  was  no  doubt  that 
sometimes  the  Irish  farmers  had  very 
good  seasons.  When  trade  was  brisk  and 
work  was  plentiful  in  England,  and  when 
in  consequence  there  was  a  large  de- 
mand for  beefsteaks  and  mutton  chops, 
then  there  were  fine  prices  for  beef, 
mutton  and  butter,  and  then  Irish  far- 
mers made  large  profits.  But  when  those 
times  came  the  ladies — namely,  their 
wives  and  daughters,  would  never  leave 
them  alone  till  they  got  their  money  out 
of  them  to  spend  in  wearing  silk  dresses 
and  driving  jaunting  cars,  &c. ;  but 
since  his  proposal  was  to  give  the 
farmer  a  bonus  of  no  less  than  50  per 
cent  for  every  pound  he  paid  over  and 
above  what  he  was  obliged  to  pay,  he 
was  certain  that  the  Irish  farmer  was 
quite  astute  enough  to  see  the  advantage 
of  making  pre-payments  during  the 
good  times ;  and  he  did  not  think  the 
farmer's  wife  would,  under  such  circum- 
stances, interfere  with  her  husband  in 
such  a  matter,  but  would,  on  the  contrary, 
encourage  him  to  lay  the  money  by. 
As  he  had  said  before,  the  cost  was 
£6  15«.  9d,  spread  over  23  years;  and 
he  trusted  that  the  Government,  seeing 
the  very  g^eat  advantage  of  the  pro- 
posal, would  accept  it.  He  recommended 
it  on  the  grounds  of  political  economy, 
morality,  and  prudence. 
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New  Clause  hr ought  up,  and  read  the 
first  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Clause  be  read  a  second 
time." 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  In  the  first  place, 
from  what  the  hon.  Member  has  said, 
I  have  no  doubt  he  understands  this 
proposal  himself.  I  give  the  fullest 
credit  to  the  hon.  Gentleman  for  under- 
standing it.  He  has  gone  through  a 
deal  of  trouble — he  has  taken  immense 
pains,  and  shown  how  much  the  public 
will  lose  by  it.  They  will  lose  £6  15«. 
for  every  £  1 00,  spread  over  three  years. 

Sib  WILLIAM  PALLISER  :  No ; 
not  unless  the  State  has  to  pay  £3  10«. 
per  cent  for  the  money. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  They  wiU  not  ? 

Sib  WILLIAM  PALLISER  :  No  ; 
with  all  due  respect  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman.  If  the  condition  of  the 
market  would  admit  of  the  Government 
borrowing  at  3  per  cent,  they  would  not 
incur  any  loss.  And,  perhaps,  if  I  were 
permitted  to  explain 

Mb.  GLADSrONE :  I  think  I  have 
gathered  at  least  one  definite  and  in- 
telligible statement — the  hon.  Gentle- 
man has  not  destroyed  my  impression  in 
that  respect — but  I  may  venture  to  say 
that  there  is  no  part  of  his  statement 
that  I  am  able  thoroughly  to  compre- 
hend. I  do  not  hesitate  to  say  that  no- 
thing but  the  most  minute  actuarial 
calculation  could  possibly  establish  the 
proposition  he  lays  down.  With  regard 
to  certain  statements  of  fact  which  I  can 
detect  in  this  Motion,  it  ■  appears  to  be 
founded  on  two  propositions — first,  that 
the  public  can  reckon  on  borrowing  at 
an  average  rate  of  3  per  cent ;  and,  se- 
condly, that  the  administration  of  the 
money,  the  reserving  of  proper  balances, 
the  transmissionof  it  to  different  quarters, 
and  the  collection  in  minute  sums  at  a 
multitude  of  points  from  the  people,  is 
an  operation  which  will  cost  just  nothing 
at  all.  On  these  two  propositions  the 
proposal  rests.  They  are  both  of  them 
totally  inadmissible.  The  established 
fact  of  borrowing  by  the  public  is  that 
it  cannot  be  done  for  less  than  £3  5«. 
per  oent.  And  we  know  very  well  that 
some  margin  for  the  keeping  and  collec- 
tion and  borrowing  the  money  for  mak- 
ing the  advances  is  absolutely  necessary. 
I  do  not  hesitate  to  say  with  regard  to 
that  b9,  per  cent,  left  as  a  margin — I  do 


not  hesitate  to  say  that,  as  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  I  heartily  wish,  in  a  pecu- 
niary point  of  view,  that  I  were  rid  of  the 
whole  concern,  and  I  should  be  glad  to 
see  the  hon.  Gentleman  himself  or  any- 
body else  take  it  off  our  hands.  It  is 
a  very  considerable  financial  difficulty 
which  we  are  undertaking  for  great 
political  and  social  objects ;  but  a  pro- 
position of  this  kind,  that  we  should 
borrow  at  a  rate  which  we  know  does 
not  exist,  and  that  we  should  advance 
and  recover  the  money  which  we  borrow 
without  charge,  is  altogether  unsound. 
There  is,  undoubtedly,  an  element  of 
good  sense  in  giving  encouragement  to 
those  who  are  desirous  to  pre-pay,  and 
if  you  want  to  do  it,  it  is  really  the  sim- 
plest thing  in  the  world — you  have  only 
to  make  them  an  allowance  of  so  much 
per  cent.  I  am  quite  willing  to  look 
into  this;  but  I  can  assure  the  hon. 
Gentleman,  seriously,  that  he  might  as 
well  have  introduced  his  proposal  writ 
out  in  Sanskrit  letters,  for  we  should 
know  just  SU3  much  about  it. 

Sib  WILLIAM  PALLISER :  I  may 
say  that  my  proposal  is  founded  upon 
an  actuarial  calculation  that  has  been 
very  carefully  prepared.  I  will  send 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  a  copy  of  it. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  I  shaU  receive 
it  with  the  greatest  interest. 

Sib  WILLIAM  PALLISER :  Would 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  accept  the 
proposal  if  I  were  to  insert  at  the 
commencement  the  following  condi- 
tion : — 

**That  when  the  condition  of  the  money 
market  will  admit  of  it,  without  causing  loss 
to  the  State,*' 

the  allowance  shall  be  granted ;  and  if 
I  were  also  to  put  at  the  end — 

''  When  the  condition  of  the  money  market 
will  not  admit  of  the  fuU  allowance  of  \  per 
cent  being  made  to  the  purchaser  without  caus- 
ing loss  to  the  State,  the  Court  may  make  an 
allowance  such  as  would  not  cause  any  loss  to 
the  State.*^ 

Clause  negatived, 

Mb.  MACFARLANE  moved,  in  page 
18,  after  Clause  25,  to  insert  the  follow- 
ing Clause : — 

(Powers  of  Commission  over  reclaimed  lands.) 

'*  In  the  case  of  waste  land  capable  of  recla- 
mation the  Land  Commission  may  caU  upon  the 
owners  to  take  steps,  within  such  time  as  they 
may  deem  reasonable  for  the  reclamation  thereof ; 
and  in  default,  the  Land  Commission  may  re- 
ceive offers  from  tenants  or  other  persons  for 
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allotmentii  of  such  land  for  the  purpose  of  recla- 
mation in  blocks  of  such  size  as  they  may  deem 
suitable,  and  the  Land  Commission  may  grant 
possession  of  such  allotments  at  such  rents  for 
such  number  of  years  as  they  may  consider 
equitable  and  just,  the  tenant  contracting  to  re- 
claim fixed  portions  of  the  land  within  fixed 
periods,  the  Land  Commission  reserving  the 
right  to  resume  possession  in  case  of  any  railure 
on  the  part  of  the  tenant  to  fulfil  the  said 
contract. 

"  At  the  termination  of  the  period  allowed  for 
reclamation,  the  tenant  or  the  landlord  may 
apply  to  the  Court  to  have  a  fair  rent  fixed, 
having  regard  to  the  tenant's  labour  and  capital 
expended  thereon.  And  the  Court  may  grant 
statutory  leases  in  the  same  manner  as  is  pro- 
vided in  this  Act  for  present  tenants." 

The  hon.   Gentleman  said  that  under 
this  clause,  if  the  landlord  did  not  act, 
the  Land  Commission  would  act  for  him, 
treating  the  property  as  the  Court  of 
Chancery  might  treat  it,  in  trust  for 
the  landlord.     To  pass  clauses  providing 
money  to  be  spent  in  reclamation  with- 
out giving  compulsory  powers  to  the 
Land  Commission  to  avail  themselves  of 
the  land  would  be  like  passing  a  Kail- 
way  Bill  without  giving  a  compulsory 
right  to  purchase  the  land  through  which 
the  line  was  to    pass.     The    proposal 
could  not  injure  the  landlord  if  he  were 
willing  to  allow  the  land  to  be  reclaimed, 
because  in  that  case  it  would  not  be 
operative,  and  if  he  were  not  willing  it 
was  for  the  good  of  the  State  that  he 
should  be  compelled  to  permit  reclama- 
tion.    At  the  lowest  estimate,  there  were 
4,500,000  acres  of  waste  lands  in  Ire- 
land.    Of  that,    1,000,000  acres  were 
capable  of  being  reclaimed ;  and,  con- 
sidering the  amount  of  food  that  could 
be  produced  on  so  large  an  area,  and 
the  amount  of  employment  that  could  be 
applied  to  it,  it  would  be  a  most  bene- 
ficial thing  to  provide  for  its  compulsory 
reclamation.  In  addition  to  the  1 ,000,000 
acres  that  could  thus  be  gained  for  agri- 
cultural purposes,  there  was,  at  least, 
another  1,000,000  capable  of  being  used 
for  the  planting  of  timber.     If  such  a 
clause  as  this  had  been  in  force  in  Ire- 
land 50  years    ago,   the  landlords   of 
the  present  day  would  have  been  very 
thauKf ul,  and  Uiey  would  have  had  good 
reason  to  be  grateful  for  the  compulsion 
put  upon  their  forefathers.     He  made 
the  proposal    because  it  was  for  the 
public  good,  for  the  man  who  kept  1,  or 
10,  or  1,000,000  acres  unused  as  waste 
land  was  a  public  enemy.     It  was  quite 
evident  that  the  landlords  of  Ireland 
would  not  deal  with  these  matters  on 
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their  own  aooount,  and  he  had  no  belief 
in  the  scheme  sketched  out  by  the  Go- 
vernment for  reclamation  by  Joint  Stock 
Companies  which  would  never  pay.  But 
reclamation  in  small  portions  by  tenants 
who  would  expend  their  own  time  and 
labour  upon  it  when  not  otherwise  en- 
gaged— time  and  labour  whieh  other* 
wise  would  have  no  money  value — ^that 
was  a  kind  of  reclamation  which  would 
pay.  He  would  like  to  know  what  por- 
tion of  the  land  of  Ireland  cultivated  at 
this  moment  had  been  reclaimed  by  the 
small  tenants?  He  would  venture  to 
say  that  it  was  a  veiy  large  proportion. 
But,  in  the  case  of  reclamations  in  the 
past,  the  landlords  had  charged  full  rent 
for  them.  His  proposal  was  that»  after 
a  proper  time  had  been  allowed  for  re- 
clamation by  the  Commission,  the  land- 
lord or  the  tenant  might  apply  to  the 
Court  to  have  a  fair  rent  fixed,  taking 
into  consideration  the  fact  that  all  but 
the  raw  material  belonged  to  the  tenant. 
If  hon.  Members  would  only  read  the 
clause,  he  was  sure  there  would  be  very 
little  opposition  to  it. 

New  Clause  brought  upy  and  read  the 
first  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Clause  be  read  a   second 

time." 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  This  is  a  qnea- 
tion  of  great  importance  and  of  great 
complication ;  but  the  hon.  Member  will 
find  that  in  all  cases  when  you  take 
compulsory  powers,  and  endeavour  to 
act  upon  people  against  their  will,  it 
requires  the  greatest  care,  involves  a 
midtitude  of  details,  and  compels  the 
expenditure  of  a  great  deal  of  the  time 
of  Parliament.      Under  these  circum- 
stances, I  ask  whether,  at  half-past  12 
o'clock,  on  the  d2nd  night  of  this  Com- 
mittee, we  are  to  be  asked  to  sit  here 
through  Saturday?    Shall  we  have  a 
Sitting  on  Sunday  ?    Shall  we  go  on  on 
Monday  oversetting  the  whole  of  the 
arrangements  for  next  week?    Is  the 
Beport  also  to  be  conducted  on  the  same 
principle  of  ventilating  every  imaginable 
scheme  that  the  ingenuity  of  hon.  Mem- 
bers can  devise  ?     Or  are  we  not  to 
address  ourselves  to  the  humbler  pur- 
pose of  closing  these  discussions  on  this 
rather  wide  subject  ?    That  is  the  view 
to  which  we  incline ;  but  whether  or  no 
we  cannot  introduce  such  clausea  aa  this 
at  this  time.    At  this  period  of  the  Bea- 
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sion  it  would  be  wholly  impossible  to 
entertain  them. 

Mr.  MACFABLANE  :  Under  these 
circumstances,  I  am  ready  to  withdraw 
my  clause,  hoping  to  bring  it  forward 
at  some  other  time. 

Clause,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

The  chairman  :  Thenext  Amend- 
ment, which  stands  in  the  name  of  Mr. 
Pamell  (**  Commission  may  purchase 
and  sub-divide  certain  lands "),  was 
substantially  negatived  in  an  Amendment 
moved  by  Dr.  Lyons.  I,  therefore,  rule 
it  to  be  out  of  Order.  The  next  Amend- 
ment stands  in  the  name  of  Mr.  Lever 
(**  Facilities  to  Companies  for  purchase 
of  waste  lands,  &c.")  I  should  like  him 
to  explain  wherein  it  differs  from  Clause 
25,  except  in  the  substitution  of  the 
Land  Commission  for  the  Board  of 
Works. 

Mb.  lever  said,  that  if  the  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  could  assure  him 
that  the  object  he  had  in  view  was  al- 
ready secured  by  the  25th  clause,  he 
should  not  propose  the  clause  which 
stood  upon  the  Paper. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  said,  the  pur- 
pose in  view  was  entirely  met  by  the 
25th  clause,  providing  advances  of 
money  for  any  agricultural  improve- 
ment. 

The  chairman  :  The  next  Amend- 
ment on  the  Paper,  which  stands  in  the 
name  of  Mr.  Dawson  (*'Poor  Law  re- 
lief"), cannot  be  put.  Its  object  is  to 
repeal  section  10  &  11  Vict,  c.  31,  and 
that  is  already  repealed  by  25  Vict, 
c.  72. 

Mr.  DAWSON  said,  a  portion  of  the 
section  in  question  still  remained  un- 
repealed, and  that  related  to  the  giving 
of  out-door  relief  to  people  in  Ireland. 
If  ever  it  pressed  hardly  upon  the  people 
of  Ireland,  it  pressed  hardly  upon  them 
now.  It  was  very  hard  that  a  man  who 
was  struck  down  by  misfortune  should 
be  prevented  from  getting  out- door  re- 
lief, and  should  be  compelled  to  go  into 
the  poor  house  and  break  up  his  estab- 
lishment. All  he  wanted  was  that  any 
man  who  only  possessed  half  an  acre 
should  be  able  to  get  out-door  relief  in 
Ireland  in  times  of  temporary  distress, 
jast  aa  was  done  in  England. 

The  CHAIRMAN:  The  clause  is 
certainly  outside  the  scope  of  this  Bill, 
which  is  a  Bill  to  amend  the  Land  Law 


of  Ireland,  and  not  the  Poor  Law.  The 
next  clause  on  the  Paper,  which  also 
stands  in  the  hon.  Gentleman's  name 
(**  Migration  "),  is  out  of  Order,  because 
it  was  negatived  on  the  11th  of  June. 
His  3rd  clause  (** County  cess")  is  in 
Order. 

Mr.  DAWSON  then  moved,  in  page 
18,  after  Clause  26,  the  insertion  of  the 
following  Clause : — 

(County  cesa.) 

'*  On  and  after  the  passing  of  this  Act,  the 
county  cess  shall  be  paid  in  eqoal  parts  by 
landlord  and  tenant,  and  any  power  to  contract 
out  of  said  provision  is  hereby  repealed." 

The  hon.  Gentleman  said,  he  was  glad 
that  this,  at  least,  was  not  out  of  Order, 
and  he  did  not  see  how  it  well  could  be,  as 
it  was  included  in  the  Land  Act  of  1870, 
where  the  payment  of  the  county  cess 
was  allowed  to  be  divided  between  land- 
lord and  tenant;  but,  by  the  12th  sec- 
tion, in  the  case  of  tenancies  of  over  £50 
of  annual  value,  the  parties  were  allowed 
to  contract  themselves  out  of  the  pro- 
vision. Mr.  Yernon,  one  of  the  new 
Commissioners  under  the  Bill,  had  stated 
in  the  most  explicit  manner  his  opinion 
that  in  all  cases  the  tenant  should  be 
debarred  from  contracting  himself  out  of 
the  Act,  so  far  as  regarded  the  payment 
of  county  cess. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  said,  the  Govern- 
ment could  not  accept  the  clause. 

Clause,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Colonel  COLTHURST  said,  he  would 
not  propose  the  clause  of  which  he  had 
given  Notice  (**  Definition  of  owners  in 
the  sense  and  for  the  purposes  of  5  &  6 
Vic,  c.  89,  &c.") 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
also  declined  to  trouble  the  Committee 
with  the  clause  of  which  he  had  given 
Notice  (**Lettings  by  purchasing  ten- 
ant") 

The  CHAIRMAN:  The  next  two 
clauses,  which  stand  in  the  name  of  Mr. 
O'Sullivan  (**Repair  of  roads")  and 
(**  Deduction  of  rent  for  use  of  roads  "), 
belong  rather  to  a  Highway  Bill  than  to 
a  Bill  of  this  description.  The  next, 
which  stands  in  the  name  of  the  same 
hon.  Gentleman  (''  Sale  of  waste  lands,") 
cannot  be  put. 

Mr.  a.  MOORE  said,  he  did  not  pro- 
pose to  move  the  clauses  of  which  he 
had  given  Notice  —  (**  Agricultural 
labourers "}    and    (''  Conditions    for 
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erection  of  labourers*  cottages  by  ten- 
ants ") — but  with  regard  to  the  second, 
he  hoped  that  when  the  Government 
clause  dealing  with  the  labourers  came 
up  upon  Report  the  word  "tillage" 
would  be  omitted  from  it. 

The  chairman  :  The  next  clause 
on  the  Paper,  which  stands  in  the  name 
of  Mr.  Macnaghten  (**  Restriction  on  in- 
crease of  rents  after  sale  or  alienation  of 
estate")  is  unnecessary.  The  next 
clause,  which  stands  in  the  name  of  the 
same  hon.  Gentleman — (**  Settlement  of 
rents") — disregards  altogether  Clause  7 
of  the  Bill,  and  proposes  another  scheme 
for  the  settlement  of  rents  which  is  incon- 
sistent with  that  clause.  It  therefore 
cannot  be  put. 

Mr.  CHARLES  RUSSELL  said,  he 
should  not  proceed  with  the  next  clause 
which  stood  upon  the  Paper,  and  which 
was  in  his  name — (**  Middlemen  inte- 
rests")— nor  would  he  proceed  with  the 
clause  following— (** Corporate  estates") 
— although  perfectly  satisfied  of  the  wis- 
dom and  practicability  of  both — except 
80  far  as  regarded  its  last  section,  which 
he  should  move  in  the  following  foim  : — 

"  No  company  or  cori)oration  owning  an 
agricultural  estate  in  Ireland  shall  sell  such 
estate,  unless  such  sale  bo  to  tho  occupying  ten- 
ants thereof,  without  first  serving  on  the  Land 
Commission  notice  of  their  intention  to  sell 
such  estate ;  and  thereupon  the  Land  Commis- 
sion may  purchase  such  estate  at  such  price  as 
may  be  agreed  on  between  the  Land  Commis- 
sion and  such  company  or  corporation.'* 

The  attorney  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  appealed  to  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  not  to  press 
the  Amendment,  which  it  was  obvious 
the  Government  could  not  accept. 

Mr.  CHARLES  RUSSELL  begged 
leave  to  withdraw  his  Amendment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Mr.  CHARLES  RUSSELL  said,  the 
next  Amendment  he  attached  some  im- 
portance to,  and  it  was  perfectly  ger- 
mane to  the  matter.  He  was  content 
to  leave  it,  without  argument,  in  the 
hands  of  the  Prime  Minister. 

New  Clause — 

(Land  registry.) 

**  Tho  Land  Commission  shall  kept  a  se  of 
registry  books  divided  into  counties  and  ba- 
ronieS;  in  which  books  shall  bo  registered  all 
conveyances,  fee  farm  grants,  mortgages,  and 
other  deeds  afiecting  any  holding  in  respect  of 
which  the  Land  Commission  shall  have  advanced 
any  money  or  which  shall  have  been  the  sabject 
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of  sale  or  purchase  by  the  Land  Oommisaion, 
and  all  deeds  afiecting  any  holding  placed  on 
such  registry  shall  have  priority  according  to~ 
the  time  of  their  entry  on  such  registry,  and 
from  and  after  the  date  of  any  instrument  deal- 
ing with  any  such  holding  having  been  placed 
on  such  registry,  no  document  affecting  sach 
holding  shall  gain  any  priority  under  the  exist- 
ing law  of  notice,  and  any  registration  of  any 
such  document  entered  on  the  general  registry 
of  deeds,  Henrietta  Street,  Dublin,  shall  have 
no  force  and  effect,  and  any  affidavit  to  be  made 
under  the  provisions  of  the  thirteenth  and  four- 
teenth Victoria,  chapter  twenty-nine,  for  the 
purpose  of  charging  any  land  with  any  judg- 
ment debt  under  the  said  law  shall  be  registered 
in  the  registry  to  be  kept  by  Land  Commission, 
and  not  in  the  existing  registry  of  deeds  in 
Ireland.  Tho  Land  Commission  shall  make 
such  rules  and  regulations  as  they  may  deem 
necessary  for  the  due  keeping  and  maintenance  of 
such  registry,  and  in  doing  so  shall  have  special 
regard  to  the  importance  of  simplifying  future 
dealings  with  the  holding^  placed  therein," — 
{Mr.  CharUn  Russell,) 

— brought  up,  and  read  the  first  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'*  That  the  Clause  be  read  a  second 
time." 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  could 
assure  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  that 
this  matter  had  not  been  overlooked,  and 
that  it  had  been  carefully  considered 
before  the  introduction  of  the  Bill.  He 
was  desirous  to  settle  all  these  matters 
of  registry  with  regard  to  the  transfer  of 
land  ;  but  when  they  came  to  be  ex- 
amined, he  found  it  impossible  to  do 
so  without  reference  to  a  scheme  of 
registry  for  the  whole  of  Ireland.  There 
were  many  subjects  connected  with  the 
tenure  and  transfer  of  land  to  which 
Parliament  would  be  bound  to  turn  at- 
tention ;  but  a  line  had  been  now 
reached  when  such  a  large  subject  must 
be  allowed  to  stand  over. 

Mb.  CHARLES  RUSSELL  begged 
leave  to  withdraw  his  Amendment. 

Clause,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Mb.  CALLAN  said,  he  had  a  clause 
to  propose,  which  he  would  very  shortly 
explain.  The  present  valuation  of  Ire- 
land, known  as  Griffith's  valuation,  was 
founded  on  the  Ordnance  valuation. 
Some  40  years  ago  there  was  an  Ord- 
nance Survey  of  the  gross  acreage  of 
each  town-land  in  each  county  in  Ire- 
land, and  upon  that  came  the  Ordnance 
valuation,  and  the  method  of  that  was 
explained  in  the  evidence  given  before 
the  Bessborough  Commission  by  Mr. 
Yemon,  now  one  of  the  Land  Commis- 
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sioners.  After  the  Ordnance  valuation 
came  the  tenement  valuation.  Taking 
as  an  illustration  a  town-land  which  he 
had  in  his  mind's  eye,  consisting,  accord- 
ing to  the  Ordnance  Survey,  of  204  acres, 
this  was  valued  under  the  Ordnance  valua- 
tion at  somewhere  about  £200.  Then  came 
the  tenement  valuation,  when  the  valua- 
tors divided  all  the  Ordnance  valuation 
into  tenements,  and  the  surveyors  struck 
along  the  roads  a  dotted  line,  and  they 
took  the  area  of  each  tenement  from 
the  middle  of  the  road  along  this  dotted 
line,  thus  including  on  either  side  the 
whole  of  the  public  roads,  so  as  to 
make  the  survey  tally  with  the  Ord- 
nance Survey  of  20  years  before.  .  Now 
if,  as  in  justice  they  should,  the  sur- 
veyors had  excluded  the  roads,  the 
difference  would  have  been  in  that  town- 
land  he  had  in  his  mind  an  area  of  four 
acres.  But  in  the  result  tenant  farmers 
were  paying  rent  to  the  landlords,  pay- 
ing county  cess  to  the  county,  paying 
rates  to  the  poor  rate,  and  Income  Tax 
to  the  Imperial  Government  on  these 
public  roads.  In  the  same  way,  in  the 
case  of  a  farmer  who  gave  evidence  be- 
fore the  Commission,  he  paid  upon  six 
acres  more  than  the  extent  of  the  hold- 
ing. He  was  asked  before  the  Commis- 
sion if  it  was  a  fact  that  tenants  were 
made  to  pay  upon  the  roads,  and  his 
reply  was — **Yes;  it  was."  Then  the 
O'Conor  Don,  with  the  instinct  of  a 
landlord,  asked  was  it  not  a  fact  that 
the  road  was  of  great  use  to  the  tenant, 
and  the  common- sense  reply  was  that 
the  road  was  of  use  to  everybody  who 
travelled  on  it.  Then  Baron  Dowse  put 
the  shrewd  question — would  it  not  be  of 
as  much  use  even  if  not  measured  in 
with  the  tenant's  land;  and  the  reply 
was,  of  course  it  would.  There  was 
an  intelligent  farmer  from  the  South 
Biding  of  Tipperary,  and  he,  taking  the 
computation  of  the  county  roads  there 
from  official  documents  as  6,500  acres, 
calculated  that  the  tenant  farmers  paid 
on  that  area  in  rates  and  county  cess 
about  £4,000  a-year.  Then  county 
Limerick  was  spoken  of,  and  it  was 
shown  that  there  were  about  1,200  acres 
of  public  roads,  and  the  average  rent 
being  30«.,  the  tenant  farmers  paid  close 
on  £2,000  a-year  on  this  account,  the 
fee  simple  of  these  roads  having  been 
bought  from  the  landlords.  On  his 
own  knowledge,  he  knew  that  when  roads 
were  made  landlords  received  30  years' 


purchase  on  Griffith's  valuation,  and  the 
tenants  received  two  or  three  years'  pur- 
chase for  dissoveraiice  in  his  holding, 
but  he  continued  to  pay  rent.  But  not 
only  did  the  landlord  receive  30  years' 
purchase,  but  he  continued  to  receive  the 
same  old  rent  from  the  tenant  farmer. 
Mr.  Anthony,  of  Dungarvan,  put  it  very 
clearly  when  he  pointed  out  the  great 
hardship  it  was  in  the  county  of  Water- 
ford,  where  roads  were  measured  in 
with  the  tenant's  holding.  There  roads 
were  called  the  Queen's  highway ;  but 
if  a  new  road  were  made  to-morrow,  it 
would  be  the  landlord  who  would  be  re- 
couped at  the  expense  of  the  tenant. 
There  was  one  town-land  in  which  there 
was  only  one  farm  containing  259  acres 
1  rood  35  perches,  and  the  rent  was 
£  1 99.  He  went  to  the  Poor  Law  Office, 
and  he  found  that  the  Ordnance  Survey 
gave  exactly  that  area  for  the  town-land. 
Then  he  went  to  the  Surveyor's  office, 
and  he  found  that  the  roads  through 
that  farm  amounted  to  7  acres  1  perch, 
and  the  tenant  paid  to  his  generous 
English  landlord  the  same  rent  for  the 
roads  as  he  did  for  the  remainder  of  the 
farm.  This  was  a  groat  hardship,  and 
for  this  his  Amendment  proposed  a 
remedy,  that  if  any  part  of  a  holding 
had  been  or  should  be  taken  under 
authority  for  the  making  of  roads  or 
railways,  then  the  tenant  should  not  be 
liable  for  rent  for  that  portion  of  the 
holding  thus  allocated.  It  was  fair  that 
the  Land  Commission  should  have  power 
to  deal  with  such  cases,  for  they  were 
not  met  by  the  Act  of  1870,  nor  by  the 
Land  Clauses  Act.  The  tenants  had 
been  the  victims  of,  he  would  not  say 
the  mistake,  but  a  most  unfair  blunder 
perpetrated  during  the  tenement  survey, 
which  was  merely  a  division  of  the  Ord- 
nance Survey,  and  to  make  the  two 
surveys  tally  the  surveyor  included  the 
roads. 

Moved  to  insert  the  following  Clause : — 

**  If  any  part  of  the  holding  of  any  tenant 
shall  have  been  or  shall  be  taken  or  acquired 
under  the  exercise  of  any  compulsory  power 
conferred  by  the  legislature,  either  for  the  con- 
struction of  Railways,  the  making  of  public 
roads,  or  any  other  purpose,  then,  and  in  any 
such  case,  in  the  absence  of  agreement  in  writ- 
ing to  the  contrary,  the  tenant  shall  not  be 
liable  to  rent  for  that  portion  of  the  holding  so 
taken  or  acquired,  and  the  rent  payable  is  to  be 
apportioned  between  that  portion  and  the  re- 
sidue of  the  holding,  and  such  apportionment 
may  be  settled  by  agreement,  and  if  such  ap- 
portionment be  not  so  settled  by  agreement, 
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Bach  apportionment  shall  be  settled  and  deter-  , 
mined  by  the  Court ;  and  after  such  apportion- 
ment the  tenant,  as  to  all  future  accruing  rent 
shall  bo  liable  only  to  so  much  only  as  shall 
have  hern  apportioned  in  respect  of  such  residue 
of  the  holding;  and  all  other  conditions  and 
agreements  (except  as  to  the  amount  of  rent  to 
be  paid)  shall  remain  in  force,  as  regards  the 
residue  of  the  holding,  as  between  the  land- 
lord and  the  tenant  in  the  same  manner  as  if 
the  residue  of  such  holding  only  had  been 
originally  included  in  the  holding.**  —  {Mr. 
Callan.) 

New  Clause  brought  up^  and  read  the 
first  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  pi*oposed, 
^*  That  the  Clause  be  read  a  second 
time." 

The  attorney  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  said,  there  was 
a  good  deal  in  the  hon.  Member's  argu- 
ment ;  but  he  could  not  see  exactly  that 
it  came  within  the  scope  of  the  Bill. 
It  belonged  to  that  class  of  legislation 
which  dealt  with  the  taking  of  land 
for  public  purposes  rather  than  to  a 
Bill  dealing  with  the  relations  of  land- 
lord and  tenant.  The  Grand  Jury  Act 
provided  that  in  all  such  cases  there 
should  be  awarded  a  substantial  sum  to 
the  owner  if  he  did  not  like  his  farm 
cut  up  ;  and  in  the  same  way  the  occu- 
pier, if  he  made  good  his  claim,  generally 
got  full  value.  Again,  if  he  did  not 
think  the  compensation  sufhcient,  he 
could  traverse  that  decision,  and  the  case 
came  again  before  a  jury.  It  should 
also  be  remembered  that  if  the  tenant 
was  injured  in  this  way,  he  would  have 
a  right  to  have  the  matter  considered 
in  fixing  his  judicial  rent.  The  Com- 
mittee, however,  in  any  case,  might  do 
well  to  leave  it  over  for  legislation  next 
year,  when  it  was  hoped  the  question  of 
County  Government  in  Ireland  might 
be  dealt  with. 

Mr.  callan  said,  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  had  misappre- 
hended the  drift  of  his  observations.  To 
take  an  instance  from  his  own  position. 
He  paid  Imperial  taxation,  he  paid  In- 
come Tax  on  about  18  acres  of  public 
roads,  and  he  could  not  see  why  he 
should  pay  Imperial  taxation  on  land 
not  in  his  own  possession,  over  which 
he  had  no  control,  and  from  which  he 
derived  no  benefit  whatever.  If  his 
clause  were  agreed  to  the  Land  Com- 
mission would  have  power  to  exclude 
from  his  holding  whatever  amount  of 
land  was  included  in  the  public  roads 


adjoining.  It  was  preposterous  to  say 
it  was  a  question  that  should  be  re- 
served for  County  Government  legisla- 
tion. This  was  a  question  that  did  deal 
with  the  relations  of  landlord  and  occu- 
pier. There  was  a  Queen's  highway, 
aad  the  tenant  paid  rent  for  it,  and  if 
the  Court  were  satisfied  that  this  was  an 
injustice  the  Court  would  settle  and 
apportion  the  rent  as  they  might  deter- 
mine. He  certainly  felt  bound  to  take  a 
division,  and  it  was  only  by  such  expla- 
nations as  these  that  a  knowledge  of  the 
peculiar  working  of  the  Land  Laws  in 
Ireland  was  arrived  at.  The  question 
which  he  had  raised  affected,  to  a  large 
extent,  all  those  who  lived  along  public 
roads  in  Ireland.  There  was  an  in- 
stance of  an  estate  in  Louth  extending 
along  a  road  which  was  40  feet  in  width. 
The  large  occupiers  lived  off  the  public 
road,  and  their  holdings  were  reached 
by  private  roads ;  but  the  small  occu- 
piers with  farms  of  about  20  acres  along 
this  road  of  about  three  miles  bad  each 
to  pay  for  20  feet  of  the  roadway. 

Mr.  REDMOND  said,  he  did  not  think 
the  clause  would  be  altogether  necessary 
if  the  Court,  in  fixing  a  fair  rent,  took  this 
point  into  consideration.  If  a  man  were 
rented  for  land,  a  certain  portion  of 
which  consisted  of  roadway,  this  must 
necessarily  be  taken  into  account. 

Mr.  LEAMY  said,  the  question  he 
would  like  to  put  was  this.  The  right 
hon.  and  learned  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland  said  that  when  land  was  taken 
from  a  yearly  tenant,  say  by  a  Rail- 
way Company,  then  the  yearly  tenant 
would  receive  compensation.  So  he  did 
for  severance ;  but  his  rent  was  not  re- 
duced even  though  he  did  receive  com- 
pensation from  the  Railway  Company. 
He  still  continued  to  pay  rent  to  the 
landlord,  though  the  latter  had  received 
the  fee  simple  in  full.  But  if  a  tenant 
became  a  statutory  tenant  under  the  Bill, 
having  practically  a  lease  for  15  years, 
would  he  be  put  on  the  same  foot- 
ing with  leaseholders  under  the  27  & 
28  Fict.f 

The  attorney  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  said,  the  damages 
he  would  get  from  the  arbitrator  would 
be  calculated  on  the  annual  loss  he  would 
sustain  during  his  term. 

Mr.  LEAMY  said,  he  would  refer  to 
the  subject  again  on  Report. 

Clause  mgativ$d. 
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Majob  NOLAN  proposed  an  Amend- 
ment with  the  object  of  making  the  Bill 
useful  to  the  labourers  by  means,  not  of 
Bome  fancy  scheme,  but  by  something 
which  had  stood  the  test  of  time.  In 
France,  and  Bussia,  and  India,  and 
other  countries,  certain  of  the  common 
lands  were  allotted  to  the  poorer  people ; 
and  his  proposal  was  that  Town  Com- 
missioners or  Poor  Law  Guardians 
should  be  enabled  to  acquire  land  for 
the  same  purpose.  Labourers  in  Ireland 
Tery  much  wanted  allotments  on  which 
they  could  employ  their  spare  labour; 
and  there  was  no  way  in  which  land 
could  be  so  easily  obtained  as  by  allow- 
ing it  to  be  purchased  by  organized 
public  bodies.  They  would  not  let  the 
land,  and  would,  therefore,  have  no 
temptation  to  charge  high  rents.  But 
there  must  be  some  guiding  power  over 
them,  and  he  proposed  that  such  lands 
should  be  used  only  for  the  accommoda- 
tion of  labourers  under  such  rules  as  the 
Land  Commission  might  direct. 

New  Clause — 

(Parchase  of  land  for  labourers.) 

*'  The  Land  Commission,  out  of  moneys  in 
their  hands,  may,  if  satisfied  with  the  security', 
Advance  sums  to  the  Guardians  of  a  Poor 
Law  Union  or  to  Town  Commissioners,  or  to 
the  Comoration  of  any  town,  for  the  purpose 
of  purchasing  land  for  the  benefit  of  labourers, 
jrrovided  that  it  is  inserted  in  the  deed  or  in- 
■trament  of  purchase  that  such  land  shall  be 
ued  solely  for  the  accommodation  and  benefit 
of  labourers  under  such  rules  and  conditions  as 
the  Land  Commissioners  may  from  time  t6  time 
lay  down  and  direct," — {Major  Nolan^) 

— hrought  up,  and  read  the  first  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Clause  be  read  a  second 
time.'' 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTEE  said,  he  did 
not  for  a  moment  deny  the  importance 
of  this  proposal;  but  the  clause  as 
brought  in  would  be  of  very  little 
efiPect,  for  while  it  gave  the  local  autho- 
rities power  to  purchase,  it  gave  them 
no  power  to  compel  persons  to  sell.  The 
question  of  accommodation  for  labourers 
might  hereafter  be  met  by  enabling  local 
bodies  to  obtain  land  for  them;  but 
this  was  a  very  difficult  and  very  wide 

Suestion — too  difficult  and  too  wide  to 
e  added  at  the  very  end  of  the  Bill. 
In  settling  the  relations  between  land- 
lord and  tenant  the  Government  had  en- 
deavoured to  insure  that  the  labourer's 


position  should  be  improved  by  what 
might  be  done  by  the  landlord  or  ten- 
ant. This  proposal  went  quite  outside 
the  question  of  landlord  and  tenant. 

Mr.  REDMOND  said,  he  hoped  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  would  go  to  a 
division,  that  there  might  be  an  expres- 
sion of  opinion  from  Irish  Members  in 
favour  of  the  principle  of  the  Amend- 
ment. The  proposal  would  especially 
benefit  labourers  living  in  towns  in  Ire- 
land, as  they  might  be  enabled  to  get 
small  allotments  in  the  neighbourhood. 
Some  such  clause  was  absolutely  essential 
if  the  labourers  were  to  be  benefited  by 
the  Bill,  for  the  proposal  of  the  Govern- 
ment was  altogether  permissive,  and 
would  not  be  of  very  great  practical 

ASfil  Rt  A.T1  PA 

Mr.  DAWSON  agreed  with  the  Chief 
Secretary  that  it  was  probably  too  late 
to  enter  into  this  wide  question  now ; 
but  Town  Commissioners  had  great 
powers  under  the  Artizans'  Dwellings 
Act  of  greatly  increasing  the  accommo- 
dation of  labourers,  and  he  should  be 
glad  if  the  Government  would  facilitate 
such  action.  The  Corporation  of  Dublin 
had  largely  availed  themselves  of  these 
powers  on  their  estates ;  but  although 
local  bodies  had  power  to  do  a  great  many 
things,  so  long  as  it  was  permissive 
they  were  unperformed.  For  the  benefit 
of  the  labourers  these  powers  should  be 
made  compulsory. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided  : 
Noes  151  :  Majority  112.— 
No.  329.) 


—Ayes   39; 
-(Div.   List, 


Mr.  CHAPLIN  desired,  if  in  Order, 
to  move  an  Amendment  providing  for  a 
class  which  he  thought  had  escaped  the 
notice  of  the  Government  —  namely, 
those  whose  estates  were  heavily  mort- 
gaged, and  where  the  judicial  rent  was 
so  fixed  that  there  would  not  be  enough 
left  to  pay  the  charges  with. 

The  CHAIRMAN:  The  Committee 
has  already  decided  that  the  Bill  will  not 
compel  the  Commission  to  purchase  land, 
and  the  proposal  is  only  one  instance 
where  the  same  principle  will  apply. 
The  Amendment,  therefore,  cannot  be 
put. 

House  resumed. 

Bill  reported  ;  as  amended,  to  be  con- 
sidered upon  Tuesday  next,  at  Two  of 
the  clock,  and  to  he  printed.     [Bill  225 
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^^^ ^^  ^^.^^  ^„  ^^,>r.o  Bill  thatc5ould  not  be  explained  now; 

METROPOLITAN  BOARD  OF  WORKS  ^^^  borrowing  powers  asked  for  by  the 

(MONEY)  BILL. -[Bill  204.]  -q^^^^  j^^^  ^^^^  ^^  advancing  by  leaps 

{Lord  Frederick  Cavendish,  Mr.  John  ffo/mn.)  ^^^^    bounds  ;    £27,000,000     had    been 

COMMITTEE.  raised  or  asked  for,  and  he  should  like  to 

Order  for  Committee  read.  ^"^^  where  this  was  aU  to  end  ?    No 

,,  ..  J         J  n      L'  J  doubt  the  Board    had   done  excellent 

Motion  made,  and  Question  m-oposed,         ^^  .^  improvements ;  but  if  they  came 

nJ^**.     fV^^^t^*'^    Vn"    T\\  to  Parliament  for  Parliamentary  sanc- 

Chair."-(  Lord  Iredertck  Cavenduh. )  ^j^^  ^  ^^.^.^^  ^j^^^^  enormous  sums  of 

Mr.  monk  rose  to  move  that  the  money — as  much  as  the  interest  of  the 
Bill  be  referred  to  a  Select  Committee.  National  Debt  for  a  year — then  they 
This  measure  was  a  gigantic  scheme  for  ought  to  accept  Parliamentary  super- 
taxing  the  ratepayers  in  the  Metropolis,  vision.  He  begged  to  move  that  the 
It  proposed  to  give  the  Metropolitan  Bill  be  referred  to  a  Select  Committee. 
Board  of  Works  permission  to  raise  a  Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out 
sum  of  £4,540,000.  It  was  quite  true  fro^  the  word  *'That"  to  the  end  of 
that  a  portion  of  that  sum  was  re-voted ;  ^he  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
but  if  Parliamentary  sanction  was  re-  «*  the  Bill  be  referred  to  a  Select  Com- 
quired  for  that  sum  being  raised,  he  mittee, "—(i/r.  i/onit,)— instead  thereof, 
thought  there  should  be  some  Parlia-  Q^^stion  proposed,  -That  the  words 
men  ary  supervision  over  the  money,  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
In  almost  every  instance  in  which  a  cer-  k  ^  . .  n  ^ 
tain  sum  had  been  granted  to  the  Board 

by  Parliament,  that  sum  had  been  ex-  Sir  JAMES  M'GAREL  HOGG  said, 
ceeded,  and  then  the  Board  came  to  that  he  was  surprised  that,  considering  the 
House  to  ask  for  an  additional  sum  in  periodof  the  Session,  the hon.  Member  for 
excess  of  the  sums  granted  by  Bills  last  Gloucester  had  not  deferred  his  objec- 
year,  and  in  previous  Sessions.  He  did  tions  to  this  Bill.  He  would  go  through 
not  wish  to  take  up  the  time  of  the  those  objections  as  briefly  as  he  could. 
House  ;  but  he  wanted  to  put  it  to  the  The  hon.  Member  said  the  Money  Bills 
House  that  there  ought  to  be  Parlia-  of  the  Board  had  not  Parliamentary 
mentary  supervision  over  the  expendi-  sanction ;  but,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  Par- 
ture  of  the  Board,  and  the  only  way  to  liamentary  sanction  had  been  given  to 
obtain  that  would  be  by  referring  this  every  item  contained  in  this  Bill.  All 
Bill  to  a  Select  Committee.  He  could  these  things — the  Main  Drainage  Bill, 
hardly  think  the  Secretary  to  the  Trea-  the  Bridges  Bill,  and  others  contained  in 
sury  would  oppose  his  Motion,  except  on  this  Bill — had  passed  through  Parlia- 
the  ground  of  the  lateness  of  the  hour,  mcnt ;  and  he  thought,  therefore,  that 
for  it  must  be  an  advantage  to  the  Trea-  the  hon.  Member  could  hardly  maintain 
sury  to  have  the  aid  of  a  small  Select  his  recommendation  to  refer  the  Bill  to  a 
Committee  to  investigate  the  expendi-  Select  Committee.  With  regard  to  the 
ture  of  this  Board,  and  especially  to  con-  Treasury,  he  thought  the  noble  Lord 
sider  the  excesses  which  bristled  in  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  (Lord 
every  clause  of  the  Bill.  By  Clause  4,  Frederick  Cavendish)  would  state  that 
£40,000  was  asked  for,  instead  of  the  expenditure  of  the  Board  was  under 
£30,000  last  year,  for  the  Fire  Brigade,  the  control  of  the  Treasury.  The  Trea- 
Previous  to  last  year  the  amount  was  sury  Auditor  audited  every  one  of  the 
£20,000,  and  he  wished  to  know  the  accounts,  examining  them  whenever  he 
reason  for  this  increase  ?  Then,  an  addi-  chose.  He  could  not  conceive  that  it 
tional  sum  was  asked  for  on  account  of  was  a  wise  and  proper  policy  that,  after 
that  wretched  Obelisk  on  the  Embank-  all  these  things  had  been  passed  by  Par- 
ment — for  one  of  the  most  unsightly  liament,  they  should  be  revised  by  Par- 
objects  in  the  Metropolis.  An  additional  liament,  as  was  now  proposed.  With 
amount  was  put  down  for  the  main  respect  to  the  increased  demand  for  the 
drainage,  £400,000  being  asked  for  in-  Fire  Brigade,  everyone  knew  that  the 
stead  of  £300,000.  He  proposed  to  houses  in  the  Metropolis  were  increasing 
refer  the  Bill  to  a  Select  Committee  to  in  every  direction,  and  demands  for  in- 
take evidence  as  to  the  cause  of  these  creased  protection  from  fire  came  from 
jxcesses.    There  was  a  great  deal  in  the  all  sides.    The  Board  felt  it  to  be  their 
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duty — and  he  believed  the  House  would 
agree  with  them  that  they  were  bound 
to  do  everything  in  their  power  to  afford 
protection  against  fire.  He  admitted 
that  they  had  gone  slightly  beyond  what 
Parliament  sanctioned  last  year^  and 
they  were  asking  for  an  increase  at  the 
end  of  the  year  in  order  to  extend  the 
protection  from  fire.  The  hon.  Member 
talked  about  that  '*  wretched  Obelisk." 
Well,  Parliament  sanctioned  its  being 
erected,  and  it  was  considered  better  to 
make  the  Obelisk  an  ornament  rather 
than  the  reverse,  and  there  had  been  a 
Blight  increase  in  the  cost.  Those  who 
understood  the  casting  of  metals  and 
artistic  work  would  be  perfectly  well 
aware  that  artists  were  not  always 
within  their  estimates  exactly,  and 
sometimes  more  money  had  to  be  given. 
The  Board  thought  they  would  be  able 
to  put  up  figures  and  other  ornaments  at 
a  trifling  cost ;  but  they  were  now  ob- 
liged to  add  a  few  thousand  pounds  ; 
and  he  did  not  think  it  right  to  use  the 
epithet  the  hon.  Member  had  applied  to 
the  Obelisk.  To  come  to  a  larger  and 
much  more  serious  matter,  the  hon. 
Member  objected  to  the  amount  asked 
for  for  the  main  drainage  of  the  Metro- 
polis. At  this  time  of  the  year,  when 
uiere  was  not  a  surplus  of  water,  but, 
perhaps,  slightly  the  reverse,  hon.  Mem- 
bers might  not  be  so  anxious  as  the 
Board  were,  who  knew  that  the  rain- 
fall sometimes  came  down  in  a  heavy 
and  constant  downpour,  and  who  had 
had  representations  from  every  district 
urging  them  to  prevent  houses  being 
flooded.  They  were  anxious  to  meet 
that  difficulty;  and  instead  of  putting 
the  whole  of  the  surplus  water  into  the 
ordinary  sewers  they  were  trying  to  put 
the  rain-fall  into  a  separate  system  of 
sewers  to  carry  it  into  the  Thames.  For 
that  purpose  they  were  obliged  to  ask 
for  a  certain  extra  amount  of  money, 
and  he  was  sure  the  House  would  agree 
with  him  that  it  was  much  better  to 
spend  an  extra  £50,000  or  £100,000 
than  to  allow  hundreds  and  thousands 
of  people  to  be  flooded  out  of  their 
houses  and  their  premises  destroyed. 
He  had  received  thousands  of  letters 
showing  the  injury  that  had  been  done  ; 
and  if  the  hon.  Member  only  saw  them 
he  was  sure  he  would  sympathize  with 
the  people,  and,  instead  of  opposing  the 
Bill,  would  help  him  and  the  Board  in 
^eiy  way  to  prevent  these   dreadful 


occurrences.  He  should  be  glad  to  an- 
swer any  questions  hon.  Members  might 
wish  to  ask. 

Mr.  DAWSON  realized  the  import- 
ance of  the  matters  contained  in  the 
Bill,  and  expressed  a  hope  that  the  Cor- 
poration of  Dublin  might  be  able  to 
induce  the  Chief  Secretary  to  give  them 
similar  powers.  He  wished  to  ask  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  (Sir  James 
M*Garel-Hog^)  who  was  made  liable  in 
the  Metropolitan  Board  of  Works  for 
any  mistake  in  the  signing  of  cheques, 
and  whether  the  Insurance  Companies 
contributed  anything  in  return  for  the 
benefits  they  received  from  the  Fire 
Brigade  ? 

Sir  JAMES  M'GAREL-HOGG  re- 
plied  that,  with  respect  to  cheques,  he 
believed  that  the  individual  members 
of  the  Board  were  not  liable ;  but  he  had 
power  to  disallow  any  charges  he  thought 
improper.  All  the  members  of  the  Board 
were  liable  somehow  ;  and  with  regard 
to  the  Insurance  Companies,  they  paid 
so  much  per  £1,000,000  on  the  in- 
surances effected  on  property  in  the 
Metropolis. 

Lord  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH 
said,  he  hoped  his  hon.  Friend  would 
not  press  his  Amendment  to  a  division^ 
although  he  was  very  much  inclined  to 
agree  with  the  object  of  it.  It  seemed 
very  desirable  that  this  Bill  should  be 
considered  by  a  Select  Committee ;  but 
if  that  were  done  this  Session,  it  would 
prevent  the  Bill  passing,  and  so  cause 
serious  inconvenience.  The  object  of 
this  Bill  was  to  bring  before  Parliament 
annually  the  liabilities  of  the  Metro- 
politan Board  of  Works.  Up  to  the 
time  of  the  important  change  made  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Westminster,  Bills  were  passed  from 
time  to  time  giving  enormous  powers  to 
the  Board  for  borrowing,  and  it  was  not 
an  easy  task  for  anyone  to  discover  what 
their  liabilities  amounted  to.  Now,  how- 
ever, under-  the  new  system,  there  was 
an  annual  survey  of  all  those  liabilities ; 
but  he  hoped  the  Bill  would  be  intro- 
duced next  year  at  such  a  period  that  it 
might  be  referred  to  a  Select  Com- 
mittee. 

Mr.  firth  said,  he  hoped  the  hon. 
Member  would  withdraw  his  Amend- 
ment, on  the  distinct  undertaking  that 
the  Bill  should  be  referred  to  a  Select 
Committee  next  year.  There  were  many 
things  in  it  to  be  objected  to ;  but  it 
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was    important    that    the  Bill    should 
pass. 

Mr.  monk,  on  the  assurance  of  the 
noble  Lord  (Lord  Frederick  Cavendish), 
had  much  pleasure  ih  withdrawing  his 
Amendment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Main  Question,  ''That  Mr.  Speaker 
do  now  leave  the  Chair,"  put,  and 
agreed  to. 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Clauses  1  to  7,  inclusive,  agreed  to. 

Clause  8  (Power  to  Board  to  expend, 
money  for  purposes  of  the  Metropolitan 
Bridges  Act,  1881). 

Mr.  firth  moved  to  reduce  the 
amount  of  £760,000  for  the  erection  of 
Bridges  to  £560,000,  mainly  Putney  and 
Battersea  Bridges.  It  was  proposed  to 
spend  £406,000  on  Putney  Bridge,  which 
could  be  built  for  £206,000. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  3,  line 
26,  to  leave  out  ''  seven,"  and  insert 
''five."— (1/r. /VrM.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  'seven' 
stand  part  of  the  Clause." 

Sir  JAMES  M'GAREL-HOGG  ex- 
plained that  Sir  Joseph  Bazalgette  had 
prepared  two  designs  for  Putney  Bridge, 
one  entirely  in  stone  and  the  other  in 
stone  and  iron.  He  hoped  the  hon. 
Member  would  agree  with  him  that 
when  they  were  going  to  erect  bridges, 
it  was  wise  that  the  Board  should  erect 
bridges  that  would  last,  and  which  would 
be  bridges  of  good  design  and  handsome 
structure,  instead  of  tumble-down  things. 
The  Thames  Conservancy  required  a 
certain  amount  of  headway,  and  the 
bridges  had  to  be  raised  higher  than 
they  otherwise  would  be.  To  do  that 
the  Board  were  obliged  to  take  land  on 
both  sides  in  order  to  make  proper 
gradients.  They  hoped,  however,  to 
subsequently  sell  some  of  that  land  and 
BO  recoup  the  ratepayers.  For  Putney 
Bridge  £460,000  was  set  down  as  thecost; 
but  the  net  was  £406,000  ;  and  for  Bat- 
tersea Bridge  the  amount  was  £240,000 
gross  and  £2 1 5, 000 net.  It  was  absolutely 
necessary  to  spend  £62,000  in  alterations 
of  Vauxhall  Bridge,  and  £12,000  on 
Deptford  Bridge;  and  the  total  net 
amount  was  £695,000.  Whenever  the 
Board  had  power  given  them  in  this 
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way,  they  endeavoured  to  show  the  total 
sum  required  in  each  year,  and  the  ori- 
ginal grant  was  reduced  each  year  by 
what  was  spent  in  each  year.  He  hoped 
the  hon.  Member  would  not  press  his 
Amendment. 

Mk.  ONSLOW  observed,  that  the 
money  of  the  ratepayers  was  being 
voted  without  anyone  knowing  how  it 
was  to  be  spent ;  and  asked  whether  the 
sum  of  £82,760  to  be  raised  for  bridges 
up  to  December  31st,  1882,  was  the  total 
amount  intended  to  be  spent ;  or  whether 
more  would  be  asked  for  after  that  date  ? 
It  was  the  duty  of  the  House  not  to 
pass  a  Bill  of  this  kind  off-hand,  and  he 
trusted  this  would  be  the  last  time  a  Bill 
of  this  nature  would  be  brought  forward 
without  any  real  information. 

Sir  JAMES  M*GAREL-H0GO  said, 
the  sum  named  was  the  gross  estimate 
for  the  whole  of  the  work;  and  the 
Board  did  not  propose  to  ask  for  any 
further  amount.  The  expenditure  of 
this  money  would  be  shown  year  by 
year. 

Mr.  W.  H.  JAMES  asked  whether 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  would 
guarantee  that  the  Bill  should  be  brought 
in  next  year  in  time  to  be  referred  to  a 
Select  Committee  ? 

Sir  JAMES  M'GAREL-HOGG  re- 
plied, that  this  Bill  had  been  before  the 
Treasury  for  two  months.  He  did  not 
think  it  wise  to  send  the  Bill  to  a  Select 
Committee ;  but  he  would  take  care  that 
next  year  the  Bill  should  be  introduced 
in  time  to  be  referred  to  a  Select  Com- 
mittee. 

Mr.  FIETH  was  willing  to  withdraw 
the  Amendment,  although  the  point  he 
raised  had  not  been  touched  by  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  9  (Power  to  Board  to  expend 
moneys  during  year  ending  3 1st  Decem- 
ber 1882,  for  purposes  of  18  &  19  Vict, 
c.  120,  8.  144,  and  26  &  26  Vict.  c.  102, 
8.  72,  of  Street  Improvements  Act  (.*J5 
fc  36  Vict.  c.  clxiii.),  of  Parks  and  Open 
Spaces  Acts,  of  Embankment  Acts,  Im- 
provement of  Sun  Street,  of  the  Obelisk 
on  the  Victoria  Embankment,  and  of  the 
Toll  Bridges  Act,  40  &  41  Vict.  c.  xcix). 

Mr.  WILLIS  proposed  that  sub-sec- 
tion [d)  of  the  clause  be  omitted.  This 
sub-section  dealt  with  the  Obelisk,  and 
he  observed  that  anything  more  worth- 
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lees  than  bringing  borne  tbat  wretcbed 
stone  from  Eeypt  was  never  done.  It 
was  proposed  to  spend  £12,000  for 
Spbinxes  to  be  placed  at  tbe  base  of  tbe 
Obelisk.  For  what  earthly  purpose? 
So  far  as  he  could  understand,  they 
would  only  make  the  Obelisk  worse 
tban  it  was  at  present.  It  was  no  em- 
bellishment to  the  Embankment,  and  it 
gave  no  information.  It  was  part  of  a 
wretched  system  of  bringing  home  pieces 
of  stone  and  other  things  that  were  found 
abroad  **to  adorn  our  mud-built  capi- 
tals." He  considered  this  a  waste  of 
money,  and  he  protested  against  the 
proposed  additional  expenditure  for  add- 
ing Sphinxes  to  the  Obelisk. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  4,  line 
10,  to  omit  sub-section  D. — (^Mr,  Willis,) 

Sib  WILLIAM  HARCOUET  pointed 
out  that  the  Obelisk  was  not  bought  by 
public  money,  but  by  private  money. 
He  disagreed  with  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  as  to  the  bringing  home  of  old 
stones,  and,  reminding  the  Committee 
of  the  Elgin  Marbles,  said  he  thought  it 
a  great  distinction  to  the  Metropolis  to 
have  this  Obelisk.  The  sum  proposed 
was  small,  and  did  not  all  go  for 
Sphinxes ;  and  he  thought  that  at  that 
hour  time  would  not  be  profitably  spent 
in  discussing  it. 

Ma.  FIRTH  said,  he  hoped  the 
Amendment  would  be  withdrawn,  and 
mentioned  that  the  Board  of  Works  had 
bad  nothing  to  do  with  bringing  the 
Obelisk  home. 

Mr.  BROADHURST  advised  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  not  to  divide  the 
Committee.  He  approved  of  the  Obelisk, 
but  disapproved  of  its  position,  for  it 
had  disfigured  a  beautiful  piece  of  ma- 
sonry. The  Obelisk  was  a  good  piece 
of  work,  and  if  it  had  been  put  up  in 
a  proper  place,  everybody  would  have 
been  pleased.  He  would  not  discourage 
the  fioard  of  Works  when  they  were 
spending  money  on  artistic  objects. 

Amendment  negatived. 
Clause  agreed  to. 
Clause  10  agreed  to. 

Clause  1 1  (Power  to  Board  to  expend 
money  for  purposes  of  street  improve- 
ments under  40  &  41  Vict.  c.  ccxxxv. 
and  42  &  43  Vict.  c.  cxcviii.). 

Mb.  monk  said,  sub-section  {a)  of 
this  clause  gave  power  to  the  Board  to 
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raise  £1,500,000,  ''or  such  ftirther  sum 
as  the  Treasury  may  approve."  He 
thought  that  the  power  to  raise  this 
£1,600,000  was  quite  sufficient  borrow- 
ing power  to  give  this  year ;  and  he 
should  oppose  any  further  power  being 
given  through  the  Treasury. 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  page  u,  line  11,  to  leave  out  the  words 
**or  such  further  sum  as  the  Treasury  may 
approve.** — {Mr.  Monk.') 

Question  proposed,  ''That  the  words 
proposed  to  oe  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Clause." 

Sir  JAMES  M'GAREL-HOGG  said, 
the  Board  put  in  the  Estimates  as  accu- 
rately as  they  could ;  but  in  some  cases 
it  was  necessary  to  go  to  the  Treasury 
in  order  to  go  on  with  the  work.  He 
did  not  think  they  ought  to  be  bound 
for  a  few  thousand  pounds. 

Mr.  ONSLOW  pointed  out  that  power 
was  proposed  to  enable  the  Treasury  to 
advance  up  to  £37,112,  and  said  it  was 
monstrous  that  power  should  be  taken 
to  raise  £2,000,000,  when  the  Board  of 
Works  only  asked  for  £1,500,000.  If 
the  hour  were  not  so  late,  he  should  be 
disposed  to  move  to  report  Progress; 
but  if  the  Committee  were  determined 
to  carry  the  Bill  through,  that  was  a 
stronger  reason  for  sifting  these  matters 
next  Session  by  means  of  a  Select  Com- 

Tnittofi 

Lord  FREDEEICK  CAVENDISH 
said,  that  the  amount  of  £3,700,000  was 
the  entire  sum  since  1877;  the  amount 
of  £1,600,000  was  in  consequence  of  the 
work  being  carried  on  more  rapidly  than 
was  expected.  He  did  not  think  there 
would  be  much  economy  in  delaying  thb 
work. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided  .'—Ayes  41  ; 
Noes  19:  Majority  22.  —  (Div  List, 
No.  330.) 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  12  (Power  to  Board  to  expend 
money  for  purposes  of  schemes  under 
38  &  39  Vict.  0.  36). 

Mr.  firth  said,  that  the  observa- 
tions he  had  made  on  the  last  clause 
might  apply  to  this ;  but  as  no  answer 
was  forthcoming  then,  he  supposed  none 
would  be  made  now. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clauses  13  to  15,  inclusive,  agreed  to, 
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Clause  16  (Ezteneion  of  amount  of 
loans  by  Board  to  managers  of  Metro- 
politan asylum  district). 

Mr.  FIETH  said,  the  objection  he  had 
to  this  clause  was  founded  on  opinions 
expressed  in  a  Petition  from  the  Ken- 
sing^n  Vestry  and  from  other  bodies. 
The  power  of  the  Board  to  raise  hospitals 
throughout  London  had  been  questioned 
in  the  House  of  Lords ;  the  policy  was 
doubtful,  and  the  necessity  denied  in  all 
parts  of  London. 

Sir  JAMES  M'GABEL.HOGG  said, 
the  Asylums  Board  had  the  power  to 
raise  the  money,  and  it  was  simply  a 
question  whether  it  should  come  out  of 
the  current  expenditure.  He  believed 
that  if  the  interests  of  the  ratepayers 
were  consulted  they  would  ag^ee  to  the 
clause. 

Clause  agreed  to, 
Bemaining  clauses  agreed  to. 
Schedules  agreed  to, 

Mr.  FIBTH  said,  the  clause  which 
he  had  to  propose  was  simply  in  pursu- 
ance of  a  suggestion  made  in  the  House 
by  the  present  Home  Secretary,  and  of 
a  resolution  passed  by  the  Board  of 
Works  some  time  ago.  In  consequence 
of  the  answer  given  by  the  Home  Secre- 
tary in  the  House  a  committee  had  been 
appointed,  and  was  now  sitting,  in  the 
(Sty  of  London ;  but,  of  course,  the  Cor- 
poration could  only  deal  with  the  matter 
within  their  own  area.  Outside  the 
Corporation  had  no  control.  Therefore, 
he  tnought  that  the  Metropolitan  Board 
miVht  be  intrusted  with  the  power  to 
mause  a  general  inquiry  with  the  view  of 
establishing  markets  for  food  supplies 
for  London.  This  was  most  important 
to  those  living  outside  the  City;  and 
though  the  Board  might  be  wanting  in 
the  character  of  a  representative  body, 
there  was  no  other  existing  body  better 
qualified  to  carry  out  the  inquiry. 

New  Clause — 

(Expenses  of  inquiry  as  to  markets.) 

''The  Board  may,  as  part  of  their  general 
ezi>en8e8,  pay  all  costs,  charges,  and  expenses 
which  may  be  incurred  by  them,  up  to  the 
thirtv-first  day  of  December  one  thousand  eight 
hundred  and  eighty-two,  of  and  incidental  to  any 
inquiry  to  be  instituted  with  respect  to  markets 
for  the  sale  of  food  supplies  within  the  metropolis, 
as  defined  by  '  The  Metropolis  Management  Act, 
1866,'  and  preliminary  to,  in,  and  incidental  to 
the  preparing,  applying  for,  and  obtaining  an 


Act  of  Parliament  with  respect  to  such  markots 
or  any  of  such  markets," — {Mr,  Firth^ 

— brought  up,  and  read  the  first  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  the  Clause  be  read  a  second 
time." 

Mb.  R.  N.  fowler  said,  the  Cor- 
poration had  power  outside  the  City, 
and  had  exercised  that  power  for  many 
years.  They  had  appointed  a  Commit- 
tee who  were  now  considering  this  ques- 
tion, and  he  thought  the  House  might 
give  them  time  to  report.  It  appeared 
to  him  that  this  clause  would  only 
enable  the  Board  to  enter  into  litiga- 
tion, and  it  was  a  clause  that  should 
be  discussed  in  a  fuller  House.  He 
certainly  could  not  allow  it  to  pass 
without  a  protest. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  53; 
Noes  6  :  Majority  47.  —  (Div.  List, 
No.  331.) 

Clause  added  to  the  Bill. 

Preamble  added. 

Bill  reported;  as  amended,  to  be  con- 
sidered upon  Monday  next. 

REMOVAL  TERMS  (SCOTLAND)  BILL. 

{Mr,  Jamet  Stewart^  Dr.  Cameron^  Mr.  Patrick, 

Mr,  Maekintoah.) 

[bill   8.]      COMMITTEE. 

Bill  eonMered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  said,  he  offered 
a  certain  amount  of  opposition  to  this 
Bill  on  the  previous  night  on  the  ground 
that  it  contained  controversial  matter 
that  should  not  be  discussed  at  a  late 
hour ;  but  he  understood  that  almost  all 
the  controversial  matter  had  now  been 
omitted.  He  understood  that  the  Go- 
vernment intended  to  exclude  all  but 
town  districts;  and,  under  the  circum- 
stances, he  would  offer  no  opposition, 
for  he  believed  the  Bill,  if  not  an  use- 
ful, would,  at  least,  be  a  harmless 
measure. 

Clauses  1  and  2  agreed  to. 

Clause  3  (Terms  of  entry  to  and  re- 
moval from  lands  and  heritages  fixed). 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  2,  line  5,  to  insert  '*  which  relates 
to  Parliamentary  and  Royal  borougha.'* — {Tkt 
Lord  Advocate.) 

Amendment  agreed  to. 
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Amendment  proposed,  in  page  2,  line 

5,  to  leave   out   **  Candlemas." — {The 
Lord  Advocate,) 

Mr.  J.  STEWART  said,  there  were 
quarterly  terms  in  England,  and  he  had 
thought  it  might  be  convenient  to  have 
quarterly  terms  in  Scotland ;  but,  how- 
ever, as  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Lord 
Advocate  had  taken  the  question  up,  he 
did  not  propose  to  interfere. 

Thb  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J. 
M'Laren)  said,  that  under  the  Bill,  as 
introduced  by  the  hon.  Member,  the  se- 
curity of  the  landlord  in  the  tenant's 
interest  would,  by  the  institution  of 
four  terms,  have  been  extended  beyond 
the  time  for  which  the  law  gave  the 
landlord  a  preferential  right. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  2,  line 

6,  to  leave  out  *'  Lammas." — {The  Lord 
Advocate,) 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  2,  lines  9  and  10,  to  leave  out  from 
"  to  act,'^  to  "  the  twenty-eighth,"  in  line  10.— 
{The  Lord  Advocate,) 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  page  2,  lines  11  and  12,  to  leave  out  from 
"Whitsunday,"  to  "and  the,"  in  line  12.— 
{The  Lord  Advocate.) 

Amendment  agreed  to. 
Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 
Clause  4  agreed  to. 

Clause  5  (Period  of  notice  of  removal). 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out 
lines  24  and  25. — {The  Lord  Advocate,) 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Preamble. 

Mb.  J.  STEWART  said,  in  conse- 
quence of  the  Amendments,  it  would  be 
necessary  to  amend  the  Preamble. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  line  1 1 ,  leave 
out  from  **and,"  to  *^be,"  in  line  16.— 
{Mr.  J,  Stewart,) 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Preamble,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Bill  reported:  as  amended,  to  bo  con- 
lidered  upon  Monday  next. 


PUBLIC  WOBES  LOANS   [adVAITOBS]. 

Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Oommittee.) 

lieaohed,  That  it  is  expedient  to  authorise  far- 
ther advances  out  of  the  Consolidated  Fund  of 
the  United  Kingdom,  or  out  of  moneys  in  the 
hands  of  the  National  Deht  Commissiofners  held 
on  account  of  Savings  Banks,  of  any  sum  or 
sums  of  money  not  exceeding  £1,400,000  in  the 
whole,  to  enable  the  Land  Commission  in  Ire- 
land to  make  advances,  or  for  the  purchase  of 
estates,  in  pursuance  of  the  provisions  of  any 
Act  of  the  present  Session  relating  to  the  Land 
Law  of  Ireland. 

Resolution  to  ho  reported  upon  Monday  next. 

Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  were 
not  present ;  House  counted,  and  40 
Memoers  not  being  present. 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter 

before  Three  o'clock 

till  Monday  next. 


HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 
Monday,  25th  July,  1881. 


MINUTES.]— Public  BTLLS—Firtt  Riading^ 
Public  Loans  ^Ireland)  Remission  *  (176) ; 
Seed  Supply  ana  other  Acts  (Ireland)  Amend- 
ment*  (177);  Universities  of  Oxiord  and 
Cambridge  (Statutes)  ♦  (178) ;  Patriotic  Fund* 
(183). 

Second  Reading — Reformatory  Institutions  (Ire* 
land)  (172). 

REFORMATORY  INSTITUTIONS  (IRE- 
LAND) BILL.— (No.  172.) 

{The  Lord  Emly.) 
SECOND      READING. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Bead- 
ing, read. 

Lord  EMLY,  in  moving  that  the  Bill 
be  now  read  a  second  time,  said,  its  ob- 
ject was  to  assimilate  the  law  with  re- 
fard  to  Keformatory  Institutions  in 
reland  to  the  law  which  now  exists  in 
England  and  Scotland ;  that  was  to  say, 
to  allow  certain  local  bodies  to  contri- 
bute to  the  construction  of  these  schools 
and  to  their  improvement.  It  was  also 
for  the  purpose  of  enabling  the  Board  of 
Works  to  lend  money  for  their  construc- 
tion and  enlargement.  The  Govern- 
ment supported  the  Bill.  The  Irish 
Office,  the  Board  of  Works,  and  the 
Treasury  had  carefully  considered  the 
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meamire  and  fcdlj  approved  of  its  pro- 
yisions. 

Hoved, ''  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2'.'' 
—(7%^  Lord  Emly.) 

Motion  agr&ed  to  ;  Bill  read  2^  aooord- 
ingly,  and  eommitted  to  a  Committee  of 
the  Whole  House  To»morrow» 

UNIVEBSITIES   OF  OXFORD  AlO)  OAMBRIBQE 
(STATUTBS)   BILL   [h.L.] 

A  Bill  to  make  proTieion  respecting  certain 
statutes  made  by  the  Commissioners  under  the 
Uniyersities  of  Oxford  and  Cambridge  Act, 
1877 — Was  presented  by  The  Lord  Pkbsidbnt  ; 
read  1*.    (No.  178.) 

PATRIOTIO  FX7KD  BILL  [h.L.] 

A  Bill  to  amend  the  Patriotio  Fund  Act, 
1867,  and  make  further  provision  respecting 
certain  funds  administered  by  the  same  Com- 
missioners as  the  Patriotic  Fund — ^Was  presented 
by  llie  Earl  of  Northbbook  ;  read  1*.  (No. 
183.) 

House  adjourned  at  half  past  Five 

o'clock,  till  To-morrow,  half 

past  Ten  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Monday,  25th  Jtdy,   1881. 


MINUTES.]  —  Sblbot  OonuvmoL^ltepwrt— 

Customs  (Outdoor  Officers  at  the  Outports) 

[No.  343]. 
Public  Bills — Second  Reading — Alsager  Chapel 

(Marriages)*   [221];   Petroleum  (Hawking) 

[222]. 
Conetdered  as   amended — Metropolitan  Board  of 

Works  (Money)  [204]. 
Considered  as  amended  —  Third  Beading  —  Be- 

moval  Terms  (Scotland)  *  [8],  and  passed, 

FRIVATE  BUSINESS. 


CROKER  ESTATE  BILL— [Lori^.] 
SSOOITD  BEADING. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Mb.  AETHUR  ARNOLD  said,  the 
object  of  the  Bill  was  to  settle  an  estate 
of  4,000  acres  for  a  term  of  1,000  years, 
in  order  that  an  estate,  already  heavily 
encumbered,  might  be  still  further  en- 
cumbered and  withheld  from  sale. 
Against  this  he  could  only  make  a  per- 
sonal protest,  because  the  House  was 
too  ill-informed  as  to  the  circumstances 
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of  the  case  to  enable  any  suocessfol 
action  to  be  taken.  The  strict  settlement 
of  landjwhich  obtained  in  this  country  was 
the  bane  of  agriculture,  and  was  opposed 
to  the  productive  interests  of  the  coun- 
try as  well  as  to  the  health  of  the  peo- 
Sle.  He  hoped  the  time  was  not  far 
istant  when  Bills  coming  to  the  House 
dealing  with  estates  would  only  be  ac- 
cepted if  they  conferred  greater  freedom 
on  land  rather  than  relegating  it,  aa  this 
BiU  did,  to  a  still  more  unprosperous 
condition.  He  would  have  opposed  the 
Bill  if  there  had  been  any  prospect  of 
success  in  doing  so. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  eommitUd, 
Q  UESTIONS. 


ROYAL  IRISH  CONSTABULARY- 
ANDREW  PRICE. 

Mb.  BIOGAR  asked,  Why  Andrew 
Price,  a  policeman,  was  removed  from 
Olough,  County  Down,  to  Dublin  for 
instruction  ;  has  he  not  been  over  twenty- 
nine  years  in  the  force,  and  is  he  not  as 
well  up  in  his  duties  as  those  who  caused 
his  removal ;  and,  is  it  true  there  is  no 
Catholic  Inspector  or  Sub-Inspector  in 
County  Down,  and  only  one  Head  Con- 
stable of  that  religion  ? 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  :  This  Question, 
^ir,  relates  to  the  ordinary  administra- 
tion and  carrying  out  of  the  dislipline 
of  the  Constabulary  Force,  which  are 
scarcely  matters  which  this  House  would 
desire  to  investigate.  It  will,  therefore,  be 
sufficient  for  me  to  say  that  this  constable, 
though  between  29  and  30  years  in  the 
force,  was,  during  the  last  year,  from 
time  to  time,  on  inspection  of  his  fita- 
tion,  found  slack  and  deficient  in  know- 
ledge of  his  police  puties  and  drill,  and 
consequently  unable  to  instruct  the  men 
under  him.  For  these  reasons,  the  In- 
spector General  thought  his  removal  to 
the  depot  necessary,  and  he  has  been 
removed  accordingly.  With  regard  to 
the  question  of  religion,  I  believe  it  is 
the  case  that  all  the  officers  stationed  in 
the  County  Down  are  Protestants ;  but 
two  of  the  Head  Constables  are  Roman 
Catholics. 

Mb.  BIGGAR  asked.  Whether  in  the 
County  Antrim  Constabulary  no  Catholic 
holds  the  office  of  County  Inspector, 
Sub-Inspector,  or  Head  Constable ;  whe* 
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ther  none  of  the  County  Inspectors' 
clerks  and  only  one  of  the  six  Sub-In- 
spector' clerks  is  a  Catholic  ;  and,  whe- 
ther the  Government  will  consider  how 
the  number  of  Eoman  Catholic  members 
of  the  force  may  be  increased  in  that 
county  ? 

The  attorney  GENEBAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  :  The  Oonstabu- 
lary  officers  have  been  allocated  to  the 
county  of  Antrim  without  any  reference 
to  their  religion,  and  no  complaint  has 
been  made  that  would  render  necessary 
or  expedient,  so  far  as  the  Inspector 
General  is  aware,  any  alteration  in  the 
present  arrangements.  Of  the  six  clerks 
employed  by  the  Sub-Inspectors,  three 
are  Roman  Catholics.  In  other  respects, 
I  believe  the  Question  states  the  facts 
accurately. 

STATE  OF  IRELAND— ALLEGED   OUT- 
RAGE IN  CAVAN. 

Mb.  BIGGAR  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  a  man  forcibly  entered  the  house 
of  a  man  named  Nixon  in  the  townland 
of  Drummuck,  in  the  parish  of  Lenagh, 
county  Cavan,  on  the  night  of  9th  No- 
vember 1880,  and  demanded  arms,  broke 
open  presses,  and  threatened  the  in- 
mates with  a  revolver ;  and,  whether  the 
outrage  was  reported  at  the  police  bar- 
racks of  Stradone  and  Grousehall  ? 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  :  No,  Sir;  it  is 
not  the  case,  so  far  as  it  is  known  to 
the  authorities,  that  anything  of  the 
kind  referred  to  in  the  Question  of  the 
hon.  Member  took  place. 

EVICTIONS  (IRELAND) -THE  RENVYLE 

ESTATE. 

Mb.  JUSTIN  MCCARTHY  (for  Mr. 
T.  P.  O'Connob)  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  he  has  received  information  in 
reference  to  the  estate  of  Mrs.  Blake,  at 
Renvyle,  to  the  effect  that  her  tenants, 
John  Heany  and  Patrick  Heany,  are 
under  sentence  of  eviction  for  one  year's 
vent,  these  tenants  being  clothed  in  rags, 
having  all  the  appearance  of  starvation, 
and  dwelling  in  wretched  cabins ;  whe- 
ther it  is  a  fact  that  the  majority  of  the 
tenants  on  the  estate  have  as  their  only 
food  Indian  meal,  and,  in  some  cases,  a 
little  milk;  and,  whether  he  still  ad- 


heres to  the  statement  that  the  tenants 
have  potatoes  for  sale  ? 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  :  My  right  hon. 
Friend  (Mr.  W.  E.  Forster)  has  again 
caused  special  inquiry  to  be  made  into 
the  condition  of  the  tenantry  on  the 
Renvyle  estate.  This  inquiir  was  made 
by  an  Inspector  of  the  Local  Government 
Board,  who  proceeded  to  the  spot,  and 
the  result  is  this — With  regard  to  the 
two  Heany s,  only  one  of  them,  John 
Heany,  is  recognized  as  a  tenant;  the 
other,  Patick  Heany,  is  a  sub-tenant, 
which  is  contrary  to  the  rules  of  the 
estate.  On  the  1st  of  May  last  John 
Heany  owed  a  year  and  a-halfs  rent, 
and  I  understand  that  proceedings  are 
pending  against  him.  With  regard  to 
the  allegation  that  these  men  are  clothed 
in  rags,  having  all  the  appearance  of 
starvation,  and  dwelling  in  wretched 
cabins,  we  are  informed  that  John 
Heany's  house  is  regarded  as  one  of  the 
best  in  the  village  of  Coshleen.  At* 
tached  to  the  house  is  a  bam,  in  which 
Patrick  Heany  lives.  They  have  each  a 
horse,  cow,  calf,  and  poultry.  Patrick 
Heany  is  described  as  a  strong,  hand- 
some man.  They  were  both  found  to  be 
comfortably  clothed  and  booted,  and  had 
not  the  slightest  appearance  of  starvation. 
Within  the  last  three  weeks  John  Heany 
is  stated  to  have  received  £15  net,  and 
Patrick  Heany  £7,  for  kelp.  With  re- 
gard to  the  allegation  that  the  majority 
of  the  tenants  on  the  estate  have  as  their 
only  food  Indian  meal,  and  in  some  cases 
a  little  milk,  we  are  informed  that  they 
have  eggs,  milk,  poultry,  fish  occasion- 
ally, and  in  some  cases  new  potatoes, 
and,  in  fact,  that  they  are  very  much 
better  circumstanced  now  than  they  were 
last  year.  Speaking  generally,  the  In- 
spector reports  that  the  Coshleen  men 
are  ''splendid  fellows/'  and  physically 
compare  favourably  with  the  tenantry  on 
any  other  estate  in  his  district.  With 
regard  to  the  Question  whether  my  right 
hon.  Friend  stiU  adheres  to  the  state- 
ment that  they  still  have 'potatoes  for 
sale,  the  hon.  Member  wiU  find  that 
what  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
stated  was — 

'*  Two-thirds  of  these  people  up  to  last  month 
had  potatoes  for  sale,  while  the  other  third  had 
them  at  present." 

That  was  on  the  20th  of  June,  and  the 
Chief  Secretary  certainly  does  adhere  to 
thafe  statement.    It  has  not  been  alleged 
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that  they  have  potatoes  to  sell  at  the 
present  moment ;  but  from  a  Hetum 
:  which  has  been  obtained  of  potatoes  sold 
.in  the  Benvyle  market  since  December 
last,  it  appeared  that  1  ^  tons  were  dis- 
posed of  there,  and  of  that  amount  10 
tons  were  sold  by  tenants  on  the  Benvyle 
estate. 

CUSTOMS  BENEVOLENT  FUND— THE 
"  BILL  OF  ENTRY." 

Baron  HENEY  DB  WORMS  asked 
Whether,  since  the  publication  of  the 
Bills  of  Entry  has  Deen  taken  out  of 
the  hands  of  the  Directors  of  the  Customs 
Benevolent  Fund,  the  number  of  sub- 
scribers has  increased  or  diminished,  and 
what  is  the  extent  of  such  increase  or  dimi- 
nution ;  and,  to  state  what  is  the  amount 
of  revenue  derived  from  the  Bill  of  Entry 
Office  since  the  profits  were  appropriated 
by  the  Treasury,  and  what  was  the 
amount  received  during  the  correspond- 
ing months  of  the  previous  year  when 
the  business  was  carried  on  by  the  Di- 
rectors of  the  Customs  Benevolent  Fund 
for  the  benefit  of  widows  and  orphans  of 
Customs  officers  ? 

Mb.  J.  HOLMS:  Since  the  aist  of 
December,  1R79,  the  publication  of  the 
Bills  of  Entry  has  been  retained  in  the 
hands  of  the  Government,  and  the  num- 
ber of  subscribers  has  diminished.  In 
June,  1879,  the  number  of  subscribers 
was  5,422;  in  June,  1880,  5,463;  in 
June,  1881,  4,881.  And  the  amount  of 
profit  derived  was,  for  the  half-year  end- 
ing June,  1879,  £4,320;  for  the  half- 
year  ending  June  1880,  £4,084 ;  and  for 
the  half-year  ending  June,  1 88 1 ,  £3 ,  61 1 . 
I  should  add  that  a  decrease  was  fully 
expected  owing  to  certain  changes 
which,  after  very  careful  investigation, 
the  Government  thought  it  prudent 
to  make  in  the  character  of  the  informa- 
tion given  to  the  public  in  these  publica- 
tions. 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE— JUSTICES  IN 
.  BOROUGHS. 

Mb.  J.  K.  GROSS  asked  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department,  If 
his  attention  has  been  directed  to  the 
case  of  Heg.  v.  Millege ;  and,  whether 
it  is  the  Law  that  no  Justice,  being  a 
member  of  a  Borough  Corporation,  can 
adjudicate  upon  cases  where  the  fees  and 
penalties  are  payable  to  the  Corporation ; 
and,  if  so,  whether  it  is  the  intention  of 

The  Attorney  Oenend  for  Ireland 


the  Government  to  propose  any  Amend- 
ment of  the  Law  ? 

Sir  WILLIAM  HAECOURT :  There 
is  a  good  deal  of  confusion  about  the 
law  on  this  subject,  and  the  decisions  are 
conflicting.  It  is  desirable  that  a  test 
case  should  be  stated  and  taken  to  the 
Courts,  and  when  the  law  is  clearly  de- 
cided, we  will  consider  whether  legis- 
lation is  necessary. 

SPAIN  AND  ENGLAND-GIBRALTAB- 
THE  NEUTRAL  GROUND  AND  MARI- 
TIME JURISDICTION. 

Mb.  O'SHEA  asked  the  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  Whe- 
ther he  has  ascertained  the  names  of  the 
Commissioners,  officers  or  others  (if  any), 
employed  on  both  sides  in  ascertaining 
the  limits  of  maritime  supremacy  and 
other  matters  in  dispute  between  Great 
Britain  and  Spain  at  Gibraltar  ? 

Sib  CHAELES  W.  DILKE:  No 
Commissioners  or  officers  have  been  em- 
ployed up  to  this  time. 

METROPOLIS-PAROCHIAL  CHARITIES 
OF  THE  CITY  OF  LONDON. 

Sib  HENEY  PEEK  asked  the  Secre- 
tary  of  State  for  the  Home  Department, 
Whether,  having  regard  to  the  great 
interest  now  attaching  to  the  application 
of  the  funds  of  the  Parochial  Charities  of 
the  City  of  London,  and  to  the  fact  that 
several  of  such  Charities  are  managed  by 
small  self- elected  bodies,  he  will  arrange 
with  the  Charity  Commissioners  for  the 
publication  in  a  convenient  form  of  the 
yearly  accounts  of  such  Charities  (in 
continuation  of  the  Accounts  printed  in 
Appendix  IV.  to  the  Beport  of  the  Koyal 
City  Parochial  Charities  Commission)  ? 

Sib  WILLIAM  HARCOUET :  I  have 
made  inquiries  of  the  Charity  Commis- 
sioners, and  I  find  there  will  be  no  ob- 
jection to  the  making  of  the  Beturn. 

WATER    SUPPLY   (METROPOLIS)— 

SOUTHWARK  AND  VAUXHALL 

WATER  COMPANY. 

Mb.  THOBOLD  BOQEBS  asked  the 
President  of  the  Local  Government  Board, 
Whether  he  is  aware  that  the  district 
supplied  by  the  Southwark  and  Yauzball 
Water  Company  has  been  and  constantly 
is  within  an  hour's  risk  of  water  famine ; 
and,  whether  he  can  sugeest  the  means 
by  which  the  danger  of  so  serious  a 
calamity  can  be  obviated  f 
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Mr.  DODSON  :  I  have  caused  inquiry 
to  be  made  by  Colonel  Bolton,  the  Water 
Examiner,  into  this  matter,  who  informs 
me  that  the  supply  of  water  being 
pumped  into  the  district  supplied  by 
the  Company  is  25,000,000  of  gallons 
daily,  or  equal  to  35^  per  head  of  the 
population.  Colonel  Bolton  further  re- 
ports that  from  an  inspection  of  the 
works  on  the  22nd  instant,  he  concurs 
in  the  opinion  expressed  by  the  Com- 
pany's Chief  Engineer,  that  he  is  under 
no  apprehension  that  the  district  of  the 
Company  is  within  an  hour's  risk  of 
water  famine ;  nor  has  this  been  the  case 
at  any  time  during  the  past  nine  years. 

NAVY— POWDER   MAGAZINES  IN  THE 

MERSEY. 

Mr.  summers  asked  the  Secretary 
to  the  Admiralty,  Whether  he  is  now  in 
a  position  to  state  what  action  it  is  pro- 
posed to  take  with  regard  to  the  gun- 
powder magazines  in  the  Mersey  ? 

Mr.  TREVELYAN  :  The  Admiralty 
have  appointed  a  Committee  of  five  gen- 
tlemen, including  the  Superintendent  of 
the  Royal  Laboratory,  the  Inspector  of 
Explosives  under  the  Home  Office,  and 
two  gentlemen  well  known  in  Liverpool, 
who  have  held  the  office  of  Mayor  (Mr. 
Hall  and  Mr.  Hubbach),  with  Admiral 
Phillimore  as  Chairman,  to  consider 
whether  the  position  of  the  powder  hulks 
in  the  Mersey  is  unsafe  or  unsuitable. 
The  Admiralty,  under  the  14  &  15  Vict, 
are  bound,  on  representation  being  made, 
to  consider  whether  the  position  of  the 
hulks  is  unsafe,  and,  if  necessary,  to 
appoint  another  position ;  but  that  is 
the  entire  responsibility  which  the  Ad- 
miralty have  in  the  matter. 

THE    MAGISTRACY    (SCOTLAND)— 
SHERIFF  CLERK  OF  FIFE. 

Mb.  ERASER-MACINTOSH  asked 
the  Lord  Advocate,  Whether  his  atten- 
tion has  been  called,  by  memorial  or 
otherwise,  to  the  circumstance  of  the 
sheriff  clerk  of  Fife,  a  civil  servant  of 
the  Crown,  having,  in  violation  of  the 
spirit,  if  not  the  letter  of  his  commission, 
of  the  Acts  of  Sederunt  of  1 783  and  1 839, 
and  of  Acts  of  Parliament,  assumed  into 
partnership  a  person  who  conducts  busi- 
ness in  the  Sheriff  Courts  of  Fife,  and 
otherwise  within  the  county,  and  further 
does  himself,  notwithstanding  his  being 
a  civil  servant  as  aforesaid,  carry  on 


business  other  than  that  of  sheriff  clerk; 
and,  what  steps  he  intends  to  take  in 
the  matter,  or  would  suggest  being 
taken  by  anyone  aggrieved  ? 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J. 
M'Laben),  in  reply,  said,  a  Memorial 
had  been  presented  to  him  on  the  sub- 
ject of  this  Question.  The  Sheriff  Clerks 
of  Scotland  were  allowed  by  the  terms 
of  their  Commission  to  make  convey- 
ances; but  they  were  debarred  by  a 
rule  of  Court  from  practising  as  agents 
in  the  Court.  He  certainly  thought  that 
the  action  of  Mr.  Johnstone,  in  assuming 
a  partner  who  practised  in  the  Court, 
was  against  the  spirit  of  the  rule ;  but 
whether  it  be  against  the  letter  of  the 
law  or  not  was  a  question  which  could 
only  be  determined  by  the  Court  of  Ses- 
sion, who  made  the  rule.  He  had  in- 
formed the  Memorialists,  if  they  desired 
to  try  the  question,  they  might  have  the 
formal  concurrence  of  his  Office  in  doing 
so. 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE— REVOLUTIONARY 

CONGKESSES. 

Mr.  BELLINGH  am  asked  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Department, 
Whether  a  meeting  of  the  Revolutionary 
Congress  was  forbidden  by  the  Swiss 
Government  to  be  held  within  the  con- 
fines of  Swiss  territory;  whether  the 
Government  intend  to  tolerate  meetings 
that  a  friendly  Republic  deems  too  ob- 
jectionable to  be  permitted  to  take  place 
within  its  jurisdiction ;  and,  whether  the 
Government,  as  the  defenders  of  law 
and  order,  are  prepared  to  prohibit  such 
exhibitions  for  the  future,  or  will  extend 
their  protection  to  those  who  attack  all 
authority  ? 

SiE  WILLLAlM  HARCOURT  :  I  have 
nothing  substantially  to  add  to  the  an- 
swer I  gave  the  other  day,  which  the 
hon.  Member  was  pleased  to  designate 
as  evasive.  I  intended  it  to  be  as  frank 
and  explicit  as  possible.  I  must  say, 
looking  at  the  terms  in  which  the  Ques- 
tion is  couched,  that  it  is  not  necessary 
for  the  hon.  Member  to  stimulate  me 
by  the  example  of  the  Government  of 
Switzerland,  or  of  any  other  foreign 
Power  of  whose  action  and  principles  of 
action  I  have  no  intimate  knowledge. 
We  have  our  own  well-established  and 
well-understood  traditions  in  these  mat- 
ters, which  afford  a  safer  and  a  surer 
guide  to  an  English  Minister.  The  dis- 
tinction in  these  cases  is  obvious  and  in- 
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telligible.  When  any  persons,  by  speech 
or  writing,  incite  to  crime,  whether  at 
home  or  abroad,  then  it  is  the  duty  of 
the  Government  to  invoke  the  law  for 
the  punishment  of  the  offenders.  And, 
as  has  been  recently  shown  in  the  prpse- 
cution  of  The  Freiheit,  where  there  is 
evidence  to  such  an  effect  the  law  will 
be  put  in  motion  and  is  adequate  for 
the  purpose.  Further  than  that  we  can- 
not wisely  or  safely  go.  When  opinions, 
however  extravagant  or  wicked,  are  not 
associated  with  crime,  the  Government 
has  no  authority,  and  cannot  undertake 
to  deal  with  the  matter.  If  any  evi- 
dence should  be  forthcoming  to  show 
that  persons  in  this  country  are  engaged 
in  the  incitement  to  or  the  perpetration 
of  crime,  the  Government  will  always 
be  ready  to  vindicate  the  law  against 
them.  As  to  the  last  part  of  the  Ques- 
tion of  the  hon.  Member,  though  this 
matter  is  not  so  well  understood  abroad, 
I  should  have  thought  the  hon.  Member 
would  have  known  when  he  asks  me — 

'*  Whether  the  GoYemment,  as  the  defenders 
of  law  and  order,  are  prepared  to  prohibit  such 
exhibitions  for  the  future,  or  will  extend  their 
protection  to  those  who  attack  all  authority  P  " 

that  by  the  Constitution  of  this  country 
it  is  not  the  Government,  but  the  law, 
which  extends  its  protection  to  all  per- 
sons within  the  Dominions  of  the  Queen 
who  do  not  transgress  its  commands. 
The  EngUsh  Government  can  do  nothing 
against  the  law  or  beyond  the  law.  We 
are  only  the  Executive  officers  of  the 
law,  such  as  Parliament  chooses  to  ap- 
point. 

Ma.  BELLINGHAM  asked  whether 
persons  in  Ireland  had  not  been  impri- 
soned for  using  language  far  less  violent 
than  that  which  had  been  made  use  of 
at  this  meeting  ? 

SiE  WILLIAM  HAE'COURT :  No, 
Sir ;  according  to  my  belief  and  know- 
ledge, no  man  is  imprisoned  in  Ireland 
except  in  accordance  with  the  law. 


ROYAL  IRISH  CONSTABULARY- 
RELIGIOUS  PERSUASIONS. 
LoBD  ARTHUR  HILL  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  with  reference  to  the  arrange- 
ment of  1868,  which  provides  that  '<  where 
the  Constabulary  officer  is  of  one  reli- 
gious persusion  the  Head  Constable 
shall  be  of  another,"  Whether,  as  he 
has  stated  that  he  dislikes  the  arrange- 
ment and  the  Government  is  not  bound 

Sir  William  Hareotmrt 


by  it,  he  will  take  steps  to  have  it  can- 
celled? 

The  attorney  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  :  It  is  4  mistake 
to  suppose  that  there  is  any  general  rule 
or  arrangement  providing  that  where 
the  Constabulary  officer  is  of  one  reli- 
gious persuasion  the  Head  Constable 
shall  be  another.  The  word  ''  arrange- 
ment" was  used  by  my  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Chief  Secretary  in  the  caa^ 
of  the  police  force  at  Banbridge,  about 
which  the  noble  Lord  asked  a  Question 
a  short  time  ago ;  but  it  merely  meant 
the  state  of  things  which  actually  ousted 
at  a  certain  time. 

EDUCATION  DEPARTMENT— VOLUN- 
TARY SCHOOLS. 

Lord  GEORGE  HAMILTON  asked 
the  Yice  President  of  the  Council,  If  he 
is  correctly  reported  in  the  "Times "  of 
July  12th  to  have  stated  to  a  deputation 
that,  if  "  any  voluntary  school  refused 
to  receive  ragged  children,  he  would  at 
once  cut  off  the  grant ;  "  and,  if  so,  whe- 
ther he  has  considered  how  far  such  a 
penalty  inflcted  upon  voluntary  schools 
would  be  consistent  with  section  97  of 
the  Education  Act  of  1870,  which  pro- 
vides that  the  conditions  under  which 
f  rants  are  made  to  voluntary  and  School 
oard  schools  shall  be  identical? 

Mb.  MUNDELLA  :  The  noble  Lord 
asks  me  whether  I  am  correctly  reported 
in  The  Times  of  July  1 2,  where  I  appear 
to  have  stated  to  a  deputation  that  if 
any  voluntary  school  refused  to  receive 
ragged  children  I  would  at  once  cut  off 
the  grant.     My  answer  to  this  part  of 
the  Question  is  that  I  made  that  state- 
ment advisedly,  and  that  I  adhere  to  it, 
and  that  I  should  apply  it  equally  to 
board  and  voluntary  schools.     The  cir- 
cumstances under  which  the  statement 
was  made  were  these : — A  large  deputa- 
tion in  opposition  to  the  payment  of 
school  fees  by  Boards  of  Guai^ans  under 
Section  10  of  the  Act  of  1876  was  intro- 
duced  to  me  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Manchester  (Mr.  Birley),  who  sits  oppo- 
site.    Several  members  of  the  deputa- 
tion, especially  those  from  the  borough 
of  Warrington,  urged  that  school  attend- 
ance committees  should  be  endowed  with 
the  powers  of  school  boards  in  the  matter 
of  providing  schools  for  ragged  children, 
inasmuch  as  although  there  was  ample 
school  accommodation  for  all  the  ohildren 
of  the  district,  the  voluntaxy  sohoolB  re- 
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fused  to  admit  those  whose  clothes  wer6 
rageed,  and  whose  appearance  indicated 
neglect.  Now,  I  have  no  desire  to  force 
upon  a  school  children  who  are  ia  a 
diseased  or  filthy  condition.  They  may 
be  reasonably  excluded,  and  the  parents 
made  responsible  for  sending  them 
proper  condition  ;  but  I  must  either 
quire  voluntary  schools  to  receive  poor 
children  who  may  be  insufficieotly  clad, 
or  I  must  order  a  school  board  to  make 
suitable  provision  for  them  in  accordance 
Tiith  the  terms  of  the  Act.  To  allow  the 
ragged  and  neglected  to  be  excluded 
from  school  would  be  to  perpetuate 
TaggednesB  and  neglect.  ^Ve  have  ab 
dant  evidence  that  the  civilizing 
fluences  of  the  school  affect  not  only  the 
habits  of  the  children,  but  the  parents 
and  the  homes  from  which  they  come. 

PAELIAMENT-ELECTION  PETITIONS 

—SCHEDULED  PERS0S8. 

Me.  WAETON  asked  Mr.  Attorney 
General,  Whether  it  is  his  intention  to 
direct  the  prosecution  of  any  of  the  per- 
sons scheduled  by  the  Judges  on  the 
trial  of  election  petitions  ? 

The  attorney  GENERAL  (Sir 
Henry  James)  inquired  whether  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentlemau  referred  to  Elec- 
tion Petitions  presented  after  the  last 
Qeneral  Election  ? 

Mh.  WARTON  said,  he  did. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  (Sir 
Hkxry  Jaues)  said,  the  question  was 
one  of  time,  as  prosecutions  such  as 
those  referred  to  sliould  take  place  within 
12  months.  Only  two  Eiection  Petitions 
had  been  the  subject  of  inquiry  within 
12  months,  one  of  which  had  reference 
to  Wigan. 

PBOTECTION  OF  PERSON  AND  PRO- 
PEHTY  (IRELAND)  ACT,  1881— TREAT- 
MENT  OF  FRISONEHS  UNDER  THE 
ACT. 

Ma.  CHARLES  RUSSELL  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  referring  to  the  persons  in 
prison  as  suspected  persona  in  Ireland, 
Whether  it  is  the  fact  that  persons  re- 
quiring surgical  or  medical  advice  are 
obliged  to  submit  to  any  personal  exa- 
minatian  which  is  deemed  necessary  (and 
however  delicate  the  nature  of  the  exa- 
minatioii)  in  the  presence  of  a  prison 
warder ;  whether  this  course  of  proceed- 
ing which  might  subject  such  persons  to 


I  unnecessary  humiliation  might  not  be 
I  altered ;  and,  whether  there  is  any  ob- 
jjection  to  the  production  of  the  Corre- 
spondence which  has  lately  passed  be- 
'  tween  Ur.  Smyth,  of  Naas,  and  the 
prison  authority  there  on  this  subject? 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  ;  A  prison  oflioep 
is  always  present  when  a  medical  officer 
is  visiting  or  prescribing  for  patients. 
The  only  persons  who  sees  pr^ners 
alone  are  the  chaplains.  We  think, 
however,  that  if  a  prisoner  under  the 
Protection  of  Person  and  Property  (Ire- 
land) Act  particularly  wishes  to  see  the 
doctor  alone,  it  might  be  arranged  on  an 
honourable  undertaking  being  given  by 
the  doctor  that  no  conversation  takes 
place  except  directly  in  reference  to  the 
prisoner's  health,  and  that  no  communi- 
cations whatever  ore  conveyed  to  or  &om 
the  prisoner.  My  right  hon.  Friend 
authorizes  me  to  say  that  he  will  see 
whether  such  an  arraagement  cannot  be 
carried  out. 

NAVY— RETIRED  CHIEF  GUNNERS,  &c. 

Sir  H.  DRUMMOND  WOLFF 
asked  the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty, 
If  he  can  state  why  the  names  of  the 
retired  Chief  Gunners,  Boatswains, 
and  Carpenters  do  not  appear  in  the 
Navy  List,  in  the  same  manner  as 
those  of  other  retired  Officers,  notwith- 
standing that  they  hold  Commissions  ; 
and,  whether  such  Officersyil!  be  allowed 
special  pensions  in  cases  similar  to  those 
of  other  Officers  also  retired  ? 

Mr.  TREVELYAN:  The  Admiralty 
will  consider  whether  the  names  of  re- 
tired chief  gunners,  boatswains,  and 
carpenters  are  to  appear  on  the  Navy 
List.  I  own  myself  unable  to  give  the 
hon.  Member  (tny  reason  why  they  do 
not,  except  the  list  as  at  present  pro- 
fesses to  be  a  list  of  retired  and  not 
pensioned  officers.  The  term  "  special 
pension "  I  do  not  quite  understand. 
These  officers  have  a  higher  rate  of  pen- 
sion than  ordinary  warrant  officers ;  but 
they  have  no  Greenwich  Hospital  pen- 
sion assigned  to  their  class,  but  are  con- 
sidered with  the  whole  body  of  warrant 
officers  for  the  qame  set  of  pensions. 

PUBLIC  HEALTH— THEWOOL  SORTERS' 

DISEASE. 

Mr.  WILBRAHAM  EGERTON 

asked  the  Yioe  President  of  the  Council, 
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Whether  his  attention  has  been  called 
to  Mr.  John  Spears'  Beport  to  the  Local 
Government  Board  on  "  the  woolsorters' 
disease,"  and  to  the  danger  of  "an- 
thrax "  being  likewise  communicated  to 
sheep  and  cattle  from  the  use  of  foreign 
liair  and  wool  as  manure ;  and,  whether 
the  Privy  Council  will  issue  an  Order 
against  the  sale  of  such  foreign  hair  and 
wool  for  that  purpose  without  having 
been  previously  disinfected  ? 

Mr.  MUNDELLA:  The  Keport  of 
Mr.  Spears  was  only  brought  under  my 
notice  a  few  days  ago.  It  has  now  been 
referred  to  the  Veterinary  Department 
for  their  consideration  and  report.  It  is 
only  right,  however,  to  state  that  **  an- 
thrax "  is  comparatively  a  rare  disease 
in  animals  in  England,  and  does  not  ap- 
pear to  have  increased  during  the  past 
40  years. 

BRAZIL  —  CLAIMS    OF    BRITISH    SUB- 
JECTS. 

Mr.  ANDERSON  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreigpi  Affairs, 
If  he  has  yet  anything  to  communicate 
to  the  House  as  to  the  settlement  of  the 
English  claims  against  Brazil;  and, 
whether  it  is  true  that  Her  Majesty's 
Government  has  abandoned  those  claims 
founded  on  damage  done  in  the  Revolu- 
tion of  Para ;  and,  if  so,  whether  that 
is  the  usual  course  to  take  when  British 
subjects  suffer  loss  in  Countries  that 
have  passed  through  a  Revolution  ? 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE:  Her 
Majesty's  Charge  d' Affaires  at  Rio  was 
again  instructed  in  May  to  use  his  best 
endeavours  to  bring  the  question  of  the 
Anglo-Brazilian  claims  to  a  successful 
issue.  We  have  not  heard  very  recently, 
in  consequence  of  the  change  of  Mi- 
nisters; but  Mr.  Corbett  is  about  to 
proceed  to  Brazil,  and  will  ^ive  the 
matter  his  best  attention.  With  regard 
to  the  losses  incurred  by  the  acts  of  the 
insurgents  at  Para  in  1835,  I  may  state 
that  Her  Majesty's  late  Government  in- 
formed the  claimants  that  as  the  losses 
for  which  compensation  was  claimed 
were  caused  by  rebels,  over  whose  acts 
the  Brazilian  Government  had  no  con- 
trol, they  were  advised  tliat  British  sub- 
jects were  only  entitled  to  whatever 
compensation  or  redress  is  accorded  to 
Brazilian  subjects. 

Mr.  ANDERSON :  May  I  ask  is  that 
the  usual  course  ? 

Jfr.  Wilhraham  Eg^rton 


Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE :  Yes,  it 
is  the  usual  course.  That  action  was 
taken  by  the  late  Government  on  the 
advice  of  their  Law  Officers. 

EVICTIONS   (IRELAND)— CASE  OF 
ELLEN  OLWILL. 

Mb.  BIGGAR  asked  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, If  it  is  true  that  Ellen  Olwill,  over 
eighty  years  of  age,  lately  evicted  by 
Mr.  GaUigham,  of  Dublin,  was  on  ih^ 
20th  instant  sent  to  Cavan  Gaol  for  a 
week  by  the  Cavan  Magistrates  for 
sleeping  in  a  hut  erected  by  her  son  on 
a  disused  roadside,  her  inability  to  pay 
the  alternative  fine  being  due  to  said 
Mr.  Gallighan  having  a  stay  put  on  the 
payment  of  the  compensation  awarded 
by  the  County  Court  Judge  whereby  she 
became  dependent  on  public  charity; 
and,  whether  he  will  order  her  imme- 
diate release  ? 

Thb  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  (for  Mr.  W.  E. 
Fobster)  said:  It  appears,  Sir,  that 
this  woman,  who  is  about  80  years  of 
age,  was  sent  to  Cavan  Gaol  on  the  20th 
instant  for  a  week,  for  building  and  per- 
sistently occupying  a  hut  on  the  side  of 
the  public  road.  The  road  in  question 
is  not  a  disused  road,  and  the  prosecu- 
tion was  at  the  suit  of  the  County  Sur- 
veyor. I  am  informed  that  it  is  not 
the  fact  that  the  landlord  put  a  stay 
upon  the  payment  of  the  compensation 
awarded  to  this  woman  by  the  County 
Court  Judge,  the  fact  being  that  the 
amount  awarded— over  £60 — lies  with 
the  Clerk  of  the  Peace,  to  whom  she 
has  not  applied  for  payment,  though 
well  aware  that  he  holds  the  money  u>r 
her. 

CUSTOMS -THE  TOBACCO  DUTIES. 

Sib  H.  DRUMMOND  WOLFF  asked 
Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  Whe- 
ther, inasmuch  as  the  duties  on  tobacco, 
amounting  in  some  cases  to  twelve  and 
fourteen  times  the  value  of  the  article, 
and  forming  the  principal  item  in  the 
duties  on  imports,  press  chiefly  on  the 
working  classes.  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment will  consider  the  expediency  of 
diminishing  such  duties,  and  compen- 
sating the  revenue  by  transferring  the 
difference  to  French  wines.  Articles  de 
Paris,  silks,  gloves,  and  other  siniilar 
imports  consumed  by  clasaee  better  able 
to  pay  for  luxuries  f 
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that  since  1874  it  has  been,  and  still  is, 
the  invariable  practice  of  many  Building 
Societies,  relying  upon  the  words  of 
section  41,  to  issue  unstamped  cheques 
or  orders  on  their  bankers  in  favour  of 
their  members ;  that  in  other  cases 
bankers  refuse  to  paj  money  upon  un- 
stamped orders ;  and  that,  owing  to 
thei'e  being  no  authority  upon  the  con- 
struction of  section  41,  except  the  opi- 
nion of  the  Commissioners  of  Inland 
Sevenue,  great  uncertainty  exists  as  to 
the  Law ;  and,  whether,  considering 
the  importance  of  the  interests  thus  sub- 
jected to  inconvenience,  he  will  direct 
the  Commissioners  of  Inland  Revenue 
to  admit  these  cheques  or  orders  as 
within  the  exemption  from  stamp  duty, 
or  else  will  introduce  a  Bill  to  amend 
the  Act  of  1874  in  this  sense? 

Mk.  GLADSTONE,  in  reply,  said, 
this  was  a  Question  with  regard  to  the 
state  of  the  facts  of  the  present  law.  He 
was  given  to  understand  that  a  Circular 
was  issued  in  1871,  which  was  a  correct 
statement  of  the  law  at  that  time,  and 
continued  to  be  a  correct  statement  of 
the  law.  The  Act  of  1874  relating  to 
Building  Societies  did  not  confer  any 
exemption  from  stamp  duty  on  cheques ; 
and,  consequently,  there  was  no  neces- 
sity to  modify  this  Circular.  The  Board 
of  Inland  Revenue  were  not  aware  it 
was  the  practice  of  bankers  to  pay 
drafts  of  that  description  without  stamps. 
There  bad  been  no  necessity  to  take 
steps  to  enforce  the  law,  because  no  case 
had  been  brought  before  them. 

BEIZUfiE  OF  EXPLOSIVE  MACHINES 
AT  LIVERPOOL. 
ViscoTTifr  8AND0N:  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 
partment a  Question,  of  which  I  have 
given  him  private  Notice,  with  regard 
to  the  accuracy  of  the  reports  which  ap- 
pear in  to-day's  newspapers  as  to  the 
discovery  at  Liverpool  of  a  considerable 
number  of  infernal  machines.  I  have  to 
ask  whether  it  is  true  that  10  or  12  ma- 
chines, loaded  with  dynamite,  have  been 
aeized  on  board  two  passenger  vessels 
quite  lately ;  that  these  terrible  machines 
were  supposed  to  have  been  put  on 
board  in  America ;  and  also  I  should 
~  e  glad  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
'ould  say  whether  the  reports  in  the 
newspapers  are  supposed  to  be  true 
which  connect  these  machines  with  the 
Fenian  conspiraoy  P 


Mb.  GLADSTONE :  With  regard  to 
this  Question,  there  is  no  doubt  that  thc> 
duties  on  tobacco  are  extremely  high, 
and  they  have  long  been  felt  to  be  verj 
bigh  by  the  labouring  population  of  thiN 
country  especially.  They  were  some- 
vhat  raised  during  the  time  of  the  latu 
Oovemment.  The  hon.  Member  asks 
vhether  I  would 

"consider the  expodieacy  of  diminishiiiKtuch 
dntira,  and  compensating  the  revonne  by  trans- 
feiring  the  difference  to  French  wines.  Articles 
de  Paris,  sillie,  gloves,  and  other  similar  import* 
consomed  b;  classee  (tetter  able  to  pay  for 
laxories  F " 

I  am  afraid  that  it  would  be  entirely 
impossible  to  raise  on  articles  of  that 
description  any  such  amount  of  duty  as 
vould  fill  up  the  void  that. would  be 
caused  in  the  Revenue  by  such  a  reduc- 
tion of  the  tobacco  duties  as  must  be 
tnade,  if  any  reduction  is  to  be  made  at 
aU,  with  a  hope  of  acting  sensibly  on 
the  consumption.  There  is  no  argument 
in  the  abstract  stronger  than  that  for 
taxing  articles  of  luxury ;  but  there  is 
no  argument  more  apt  to  break  down 
when  it  comes  to  be  applied.  I  fear  the 
attempt  to  lay  increased  duties  on  ar- 
ticles of  luxury  imported  from  France, 
whatever  abstract  reasons  may  be  given 
tat  it,  would  lead  to  a  revival  of  that 
dreadful  system  of  smuggling  which 
Tas  almost  universal  in  my  youthful 
days,  but  is  now  happily  extinguished. 

WAYS  AND  MEANS— INLAND  REVENUE 
—BENEFIT  BUILDING  SOCIETIES- 
STAMPS  ON  CHEQUES. 
Me.  C.  M'LAREN  asked  Mr.  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer,  Whether  his 
attention  has  been  called  to  a  circular 
issaed  to  bankers  in  the  year  1871  by 
the  Commissioners  of  Inland  Bevenue, 
reminding  them  that  cheques  drawn  on 
behalf  of  Benefit  Building  Societies  on 
their  bankers  were  liable  to  stamp  duty 
like  other  cheques ;  to  the  words  of  sec- 
tion 41  of  "  The  Building  Societies  Act, 
1874,"  by  which  it  is  enacted  that  ni 

"  order  on  any  officer  for  payment  of  money 
to  any  member  ....  diall  bo  liable  to  or 
charged  with  any  stamp  duty  or  duties  whsteo- 

to  the  fact  that  the  Commissioners  still 
insist  upon  the  view  expressed  in  their 
mrcnlar  of  1871,  and  refuse  to  regard 
the  Act  of  1874  as  an  enlargement, 
including  cheques,  of  the  exemptions 
^eriously  in  foroe ;  whether  he  is  aware 
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SiE  WILLIAM  HARCOUET:  Sir, 
the  accounts  which  have  appeared  in 
the  morning  newspapers  relating  to  the 
explosive  machines  seized  at  Liverpool 
are  substantially  correct.  The  Govern- 
ment have  not  hitherto  been  desirous  of 
giving  publicity  to  the  matter — first,  be- 
cause the  knowledge  of  the  facts  might 
have  proved  an  obstacle  to  the  detection 
of  the  offenders ;  and,  secondly,  from  a 
natural  desire  not  to  create  alarm.  But 
secrecy  in  these  days  has  ceased  to  exist ; 
and  now  that  the  circumstance  is  gene- 
rally known,  it  is  right  that  the  facts 
should  be  authoritatively  stated.  More 
than  three  weeks  ago  the  Government 
received  information  of  the  consignment 
to  Liverpool,  and  as  being  then  on  their 
way  from  America,  of  a  number  of  in- 
fernal machines  concealed  in  barrels  of 
cement.  I  accordingly  communicated 
at  once  with  the  Commissioners  of  Cus- 
toms, and  a  confidential  agent  of  the 
Customs  and  a  Metropolitan  police 
officer  were  despatched  instantly  from 
London  to  Liverpool  to  await  the  arrival 
of  the  vessels  which  had  been  designated 
in  the  information  I  had  received. 
These  officers  reached  Liverpool  only  a 
few  hours  before  the  aiTival  of  the  first 
of  the  vessels.  The  cargoes  were  ac- 
cordingly searched,  in  concert  with  the 
police  and  the  Customs  authorities  at 
Liverpool ;  and  in  the  first  vessel  six  of 
these  machines  were  discovered  in  a 
barrel  said  to  contain  cement.  Four 
more  were  found  at  a  later  period  in  the 
second  vessel,  concealed  in  the  same 
manner.  The  machines  each  consist  of 
a  metal  box  divided  into  two  compart- 
ments, the  upper  portion  containing  a 
six  hours'  clocKwork  movement,  so  ar- 
ranged as  to  ignite  a  detonator  to  be 
hereafter  inserted,  which  was  to  com- 
municate with  the  lower  compartment, 
containing  11  cartridges,  each  charged 
with  three  ounces  of  a  nitro-lignine 
compound,  which  resembled,  and  was 
first  mistaken  for,  but  which  has  proved 
not  to  be,  dynamite.  It  is,  however,  of 
a  highly  dangerous  character — of  the 
character  of  gun  cotton.  I  have  had 
the  material  carefully  examined  and 
experimented  upon  at  Woolwich.  The 
10  boxes  which  were  found  contained  a 
charge  of  over  2  lb.  of  this  explosive 
material  in  each  box,  and  one  of  the 
barrels  of  cement  contained  in  all  nearly 
a  stone  weight  of  this  nitro-lignine  com- 
pound.   It  is  impossible  to  estimate  the 


fatal  effects  of  even  an  accidental  concos- 
sion  of  such  a  mass  of  explosive  material. 
I  need  not  say  that  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment have  employed,  and  are  em- 
ploying, every  resource  at  their  disposal 
to  detect  the  consignees  in  Englnnd  and 
the  consignors  in  America  of  these  ma- 
chines.   The  actual  history  of  the  de- 
spatch of  these  machines  is  under  in- 
vestigation in  America,  and  still  remains 
to  be  ascertained.  The  noble  Lord  would 
not  expect  me  now  to  eo  into  any  de- 
tails..   But  in  answer  to  his  Question  on 
the  matter,  I  have  to  say  that  upon  the 
face  of  them,  and  according  to  the  ori- 
ginal information  I  received,  they  ap- 
pear to  be  the  precise  and  literal  fulfil- 
ment of  projects  openly  avowed  and  de- 
clared in  the  Irish  Fenian  Press  of  Ame- 
rica.    Week  by  week  for  the  last  nine 
months  open  threats  and  public  instiga- 
tions to  general  outrage  and  personal 
assassination  have  been  circulated    in 
those  newspapers.   Subscriptions  for  this 
purpose,  and  for  the  making  of  such 
machines  as  these,  have  been  openly 
collected  in  the  United  States,  and  ac- 
tually expended  for  that  purpose.    More 
than  one  attempt  of  the  kind  has  been 
made  in  England  by  miscreants  hired 
and  despatched  from  America  for  this 
purpose ;  and  their  work  has  been  pub- 
licly claimed  by  their  instigators  as  the 
reward  of  the  past,  and  as  a  motive  for 
fresh  subscriptions.     I  thought  it  my 
duty  at  an  early  period  of  this  Session, 
in  the  debates  on  the  Irish  Arms  Bill,  to 
call  the  attention  of  this  House  to  these 
publications — their  avowed  object,  and 
their  necessary  results.     Some   foolish 
and  inconsiderate  people — to  use  a  mild 
term  —  made  light  of  these   atrociotts 
teachings,  and  disparaged  all  attempts 
to  restrain  or  punish  these  incitements 
to  crime ;  but  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment have  not  regarded  them  as  things 
to  be  laughed  at  or  nefflected.     They 
knew  well  the  gravity  of  the  case,  and 
have  not  been  the  dupes  of  the  mis- 
chievous fallacies  of  their  apologists.  In 
my  opinion,  the  principal  origin  of  these 
attempts  is  to  be  found  in  the  assassina- 
tion Press.    This  poisonous  seed,  sown 
broadcast,  finds  a  congenial  soil  in  evil 
minds,  and  bears  a  fatal  fruit.  We  have 
shown  in  the  prosecution  of  The  Freihmi 
that  the  law  of  England  is  capable  and 
ready  to  deal  with  such  criminals,  not 
less  in  the  interests  of  our  own  peopls 
than  in  those  of  foreign  States.    la  my 
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opinion y  it  is  the  duty  of  every  civilized  and  I  have  not  referred  to  The  IrUh 
Oovemment  to  co-operate  in  putting  World. 
down  with  a  strong  hand  these  nefarious 
enterprizes.  I  have  seen  with  regret  the 
attempt  on  the  part  of  persons  in  this 
oount^y  who  ought  to  know  better,  to 
weaken  the  hands  of  the  Government  in 
the  representations  they  have  thought 
it  their  duty  to  make  to  the  Government 
of  the  United  States  on  these  matters. 
It  is  my  firm  belief  that  the  Government 
of  the  United  States  is  as  ready  as  our 
own  to  repress  and  to  punish  the  authors 
of  such  crimes.  It  is  their  interest,  no 
less  than  ours,  for  the  danger  is  as  great 
to  every  American  citizen  as  to  every 
British  subject  who  crosses  the  Atlantic. 
But,  in  any  event,  I  can  assure  the  House 
that  Her  Majesty's  Government  are,  and 
have  long  been,  fully  alive  to  their  re- 
sponsibility in  this  matter — a  responsi- 
bility which  the  House  will  believe  is 
sometimes  heavy  enough  to  bear — and 
the  Government  confidently  count  on  the 
support  of  Parliament  and  the  country, 
while  they  employ  every  power  of  the 
Executive  and  every  engine  of  the  law 
to  detect  and  to  destroy  these  associa- 
tions of  assassins. 

Viscount  SANDON  :  After  the  very 
grave  statement  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, perhaps  he  would  forgive  me  for 
askingif  Her  Majesty's  Government  have 
made  a  distinct  representation  to  the 
American  Government  on  the  subject, 
and  in  what  way  such  a  representation, 
if  made,  has  been  met  ? 

Sib  WILLIAM  HAROOURT :  As  I 
have  already  stated  to  the  House,  repre- 
sentations with  reference  to  publications 
in  America  have  been  already  made ; 
but  the  official  answer  has  not  yet  been 
received.  With  reference  to  this  matter 
of  the  dynamite  machines,  a  representa- 
tion cannot  be  made  until  we  receive  the 
information  we  have  sought  for  from  the 
sources  of  information  that  we  have  set 
to  work  in  America. 

Mb.  BELLINGHAM  :  May  I  ask  if 
the  Government  believed  these  docu- 
ments were  so  dreadful,  and  were 
circulated  in  Ireland,  why  they  have 
been  so  remiss  all  this  year  in  not 
stopping  the  circulation  of  The  Irish 
World? 

Sib  WILLIAM  HARCOURT :  I  have 
already  stated  to  the  hon.  Member  the 
principle  on  which  the  Government  have 
acted,  and  the  distinction  of  the  two 
oaaee.    He  refers  to  The  Irish   World, 


NICARAGUA— AWARD  OF  THE  EM- 
PEROR OF  AUSTRIA. 

Mb.  p.  J.  SMYTH  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  AflPairs, 
If  he  is  able  to  impart  any  information 
to  the  House  with  reference  to  matters 
in  dispute  between  this  Country  and  the 
Republic  of  Nicaragua,  referred  for 
arbitration  to  the  Emperor  of  Austria  ? 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE:  The 
award  of  the  Emperor  of  Austria  has 
been  very  recently  received,  and  will 
shortly  be  laid  before  Parliament. 

METROPOLITAN  BOARD  OF  WORKS 
(MONEY)  BILL. 

Mb.  monk  said,  he  had  a  Question 
to  put  to  the  Speaker  on  a  point  of 
Order.  When  the  Metropolitan  Board 
of  Works  (Money)  Bill  went  into  Com- 
mittee on  Friday  evening  he  moved  that 
it  be  remitted  to  a  Select  Committee; 
but  this  Motion  was  negatived.  He 
found,  however,  that  the  Standing 
Orders  provided  that  any  Metropolitan 
Board  of  Works  Bill  containing  power 
to  raise  money  should  be  introduced  as 
a  Public  Bill ;  but  on  being  read  a 
second  time  should  be  referred  to  a 
Select  Committee.  In  these  circum- 
stances, he  wished  to  ask  if  the  Bill  he 
alluded  to  should  not  be  referred  to  a 
Select  Committee  ? 

Mr.  SPEAKER  said,  he  had  some 
difficulty  in  giving  a  positive  answer  to 
this  Question.  If  the  Bill  had  been  dis- 
tinctly promoted  by  the  Metropolitan 
Board  of  Works  he  should  have  no  hesi- 
tation in  saying  that  it  would  be  neces- 
sary that  the  Bill  should  be  referred  to 
a  Select  Committee ;  but  when  he  re- 
membered that  the  Bill  had  been  intro- 
duced by  the  noble  Lord  the  Financial 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  he  felt  some 
hesitation  in  answering  the  Question. 
He  must,  therefore,  leave  the  matter  to 
the  judgment  of  the  House.  If  the  hon. 
Member  thought  proper,  he  would  have 
an  opportunity  of  moving  that  the  Bill 
be  referred  to  a  Select  Committee  when 
it  was  reported. 

Mr.  monk  gave  Notice  that  when 
the  Bill  was  reported  he  should  move 
that  it  be  referred  to  a  Select  Com- 
mittee, 
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THE  PARLIAMENTARY  OATHS  BILL. 

Colonel  MAKINS  gave  Notice  of  his 
intention  to  ask  the  Prime  Minister, 
Whether  it  was  the  intention  of  Her 
jesty's  Government  to  re-introduce  the 
Parliamentary  Oaths  Bill  next  Session? 

Ma.  GLADSTONE  :  I  do  not  think  I 
need  trouhle  the  hon.  and  gallant  Mem- 
her  to  repeat  his  Question ;  because 
I  may  at  once  tell  him  that  neither  now 
nor  even  at  the  end  of  the  Session  shall 
I  be  in  a  position  to  state  on  the  part  of 
the  Government  what  will  be  the  im- 
portant measures  that  we  shall  introduce 
next  Session. 

Colonel  MAKINS  gave  Notice  that 
he  would  repeat  his  Question  before  the 
end  of  the  Session. 

TUNIS  (POLITICAL  AFFAIRS). 

Lord  EANDOLPH  CHUECHILL 
asked  the  Prime  Minister,  Whether,  in 
view  of  the  events  which  were  taking 
place  in  the  Mediterranean,  in  view  of 
the  action  of  France  in  North  Africa,  in 
view  of  the  war  France  was  now  carry- 
ing on  afirainst  Tunisian  subjects,  and 
in  view  oi  the  large  number  of  troops 
that  were  being  massed  on  the  Italian 
Frontier,  the  whole  subject  was  not 
one  that  could  be  discussed  with  advan- 
tage in  the  House  of  Commons?  He 
also  wished  to  know  whether  the  Prime 
Minister  would  be  able  to  state  what 
action  in  relation  to  that  subject  had 
been  taken  by  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  I  shaU  be  quite 
ready  to  answer  the  Questions  of  the 
noble  Lord  on  this  subject  if  he  will 
postpone  them  for  a  short  time.  My 
reason  for  asking  him  to  postpone  them 
is  that  certain  communications  which 
have  taken  place  between  the  British 
Government  and  that  of  France  on  this 
matter  will  be  at  once  presented  to  the 
House,  and  it  will  be  of  advantage  that 
they  should  be  in  the  hands  of  hon. 
Members  before  I  answer  the  noble 
Lord's  Questions. 

INDIA  (FINANCE,  &c.)— THE  INDIAN 

BUDGET. 

Mr.  O'DONNELL  inquired  when  it 
might  be  expected  that  the  Indian  Bud- 
get would  be  brought  before  the  House? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE:  Not  until  we 
have  made  some  progress  with  Supply. 


MOTIONS. 


PARLIAMENT— BUSINESS  OF  THE 
HOUSE.— RESOLUTION. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  moved-^ 

"  That  the  Orders  of  the  Day  be  postponed 
until  after  the  Notice  of  Motion  relating  to  the 
Transvaal." 

Motion  agreed  to, 

TRANSVAAL  RISING.— RESOLUTION. 

SiE  MICHAEL  HICKS- BEACH: 
At  the  outset  of  the  remarks  which  I 
shall  venture  to  address  to  the  House  in 
support  of  the  Motion  of  which  I  have 
given  Notice,  I  should  like  to  refer  to 
some  words  which  fell  from  the  Prime 
Minister  the  other  day.  I  then  gathered 
from  the  expressions  of  the  Prime  Mi* 
nister  that  hut  for  the  attacks  which  had 
been  made  on  the  policy  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  this  would  not,  in 
his  judgment,  have  been  a  convenient 
occasion  for  this  discussion,  and  that 
he  threw  upon  us  rather  than  npon 
Her  Majesty's  Government  all  the  re- 
sponsibility for  any  harm  that  might 
arise  from  bringing  it  on  at  this  time. 
As  far  as  I  am  concerned,  I  venture  to 
disclaim  any  responsibiUly  of  the  kind. 
In  the  early  part  of  this  Session,  we  ab« 
stained,  not  merely  from  discussing,  but 
even  from  questioning  the  Ghovemment 
upon  the  subject,  because  we  believed 
that  they  would  cany  out  the  policy 
which  was  laid  down  in  Her  Majesty's 
gracious  Speech  from  the  Throne.  But 
when  we  discovered  that  that  policy  had 
been,  in  our  opinion,  reversed,  we  felt  it 
to  be  necessary,  at  the  earliest  possible 
opportunity,  to  enable  Her  Majesty's 
Gfovemment  to  offer  such  explanations 
of  their  conduct  as  it  might  be  in  their 
power  to  give  to  the  House,  and  our- 
selves to  challenge  the  judgment  of 
the  House  upon  the  course  they  had 
pursued.  Therefore,  if — as  I  hope  will 
not  be  the  case — any  harm  should  result 
from  this  discussion  at  this  moment,  I 
do  not  think  that  that  harm  can  fairly  be 
charged  to  the  account  of  those  who  sit 
upon  this  side  of  the  House.  I  am  quite 
sensible  of  the  difficulty  and  of  the  deli* 
cacy  of  the  questions  with  which  we  have 
to  deal.  Whatever  may  be  the  future  re- 
lations between  the  Boers  of  the  Trans- 
vaal and  this  country,  all  would  wish 
that  those  relations  should  be  friendly; 


1757         Tramvaal  Euing- 


J  July  25,  1881) 


Re%olut%on, 


1758 


and,  therefore,  I  hope  that  in  the  course 
of  this  dehate  nothing  may  be  said  which 
will  interfere  with  our  friendship  in  the 
future.  For  my  own  part,  I  can  only 
say  this — that  whatever  there  may  be 
in  the  history  of  the  present  or  of 
the  past  as  to  which  we  may  have  a 
right  to  complain  of  the  conduct  of  the 
Boers  of  the  Transvaal,  I  shall  keep  those 
matters  entirely,  as  far  as  I  can,  apart  from 
my  argument ;  and  all  the  more  on  this 
account — that  I  feel  that  any  wrong- doing 
on  their  part  has  been  due  not  so  much 
to  the  fault  of  those  who  at  the  moment 
have  been  nominally  in  the  position  of 
authority  in  the  Transvaal  as  to  that 
spirit  of  insubordination  natural  to  every 
comparatively  uncivilized  community — a 
spirit  of  liberty  degenerated  into  per- 
sonal licence — to  which  the  fall  of  the 
first  Transvaal  Government  was  due,  to 
which  most  of  our  difficulties  in  connec- 
tion with  that  country  may  be  traced, 
and  from  which  may  spring  even  greater 
trouble  in  the  future.  Now,  I  do  not 
wish  at  all  to  underrate  the  difficul- 
ties of  the  charge  with  which  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  have  to  deal.  It  is 
very  easy  to  denounce  any  South  African 
policy;  but  since  some  hon.  and  right 
non.  Gentlemen  took  up  their  positions 
on  the  Treasury  Bench,  they  may  have 
realized  that  it  is  extremely  difficult  to 
frame  a  South  African  policy  which 
shall  take  fair  and  proper  account  of 
all  the  numerous  and  conflicting  in- 
terests involved.  And,  in  spite  of  much 
that  has  occurred,  I  should  not  person- 
ally have  been  ready  to  challenge  the 
conduct  of  Her  Majesty's  Government 
in  this  matter  if  it  did  not  appear  to  me 
clear  that,  in  dealing  with  the  Transvaal, 
they  had  solely  present  to  their  minds 
the  claims  of  the  Boer  inhabitants 
of  that  country,  and  had  forgotten,  for 
the  moment  at  any  rate,  those  of  that 
far  larger  portion  of  the  population — 
the  Native  population  and  the  loyal  in- 
habitants who  are  attached  to  Her  Ma- 
jesty's dominion.  It  is  not  the  first  time 
that,  in  my  humble  opinion,  there  has 
been  some  failure  on  the  part  of  some 
Members  who  sit  on  that  side  of  the 
House,  to  look  at  both  sides  of  a  South 
African  question.  I  can  remember 
the  debate  on  the  Zulu  War.  At  that 
time  the  wrongs  of  the  Native  popu- 
lation were  the  great  topic  on  which 
those  hon.  Members  delighted  to  dilate. 
Everything  that  was  good  was  ascribed 


to  the  Natives ;  but  when  they  came  to 
talk  of  the  Colonists,  whether  of  Eng- 
lish or  of  Boer  origin,  their  remarks 
were  by  no  means  complimentary,  and 
often,  I  am  sorry  to  remember,  were  cal- 
culated to  diminish  the  friendly  relations 
between  this  country  and  the  inhabi- 
tants of  South  Africa.  But  now,  on  the 
other  hand,  to  all  appearance,  they  think 
of  nothing  but  the  Boers.  I  should  like 
to  hear  some  voices  on  that  side  of  the 
House  take  up  the  case  of  the  Native 
population  of  the  Transvaal  as  they 
took  up  the  case  of  the  Native  popu- 
lation of  Zululand.  I  should  like  to 
hear  some  proof  from  that  Bench  that 
the  Native  population  of  the  Transvaal 
has  occupied  any  place  in  the  thoughts 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government.  I  think 
that  Her  Majesty's  Government  have 
been  unfortunate  in  this,  that  if  their 
proceedings  be  viewed,  as  a  whole, 
from  the  time  they  took  Office  up  to 
the  present  time,  I  question  whether 
there  will  be  any  Member  of  this  House 
by  whom  they  will  be  entirely  approved. 
Why,  Her  Majesty's  Government  do 
not  even  approve  of  their  whole  South 
African  polic}'  themselves,  for  we  have 
heard  from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  President  of  the  Boai*d  of  Trade, 
a  Member  of  the  Government  by  no 
means  very  anxious  to  admit  himself 
wrong,  that  in  the  earlier  part  of  their 
South  Africanpolicy  they  made  a  mistake. 
At  the  commencement  of  this  Session 
hon.  Members  sitting  in  that  part  of  the 
House  were  decidedly  opposed  to  the 
war  into  which  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment felt  themselves  compelled  to  enter. 
We,  on  our  side  of  the  House,  are  even 
more  opposed  to  the  manner  in  which 
they  have  concluded  it.  Many  hon. 
Members  objected  to  the  policy  which 
Her  Majesty's  Government  adopted 
at  their  accession  to  Office,  because 
they  said  that  that  policy  was  incon- 
sistent with  their  previous  declarations. 
We,  on  the  other  hand,  now  object  to  a 
reversal  of  the  policy  of  which  we  ap- 
proved ;  and  yet,  though  Her  Majesty's 
Government  have  so  plainly  proved 
themselves  to  be  fallible  in  this  matter^ 
that  very  independent  Member  the 
Member  for  Carnarvonshire  (Mr.  Rath- 
bone)  has  given  Notice  of  an  Amend- 
ment to  my  Resolution,  which,  though 
it  does  not  dwell  very  much  on  the 
past,  expresses  a  blind  confidence  in 
the  future  policy  of  the  Government, 
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as  if  they  were  the  most  consistent  and 
Buocessful  Oovemment  that  ever  admi- 
nistered public  affairs.  I  am  not  going 
to  occupy  the  time  of  the  House  at  any 
length  by  referring  to  the  past  history 
of  this  question  ;  but  I  do  not  think  that 
I  can  entirely  neglect  it,  because  I  am 
perfectly  ready  to  admit  that  the  course 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government  cannot 
fairly  be  considered  unless  this  past  his- 
tory is  also  in  the  minds  of  the  House. 
The  late  Government  were  responsible 
for  the  annexation  of  the  Transvaal.  I 
have  no  reason  to  complain  of  the  mode 
in  which  that  annexation  has  been  re- 
ferred to  either  by  Lord  Kimberley  or 
Mr.  Grant  Duff  as  representing  the 
Colonial  Office  in  Parliament.  If  I  re- 
member right,  both  those  Gentlemen 
have  frankly  admitted  that  the  annexa- 
tion was  not  due  to  any  mere  spirit  of 
territorial  greed.  It  was  undertaken  by 
the  late  Government  with  the  view  of 

Eroteoting  our  own  Colonies,  and  de- 
vering  &om  an  apparently  impending 
destruction  a  ruined  and  helpless  State, 
including  many  British  subjects  within 
its  borders.  I  think  it  must  also  be  ad- 
mitted by  those  who  fairly  consider  the 
circumstances  of  that  time,  that  the  an- 
nexation was  not  carried  out  by  force,  but 
was  undertaken  with  the  consent  of  the 
people  —  [ * '  Oh !  "] — with  the  express 
consent  of  the  inhabitants  of  the  towns 
and  the  Native  population,  and  with  the 
tacit  assent  of  the  Boer  farmers.  No 
doubt,  a  Memorial  was  sent  home  by 
Members  of  the  former  Government  pro- 
testing against  that  annexation ;  but  I 
think  it  is  sufficient  in  mentioning  that 
Memorial  to  add  that  all  those,  I  be- 
lieve, occupying  official  positions  in  the 
Transvaal,  with  the  solitary  exception  of 
Mr.  Kruger,  testified  their  practical 
acquiescence  in  the  change  by  retaining 
their  offices  under  the  new  Government. 
Well,  the  annexation  was  effected.  Un- 
questionably, after  that  time  a  spirit  of 
disaffection  and  of  dislike  to  our  rule 
manifested  itself  in  the  Transvaal.  In 
consequence  two  Embassies  were  sent  to 
this  country,  who  represented  the  inde- 
pendent Boer  population.  The  first  of 
them  having  been  received,  and  having 
stated  the  whole  case  to  my  Prede- 
cessor, returned  to  the  Transvaal,  ex- 
pressing themselves  satisfied  that  the 
annexation  could  not  be  reversed.  The 
second  Embassy  came  to  this  country 
when  I  had  the  honour  of  occupying  the 
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Colonial  Office.  I  placed  before  them, 
as  was  my  duty,  the  facts  of  the  case  as 
they  appeared  to  Her  Majesty's  Gk>vem- 
ment.  I  put  before  them  the  obliga- 
tions we  had  undertaken — the  impossi- 
bility, as  it  appeared  to  us,  of  receding 
from  those  obligations.  But  I  also 
expressed  the  strong  desire  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  to  give  them 
as  extreme  an  amount  of  local  s^- 
government  as  might  be  compatible 
with  that  control  over  Native  ques- 
tions, both  within  and  beyond  their 
borders,  and  over  the  foreign  relations 
of  the  Transvaal,  which  it  was  our  duty 
in  the  interest  of  our  South  African  Do- 
minions to  retain.  Well,  their  answer 
was  this — We  will  not  discuss  these 
matters  with  you  until  you  first  g^ve  us 
back  our  independence.  I  endeavoured, 
both  publicly  and  privately,  to  overcome 
this  resolution.  I  remember  perfectly 
well  speaking  in  this  House  upon  the 
question,  and  going  so  far  in  my  state- 
ment of  the  desire  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government  to  meet  all  reasonable 
wishes  of  the  Transvaal  people  on  this 
head,  that  I  was  actually  taken  to  task 
by  Irish  newspapers  because,  as  Colonial 
Secretary,  I  was  willing  to  concede  Home 
Eule  to  the  Transva^,  whereas,  while 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant, 
I  refused  it  to  Ireland.  In  the  autumn 
of  1879  grave  difficulties  threatened  the 
Transvaal.  I  feel  bound  to  say  that,  in 
my  opinion,  no  small  addition  was  made 
to  those  difficulties  by  the  sympathy  and 
support  which  the  Transvaal  Boers  had 
received,  and  knew  they  could  reckon 
upon,  from  the  hon.  Member  for  Lis- 
keard  (Mr.  Courtney)  and  other  per- 
sons in  this  country.  However,  time 
went  on,  and  matters  to  all  appearance 
settled  down.  When  Her  Majesty's 
present  Government  came  into  Office  ihe 
financial  prospects  of  the  Transvaal — ^no 
small  test  of  the  reign  of  law  and  order  in 
that  country — were,  I  will  venture  to  say, 
as  hopeful  as  could  be  found  in  the 
history  of  any  of  our  recently-annexed 
Colonies.  The  state  of  political  affairs 
which  had  existed  in  the  previous 
autumn  had  greatly  improved ;  tne  mass 
meeting  of  the  Boers,  which  was  sum- 
moned for  April,  had  been  postponed 
indefinitely;  and  Sir  Garnet  Wolseley 
was  able  to  report  in  April,  1880,  to 
Her  Majesty's  Government  that  the  re- 
ports from  all  quarters  of  the  Transvaal 
sustained  the  opinion  that  the  people 
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had  determined  to  renounce  all  further 
disturbing   action    and  return    to    the 

Eeaoeful  scenes  of  their  rural  life  ;  and 
e  held  out  to  the  Government  of  the 
day  as  favourable  a  picture  of  the  future 
prosperity  of  the  Transvaal  under  the 
Colonial  Government  as  was  ever  held 
out  by  anyone  in  a  similar  position.  I 
have  seen  blame  attached  to  the  late 
Gt)vernment  because  they  did  not  confer 
representative  institutions  on  the  Trans- 
vaal ;  but  anybody  who  fairly  considers 
the  circumstances,  who  remembers  that 
the  Repregentatives  of  this  very  consider- 
able portion  of  the  Transvaal  popula- 
tion would  not  even  discuss  those  insti- 
tutions with  us,  must  surely  see  that  it 
was  impossible  to  do  anything  more  in 
this  direction  than  was  done  by  the  late 
Gt)vernment — namely,  to  confer  the  Pro- 
visional Constitution  of  a  Crown  Colony, 
in  the  hope  that  matters  might  soon  so 
change  as  to  enable  them  completely  to 
fulfil  the  promises  which  were  made  by 
Sir  Theophilus  Shepstone  at  the  annexa- 
tion. And  when  the  particular  form  of 
this  Provisional  Constitution  is  objected 
to  I  must  say  that,  after  all,  when  you 
come  to  consider  the  circumstances  of 
the  Transvaal,  many  persons,  whose 
opinions  are  of  far  greater  weight  than 
mine  on  Colonial  questions,  would  con- 
sider that,  in  a  territory  comprising 
40,000  Whites  to  800,000  Coloured  per- 
sons, the  government  of  a  Crown  Colony 
is  by  no  means  ill- adapted  to  secure  real 
liberty  to  the  whole  of  the  population. 
Well,  the  present  Government  acceded 
to  Office.  They  found  matters  in  the 
state  which  I  have  described ;  and,  after 
a  full  consideration  of  the  whole  circum- 
stances of  the  case,  they  resolved — I  re- 
member the  words  of  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  last  summer — they 
resolved  without  doubt  that  Her  Ma- 
lesly  could  not  be  advised  to  relinquish 
her  Sovereignty  over  the  Transvaal. 
Now,  I  do  not  at  all  find  fault  with 
that  determination.  It  was  approved 
by  the  country ;  it  was  approved  by 
the  House.  ['*No,  no!  "J  It  was 
brought  to  the  test  of  a  debate  and  a 
division  in  this  House  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Liskeard ;  and  the  policy  which 
Her  Majesty's  Government  had  adopted 
met  with  the  definite  approval  of  the  ma- 
jority of  this  House.  But  there  was  then 
an  element  in  this  question  which  had 
not  existed  in  our  time.  The  impression 
— ^I  will  not  now  question  whether  it 
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was  well  founded  or  not — had  prevailed, 
not  only  in  the  Transvaal,  but  through- 
out the  whole  of  South  Africa,  that  the  pre- 
sent Prime  Minister,  in  certain  speeches 
which  he  made  when  in  Opposition,  had 
expressed  his  intention  to  restore  the 
Transvaal  to  the  Boers.  I  am  not  in- 
quiring whether  what  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  actually  said  justified  that 
impression.  All  I  would  say  is  that  that 
impression  undoubtedly  prevailed.  It  is 
clear  from  statements  made  by  our 
Colonial  officials  in  the  Papers  which  are 
in  the  possession  of  the  House,  from  fre- 
quent references  in  Petitions  which  have 
come  from  the  Cape,  from  the  Transvaal, 
from  Holland,  in  favour  of  the  restoration 
of  independenoe  to  the  Boer — it  is  clear 
that  that  was  the  sense  in  which  the 
words  of  the  Prime  Minister  were  re- 
ceived. But  the  letter  of  the  Prime 
Minister  in  June  and  the  previous  an- 
nouncement of  the  policy  of  the  Govern- 
ment in  the  Queen's  Speech  from  the 
Throne  dissipated  this  impression  in  the 
minds  of  those  who  had  entertained  it. 
And,  as  the  impression  had  led  to  great 
hopes,  so  its  dissipation  led  to  great 
disappointment.  It  would,  I  think,  be 
difficult  to  exaggerate  the  effect  of 
this  disappointment  on  the  position 
of  affairs  in  the  Transvaal.  I  remem- 
ber reading  a  letter  by  Mr.  Joubert 
on  this  question,  written  in  the  early 
part  of  this  year.  Mr.  Joubert  asked 
at  considerable  length,  and  in  very 
strong  language,  why  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter had  not  carried  out  his  promises, 
and  done  that  for  which  they  relied  on 
him  ?  Well,  in  December  an  outbreak 
— so  far  as  we  can  see,  unexpected  alike 
by  the  Government  of  the  Transvaal,  by 
the  Government  at  homoj  and  by  the  peo- 
ple generally  in  South  Africa — occurred 
in  that  country.  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment had  then  to  deal  with  an  entirely 
new  phase  of  the  question.  Almost  at 
the  same  time  as  the  outbreak  occurred 
there  came  from  South  Africa  a  Memo- 
rial to  the  Colonial  Office — sent  at  the 
instance  of  some  of  the  most  influential 
Representatives  in  the  Cape  Parliament 
— praying  Her  Majesty's  Government 
to  appoint  a  Commission  to  inquire  into 
and  deal  with  this  question.  Sir,  I  have 
never  been  able  to  understand  why  Her 
Majesty's  Government  considered  that 
request  for  a  Commission  inopportune, 
when,  some  weeks  later,  after  the  series 
of  defeats  which  they  had  sustained,  they 
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agreed  to  the  identical  proposition  whioh 
was  then  submitted  to  them.  But  they 
declined  it.  They  knew  at  the  time 
they  declined  it — they  must  have  known 
long  before  that  time,  just  as  well  as 
they  knew  in  February  and  March  last 
—the  grave  dangers  that  existed  in 
this  matter  from  the  undoubted  sym- 
pathy between  a  large  part  of  the  popu- 
lation of  the  Cape  Uolony  and  the  Free 
State  and  those  who,  in  blood  at  any 
rate,  are  related  to  them  in  the  Trans- 
vaal. Yet,  when  this  proposal  was  made 
to  them  at  the  time  of  the  outbreak,  this 
danger  does  not  seem  to  have  exercised 
the  same  influence  on  their  minds  as  it 
made  after  the  series  of  defeats  to  which 
I  have  referred.  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment persisted  in  the  policy  which 
they  statea  to  Parliament  in  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Speech  £rom  the  Throne.  I  do 
not  blame  them  for  persisting  in  that 
policy ;  but  what  I  do  blame  them  for 
is  this — that  they  carried  it  on  for  a  cer- 
tain time,  and  then  they  abandoned  it. 
I  believe  that  by  their  half-hearted 
action  in  this  matter,  not  only  has  it 
happened  that  blood  has  been  shed  to 
no  purpose — the  blood  of  brave  British 
soldiers — ^not  only  has  it  happened  that 
our  Army  has  had  to  deplore  defeats 
unavenged ;  but,  even  worse  than  this, 
that  Her  Majesty's  Government  have 
effectually  precluded  themselves  from 
securing  the  interests  of  those  whom 
they  were  most  bound  to  protect  against 
the  men  whom  they  fear;  that  by  mak- 
ing peace  at  the  time  and  in  the  manner 
in  which  they  made  it  they  have  secured, 
not  only  that  peace  shaU  not  be  last- 
ing, but  that  it  shall  be  the  precursor 
of  infinitely  worse  trouble  than  any  from 
which  their  weak  yielding  has  for  the 
moment  delivered  them.  Inow,  I  under- 
stand that  Her  Majesty's  Government 
argue  that  they  have  carried  out  the 
promises  which  they  made  to  the  coun- 
Urin  Her  Majesty's  Speech  from  the 
Throne;  that  they  have  re-established 
the  authority  of  the  Queen  in  the  Trans- 
vaal ;  that  the  arrangements  which  are 
now  in  progress  are  identical  with  those 
to  which  they  woidd  have  consented  last 
summer;  and  that,  in  point  of  fact,  the 
Boers  have  surrendered  to  them,  and 
not  they  to  the  Boers.  Well,  let  us  take 
these  points  and  see  how  far  that  argu- 
ment can  be  sustained.  Has  Her  Ma- 
jesty's authority  been  re-established  in 
the  Transvaal?     What  is  the  present 
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position  of  affairs  in  that  territory? 
Why,  I  will  venture  to  say  that  Her 
Majesty's  authority  does  not  extend  be- 
yond the  boundaries  of  those  fortified 
posts  which  we  occupied  during  the  war, 
except  by  the  kind  permission  of  the 
leaders  of  the  Boers.  When,  at  the -sug- 
gestion of  the  Boer  leaders — and  it  is  a 
suggestion  which  did  them  very  great 
honour — ^you  sent  a  detachment  of  troops 
to  re-occupy  Potchefstroom,  you  were 
obliged  to  send  it  under  the  escort  of  one 
of  those  leaders  througha  territory  which 
you  say  is  subject  to  your  authority.  The 
Papers  show  that  even  now,  so  far  as  we 
can  tell,  at  Middelburg  and  other  places 
which  have  not  been  garrisoned  by  the 
English,  the  Landroosts  of  the  English 
Colonial  Government  have  not  been  per- 
mitted to  resume  their  offices  or  to  re- 
hoist  the  English  flag.  And  in  the  mere 
matter  of  the  collection  of  taxes,  when 
the  ad  inUrim  Gk)vemment  of  the  Trans- 
vaal—  your  Government  —  thought  it 
right  that  certain  licence  duties  should 
be  raised,  they  were  obliged,  in  the  very 
newspaper  that  rave  notice  of  their  in- 
tention, and  at  the  side  of  that  adver- 
tisement, to  add  to  it  a  letter  signed  by 
the  Boer  leaders  in  testimony  of  their 
gracious  permission  that  this  taxation 
should  be  levied.  This  is  what  you 
call  re-establishing  the  Queen's  autho- 
rity in  the  Transvaal.  How  will  it  be 
in  the  future?  Are  the  arrangements 
to  which  you  have  agreed  in  any  sense 
identical  with  those  to  which  you  were 
prepared  to  agree  last  summer,  or  be- 
fore this  war  broke  out  ?  What  view  do 
the  Boer  leaders  take  of  this  matter  ?  I 
will  venture  to  say,  without  fear  of 
contradiction,  that  anyone  who  looks 
through  the  whole  literature  on  the 
subject — and  that  literature  is  very 
large — will  find  there  is  one  thing  on 
which  the  Boer  leaders  have  been  alike 
consistent  and  persistent,  and  it  is  this 
— that  their  independence,  as  far  as 
regards  everything  within  what  they 
call  the  Transvaal,  must  be  restored 
entirely,  and  that,  without  the  restoration 
of  such  independence,  they  were  not  even 
prepared  last  March  to  negotiate  with 
us.  What  interpretation  are  the  Boer 
leaders,  after  the  victories  they  have  se- 
cured, likely  to  put  on  the  terms  of  the 
agreement  to  which  you  have  come? 
Why,  this — that  all  they  have  ever  con- 
tended for  has  been  obtained;  and  I 
will  venture  to  sajr  that  that  is  folly 
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oarried  out  by  the  terms  of  the  agree- 
ment itself.  If  by  your  making  peace 
even  at  the  time,  and  in  the  manner  in 
irhioh  you  made  it,  you  had  obtained 
the  terms  which  you  were  prepared  last 
summer  to  concede,  I  admit  that  there 
"would  be  something  to  be  said  in  de- 
fence of  Her  Majesty's  Goyernment. 
I  think  I  have  shown  that  this — at  any 
rate,  in  the  minds  of  these  victorious 
Boers— cannot  possibly  be  the  case. 
But  if  it  is  not  the  case,  what  have  you 
done?  You  have  given  to  men  with 
arms  in  their  hands  what  you  denied 
to  their  peaceful  prayers.  And,  of  all 
policies,  that  must  be  the  most  fated  to 
a  country  like  this,  having  domination 
over  so  many  alien  and  ignorant  races. 
But  you  did  not  do  this  without  warning. 
I  suppose  I  shall  be  told  that  Tories  are 
careless  of  the  shedding  of  blood.  But 
you  had  warnings  as  to  the  danger  of 
your  course  from  men  who  you  dare  not 
say  are  careless  of  the  shedding  of  the 
blood  of  either  their  own  soldiers  or  of 
the  race  with  whom  hon.  Members  oppo*- 
dte  now  so  warmly  sympathize.  You 
had  opinions  from  Sir  Eveljm  Wood  and 
from  Mr.  Hofi&neyer,  at  Cape  Town. 
Sir  Evelyn  Wood,  on  the  5th  of  March, 
said — 

"  Considermg  the  disasters  we  have  sustained, 
I  think  the  happiest  result  would  be  that  after 
accelerating  a  successful  action,  which  I  hope 
to  fight  in  about  14  days,  the  Boers  should  dis- 
perse without  any  guarantee,  and  then  many 
who  are  now  undoubtedly  coerced  will  readily 
settle  down.'* 

Again,  on  the  7th  of  March,  he  said — 

"  After  eight  hours'  talk  I  am  confirmed  in 
the  opinion  I  expressed  in  my  telegram  of  the 
6th  instant.*' 

What  did  Mr.  Hoffmeyer,  the  advocate 
of  the  rights  of  the  Boers  of  Gape  Town, 
Bay  ?  Telegpraphing  to  Mr.  Joubert  on 
the  1 1th  of  March  he  said — 

f  "  In  any  case,  before  the  Commission  can  be 
appointed,  either  the  British  arms  must  have 
conquered  or  the  Boers  must  have  given 
a  tangible  proof  of  submission  in  the  oyes  of 
the  world." 

What  would  have  been  the  risk  of 
persisting  in  the  policy  which,  so  far, 
you  had  carried  out?  No  doubt  it  is 
pofittble  that  some  lives  might  have  been 
lost.  Yet  we  know  now  that  Laing's 
Nek  was  a  position  which  might  easily 
have  been  turned,  that  the  defences 
were  contemptible,  and  that  many  of  the 
Boers  were  getting  tired  of  the  conflict. 


Success  might  not  improbably  have  been 
obtained  even  without  loss  of  life;  but 
even  if  loss  of  life  had  followed,  what  a 
position  would  have  been  gained  by  it 
as  compared  with  that  which  you  now 
hold.  Having  defeated  the  Boers,  and 
having  secured  their  submission,  you 
would  have  been  in  the  position  which 
was  somewhat  prematurely  described  by 
Mr.  Grant  DufiP  when  he  said  that  the 
policy  of  this  country  was  par  cere  suhfeeiis  ; 
you  might  then,  with  true  magnanimity, 
have  given  to  a  defeated  enemy  terms 
which  you  ought  never  to  have  given  to 
a  victorious  foe,  because  you  woiud  have 
had  a  security  for  the  performance  of 
any  conditions  that  you  might  have  re- 
quired. They  would  have  felt  and 
appreciated  the  power  of  Great  Britain, 
and  all,  whether  Boers  or  Natives,  in 
South  Africa  would  have  known  that 
whatever  conditions  were  made  in  the 
Treaty  to  which  they  might  have  agreed 
would  be  enforced  by  a  Power  capable 
and  willing  to  enforce  them.  Lord 
Kimberley  talked  the  other  day  of  the 
salutary  influence  which  Her  Majesty's 
Government  might  still  exercise  in  the 
Transvaal.  But  your  influence  must  be 
based  on  something.  What  is  the  basis 
for  it  now  ?  Is  it  the  terror  of  your 
arms?  Even  while  you  maintain  an 
army  there,  to  all  appearance,  rather  to 
protect  the  Boer  leaders  against  the 
Natives  and  the  loyalists  thaji  for  any 
other  purpose,  you  ,have  not  re-estab- 
lished your  authority  ;  and  you  know 
very  well  that  you  will  not  permanently 
maintain  a  large  army  in  the  neigh- 
bourhood of  the  Transvaal.  Is  it  to  be . 
moral  influence?  What  can  be  the 
moral  influence  of  a  country  which  has 
behaved  as  you  have  behaved,  which  has 
added  another  chapter  of  reversal  to  the 
many  previous  chapters  of  reversals  in 
our  South  African  history,  which  has 
betrayed  its  friends  and  yielded  to  its 
victorious  enemies?  I  have  thus  far 
spoken  rather  of  the  power  which  the 
action  of  Her  Majesty's  Government 
may  have  left  to  them  of  insisting  upon 
the  performance  of  the  stipulations  of 
the  Convention  which  is  about  to  be 
concluded  than  of  the  merits  of  the  Con- 
vention itself.  It  appears  to  me  that, 
whatever  the  merits  of  that  Convention 
may  be,  the  manner  in  which  it  has  been 
concluded  is  an  insuperable  bar  to  its  suc- 
cessful working.  But  what  are  likely  to 
be  the  merits  of  the  Convention  itself?  I 
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did  not  want  to  discuss  this  part  of  the 
question  in  the  dark ;  and  therefore,  the 
other  day,  I  was  rather  anxious  that  this 
debate  should  be  postponed  till  we  had  the 
Conyention  itself  before  us.  As,  how- 
ever, the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  in- 
sisted upon  it,  I  am  obliged  to  gather 
what  I  can  from  the  Papers  as  to  the 
terms  of  that  Convention.  [Mr.  Glad- 
stoke  :  I  did  not  insist.  Exactly  the 
reverse.]  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
has  insisted  that  either'  by  me  or  by 
someone  else  this  question  should  be 
brought  before  the  House  to-day.  [Mr. 
Gladstone;  No!]  I  am  therefore  ob- 
liged to  discuss  this  question  without 
knowing  what  the  Convention  is.  I  have 
said  that  throughout  the  whole  course  of 
the  history  of  this  matter  the  Boer  leaders 
have  been  consistent  and  persistent  in 
claiming  independence  for  the  Trans- 
vaal, BO  far  as  it  affected  the  interior 
government  of  that  country.  They  an- 
nounced, some  time  ago,  their  readiness 
to  accept  a  kind  of  protectorate  on  the 
part  of  Great  Britain.  I  take  it  that  that 
protectorate  is  identical  with  the  suze- 
rainty proposed  by  Her  Maj  esty' s  Gt)vem- 
ment.  I  do  not  wish  at  all  to  dispute  the 
value  of  such  a  control,  looking  to  the  pos- 
sible future  of  South  Africa,  upon  the  re- 
lations between  the  Transvaal  and  other 
foreign  civilized  States  beyond  the  borders 
of  South  Africa.  That,  I  take  it,  the  Boer 
leaders  have  agreed  to,  and  that,  I  under- 
stand, they  were  always  willing  to  agree 
to.  But  I  very  much  question  whether  the 
Boer  leaders  really  understand  that  the 
terms  of  peace  concluded  between  them 
and  Sir  feveljm  Wood  authorized  this 
country  to  maintain  any  effective  control 
over  the  relations  between  them  and  the 
Native  tribes  upon  their  borders.  I 
suspect  that  this  has  been  a  matter  which 
has  been  relegated  by  them  to  the  de- 
cision of  the  Commission,  with  complete 
confidence  that  the  Commission  will  not 
insist  upon  any  definite  action  of  that 
kind.  Why  do  I  say  this  ?  Because  I 
cannot  understand  how  any  such  con- 
trol can  be  practically  exercised,  unless 
the  real  government  of  the  Transvaal  be 
in  the  hands  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment. Tou  are  to  have  a  Resident  at  the 
capital  of  the  Transvaal,  who  is  supposed 
to  control  the  Frontier  policy  of  that 
country.  But  how  is  he  to  do  so  ?  Has 
he  any  force  at  his  command  ?  And  what 
is  the  Frontier  policy  of  that  country  ? 
Why,  as  everyone  who  has  given  tbe 
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slightest  attention  to  the  South 
Question  knows,  the  Frontier  policy  of 
every  African  State  is  made  up  of  cattle 
raids  on  one  side  and  of  claims  to  land 
on  the  other;  and  from  most  trivial 
causes  of  this  kind  the  most  bloody  wars 
have  arisen.  What  is  your  Eesident  to 
do  when  he  hears  of  cattle  raids  by  the 
Swazis  and  other  powerful  tribes  ?  Is  he 
to  tell  the  Boers  that  they  must  not  re- 
taliate, and  that  they  must  look  to  the 
control  of  Her  Majesty's  Government  ? 
If  so,  will  not  the  Boers  very  naturally 
say — **  Well,  if  this  be  so,  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  must  protect  us 
against  these  inroads?"  But  how  is 
the  Gt)vemment  g^ing  to  do  it?  Or 
suppose — and  this  is  very  likely — that 
the  Boers  laugh  at  the  advice  of  the 
Resident,  that  they  retaliate  upon  their 
neighbours,  and  that  their  neighbours  in 
turn  retaliate  upon  them.  Why,  then 
you  will  have  the  old  story  over  again  ; 
you  will  have  the  precise  circumstances 
recurring  which  led  to  the  annexation  of 
the  Transvaal.  This  brings  me  to  an- 
other part  of  this  question  of  even  greater 
importance.  What,  I  wish  to  know,  are 
to  be  the  borders  of  the  Transvaal? 
Hon.  Members  have,  no  doubt,  studied 
the  map  of  the  Transvaal  which  has  been 
recently  circulated.  Those  who  have 
done  so  will  see  that  the  nominal  borders 
of  the  Transvaal  extend  far  beyond  the 
real  limits  of  the  Boer  occupation.  If 
Her  Majesty's  Government  had  made 
peace  in  such  a  manner  as  to  render  it 
probable  that  the  terms  arranged  would 
be  really  observed,  I  grant  that  it  might 
have  been  a  possible,  though  I  think  it 
would  have  been  a  difficult,  solution  of 
this  question  to  have  founded  a  second 
Orange  Free  State  in  South  Airica, 
limiting  the  Boers  of  the  Transvaal 
to  the  territory  which  they  really  occupy, 
and  giving  them,  within  those  limits, 
complete  independence,  having  the  se- 
curity, which  you  have  in  the  case  of 
the  Orange  Free  State,  that  their  boun- 
daries would  be  distinctly  defined,  so 
that  beyond  those  boundaries  you  might, 
had  it  so  pleased  you,  have  estab- 
lished a  British  protectorate  or  govern- 
ment over  the  Natives.  In  that  way 
you  might  have  confined  the  Boers  within 
their  proper  limits,  and  taken  reasonable 
and  necessary  securities  for  their  non- 
interference with  their  Native  neigh- 
bours. That  would  have  been  a  possible 
policy  under  certain  conditions,  whiob 
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Her  Majesty's  Government  have  not  ful- 
filled, and  I  cannot  help  thinking  that  it 
was  a  policy  which  recommended  itself 
to  the  Colonial  Secretary  when  the  terms 
settled  by  Sir  Evelyn  Wood  were  agreed 
to.     But  now  what  is  to  happen  ?    We 
have  had  from  several  sources  of  in- 
formation statements — so  frequently  re- 
peated that  there  must  be  some  truth 
m    them — that     this    country,    to    the 
East  of  the   30th  degree  of  longitude, 
is  to  be  retained  in  the  Transvaal.     I 
think  it  is  very  possible  that  this  may 
be  the  result,  and  why  ?    Because  it  is  a 
result    which    is    very  keenly    desired 
by  those  whose  interests  alone   appear 
to  be  consulted  in  this  matter — namely, 
the  Boers  themselves.     I  notice  among 
the  Papers    that    are   laid   before    the 
House  statements  as  to  the  feeling  of 
the  Boers  upon  this  subject.  Mr.  Joubert, 
in  a  speech  at  Fotchefstroom,  on  being 
asked  about  the  30th  degree  of  longitude 
said — **  Never  mind,   that  will  be   all 
right;  we  shall  get  back  our  country." 
I  notice  also  a  strong  Petition  signed  by 
Boers  in  the  neighbourhood  of  Pretoria, 
and  presented  to  the  Boer  leaders,  tell- 
ing them,   in  so  many  words,  that  if 
they  consent  to  give  up  any  part  of  their 
country  the  people  will  again  resort  to 
arms.     I  notice  also  a  statement  from 
the  Utrecht  district  by  Mr.  Rudolph, 
showing  that  the  Boers  there  were  like- 
wise averse   to  any  separation   of  the 
Native  territories.     Suppose   Her  Ma- 
jesty's   Government    make    concession 
in    this    matter    to    the    Boers,    what 
will  they  have  done  ?    Have  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government   any  right  to  give 
over    those    Native    territories    to  the 
Boers  ?   Let  me  state  what  is  the  actual 
population  of  these  districts.     In  Lyden- 
burg  there  are  123,320  Natives,   1,286 
Boers,  and  292   persons  of  English  or 
other  nationality,  and  some  of  the  Boers 
there  are  reported  to  desire  a  continu- 
ance of  the  English  rule.      In  Water- 
berg   there  are    174,045    Natives,    714 
Boers,    and   50   persons  of  English  or 
other  nationality ;  in  Zoutpansberg  there 
are  364,200  Natives,  654  Boers,  and  160 
persons  of  English  or  other  nationality. 
Now,  I  would  very  much  like  to  know 
what  right  some  2,654  Boers  have  to  the 
future  government  of  this  great  terri- 
tory, inhabited  by  660,000  Natives,  all 
of  whom,  so  far  as  we  have  any  expres- 
sion of  opinion  on  the  subject,  have  a 
desire  for  the  continuance  of  English 


rule ;  or,  at  any  rate,  of  the  condition  in 
which  they  are  at  present  placed.  I 
will  venture  to  say  that  nothing  can  be 
stronger  than  the  statements  that  appear 
in  the  Papers  on  this  subject.  It  is 
stated  by  the  Native  Commissioner  that 
he  found  the  Waterberg  district  and 
also  that  of  Zoutpansberg  in  a  moet  un- 
settled state,  and  that  the  majority  of 
the  Chiefs  were  prepared  for  war.  He 
says — 

"  I  was  distinctly  infonned,  by  the  Chief 
Ligidi,  that  if  the  rumours  to  the  effect  that  the 
British  Government  intended  abandoning  the 
country  were  true,  the  Natives  would  take  the 
law  into  their  own  hands  and  settle  their  griev- 
ances by  arms.  I  was  further  informed  by  the 
same  Chief  that  the  Natives  ignored  the  autho- 
rity of  the  Boers,  and  that,  having  driven  them 
once  before  out  of  the  district,  they  might  do  so 
again.  During  the  war,  and  my  absence  from 
Blueberg,  Ligidi  took  charge  of  the  Government 
offices  and  also  the  cattle;  and  when  it  was 
known  that  the  Boers  intended  seizing  all  tho 
Government  property  his  commando,  I  believe 
700  to  1,000  strong,  was  ordered  into  the  field, 
and  instructions  given  to  the  effect  that  if  the 
Boers  attempted  to  enter  the  Poort  they  were 
to  fire  upon  them.  The  Government  property 
taken  charge  of  by  the  Natives  was  dulv  re- 
turned to  me,  and  upon  inspection  I  found 
everything  correct." 

Another  Chief  of  the  Waterberg  district, 
who  can  turn  out  from  6,000  to  8,000 
fighting  men,  and  who  rules  over  about 
40,000  souls,  said  that  he  never  was  a 
Boer  subject,  and  that  he  and  his  people 
would  never  consent  to  Boer  rule.  WeU, 
what  right  have  you,  when  dealing  with 
masses  of  Natives  of  this^character,  to 
hand  them  over  to  a  few  Boers  ?  It  is 
one  thing  to  give  the  Boers][self-g^vern- 
ment ;  but  it  is  quite  another  matter  to 
give  them  the  right  of  governing  these 
hundreds  of  thousands  of  men  who  have 
joyfully  accepted  the  position  of  British 
subjects,  and  whom  you  are  bound  to  care 
for  in  the  future  as  in  the  past.  Why, 
you  have  not  ventured  to  do  such  a  thing 
even  in  your  own  Colonial  Possessions. 
Only  a  few  months  ago  Her  Majesty's 
Government  refused  to  the  Colony  of 
Natal  the  gift  of  responsible  government, 
and  what  was^the  main  reason  for  that 
refusal  ?  Why,  that  the  White  popula- 
tion of  Natal  is  about  23,000,  while  the 
Native  population  is  about  400,000.  I 
know  that  responsible  government  has 
been  given  to  the  Cape,  with  authority 
over  large  Native  districts ;  but  remem- 
ber this—  that  the  Cape  Colony  is  a  com- 
munity far  advanced  in  civilization  when 
compared  with  the  Boers  of  the  Trans- 
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vaal ;  and  that  it  is  a  community  where 
there  is  every  material  for  a  capable  and 
enlightened  Goyemment,  and  where  day 
by  day  and  year  by  year  there  is  spring- 
ing up  a  greater  desire  for  a  humane 
and  fair  policy  towards  the  Native  races. 
But  it  was  not  very  long  ago  that,  even 
with  regard  to  the  Cape  Colony,  some  right 
hon.  Gentlemen,  now  Members  of  the 
Government,  used  harsh  language  about 
the  policy  of  the  Cape  Government  to- 
wards the  Kaffirs  or  Basutos.  Those 
Gentlemen,  I  think,  if  I  am  not  wrong, 
expressed  a  desire  that  the  control  of  this 
country  over  those  Native  territories 
should  be  resumed,  and  that  they  should 
no  longer  be  left  in  the  hands  of  the 
Cape  Colony.  Then,  with  what  face  can 
a  Government  composed  of  Gentlemen 
who  have  made  statements  of  that  kind 
make  over  all  the  Natives  north  and 
east  of  the  Transvaal  to  a  few  uncivilized 
Boers  who  have  not  a  shadow  of  right, 
or  the  slightest  power  to  rule  over  them? 
I  say  they  have  not  a  shadow  of  right. 
Why,  the  inclusion  of  these  districts  in 
the  old  maps  of  the  Transvaal  is  a  geo- 
graphical farce.  The  Boers  never  exer- 
cised authority  over  the  greater  part  of 
them  ;  and  from  some  parts  where  they 
did  exercise  authority  they  had  actually 
been  driven  out  before  the  annexa- 
tion, and  the  Boer  farmers  have  paid 
black  mail  to  the  Native  Chiefs.  What 
can  result  from  this  policy  on  the  part  of 
the  Government  ?  You  cannot  hand  over 
to  the  Government  of  the  Boers  Natives 
who  have  expressed  the  opinions  I  have 
quoted.  They  will  resist  it.  But  sup- 
pose the  Boer  Government — you  having 
handed  them  over,  as  far  as  your  power 
goes — attempts  to  enforce  your  decision. 
Why,  you  will  have  the  commencement 
of  a  bloody  Native  war.  I  will  venture 
to  say  that  every  drop  of  blood  shed  in 
that  war  will  be  upon  the  heads  of  those 
who,  in  dealing  with  this  subject,  have 
ignored  the  rights  which  belonged  and 
the  duties  which  they  owed  to  seven- 
eighths  of  the  population  of  the  Trans- 
vaal. But  more  than  this,  I  have 
spoken  of  the  strong ;  I  will  now  speak 
of  the  weak.  There  are  Natives  within 
the  limits  of  the  Boer  portions  of  the 
Transvaal,  within  reach  of  Pretoria 
and  the  principal  centres  of  population. 
What  is  their  view  of  the  question? 
Why,  Sir,  their  view  of  the  question  is 
this — ^that  they  are  too  weak  to  fight— 
that  they  must  either  leave  their  homes 
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or  submit  with  dread  and  pain  to  those 
whom,  rightly  or  wrongly,  they  look 
upon  as  their  ancient  oppressors.  Will 
the  House  bear  with  me  while  I  read 
just  one  extract  from  these  Beports  with 
which  the  Blue  Books  teem,  as  to  the 
feelings  of  these  unfortunate  persons? 
I  find  that  in  the  Pretoria  district  there 
is  one  Chief  whose  name  is  Jan  Kekana. 
Jan  Kekana  and  another  Chief  had  an 
interview  with  Sir  Evelyn  Wood.  His 
Excellency  said  that  he  was  very  glad 
to  see  them.  Jan  Kekana  said  that  they 
had  come  in  specially  to  ascertain  what 
was  the  truth  regarding  the  statements 
made  to  them  by  the  Boers  that  they 
had  beaten  the  English  and  taken  the 
country  back.  Jan  states  that  they,  the 
Natives,  did  not  wish  to  live  under  the 
Boer  Government  again.  That  they  had 
acknowledged  the  English  Government's 
taking  the  country  with  gratitude,  and 
that  they  could  not  and  would  not  now 
disavow  their  act.  Sir  Evelyn  Wood 
stated  that  the  Boers  had  not  beaten  the 
English,  but  had  repulsed  on  three  dif- 
ferent occasions  a  small  English  force, 
on  no  occasion  more  than  500  strong; 
the  Boers  had,  in  each  instance,  three 
or  four  times  that  number ;  that  there 
were  now  very  large  reinforcements  in 
Natal ;  but  that  the  Queen  did  not  wish 
more  blood  to  be  shed,  and  had  graciously 
granted  peace  to  the  Boers.  That  is  an 
answer  which  does  great  credit  to  Sir 
Evelyn  Wood's  ingenuity,  as  well  as  to 
his  patriotism  But,  strangely  enough, 
the  Native  Chiefs  were  not  satisfied,  nor 
were  they  satisfied  with  the  attempt 
which  Sir  Evelyn  Wood  made  to  explain 
the  securities  which  would  be  provided 
for  their  protection  under  the  Boer  Go- 
vernment. Having  heard  all  these  ex- 
planations, Jan  Kekana  then  said  that 
they  did  not  wish  to  return  to  the  Boer 
Government,  that  he  had  grown  up 
under  the  Boers,  and  knew  what  they 
were,  that  they  were  even  now  threaten- 
ing them  with  what  they  intended  to  do 
when  they  were  in  power  again,  and 
that  he  felt  sure  many  days  would  not 
pass  before  complaints  were  received 
from  the  Natives  of  ill-treatment  by  the 
Boers.  The  Chiefs  then  went  on  to  say 
that  they  could  not  speak  with  two 
mouths  and  serve  two  masters,  that  they 
had  thankfully  become  British  subjects, 
and  would  not  again  consent  to  be  ruled 
by  the  Boers ;  that  if  the  country  was 
given  back  to  the  Boen  they  would 
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more  their  people  and  property  to  the 
mountains  and  £gb.t  rather  than  submit 
to  Boer  rule  again.  Jan  Kekana  then 
oocoluded  b;  asking  that  he  might  be 
allowed  to  purchase  powder  afao^d  the 
country  be  given  back.  They  then  took 
leave,  and  were  rewarded  by  Sir  Evelyn 
Wood  for  their  good  conduct.  Jan 
Eekana  thanked  His  Bxcellency,  and 
said  what  the;  had  done  was  nothing, 
and  had  not  bean  with  the  view  of  re- 
ceiving any  reward ;  they  were  British 
Bubjeots,  and  what  they  had  done  was  a 
matter  of  duty.  What  thoy  wanted  was 
that  the  country  should  etiU  be  ruled  by 
the  English ;  that  was  tha  reward  they 
craved  for,  and  that  they  would  not  con- 
sent to  be  ruled  by  the  Boers  again,  and 
they  requested  that,  should  the  country 
be  given  back,  sufficient  notice  should 
be  given  to  enable  them  to  move  their 
families  and  property  at  the  same  time 
a»  the  Government  left  the  country.  I 
have  here  another  touching  document, 
which  was  addressed  by  another  Native 
Chief  to  Mr.  Shepstono— 

"  Flaaae  havs  the  preat  kindneu  to  anlwer 
me  Uw  following  questian — Are  you  English 
tmUj  defeated  f  1  am  very  lad,  hecause  I 
thought  your  honour  would  always  ba  my 
father,  and  foeter  me;  but  now  you  leare  the 
eoimtry  and  ub  to  our  fate.  Ob,  may  your 
hoDour,  before  leaving  the  coantry,  not  forget 
to  do  aomething  for  the  Black  populatioo  of 
the  Tranavaal,  so  that  they  may  bleu  you.  Oh, 
night  the  Commiuion  make  a   paragraph   to 

Ktect  ut  from  unjust  treatment  or  the  like. 
y  your  honour,  who  has  to  now  beeu  our 
father,  do  acts  of  a  father  for  bis  children  whom 
he  leavea.  May  your  honour  think  of  your  child 
Uagate,  bo  that  nobody  dare  take  revenge.  Oh, 
make  a  peace  which  wUl  also  be  a  real  peace  to 
n*  Black  people.  All  thi*  which  I  write  are  the 
piayera  of  the  hearti  of  me  and  my  people. 
For  Ood'B  Bake,  don't  forget  n*  in  Xba  peace 
yon  make  I " 

Id  reply,  he  also  was  told  that  the 
English  had  not  been  defeated,  and 
that  every  care  would  be  taken  to  protect 
the  rights  and  interests  of  the  Natives. 
Mr,  Kudolph  reported  to  Sir  Evelyn 
Wood  on  April  26— 

"  A  great  many  of  the  Natives  of  Luneberg 
and  the  surroum^ng  country  met  me  there,  to 
eipresB  their  thankfulneag  that  British  rule  was 

•gain  eBtabliihed  in  their  district Also 

t£a  Nativea  of  the  country  cut  into  the  Trans- 
vaal by  the  boundary  line  made  after  the  Zulu 
Tar." 

And  now,  are  you  going  to  give  up  all 
these  people  to  the  Boers,  merely  taking 
paper  securities  for  their  future  protec- 
tion ?  For,  after  what  has  occurred,  your 


securities,  I  fear,  will  be  nothing  else. 
Bemember  what  these  people  have  done. 
In  1877,  they  loyally  accepted  British 
rule.  They  remained  at  peaoe  even  when 
the  Zulu  War  and  the  difficulties  of 
the  Transvaal  Government  would  have 
tempted  them,  had  they  desired  it,  to 
revolt.  They  paid  taxes  willingly  when 
called  upon  to  do  so,  believing  that 
thereby  tbey  secured  forthemselves  your 
protection.  During  the  war  they  helped 
you  by  every  means  in  their  power,  in 
spite  of  the  fact  that  they  were  often  ill- 
treated  and  plundered  by  the  Boers. 
They  would  have  fought  against  the 
Boers  if  every  exertion  had  not,  very 
properly,  been  made  to  prevent  them 
from  interfering,  though  tiiey  naturally 
thought  it  strange  that  they, being  British 
subjects,  should  not  be  permitted  to 
fight  in  defence  of  the  Queen's  autho- 
rity. But  they  must  surely  think  it 
stranger  still  liiat  after  all  this  they 
should  be  deserted  by  the  British  race, 
in  whom  they  had  trusted,  and  of 
whom  they  had  possibly  heard  as  the 
protectors  of  the  Coloured  population, 
not  merely  when  they  were  British 
subjects,  but  in  all  the  countries  of 
the  world.  Is  this  a  step  in  that  path 
of  liberty,  justice,  and  humanity  in 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Prime  Minister  a  short  time  ago  told  us 
that  his  Government  was  proceeding? 
Is  this  the  regard  paid  to  the  "  greatest 
happiness  of  the  greatest  number" 
which  I  observe  in  a  sort  of  official 
statement  which  has  recently  appeared 
in  the  newspapers  is  the  sole  aim  of 
the  Liberal  Forty  F  Is  this  the  way  in 
which  pledges  given  to  the  Coloured 
races  are  to  be  redeemed  by  those 
who  hitherto  have  been  their  especial 
defenders  ?  Or  are  they  now  to  learn 
for  the  first  time  that  when  a  race 
arises  strong  enough  for  the  moment  to 
defeat  our  troops  our  sympathies  for  the 
Coloured  population  are  to  be  thrown  to 
the  wind  ?  We  are  giving  to  those  who 
defeat  us  the  right  to  govern  themselves ; 
can  a  Liberal  Government  refuse  that 
very  right  to  hundreds  of  thousands  of 
those  who  have  stood  by  us,  because  their 
skins  happen  to  be  of  a  different  colour 
from  our  own  ?  There  is  yet  a  further 
point.  I  rather  gathered  from  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  gestures,  when  I  was 
alluding  to  the  subject,  that  he  will  con- 
tend that  care  will  be  taken  to  protect 
the  interests  of  all  the  Natives  to  whom 
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I  have  alluded.  But  how  are  the  Go- 
vernment to  do  it?  I  am  referring  to 
the  Natives  within  the  territory  which 
i8  still  the  Transvaal.  I  will  venture 
to  assert  that  there  is  no  proof  what- 
ever in  these  Papers  that  the  Boer 
Representatives  have  ever  agreed  that 
their  conduct  towards  the  Natives  within 
their  country  shall  be  subject  to  our 
control.  But  even  if  that  be  agreed, 
how  will  yoa  carry  it  out  ?  You  can  only 
carry  it  out  by  having,  as  you  might  have 
in  territory  that  belongs  to  you,  control 
over  the  local  Courts  of  Justice.  You 
cannot  carry  it  out  merely  by  means  of 
a  Resident  at  Pretoria.  Why,  it  may  be 
that  the  Yolksraad  may  pass  laws,  not 
only  against  slavery,  but  permitting 
Natives  to  hold  land,  and  giving  them 
full  permission  to  move  from  one  part 
of  the  country  to  another  and  some  de- 
gree of  independence.  But  how  are  you 
to  secure  that  these  laws  shall  be  carried 
out  in  a  country  as  large  as  France, 
thinly  inhabited  by  a  White  population, 
and  where  there  is  no  strong  public 
opinion  in  favour  of  such  laws?  Is  it 
not  clear,  from  all  that  has  hitherto 
occurred  there,  that  they  will  be  fre- 
quently violated;  and  if  the  Resident 
shall  chance  to  become  acquainted  with 
cases  of  the  kind — no  very  easy  matter 
— what  can  he  do  ?  Why,  he  can  only 
appeal  to  the  Government  for  redress 
— a  Government  which  depends  upon 
the  support  of  the  people  who  may  have 
committed  the  outrage.  You  never 
will  obtain  redress.  But  there  are  other 
persons  in  the  Transvaal  besides  the 
Boers  and  the  Natives.  There  are  those 
who  are  known  as  loyalists.  What  is 
their  position  ?  They  are  not  so  few  in 
number  as  has  been  hitherto  supposed. 
We  know  that  there  have  been  3,700  of 
them  in  Pretoria,  that  there  have  been 
others  in  different  garrisons  which  have 
been  besieged  by  the  Boers.  We  know 
that  Mr.  Ejuger  recognized  their  num- 
bers, when  he  admitted  that  he  had 
some  fear  of  their  action,  and  of  the 
claims  which  might  be  made  by  them  for 
property  of  theirs  taken  by  him  and  his 
friends  to  fight  against  their  Sove- 
reign. What  is  to  be  their  future? 
Their  numbers,  it  is  true,  though  con- 
siderable, will  be  smaller  than  tnose  of 
the  Boers.  You  say  you  will  take  se- 
curities for  the  protection  of  life  and 
property,  and  that  they  will  be  en- 
titled to  all  the  rights  of  settled  govem- 
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ment.     What  do  they  think  about  it? 
Why,  they  think  this— They  feel   the 
danger  of  their  position  so  much  that 
they  are  flying  by  hundreds  from  the 
Transvaal,   sacrificing  a   large  portion 
of  their  property  for  the  moment  in 
the  fear  of  losing  it  all,   and  possibly 
their  lives,  by  remaining.     What  have 
these  people  done?    Why,  in  the  first 
place,   they    have  made   large    invest- 
ments  in  the   Transvaal  on   the  faith 
of  the  promises  of  the  British  Govern- 
ment.     That  fact   alone    induced    the 
right    hon.    Gentleman    last    June    to 
attach  great  importance  to  the  obliga- 
tions which  we  had  incurred.     But  since 
then,  what  more  have  they  done  ?  Why, 
they  have  adhered,  in  spite  of  threats 
and   dangers,   to    the    Government    in 
which  they  trusted.     They  have  fought 
and  bled  by  the  side  of  our  soldiers  in 
defence  of  the  authority  of  the  Queen. 
History  will  record  in  the  future  deeds 
of  courage  and  skill  on  the  part  of  the 
Boers  ;  but  history  will  also  record  equal 
deeds  of  uncomplaining   heroism   and 
self-sacrificing  gallantry  on  the  part  of 
those  who  have  remained  loyal  to  the 
British  Crown.     What  reward  do  you 
give  them  ?    You  tell  them  you  secure 
that  which  they  know  well  it  is  not  in 
our  power  to  secure.     I  have   always 
thought  that  it  was  the  duty,  the  inte- 
rest, and  the  pleasure  of  the  Qt>vern- 
ment  of  this  country,  whatever  its  poli- 
tical opinions,  to  encourage  loyalty  in 
the  Colonial  subjects  of  the  Queen.     A 
pretty  encouragement  you  have  given 
to  these  unfortunate  men   and   others 
who  may  be  tempted  to  imitate  their 
example.     The  retrospect  is  painful,  but 
the  outlook  is  even  more  gloomy,  not 
only  for  the  Transvaal,  but  for  the  whole 
of   our  South  African  Possessions.     It 
has  hitherto  been  recognized  as  a  matter 
of  vital  interest  to  all  those  communi- 
ties that  the  supremacy  and  control  of 
the  British  Government  should  be  main- 
tained in  South  Africa,  in  order  to  secure 
peace  and  good  order  between  race  and 
race  and  community  and   community. 
You    have  practically  abandoned  that 
supremacy  and  lost  that  control  in  the 
very  part  of  South  Africa  where  its  ex- 
ercise was  most  required.     I  fear  that, 
by  the  manner  in   which  the  Govern- 
ment have  brought  this  war  to   what 
they  think  a  conclusion,  they  have  in- 
sured a  bitter  harvest    of  evil  for  the 
future.    They  have  encouraged  a  spirit 
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which  is  not  merely  confined  to  a  small 
body  of  farmers  in  the  Transvaal  who 
desire  local  self-government,  but  which 
is  expressed  in  the  words  Africa  for  the 
Africanders, from  the  Zambesi  to  Simon's 
Bay — Africa  for  the  Africanders,  no 
longer  a  part  of  the  British  Empire,  or 
subject  to  the  authority  of  the  Queen. 
I  do  not  know  whether  this  conduct  can 
be  rightly  considered  magnanimous  and 
just;  but  what  I  venture  to  think  is 
this — it  would  be  more  magnanimous  if 
you  had  given  what  you  meant  to  give 
before  it  was  forced  from  you.  It 
would  be  more  just  if  you  had  paid 
more  attention  to  the  sufferings  and  the 
claims  of  those  who,  at  gpreat  cost  to 
themselves,  have  shown  their  attach- 
ment and  loyalty  to  the  Crown.  The 
influence  of  this  policy  will  go  be- 
yond South  Afeica.  It  will  go  all  over 
the  globe;  and  although  it  may  be 
lauded  with  half-concealed  contempt  by 
those  to  whom  it  has  given  what  they  de- 
sire in  the  present,  or  by  others  to  whom 
it  promises  what  they  hope  in  the  future, 
yet  I  think  by  the  varied  races  who  com- 
pose our  Empire  it  will  be  received  in  a 
spirit  which  no  loyal  subject  of  England 
would  desire.  If  we  have  a  friend,  that 
friend  will  find  in  our  conduct  occasion 
for  surprise.  If  we  have  an  enemy,  he 
will  find  in  it  occasion  for  delight.  He 
will  see  in  it  a  revelation  of  infirmity  of 
purpose,  a  weak  acceptance  of  a  mo- 
mentary defeat  in  an  unpopular  war, 
alien  to  the  past  history  of  England,  and 
full  of  dangerous,  and,  it  may  be,  fatal 
promise  for  our  future.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  concluded  by  moving — 

"That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  the 
course  pursued  by  Her  Majesty's  Government 
with  respect  to  the  rising  in  the  Transvaal,  so 
far  as  it  has  yet  been  explained  to  Parliament, 
has  resulted  in  the  loss  oi  valuable  lives  with- 
out vindicating  the  authority  of  the  Crown,  is 
fraught  with  danger  to  the  future  tranquillity 
and  safety  of  Her  Majesty's  dominions  in  South 
Africa,  and  fails  to  provide  for  the  fulfilment  of 
the  obligations  contracted  by  this  Country  to- 
wards the  European  settlers  and  native  popula- 
tion of  the  Transvaal." 

Baron  HENRY  DE  WORMS  :  Sir,  I 
rise  to  second  the  Motion  of  my  right 
hon.  Friend.  It  may  appear  somewhat 
paradoxical,  but  I  feel  that  this  debate 
18  at  once  too  late  and  too  early.  It  is 
too  late,  inasmuch  as  the  House  is  now 
called  upon  to  decide,  not  what  the 
policy  of  the  Government  should  be,  but 
rather  with  regard  to  what  it  was.    It 


is  too  late,  because  the  House  is  called 
upon  to  ratify,  by  its  decision,  as  auto- 
cratic and  arbitrary  an  act  as  ever  has 
taken  place  either  in  this  or  any  other 
country,  because,  also,  by  the  will  of  a 
large  and  obedient  majority — a  majority 
too  ready  to  accept  the  policy  of  the 
Government  as  a  whole  rather  than  to 
inquire  into  it  and  analyze  it,  to  which  we 
are  obliged  to  submit,  but  whose  verdict 
will  not  be  that  of  the  nation — Parlia- 
ment has  been  committed  to  an  act  which, 
in  the  honest  conviction  of  many  even  on 
the  other  side  of  the  House,  is  most  detri- 
mental to  the  best  interests  of  the  coun- 
try. Sir,  this  arbitrary  proceeding  may 
possibly  be  compared  with  the  policy 
followed  by  the  late  Government;  but 
the  result  of  the  comparison  will  be 
to  the  advantage  of  the  latter.  The 
Conservative  Administration  has  been 
taunted  with  Imperialism.  If  by  Im- 
perialism it  is  meant  that  they  have 
done  all  they  could  to  augment  and 
maintain  the  prestige  of  this  great  Em- 
pire, I  am  willing  to  accept  the  word. 
Sir,  the  Conservatives  may  have  an- 
nexed territory,  but  they  annexed  it 
with  the  consent  of  Parliament ;  it  has 
been  left  to  the  present  Advisers  of  Her 
Majesty  to  effect  the  retrocession  of  terri- 
tory without  the  consent  of  Parliament. 
This  debate  has  come  too  soon,  because 
the  House  is  not  in  possession  of  the 
facts  connected  with  the  Royal  Commis- 
sion which  would  enable  hon.  Members 
to  come  to  a  clear  and  proper  decision 
upon  the  policy  that  has  been  adopted 
by  the  Government.  But,  while  con- 
sidering what  they  have  done,  it  is  ne- 
cessary, in  order  to  arrive  at  a  fair  and 
just  conclusion,  that  the  House  should 
also  consider  briefly  and  clearly  why  this 
annexation,  which  has  been  so  abused 
by  the  Government,  and  which  is  now 
going  to  be  cancelled  by  them  —  why 
this  annexation  took  place.  It  is  alleged 
by  certain  so-called  philosophical  Radi- 
cals that  all  conquest  and  annexation  is 
wrong,  as  being  a  violation  of  the  free- 
dom of  nations  ;  but  I  maintain  that  the 
annexation  of  the  Transvaal  was  as  much 
in  the  interests  of  the  White  population 
as  it  certainly  was  in  the  interests  of  the 
Black  population.  It  was  in  the  inte- 
rest of  the  Whites,  because  they  proved 
totally  unable  to  protect  themselves — to 
collect  taxes,  or,  indeed,  to  perform  any 
of  the  functions  of  government.  The 
Prime  Minister    said   at  Dalkeith,  in 
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November,  1879,  that  the  annexation 
of  the  Transvaal  had  been  voted  against 
by  6,500  adults  out  of  a  population  of 
8,000.  These  figures,  I  venture  to  say, 
do  not  represent  the  fact  accurately. 
The  White  population  of  the  Transvaal 
is  somewhere  about  40,000,  and  although 
it  might  be  said  that  only  8,000  of  this 
number  are  capable  of  bearing  arms,  I 
think  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will 
agree  with  me  that  capability  to  bear 
arms  does  not,  of  necessity,  form  the 
only  quality  which  is  required  in  the 
exercise  of  citizenship,  and  is  not  the 
only  qualification  demanded  from  those 
who  are  to  have  a  voice  as  to  the  future 

fovemment  of  a  country.  Moreover, 
ir,  if  we  had  acted  on  those  principles 
of  liberty  and  humanity  which  are  always 
paraded  as  the  peculiar  attribute  of  the 
Liberal  Party,  we  ought  to  have  taken  a 
sort  of  pUhUciU  in  order  to  ascertain  the 
opinion  of  the  Natives  who  had  suffered 
so  terribly  from  the  oppression  and 
cruelty  of  the  Boers.  As  a  matter  of 
fact,  there  were  only  6,500  against  the 
annexation,  and  the  rest  of  the  adult 
population,  together  with  the  Natives, 
were  in  favour  of  it.  The  Boers  them- 
selves who  had  voted  for  the  annexation 
had  so  acted  because  they  considered  the 
White  population  unable  to  govern  itself 
and  unfit  to  be  trusted  with  the  govern- 
ment of  others.  The  attributes  of  this 
model  Eepublic,  to  use  the  words  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  himself,  this  Chris- 
tian community,  are  so  well  known  as 
scarcely  to  need  recapitulation.  This 
model  Bepublic  was  so  enlightened  and 
religious  that  it  tolerated  and  practised 
slavery  in  its  worst  forms ;  so  capable  of 
self-administration,  that  with  a  popu- 
lation of  840,000  and  an  area  of  land 
as  large  as  France,  the  Treasury  had 
12«.  %d,  in  its  coffers  at  the  time  of  the 
annexation;  and  so  deep  was  the  national 
and  patriotic  spirit,  that  Sir  Theophilus 
Shepstone  effected  the  annexation,  with- 
out the  slightest  resistance,  with  a  force 
of  25  policemen.  The  attributes  of  this 
Bepublic,  which  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  characterized  as  ''  ani- 
mated with  a  deep  and  stern  religious 
sense,"  are  the  enslavement  and  cruel 
treatment  of  its  Native  population.  That 
has  never  been  denied  ['*0h,  oh!  "] 
To  those  hon.  Gentlemen  who  question 
that  statement  I  would  commend  the 
evidence  of  Mr.  Ludorf,  a  German  mis- 
nonary,  who  witnessed  a  good  many  of  I 


these  cruelties,  and  who  asserted  that  on  a 
particular  occasion — [Mr.  Chambebuok: 
What  date  ?] — I  have  not  the  exact  date, 
but  the  statement  was  made  this  year 
— a  number  of  Native  children  who  were 
too  young  to  be  removed  were  collected 
in  a  heap,  covered  with  long  g^nuss,  and 
burned  alive.  Other  atrocities,  too  hor- 
rible to  relate,  have  been  committed. 
Mr.  Merinsky,  another  German  mis- 
sionary, spoke  of  the  Transvaal  as  a  vast 
reserve  for  those  who  were  animated  by 
the  lust  of  land,  of  cattle,  and  of  the 
bodies  of  men.  In  a  document  issued  so 
late  as  the  7th  of  February,  1881,  and 
signed  on  behalf  of  the  Triumvirate  by 
Mr.  Kruger,  Vice  President,  it  was  stated 
that  the  ultimate  aim  of  the  rebel  Boers 
was  to  banish  English  influence  alto- 
gether firom  South  Africa ;  that  the  root 
of  their  troubles  lay  in  the  cession  of  the 
Cape  of  Good  Hope  to  England,  and 
that  their  exodus  was  the  result  of  the 
forced  liberation  of  slaves  breaking  up 
their  old  patriarchal  forms  of  life.  Here 
is  the  evidence  that  slavery  had  existed 
among  them.  And  in  further  proof  of 
this,  one  gentleman,  a  loyal  Boer,  has 
had  the  courage  to  come  forward  and 
say  that  within  the  last  few  years  he  has 
purchased  slaves.  How  can  it  then  be 
said,  in  the  face  of  such  evidence,  that 
slavery  does  not  still  exist  in  the  Trans- 
vaal? These  facts  alone  amply  war- 
ranted the  annexation,  and  should  have 
been  known  to  the  Prime  Minister  when, 
in  his  speech  at  Dalkeith,  on  the  26th  No- 
vember, 1879,  he  said — 

"  In  the  Tranfivaal  we  have  ehosen  most  un- 
wisely— I  am  tempted  to  say,  insanely — ^to  put 
ourselves  in  the  stxtmge  predicament  of  the  free 
subjects  of  a  Monarchy  going  to  coerce  the  free 
subjects  of  a  Bepublic,  and  compel  them  to  accept 
a  citizenship  which  they  decline  and  refuse.*' 

Sir,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  thus  com- 
pared the  free  subjects  of  this  country 
with  the  free  subjects  of  this  model  He- 
public — with  men  who  tolerate  and  prac- 
tise slavery  with  all  its  horrors,  for  it  is 
only  an  evasion  to  say  that  it  has  taken 
the  form  of  apprenticeship.  Does  he 
endorse  that  opinion,  and  defend  this 
*'  European,  Ohristian,  and  Bepublican 
community  "  (as  he  caUed  it  in  his  speeoh 
at  Edinburgh  on  the  25th  of  November, 
1879),  on  that  ground  ?  Is  he  again 
advocating  the  maintenance  of  a  system 
of  ''apprenticeship,"  as  he  did  so  elo- 
quently and  with  such  effect  in  this  House 
in  1838,  when  he  urged  that  apprentice* 
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ship  in  the  West  Indies  should  continue  going  to  give  this  up  ?    On  what  prin- 

fortwoyearslonger  on  Sir  George  Strick-  oiple  is  this  policy  to  be  carried  out  ? 

land's  Motion  in  the  House  of  Commons,  Is  the  maintenance  of  our  conquests  and 

following  Lord  Brougham's  in  the  House  annexations  to  be  decided  by  the  lapse 

of  Lords,  in  favour  of  its  immediate  of  time  ?    Are  those  of  50  years  ago  to 

abolition  ?    The  right  hon.  Gentleman's  be  permanent,  and  those  of  last  year 

words  on  that  occasion  may  well  be  abandoned?    On  the  8th  of  June,  1880, 

quoted  in  description  of  his  policy  at  the  the  Prime  Minister  wrote — 

-^           ^  "  Oar  judgment  is  that  the  Queen  cannot  he 
*'  I  think  myself  entitled  and  hound  to  show  advised  to  relinquish  her  sovereignty  over  the 
how  capricious  are  hon.  Gentlemen  in  the  dis-  Transvaal." 
trihution  of  their  sympathies  among  those  dif- 
ferent ohjects  which  call  for  their  application.'*  It   seems   incredible   that,     13    months 
—[3  Mansard,  xlii.  266.]  afterwards,  this  House  should  be  called 

A  few  years  ago  the  right  hon.  Gentle-  ^P^^  ^^  *i®  ">^.*  ^^^'  C^entleman  to 

man  claimed  for  himself  and  his  Party  endorse  a  Eesolution  approving  of  the 

almost  a  monopoly  of  sympathy  with  surrender  of  the  Transvaal.  There  can  be 

oppressed  nationaUties ;  but  now  he  ex-  ^^<>  doubt  that  the  object  of  the  Boers  is 

hibits  equal  sympathy  with  the  oppres-  ultimately  to  obtain  all  our  African  Pos- 

Bor.     It  may  be  a  curious  coincidence,  sessions  for  the  Africanders;    this    is 

but  it  is  nevertheless  a  fact,  that  the  ^®**'?y  proved  by  the  interference  of  the 

speeches  of   the  Prime    Minister    and  S.""®^^^®^*  ^/,*1^®  P'^^^.gT?  ^/«e  State  on 

other  Members  of  the  present  Govern-  *^®^^  .behalf.     The  right  hon.   Gentle- 

ment  in  1879  were  foUowed  by  the  Boer  ^^^  i?„Y®./P®®^?  ?^  *^®  t^^^  .  ^ 
rising  in  1880.  Having  obtained  pro-  Law  Bdl  laid  great  stress  on  the ;?r^<itfm 
tection  at  the  cost  of  English  lives  and  f/^ff»^»«-  ^  Might  that  not  be  applied 
treasure  from  the  Zulus,  whom  they  could  ^  ^^^^^  7?^  ^^  l^^^t  their  lands  in  the 
not  fight  themselves,  the  Boers  want  Transvaal  by  the  conduct  of  the  Govern- 
now  to  pose  before  the  world  as  an  op-  °^®?V  •  ^\^^  .  applied  to  disloyal 
pressed  people  and  as  a  model  RepubHc  agitators  in  Ireland  ;  could  it  not  also 
Btai  suflfering  from  the  tyranny  of  a  be  apphed,  with  greater  justice,  to  the 
Tory  Government.  The  Queen's  Speech  ^^J'V^  subjects  of  the  Queen  in  South 
of  the  6th  of  January  announced  that  ^^""^^  ^}\  ^  regret  to  say  that  the 
the  authority  of  the  Crown  would  be  Government  have  not  taken  that  view, 
vindicated.  I  should  like  to  ask  hon.  ?^^  \  ^m  stiU  more  astonished  when 
Gentlemen  opposite  if  it  has  been  vin-  J^^®*^  ^}^  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
dicated,  and  what  we  have  been  fight-  Member  for  Oarnarvonshii-e  (Mr.  Rath- 
ing  for?  If  insurrection  was  by  its  ^^fi®)'  J^^  expresses  delight  at  the 
mere  act  to  have  terminated  annexation,  P^^^7  ^^^*^^  Government  The  Goyern- 
the  Government  need  nofc  have  incurred  ^^?^  ^""l  *^®^  ^^"^^  Member  seem  to  be 
blood-guiltiness;  but  at  the  first  rising  ^'^^^  \y  ^^e  spint  which  actuated 
we  ought  to  have  retired  from  the  -^^^P^  ^*^®^  ^^  s*^^- 
Transvaal.  On  the  same  principle  we  "  How  groat,  I  do  not  know, 
need  not  have   put   down   the   Indian  We  may,  by  being  beaten,  grow." 

Mutiny,  but  should  have  ceded  India ;  They  seem  to  think  that  it  is  to  the 

and  we  need  not  have  resisted  Fenians  honour  of  this  country  that  England 

and  Land  Leaguers,  but  should  have  should  be  beaten,  and  that  the  flag  of 

given  up  Ireland.     If  that  policy  had  England  should  be  dragged  in  the  dust, 

neld  good  we  should  not  have  continued  When  the  Government  had  the  power 

to  hold  Natal,   which   we  annexed  in  and  the  opportunity  of  saying  that  they 

1839,  under  very  similar  circumstances,  disagreed  with  the  annexation  of   the 

for  in  1840  our  troops  were  defeated  by  Transvaal  they  never  opened  their  lips, 

the  Boers ;  but  we  did  not,  as  now,  sur-  and  it  was  left  for  the  hon.  Member  for 

render  the  country  to  them.     When  we  Liskeard  fMr.  Courtney)  to  act  and  speak 

annexed  Griqualand,    10  years   since,  on  thesubject  as  an  independent  Member. 

under  the  Liberal  Government,  we  took.  The  present  Government,  when  in  Oppo- 

incorporated,  and  have  since  kept  a  large  sition,  allowed  the  annexation  to  take 

tract  of  land  between  the  Hartz  and  the  place,  and  sanctioned  it  by  their  silence, 

Yaal  Bivers  which  was  part  of  the  Trans-  and  they  only  altered  their  opinion  when 

Taal.     Is  Her  Majesty's  Government  our  soldiers  were  butchered  at  Brunker's 
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Sprait  and  defeated  at  Majuba  Hill  and 
Laing's  Nek,  and  they  then  took  the  op- 
portunity of  treating  with  the  rebels 
when  they  were  actually  in  possession  of 
portions  of.  Her  Majesty's  Dominions. 
Sir,  I  am  within  the  recollection  of  the 
House  when  I  say  that  this  Session  Her 
Majesty's  Government  was  asked  whe- 
ther the  Boers  were  rebels  or  belligerents, 
and  that  they  hesitated  to  give  an  answer. 
Why  did  they  do  so  ?  Because  they  knew 
that  if  the  Boers  had  been  unsuccessful 
they  would  have  been  liable  to  be  hanged 
as  rebels ;  whereas,  having  beaten  the 
troops  of  the  Queen,  they  were  raised  to 
the   position  of  belligerents,  and  their 
Leaders  to  the  rank  of  Plenipotentiaries 
appointed  to  treat  with  the  Generals  and 
Administrators  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment.  The  words  of  Lord  Cairns  in  '  *  an- 
other place"  are  indeed  true  when  he 
said  that  this  country  had  **  never  blushed 
before ;  "  but  she  must  blush  now  ;  and  I 
defy  hon.  Gentlemen  to  produce  another 
instance  in  which  the  Government  de- 
liberately handed  over  the  possession  of  a 
country  to  a  number  of  rebels  without  the 
consent  of  Parliament,  without  even  con- 
sulting Parliament,  and  after  the  Queen's 
troops  had  been  defeated  by  rebels  who 
were  in  possession  of  portions  of  the  ter- 
ritory of  Her  Majesty.     After  various 
defeats^  culminating  in  the  disasters  of 
Laing's  Nek  and  Majuba  Hill,  the  Go- 
vernment determined  to  send  troops  to 
Natal  under  General  Eoberts.  The  troops 
sailed,  and  were  recalled  by  telegraph. 
Why  was  this  done  ?    Was  there  any- 
thing to  modify  or  palliate  our  humiliat- 
ing defeats  ?    Sir,  we  heard  of  meetings 
and  deputations  to  the  Prime  Minister, 
and  we  began  almost  to  believe  that  we 
had  been  victorious,  and  that,  with  the 
generosity  of  conquerors,  we  were  treat- 
ing with  a  vanquished  foe  ;  whereas,  in 
fact,  Great  Britain  was    treating  with 
rebels,  in  actual  occupation  of  part  of 
her  own  territory,  which  they  had  in- 
vaded, and  on  which  they  had  beaten 
her  troops.     The  only  conclusion  that 
can  be  arrived  at  is,  that  the  recall  of 
General  Koberts  and  the  humiliating 
peace  negotiations  were  concessions  to 
Party,  and  to  the  overweening  desire  to 
maintain  the  large  and  obedient  majority 
of  the  Government.     This  is  a  policy  of 
humiliation  and  degradation  which  will 
not  only  prejudicially  affect  our  position 
in    our    Colonies,  but   throughout   the 
world.   Sir,  the  solidarity  of  this  Empire, 
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with  all  its  vast  possessions,  can  only  be 
maintained  by  the  loyalty  of  its  Colo- 
nists ;  and  how  is  that  loyalty  to  be 
kept  up  unless  by  confidence  in  the 
Mother  Country?  In  the  present  in- 
stance, the  Gt>vemment  has  violated  all 
principles  on  which  alone  loyalty  and 
confidence  can  be  based.  The  English 
settlers  who  bought  land  on  the  strength 
and  in  faith  of  English  rule  and  English, 
promises  are  ruined.  The  action  of 
Her  .Majesty's  Government  has,  in  my 
opinion,  tarnished  the  honour  of  the 
Empire,  and  is  now  imperilling  that 
which  is  of  vital  importance — its  credit. 
Our  obligation  to  the  Boers  is  to  teach 
them  civilization  and  humanity,  and  not 
to  allow  them  to  carry  on  an  infamous 
traffic  which  the  House  of  Commons  half 
a  century  ago  declared  could  not  exist 
under  or  in  contiguity  with  the  British 
flag.  We  are  the  proud  champions  of 
liberty  all  over  the  world,  and  how 
strange  it  must  seem  in  the  eyes  of  the 
world  when  the  Government  of  England 
is  seen  as  the  advocate  of  slaveowners. 
The  policy  of  the  Government  is  a  sur- 
prise and  a  regret  to  every  man — cer- 
tainly to  every  loyal  subject  —  and  I 
ask  the  Government  to  think  of  the 
feelings  of  those  brave  men  who,  after 
escaping  a  soldier's  grave,  have  lived  to 
hear  it  said  of  their  fallen  comrades 
that  they  fought  and  fell  in  an  un- 
worthy cause.  Sir,  as  a  protest  against 
the  course  which  has  been  adopted  I 
beg  to  second  the  Motion  which  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  has  so  ably  proposed. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

'*  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  the 
course  pursued  hy  Her  Majesty's  QoTomment 
with  respect  to  the  rising  in  the  Transraal,  so 
far  as  it  has  yet  been  explained  to  Parliament, 
has  resulted  in  the  loss  of  valuable  lives  with- 
out vindicating  the  authority  of  the  Crown,  is 
fraught  with  danger  to  the  future  tranquillity 
and  safety  of  Her  Majesty's  dominions  in  South 
Africa,  and  fails  to  provide  for  the  fulfilment  «f 
the  obligations  contracted  by  this  Country  to- 
wards the  European  settlers  and  native  popu- 
lation of  the  Transvaal." — {Sir  Michael  Sicks- 
Beach,) 

Mr.  EATHBONE  :  Sir,  I  rise  to  move 
as  an  Amendment  to  the  Resolution  which 
has  been  proposed — 

**  That  this  House,  believing  that  the  continu- 
ance of  the  war  with  the  Transvaal  Boers  would 
not  have  advanced  the  honour  or  the  interest  of 
this  country,  approves  the  steps  taken  by  Her 
Majesty's  (Government  to  bring  about  a  peaceful 
settlement,  and  feels  confident  that  every  care 
will  be  tiUcen  to  guard  the  interests  of  the  ns- 
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tiTee,  to  proYide  for  the  fall  liberty  and  equal 
treatment  of  the  entire  white  population,  and 
to  promote  harmony  and  goodwill  among  the 
vanoos  races  in  South  Africa/' 

I  ehoald  not  have  ventured,  on  attempt- 
ing to  answer  the  able  speech  of  the  right 
hon.  Baronet,  in  any  reliance  on  eloquence 
that  the  House  knows  I  do  not  possess, 
and  never  pretended  to,  had  I  not  felt 
firmly  convinced  of  the  right  and  justice 
of  the  case  which  I  have  to  defend,  and 
that  it  required  merely  a  plain,  straight- 
forward, and  business-like  statement  of 
the  facts  as  they  exist,  and  an  appeal  to 
principles  which  we  all  recognize  to  up- 
hold it.  The  right  hon.  Baronet  alluded 
to  me  as  believing  in  the  absolute  fault- 
lessness  of  the  present  Government.  It 
is  not  because  I  believe  the  present  Go- 
yemment  are  faultless — I  do  believe  that 
it  is  one  of  the  strongest  and  most  just 
Gk)vemment8  that  has  ever  existed  in 
this  country  —  but  because  I  believe 
when  they  find  that  they  have  made  a 
mistake  they  have  the  courage  to 
correct  it.  I  entirely  disagree  with 
the  principle  which  ha^  gone  through 
the  speech  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet. 
The  right  hon.  Baronet  has  assumed 
tluroughout  the  whole  of  his  speech  that 
this  country  was  bound  to  act  as  police- 
men throughout  the  whole  of  the  districts 
of  South  Africa.  He  described  most 
graphically  the  impossibility  of  our  f  ul- 
fiUtng  that  position.  From  the  speech  of 
the  right  hon.  Baronet,  I  gather  that  he 
has  only  recently  read  the  history  of 
afiiedrs  in  South  Africa;  because,  from 
former  speeches  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet, 
I  had  felt  inclined  tu  doubt  whether  he 
had  noticed  how  we  had  tried,  and  tried 
in  vain,  under  Government  after  Govern- 
ment, the  very  task  which  the  late  Go- 
Tomment  also  attempted,  and  in  which 
it  likewise  failed.  I  altogether  differ 
from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in  his 
view  that  the  Gt)vemmemt  were  not 
justified  in  staying  hostilities  as  they 
nave  done,  for  I  feel  strongly  and  deeply 
that  national  vengeance  is  national  cri- 
minality. No  Gt)vemment  would  for  a 
moment  be  justified  in  going  on  when 
<moe  they  were  convinced  that  they  were 
in  the  wrong.  It  will  be  my  duty,  in 
the  course  of  the  observations  I  have  to 
submit  to  the  House,  to  question  the 
accuracy  of  the  accusations  which  had 
been  brought  against  the  Government 
in  the  attack  made  upon  them  during  the 
last  Becess  on  the  subject  of  their  South 


African  policy.  It  appeared  to  have  been 
agreed  that  the  Transvaal  Question  should 
be  the  staple  means  of  discrediting  Her 
Majesty's  Government.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  South-West 
Lancashire  (Sir  R.  Assheton  Cross), 
being  a  lawyer,  and  who  thought  he  had 
better  read  his  Papers  first,  was  the  only 
Gentieman  who  did  not  make  the  Trans- 
vaal Question  the  ground  for  intemperate 
speeches  against  the  Government  during 
that  Recess.  I  submit  this  Amendment 
with  confidence  to  the  House  because  I 
am  satisfied  that  the  action  of  the  Govern- 
ment, in  putting  an  end  to  the  war  in 
the  Transvaal  as  soon  as  they  were  con- 
vinced that  the  annexation  of  the  Trans- 
vaal was  a  mistake  and  before  further 
blood  was  shed,  was  one  of  the  most 
courageous  and  righteous  acts  which  has 
been  witnessed  in  our  time.  I  believe 
that  the  continuation  of  the  war  would, 
to  use  the  words  of  the  right  hon. 
Baronet,  have  been  fraught  with  danger 
to  the  future  tranquillity  and  safety  of 
Her  Majesty's  Dominions  in  South 
Africa,  and  have  failed  to  provide  for 
the  fulfilment  of  the  obligations  con- 
tracted by  this  country  towards  the  Euro- 
pean settlers  and  Native  population  of 
the  Transvaal.  I  contend  that  we  are 
now  in  a  better  position  to  help  the 
White  population  than  we  should  have 
been  by  adhering  to  a  mistaken  policy. 
Let  me  endeavour  to  state  clearly  and 
concisely  the  issue  before  the  House. 
The  late  Government  annexed  the  Trans- 
vaal under  what  has  been  now  admitted 
by  their  own  Agents  to  have  been  a 
mistaken  notion — that  the  majority  of 
the  inhabitants  of  the  Transvaal  were 
favourably  disposed  to  annexation  or 
acquiescent.  The  present  Government 
did  not  reverse  that  decision  when  they 
came  into  power,  because  they  were 
informed  by  the  Agents  who  were  ap- 
pointed by  the  late  Government — Sir 
Owen  Lanyon  and  Sir  Bartie  Frere — 
that  if  they  reversed  the  policy  of  their 
Predecessors  such  reversal  would  lead  to 
civil  war,  and  put  an  end  to  the  prospect 
of  Confederation.  But  the  Government 
are  accused  of  continuing  that  policy 
when  they  were  convinced  that  it  was 
wrong  until  the  reverses  of  Sir  George 
Colley,  and  that  then  they  yielded  to 
fear  that  which  they  had  refused  to 
justice.  I  think  I  can  show  conclusively, 
from  Papers  which  were  in  the  hands  of 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  when  he  made 
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this  nnfounded  accusation,  that  as  soon 
as  the  present  Govemment  were  con- 
vinced that  the  annexation  was  wrong, 
and  before  the  reverses  to  Sir  George 
Oolley  occurred,  they  had  offered  to 
negotiate  on  the  very  terms  on  which 
the  peace  has  been  finally  concluded.  I 
hope  still  further  to  convince  the  House 
—or,  at  least,  those  who  I  hope  are  a 
small  minority  who  are  not  already  con- 
vinced— that  the  Govemment  have  pro- 
moted the  honour  and  the  interests  alike 
of  England  and  South  Africa  by  the 
course  they  had  taken.  I  shall  first  deal 
with  the  attacks  on  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vemment, which  have  taken  the  ground 
that,  even  assuming  that  the  original 
annexation  of  the  Transvaal  was  a  mis- 
take, and  that  justice  and  expediency 
required  a  return  to  the  principle  of 
the  Sand  Biver  Treatv,  the  Govern- 
ment  ought  to  have  taken  that  course 
before  and  not  after  Sir  George  Oolley's 
repulses.  Of  course,  it  is  notorious  that 
a  large  portion  of  the  Liberal  Party 
did  tmnk  that  when  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vemment came  into  Office  they  should  at 
once,  both  in  India  and  Africa,  have 
ffiven  effect  to  the  decision  pronounced 
by  the  nation  at  the  General  Election 
on  the  policy  of  the  late  Government  by 
reversing  that  policy,  and  at  once  recall- 
ing all  those  of  its  Agents  who  had 
shown  a  disposition  to  strain  their  in- 
structions in  the  way  of  aggression.  The 
right  hon.  Baronet  is  not,  of  course, 
primarily  to  blame  in  this  matter.  He 
was  suddenly  called  from  duties  which 
he  was  discharging  with  credit  to  him- 
self and  usefulness  to  Ireland  to  preside 
over  the  Oolonial  Office,  with  the  compli- 
cations in  South  Africa,  and  a  number  of 
dangerous  Agents  as  an  inheritance  from 
his  Predecessor ;  and,  in  these  circum- 
stances, the  House  would  naturally  have 
been  disposed  to  sympathize  with  him, 
and  woidd  not  have  dealt  harshly  with 
any  mistakes  he  might  make.  As,  how- 
ever, the  original  blunder  arose  with 
the  right  hon.  Baronet's  Party,  and  the 
mistake  into  which  the  present  Govern- 
ment for  a  time  fell  was  the  consequence 
of  the  incorrect,  misleading  information 
sent  them  by  men  who  were  appointed 
by  the  late  Govemment,  I  think  the 
House  will  consider  that  it  is  not  reason- 
able for  one  who  has  borne  so  con- 
spicuous, though,  perhaps,  unwilling, 
a  part  in  these  blunders  to  attempt  to 
damage  the    Government  by  reckless 
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statements  out-of-doors,  or  by  a  Besolu- 
tion  such  as  that  which  is  now  before 
the  House.  Her  Majesty's  Govemment 
have  now  seen  that  the  policy  of  their 
Predecessors  was  a  mistake,  and  have 
courageously  done  their  best  to  retrieve 
it.  The  Liberal  Party — and  I  venture 
to  say  the  country  idso — ^will  support 
them.  They  certainly  will  not  join  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  in  a  Motion  which, 
though  it  professes  to  deplore  the  loss 
of  vuuable  lives.  Parliament  would  have 
heard  little  of  had  the  Govemment  gone 
on  to  sacrifice  more  of  such  valuable 
lives,  in  the  maintenance  of  a  policy  at 
once  unwise,  unjust,  and  admitted  to 
have  been  undeiiaken  upon  erroneous 
information.  The  annexation  took  place 
under  a  Commission,  the  terms  of  which, 
I  say  with  regret,  discredit  the  prudence 
and  foresight  of  Lord  Oamarvon,  a 
Nobleman  who  hitherto  has  borne  a 
high  character  for  prudence  and  mode- 
ration. Under  that  Oommisaion  the 
Proclamation  of  Annexation  was  only  to 
be  issued  if  Sir  Theophilus  Shepstone 
was  satisfied  that  the  inhabitants  of  the 
Transvaal,  ''or  a  sufficient  .number  of 
them,  or  the'  Legislature  thereof,"  de- 
sired to  become  the  subjects  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty. And  surely  the  use  of  such  an 
expression  as  "a  sufficient  number  of 
them  "  is  altogether  too  loose  and  indefi- 
nite to  find  a  place  in  such  a  document. 
If  Sir  Theophilus  Shepstone  could  not 
have  satisfiea  himself  that  the  inhabitants 
of  the  Transvaal  generally  or  the  Le^;is- 
lature  thereof  were  consenting  partiest 
it  ought  surely  to  have  been  made  dear 
by  the  Commission  that  a  majority  of  the 
inhabitants  were  favourable  thereto  be- 
fore we  overrode  a  solemn  Treaty,  very 
recently  made,  by  which  we  bound  our- 
selves for  the  future  not  to  interfere 
with  the  Govemment  of  the  Boera^  not 
to  encroach  on  territory  North  of  the 
Yaal,  and  not  to  ally  ourselves  with,  the 
coloured  nation  to  the  North  of  that 
river.  Had  Lord  Carnarvon's  character 
not  stood  so  high  as  it  did,  it  would 
have  been  impossible  to  escape  the  sus- 
picion that  the  terms  of  the  Commission 
were  purposely  vag^e  in  order  to  induce 
the  Commissioner,  as  in  another  noto- 
rious case,  '^  to  find,  or,  if  need  be,  to 
create,  an  opportunity  "  for  a  display  of 
spirited  foreign  policy,  leading  up  to  the 
annexation  of  territory,  in  violation  of 
the  distinct  terms  of  a  Treaty.  I  think 
the  author  of  that  Commission  might 
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have  shown  a  little  more  moderation  and 
reserve  than  was  exhibited  in  the  noble 
Lord's  bitter  speech  at  Bnrton-on-Trent 
on  the  7th  of  *June.  In  the  Spring  of 
last  year  the  present  Government  came 
into  power,  and  amid  the  other  serious 
complications  they  had  inherited,  they 
received  a  despatch  from  Sir  Bartle 
Frere,  dated  the  27th  of  April,  asking 
whether  any  alteration  was  contemplated 
in  ^the  retention  of  the  Transvaal,  to 
which  they  naturally  replied  that  the 
matter  required  careful  consideration. 
They  were,  however,  not  to  be  allowed 
time  for  consideration,  for,  on  the  3rd 
of  May,  Sir  Bartle  Frere  telegraphed 
ag^n — that  the  report  of  the  intention 
to  give  up  the  Transvaal  had  created 
great  excitement,  and  that  the  result  of 
abandonment  would  be  fatal  to  Oonfede« 
ration,  and  would  possibly  entail  civil 
war  in  the  Transvaal.  Sir  Garnet 
Wolseley,  on  the  2nd  of  March,  had  re- 
ported a  gprowing  desire  among  the 
Boers  in  the  Transvaal  for  a  conclusion 
of  the  agitation  against  the  British  Go- 
vernment ;  and,  in  short,  the  Govern- 
ment received,  and  continued  to  receive, 
from  all  the  various  Agents  whom 
they  had  inherited  from  the  late  Go- 
vernment, representations  making  it 
appear  that  it  would  be  far  more  diffi- 
cult and  dangerous  to  retrace  their  steps 
than  to  maintain  annexation.  I  venture 
to  think  that  everyone  reading  the 
despatches,  not  only  from  the  Transvaal, 
but  also  from  India,  must  see  that  the 
curse  of  political  blindness  seems  to 
have  affected  all  the  Agents  of  the  ag- 

fressive  policy  of  the  late  Government. 
ir  Owen  Lanyon,  writing  even  as  late 
as  the  19th  of  last  November,  thought 
that  at  least  three-fourths  of  the  White 
population  of  the  Transvaal  were  secretly 
in  favour  of  annexation.  Though  the 
Government  were  all  agreed  that  the 
original  annexation  was  a  mistake  and 
ought  never  to  have  been  made,  yet, 
acting  on  these  representations,  they  de- 
cided not  to  recommend  the  relinquish- 
ment of  the  sovereignty  of  the  Queen, 
but  assure  the  Boers  that  they  would  take 
the  earliest  opportunity  of  granting  them 
the  freest  and  most  complete  legal  institu- 
tions. But  within  a  few  days  of  the  last 
of  these  assurances  the  general  and  deter- 
mined rising  of  the  Boers  of  the  Trans- 
vaal in  arms  showed  the  utter  fallacy  of 
the  representations  by  which  two  suoces- 
live  Gfbverments  had  been  misled.    But 


the  most  serious  accusation  brought 
against  the  Government  I  understana  to 
be  that,  having  been  thus  misled,  they 
neglected  to  negotiate  until  they  were 
frightened  into  arrangements  with  the 
Boers  by  the  reverses  of  Sir  George 
Colley.  I  am  glad  the  accusation  is  so 
clear,  because  I  shall  show  conclusively 
that  the  Government  were  very  anxious 
to  negotiate  as  soon  as  they  were  con- 
vinced that  the  majority  of  the  iBoers 
were  opposed  to  annexation,  and  before 
any  of  the  serious  military  reverses  to 
which  I  have  referred  took  place ;  and 
I  venture  to  think  this  House  will  agree 
with  me  that  if  the  Government  were 
right  in  entering  into  these  negotiations 
before  any  reverses  took  place,  it  would 
be  the  height  of  folly  and  injustice  to 
abandon  those  negotiations  when  we 
knew  the  Boers  were  prepared  to  accept 
the  terms  which  we,  before  the  reverses, 
were  prepared  to  give,  simply  because 
small  detachments  had  been  defeated  in 
operations  in  which  they  were  the  ag- 
gpressors.  I  am  sure  that  all  who  have 
read  the  despatches  will  have  seen  that 
the  Government  were,  before  those  re- 
verses, prepared  to  negotiate  on  the 
very  basis  on  which  the  actual  settle- 
ment was  made,  while  they  sent  out  an 
overwhelming  force  with  a  view  to 
making  such  negotiations  easier.  It 
was  obvious  that  reverses  made  it 
much  more  difficult  for  the  Government 
to  continue  these  negotiations.  To  assert, 
then,  that  the  negotiations  which  led  to 
peace  are  the  result  of  the  repeated  re- 
pulses sustained  by  our  arms  under  the 
gallant  but  unfortunate  Sir  George 
Oolley  is  the  reverse  of  the  truth  ;  and  I 
think  the  House  will  feel  that  those  who 
have  brought  forward  such  a  serious  but 
groundless  charge  against  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  Queen  are  entitled  to  little 
credit  either  for  their  love  of  fair  play 
or  that  patriotism  a  monopoly  of  which 
they  BO  persistently  claim.  What,  I  would 
ask,  are  the  dates  upon  which  the  proof 
of  what  I  assert  rests  ?  I  beg  to  call 
the  attention  of  the  House  particularly 
to  these  dates.  The  earliest  of  these 
reverses,  that  at  Laing's  Nek,  took  place 
on  the  28  th  of  January ;  but  as  early  as  the 
10th  and  the  11th  of  January  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  informed  both  Pre- 
sident Brand  and  Sir  George  Strahan 
that  **  if  the  Boers  would  desist  from 
armed  opposition  to  the  Queen's  Govern- 
ment, Her  Majesty's  Government  did 
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not  despair  of  being  able  to  make  a 
satisfactoiy  arrangement."  The  right 
hon.  Baronet  distinctly  stated  just  now 
that  the  Goyemment  had  refused  to  send 
out  a  Commissioner,  or  to  agree  to  the 
appointment  of  a  Commissioner,  until 
the  reverses  of  Sir  George  Colley — [Sir 
MiOHABL  Hicks-Beach:  No,  no!]  I 
certainly  understood  him  to  say  that.  I 
think  the  House  so  understood  him,  too. 

Sib  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH: 
Let  me  explain.  I  referred  to  a  reply 
of  Lord  Kimberley  to  the  proposal  of 
Mr.  Merriman  that  a  Commission  should 
be  sent  to  the  Transvaal,  and  I  said  that 
Lord  Kimberley  said  the  proposal  was 
inopportune ;  and  I  asked  why,  if  it  was 
inopportune  before,  it  was  not  inoppor- 
tune after  our  troops  had  been  defeated  ? 

Mb.  RATHBONE  :  I  listened  care- 
fully to  that  point,  because  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  nad  dealt  with  it  pre- 
viously, and  I  certainly  understood  him 
to  say  that  we  refused  to  send  out  a 
Commissioner  until  after  the  reverses. 
But  10  days  before  the  first  of  these  re- 
verses the  Colonial  Secretary  suggested 
to  President  Brand  whether  a  settlement 
might  not  be  brought  about  by  the  ap- 
pointment of  a  Commissioner.  On  the 
29th  of  January  Sir  Hercules  Bobinson 
wrote  that  President  Brand 

"  Is  much  pleased  with  the  answer,  and  that 
he  suegests  uiat  the  Transvaal  people  should 
be  informed  of  it  forthwith  before  the  satisfac- 
tory arrangements  you  contemplate  are  made 
more  difficult  by  further  collision." 

Sir  Hercules  Bobinson  had  suggested 
that  President  Brand  should  give  imme- 
diate and  widespread  publicity  to  his 
messages  and  to  the  replies  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government.  Sir  George  Colley 
was  informed  of  these  negotiations,  and 
on  the  14th  of  February  he  advised  the 
Government  that  he  had  received  over- 
tures from  Kruger  wishing  to  stop  blood- 
shed, but  offering  terms  which  were  not 
acceptable ;  and  the  Secretary  of  State 
replied  on  the  16th  of  February — 

**  I  have  received  your  telegram  of  the  14ih 
inst.  Inform  Kruger  that  if  the  Boers  will 
desist  from  armed  opposition  we  shall  be  quite 
ready  to  appoint  CommissionerB,  with  extensive 
powers,  who  may  develop  the  scheme  referred 
to  in  my  telegram  to  you  of  the  8th  inst.  Add 
that  if*  this  proposal  is  accepted  you  are  autho- 
rized to  agree  to  a  suspension  of  hostilities." 

In  other  words,  13  days  before  Sir 
George  Colley's  defeat  and  death,  and 
in  answer   to   an   overture   from   the 
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Boers,  he  repeated  the  proposal  made 
originally  by  Her  Majesty's  Gt>vem- 
ment,  which  was  substantially  the 
foundation  on  which  peace  was  finally 
concluded.  Has  not  the  GK>vemmenty 
therefore,  a  right  to  be  indignant 
when,  both  in  the  other  House  and  in 
extra-Parliamentary  utterances  during 
the  Eecess,  right  hon.  Members  oppo- 
site had  endeavoured  to  show  that  in 
making  peace  the  Government  has  been 
actuated,  not  by  the  idea  that  England 
is  so  great  that  she  can  afford  to  confess 
her  mistake,  but  by  the  fear  engendered 
by  these  reverses  ?  It  is  a  remarkable 
thing  that,  although  foreign  countries 
are  generally  so  ready  to  criticize  the 
action  of  this  country,  not  a  single  news- 
paper in  Europe  has  found  fault  with 
the  conduct  of  England  in  reference  to 
our  conduct  in  making  peace  with  the 
Boers ;  while,  on  the  contrary,  all  have 
recognized  the  justice  of  our  action.  The 
right  hon.  Baronet  opposite  made  a 
speech  at  Cheltenham  on  the  8th  of 
June,  in  which  he  said,  referring  to  the 
present  Government — 

''When  these  men  came  into  Office,  and 
having,  as  Mr.  Chamberlain  said,  oonsidered 
the  subject  in  all  its  bearings,  they  decided,  as 
their  Predecessors  decided — and  for  reasons  that 
might  have  been  copied  from  my  own  despatches 
— tiiat  it  was  necessary  that  the  Queen's  sove- 
reignty should  be  maintained,  and  they  adhered 
to  that  view  for  some  month* — until  something 
happened — until  they  discovered  that  the  Boen 
could  fight  and  ^oot,  then  doubts  began  to 
afflict  their  tender  consciences.  They  thought 
of  blood-guiltiness,  which  had  never  occuired 
to  them  b^ore.  They  thought  of  injustice,  which 
they  did  not  dream  of  last  summer  ;  and  thev 
sent  out  orders  that  terms  should  be  made  wiu& 
the  Boers  after  we  had  suffered  three  defeats. 
No  more  disgraceful  surrender  had  ever  been 
made." 

That  speech  was  made  by  the  right  hoi^ 
Baronet  on  the  9th  of  June,  while  the 
Papers  I  have  quoted  from  had  been 
issued  in  March.  The  last  of  them  was 
in  the  hands  of  hon.  Members  on  the 
24th  of  March — that  is,  two  and  a-half 
months  before  that  speech  was  made.  I 
must  ask  the  question,  therefore — ^Had 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  ever  read  those 
Papers  before  he  delivered  that  speech  7 
The  speech  was  delivered  by  one  who 
has  been  a  responsible  Minister  of  the 
Crown,  and  by  one  who  has  given  Notioe 
of  his  intention  to  bring  the  oondoct  of 
Her  Majesty's  Gt)vemment  in  relation 
to  the  Transvaal  under  the  notice  (d 
Parliament.    I  ask,  will  the  right  hon. 


1793    TVanwaal  Emng,—        {July  25,  1881  ] 


Resolution, 


1794 


Baronet  now  stand  by  the  words  lie  had 
then  uttered  ? 

Sib    MICHAEL    HICKS-BEACH: 
I  will  stand  by  every  word  of  them. 

Me.  EATHBONE:  All  I  can  say  is 
this — that  in  that  case  inaccuracy  of 
statement  has,  to  use  the  words  in 
its  French  sense,  so  demoralized  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  that  he  is  incapable 
of  realizing  the  log^c  of  facts  and  of 
dates.  These  words  assert,  as  clear  as 
any  words  in  the  English  language  can 
assert,  that  the  English  Government 
had  not  intended  to  negotiate  until  they 
were  three  times  defeated ;  and  I  have 
shown  that  previous  to  those  defeats 
those  negotiations  were  begun,  and  that 
they  were  so  far  advanced  that  actually 
the  very  basis  of  them  was  settled,  and 
that  the  Boers  had  practically  agreed  to 
them.  There  is  one  kind  of  courage 
that  might  have  led  us  to  urge  on  our 
troops  to  crush  a  mere  handful  of  Boers 
by  an  overwhelming  force;  but  the 
courage  that  is  necessary  to  meet  slander 
and  unpopularity  at  home,  by  retrieving 
an  error,  is,  to  my  mind,  another  and 
a  higher  and  much  nobler  quality.  Does 
not  the  right  hon.  Baronet  know  that 
these  repulses  increased  enormously  the 
difficulty  of  concluding  the  negotiations 
for  peace,  and  that  nothing  but  the 
highest  sense  of  duty,  courage,  and  that 
aversion  to  blood- ^iltiness,  at  which  he 
unworthily  sneered,  could  have  strength- 
ened the  Government  to  continue  the 
negotiations  which,  as  I  have  proved  to 
the  House,  were  already  substantially 
advanced?  The  House  will  feel  with 
me  that  it  is  to  such  unfounded  asper- 
sions of  the  motives  of  the  Government 
of  his  country,  and  not  to  the  conduct 
of  the  Government,  that  the  word  *'  dis- 
graceful" will  be  more  appropriately 
applied.  The  absurdity  of  the  attempt 
to  attribute  the  continuance  of  these 
negotiations  to  any  question  in  the  mind 
of  the  Government  as  to  the  result  of 
the  conflict  is  disposed  of  by  the  mere 
statement  of  the  forces  at  Sir  Evelyn 
Wood's  disposal  when  he  concluded  the 
Treaty  with  the  Boers.  Sir  Evelyn  Wood 
knew,  and  the  Government  knew,  that 
he  would  soon  be  at  the  head  of  about 
10,000  trained  soldiers,  including  four 
regiments  of  Cavalry  and  considerable 
Artillery — an  arm  of  which  the  Boers 
were  entirely  destitute,  and  which  they 
held  in  considerable  alarm,  while  further 
Mgiments  were  under  orders  for  the 
"No  kind  of  doubt  can  exist 
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in  the  mind  of  any  reasonable  person 
that,  with  this  overwhelming  force.  Sir 
Eveljm  Wood  could  have  completely 
crushed  the  Boers.  But,  in  doin^  so, 
we  should,  with  our  eyes  open,  have 
been  inflicting  an  additional  injustice 
on  those  whom  we  had  already,  under  a 
misapprehension,  wronged  by  the  ori- 
ginal annexation ;  and  this  injustice  we 
shoidd  have  inflicted  for  no  nobler  end 
than  to  assert  our  military  prowess  by 
crushing  a  people  whose  whole  popula- 
tion capable  of  bearing  arms  did  not 
equal  in  number  the  trained  forces  with 
which  we  should  have  defeated  them. 
Did  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  really  be- 
lieve that  Her  Majesty's  Gt)vemment, 
wielding  the  enormous  forces  of  this 
ereat  and  populous  coimtry,  retreated  in 
fear  before  a  country  whose  whole  White 
population — men,  women,  and  children 
— did  not  equal  that  of  Cheltenham, 
the  watering-place  which  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  chose  for  his  Whitsuntide  ad- 
dress ?  What,  Sir,  is  the  proud  position 
of  England  worth  if,  in  order  to  main- 
tain her  military  prestige,  it  is  neces- 
sary, as  these  patriots  assert,  to  consum- 
mate an  act  of  injustice  by  vanquishing 
in  such  unequal  contest  a  people  thus 
inferior  to  ourselves  in  military  re- 
sources ?  I,  for  one,  heartily  rejoice  that 
we  have  now  a  Government  which  has 
shown  a  true  sense  of  the  greatness 
of  England  and  of  the  conditions  on 
which  that  greatness  rests.  I  heartily 
rejoice  that  this  country  is  great  enough 
to  be  able  to  retrieve  a  wrong.  Sir,  we 
heard  some  months  ago  predictions,  on 
high  Conservative  authority,  of  the  un- 
willingness and  incapacity  of  the  leaders 
of  the  Boers  to  carry  out  the  terms  of 
the  Treaty.  I  trust,  Sir,  that  those 
prophets  of  evil  are  now  patriotic  enough 
to  rejoice  at  the  signal  manner  in 
which  their  predictions  have  been  belied. 
Potchefstroom  has  been  replaced  in  the 
hands  of  our  troops.  What  is  it  that 
they  were  supposed  to  be  able  to  give 
up  that  they  have  not  given  up  ?  The 
murderers  of  Elliott  have  been  given 
up  to  justice  and  placed  in  our  hands 
for  justice ;  and,  let  me  ask,  is  it 
only  in  the  Transvaal  that  sometimes 
a  jury  cannot  be  found  to  conrict  ? 
I  do  not  know.  I  am  not  prepared 
to  judge  whether  the  jury  were  right 
in  the  conclusion  they  came  to,  or 
were  wrong  ;  but  I  do  say  this.  It  was 
stated  that  they  would  never  be  able  to 
give  up  those  very  men,  the  murderers 
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of  Elliott,  to  justice.  Those  whom  we 
designated  as  the  murderers  of  Elliott 
have  been  given  up  to  justice.  Well, 
Sir,  I  think  we  have  a  right  to  ask  these 
prophetic  statesmen  what  would  have 
oeen  their  alternative  policy  and  its  pro- 
bable  consequences.  I  suppose  that  we 
may,  without  hesitation,  assume  that 
their  policy  would  have  been  to  continue 
the  war  until  the  rebellion  was  stamped 
out  in  blood  and  the  Boers  had  sued  for 
peace.  ["Hear,  hear!"]  Hon.  Gen- 
tlemen say  "Hear,  hear!''  And  what 
would  have  been  the  result  of  such  a 
victory  ?  Is  it  one  that  statesmen  would 
willingly  face  ?  We  should  have  had  in 
the  Transvaal  a  population  more  alienated 
than  Ireland  even  was  two  centuries  ago ; 
we  should  have  had  that  population  in 
a  wilderness  thousands  of  mQes  further 
off;  we  should  have  had  to  maintain 
an  enormous  army  at  the  cost  of  the 
blood  and  treasure  of  this  country,  in 
order  to  meet  all  the  complications  which 
would  have  accompanied  it  on  its  widely 
extended  Frontier ;  and  last,  and  worst 
of  all,  we  should  have  had  a  blood  feud 
with  the  race  who  constituted  the  vast 
majority  of  the  settlers  in  our  own  Do- 
minions in  South  Africa,  who  were  two 
to  one  of  those  of  British  extraction. 
Would  not  that  be  an  operation  fraught 
with  danger  to  South  Africa  ?  And,  Sir, 
I  think  it  would  have  been  a  great  dis- 
grace to  this  country  to  burden  herself 
with  such  liabilities,  with  such  impossible 
taxes,  and  with  such  a  drain  upon  her 
resources  as  this  merely  to  g^ve  the 
temporary  appearance  of  success — for  it 
would  have  been  no  more — to  one  of  the 
blunders  of  the  Conservative  Government. 
But,  Sir,  I  venture  to  think  that  a  ques- 
tion far  more  important  to  this  House 
and  to  this  counti^  to  consider  than  what 
shall  be  the  precise  blame  attaching  to 
the  Government  is,  what  ought  to  be 
our  policy  in  South  Africa,  and  whether 
the  act  we  have  decided  upon  is  in  con- 
formity with  justice.  Now,  I  venture 
to  think  that  no  more  important  ques- 
tion has  ever  been  offered  to  the  delibera- 
tions of  this  House — for  it  is  no  less  a 
question  than  this:  whether  we  shall 
best  consult  the  honour  and  the  interest 
of  this  country,  and  of  the  vast  millions 
over  whom  we  hold  sway,  by  constantly 
seeking  to  increase  our  limits  and  in- 
crease our  responsibilities,  or  by  con- 
centrating our  energies  in  worthily  ful- 
filling the  vast  responsibilities  already 
undertaken.    That  is  the  question  which 


is  involved  in  this  issue.  Now,  Sir, 
we  have  in  this  case  not  merely  the 
dictates  of  wisdom  and  statesmanship, 
but  the  simple  results  of  experience  to 
guide  us,  for  it  is  one  of  the  strange 
and  unfortunate  features  of  the  policy 
of  the  late  Government  that  every  ag- 
gression and  blunder  they  made  was  the 
almost  slavish  repetition  of  some  blunder 
committed  by  Liberal  and  Conservative 
Administrations  in  the  past.  The  mis- 
takes of  Lord  Auckland  in  Afghan- 
istan were  repeated  almost  on  the  same 
lines  by  Lord  Lytton ;  and  the  blunder 
of  Sir  Harry  Smith  in  South  Africa  was 
repeated  by  Lord  Carnarvon  when  he 
annexed  the  Transvaal.  The  repetition 
of  this  mistake  is  all  the  more  remark- 
able if  the  late  Government  were  aware 
— and  they  certainly  ought  to  have 
known  it  —  that  this  policy  of  inter- 
ference with  the  Boers  had  been  initiated 
by  the  late  Lord  Derby  in  1833 ;  it  had 
been  given  18  years'  trial,  and  then 
Lord  Cerby  had  been  wise  and  prudent 
enough  to  put  an  end  to  it  by  the  Sand 
Biver  Convention  —  the  very  Treaty 
which  thelate  Government  violated  when 
they  annexed  the  Transvaal.  Lord 
Derby,  in  1852,  thought  that  it  was  best 
to  limit  our  undertakings  in  South  Africa, 
and  engaged  not  to  interfere  with  the 
Boers  and  the  Natives  in  their  own  terri- 
tory, or  beyond  their  own  territory. 
Anyone  who  really  wishes  to  know  what 
has  been  our  policy  would  do  well  to 
read  a  most  remarkable  pamphlet  which 
was  written  by  Sir  William  Molesworth 
in  1854,  and  reprinted  last  year  by  per- 
mission of  Lady  Molesworth.  It  is 
called,  **  Materials  for  a  speech  in  de- 
fence of  the  policy  of  abandoning  the 
Orange  Biver  Territory."  In  that  pam- 
phlet he  describes  most  graphically  the 
nature  of  the  country  of  South  Africa, 
its  various  races  of  inhabitants,  and 
the  determination  of  the  Boers  to  escape 
from  our  rule.  He  describes  also  how, 
after  repeated  promises  that  we  would 
let  them  alone  in  the  new  territory,  we 
followed  them  from  the  Cape  to  Natal, 
from  Natal  to  the  Orange  Kiver  Terri- 
tory, and,  last  of  all,  to  the  district  be- 
yond the  Yaal.    The  writer  says — 

'*  We  had  hunted  the  Boer  for  18  ywn,  for 
it  was  in  1833  that  Lord  Derby  first  unkennelled 
the  Boer  on  the  Eastern  Frontier  of  the  Colony 
of  the  Cape  of  Good  Hope.  Slnoe  then  we  had 
followed  him  at  a  break-neck  pace — Lord  Derby 
and  Lord  Grey  leading  for  many  a  hundred 
mile  up  the  steep  mountains  and  over  the  ragged 
karroo;  acroii  the  deep klo^  the  broad rivsn^ 
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aad  the  wide  plains  of  Sontli  Africa.  StiU,  in 
1851,  the  Boer  was  many  hundred  miles  ahead 
of  ne ;  and,  if  we  were  to  continue  the  chase  as 
Lord  Derhvproposed,  we  should  have  to  follow 
him  to  the  Equator,  and  prohablv  earth  him  in 
the^  Mountains  of  the  Moon ;  for  the  events 
which  I  have  narrated  prove  the  Boer  to  be 
staunch  and  determined  not  to  be  caught." 

The  remainder  of  this  most  remarkable 
pamphlet  is  devoted  to  show  the  wisdom 
of  our  withdrawing  from  the  Orange 
Biver  Territory ;  and  how  remarkably  has 
the  wisdom  of  that  advice  been  justified. 
The  Orange  River  Territory  is  now  the 
most  prosperous  inland  State  in  South 
Africa ;  and  it  was  from  the  President 
of  the  Orange  Free  State  that  we  re- 
ceived the  first  intimation  of  approach- 
ing danger,  and  the  most  friendly  assist- 
ancein  bringing  the  war  to  a  termination. 
Under  these  circumstances,  I  would  ask, 
may  we  not,  guided  by  that  experience, 
accept  the  promises  of  the  Boers, 
when  they  say — **  Your  Majesty  cannot 
desire  no  rule  over  unwilling  subjects ; 
unwilling  subjects,  but  faithful  neigh- 
bours will  we  be."  The  character  of 
these  Boers  cannot  but  be  considered  as 
a  fiactor  by  any  statesman  in  deciding 
the  question  as  to  what  ought  to  be  our 
duty.  We  have  heard  the  description 
of  the  right hon.  Gentleman  who  recorded 
this  Motion ;  but  I  think  a  reliable 
witness  is  to  be  found  in  Sir  Bartle 
Frere,  who,  when  himself  opposing  these 
very  Boers,  gave  a  good  account  of 
their  social  qualities.  Sir  Harry  Smith 
also  g^ves  a  most  touching  account  of 
them,  though  he  does  not  seem  to  have 
been  guided  by  his  own  experience  of 
the  Bufferings  which  he  saw  these  men 
endure  rather  than  remain  under  our 
rule.  I  would  ask  any  sensible  man 
whether  these  men  are  not  much  more 
likely  to  be  guided  by  us  by  our 
showing  to  them  respect'  for  Treaties, 
by  good  example,  by  doing  right 
yourselves,  not  by  doing  wrong  and 
then  expecting  to  force  them  to  do 
right?  That  is  my  idea.  I  believe  there 
is  something  besides  force.  Well,  now, 
there  is  the  question  of  slavery.  We 
have  had  certain  evidence  on  that  sub- 
ject ;  but  I  will  also  call  evidence  which 
I  think  the  House  will  receive  with  un- 
doubted faith,  because  it  comes  from  a 
man  who  has  spent  all  his  life,  and  has 
all  his  life  suffered  because  of  his  con- 
stant and  unwearying  advocacy  of  the 
rights  of  the  slave;  and  who  may,  I 
think,  be  regarded  as  a  better  authority 
iban  the  aoousation  brought  forward  by 


interested  contractors  and  land-jobbers. 
Bishop  Colenso,  in  a  letter  quoted  in  The 
Times  of  the  27th  of  June,  says — 

*'I  have  heen  in  constant  correspondence 

with  Mr.  Chesson,  Secretary  of  the  Ahorigines* 

Protection  Society,  and  others,  and  done  what 

'  I  could  to  dissipate  the  charge  of  slave-holding, 

or,    rather,    slave-making,    which,    whatever 

,  ground  there  may  have  heen  for  it  in  the  past, 

:  ought  not  to  he  hrought  against  the  present 

!  generation.     Rather  I  have  urged  that  the 

simple  fact " — 

I  regret  that  there  is  no  Member  on  the 
Front  Opposition  Bench  to  hear  this; 
but  they  rather  object  to  facts — 

'*the  simple  fact  that  800,000  Natives  were 
living  under  the  Boer  Government  without 
taking  to  flight  and  running  over  to  Natal  for 
protection  is  enough  to  show  that  the  accusation 
against  the  Boers  of  ill-treating  the  Natives 
under  their  rule  must  he  grossly  exaggerated, 
and  that,  to  all  appearance,  they  even  prefer 
the  Boer  rule  to  our  own.'* 

And  The  Times  Correspondent  pointed 
out  most  justly  how  little  opportunity 
the  Boers  have  had  of  telling  their  own 
story  against  the  misrepresentations  to 
which  they  have  been  exposed.  Now, 
we  have  some  evidence  about  this  slave 
trading.  A  man  who  confessed  himself 
to  be  a  German  slaveholder  has  been 
paraded  before  the  British  public  as  an 
authority  on  the  subject ;  and  by  whom? 
By  Lord  Salisbury.  We  remember 
Lord  Salisbury  as  Lord  Eobert  Cecil,  a 
man  who  was  a  perfect  genius  for  get- 
ting his  own  country  or  somebody  else's 
into  some  inconceivable  scrape  or  other. 
We  remember  that  if  his  dangerous 
counsels  had  not  been  controlled  by  the 

greater  wisdom  and  statesmanship  of 
ord  Beaconsfield  he  would  have  plunged 
this  country  into  a  war  with  America  in 
support  of  slavery.  And,  Sir,  I  venture  to 
say  that  the  House  and  this  country  will 
prefer  to  trust  to  that  Goverument  which 
contains  in  its  Members  men  who  have, 
during  a  life-long  struggle,  been  ever  the 
protectors  of  the  Native  and  of  the  slave, 
than  they  will  leave  it  to  that  man  who, 
if  his  wild  counsels  had  prevailed, 
would  have  plunged  this  country  into 
war  with  America  on  the  side  of  slavery. 
I  have  no  wish  to  overstate  the  case  in 
this  matter.  I  am  afraid  we  must  admit 
that  not  only  the  Boers,  but  our  own 
Colonists,  have  not  been  free  from  com- 
pulsory labour  which  comes  far  too  near 
slavery  for  Englishmen  to  like  it.  But 
would  it  not  be  better  to  take  the  beam 
out  of  our  own  eye  before  we  attempt 
to  take  the  mote  out  of  our  neighbour* 9 
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eye?  In  1879  we  had  an  official  list 
made  out  of  99  Native  men,  women,  and 
children  indentured  to  forced  servitude 
under  the  English  flag.  It  has  never 
been  shown  that  the  indenture  system 
in  the  Cape  Colony  is  not  analogous  to 
the  system  which  existed  among  the 
Boers.  In  the  following  year  Mr.  Uhes- 
Bon  complained  that  several  thousands 
of  Kaffirs  had  been  indentured  under 
circumstances  painfully  reminding  us  of 
the  practices  to  which  we  object.  And 
I  do  not  think  we  could  be  much  sur- 
prised at  that,  when  we  found  Mr. 
Sprigg,  the  Prime  Minister  of  the  Cape 
Colony,  on  the  21st  of  May,  1879,  ad- 
vocating that  *'  every  year  a  number  of 
youths  should  be  brought  down  from 
the  Frontier  and  placed  in  compulsory 
service  in  the  Western  districts."  Well, 
I  am  perfectly  well  aware  that  Mr. 
Sprigg  has  attempted  to  explain  this 
away,  and  has  said  that  it  was  his  in- 
tention that  these  young  people  should 
not  be  taken  unless  they  were  willing  to 

fo,  and  had  the  consent  of  their  parents, 
do  not  think  that  his  words  exactly 
bear  that  interpretation ;  and,  moreover, 
I  do  not  think  that  was  the  interpreta- 
tion Mr.  Sprigg  meant  them  to  bear  at 
the  time  they  were  uttered,  as  he  said 
he  expected  that  they  would  be  at- 
tacked in  England  on  the  ground  that 
they  purposed  slavery.  Now,  I  would 
merely  ask  the  House  to  consider  this 
— does  not  our  experience  with  the 
Transvaal  confirm  the  warniugs  of  our 
wisest  statesmen  of  the  immense  dan- 
ger of  increasing  the  liabilities  and  en- 
gagements  which  this  country  already 
as?  We  have  already  undertaken  a 
ereater  task,  a  wider  empire,  and  a  more 
oifficult  responsibility  than  have  ever 
been  successfully  performed  by  any  Em- 
pire that  has  preceded  us ;  and  I  venture 
to  think  that  there  is  no  one  who  has 
followed  with  interest  the  course  of  our 
rule,  whether  in  India  or  South  Africa 
— whether  as  regards  the  internal  deve- 
lopment of  our  rule  in  those  countries  or 
our  Border  policy — but  must  have  been 
struck  by  the  constant  and  increasing 
difficulty  of  worthily  performiog  the  re- 
sponsibility which  has  fallen  upon  us. 
Why,  the  Prime  Minister,  only  the  other 
day,  pointed  out  how  that  difficulty  had 
been  increased  by  what  one  might  have 
supposed  would  have  lessened  it.  He 
pointed  out  how  the  telegraph  had 
thrown  overwork  upon  the  House  and 
overwork  upon  the  Executive;  how  ^ues- 
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tions  which  formerly  were  decided  in  the 
most  distant  possessions  on  the  spot 
are  now  thrown  upon  us  to  be  dedaed 
by  the  Government,  who  have  only  the 
very  imperfect  and  insufficient  informa- 
tion which  the  telegraph  can  g^ve  them 
upon  which  to  form  their  opinions. 
Well,  Sir,  I  have  only  one  point  more 
to  which  I  would  allude  very  shortly ; 
but  I  think  it  is  one  which  our  states- 
men ought  to  consider — our  statesmen 
have  now  to  lead  and  to  represent  a  De- 
mocracy. Now,  a  Democracy  will  fight 
and  will  endure  to  almost  any  ex- 
tent for  any  cause  which  they  dearly 
see  involves  a  great  principle  of  li- 
berty and  of  justice.  We  had  ample 
proof  of  that  in  the  taxation  and  sacri- 
fices endured  by  the  American  De- 
mocracy in  the  Civil  War.  We  had 
still  more  impressive  proof  of  it  in  the 
sufi^rings  and  endurance  for  three  weary 
years  by  our  own  artizans,  when  they 
positively  refused  all  inducements  to  ac- 
cept relief  for  their  own  misery  by  any 
act  which  should  in  any  way  forward  or 
support  the  cause  of  slavery.  But  what 
is  it  Democracy  will  not  do?  It  will 
not  burden  its  labour  and  stain  its  hands 
with  blood  to  defend  the  consistency  of 
a  Ministry,  or  in  order,  at  a  heavy  and 
prolonged  cost,  to  give  the  sanction  of 
success  to  a  mistaken  and  unrighteous 
policy ;  it  will  not  support  a  war  for 
prestige,  disassociated  from  j  ustice ;  and 
it  will  not  support  a  war  of  aggression. 
Lord  Cairns,  speaking  in  **  another 
place/'  seemed  to  have  a  glimpse  of 
this.  Depend  upon  it,  the  educated 
part  of  the  working  classes  will  not  bear 
you  out  in  wars  like  those  in  Afghan- 
istan and  the  Transvaal.  I  am  sure  that 
anyone  who  has  watched  with  interest 
the  declarations  of  the  more  intelligent 
of  the  working  classes  throughout  Europe 
of  late  must  have  seen  the  growing  dis- 
inclination, or,  I  would  rather  say,  de- 
testation, of  wars  of  aggression.  Well, 
Sir,  I  am  afraid  I  have  detained  the 
House  rather  long.  It  seems  to  me  that 
this  is  a  most  important  question  that 
we  have  to  decide  to-night.  I  hope  I 
have  shown  the  incorrectness,  to  use  no 
stronger  term,  of  the  accusations  that 
have  been  brought  against  the  Govern- 
ment. I  have  shown  the  justice  and  the 
nobility  of  the  actions  they  have  under- 
taken ;  and,  Sir,  I  rejoice  that  the  action 
of  the  Government  this  night,  and  the 
vote  which  I  believe  the  House  will 
give  on  that  action  to-night,  will  prove 
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to  the  world  that  we  are  determined  that 
the  foundations  of  this  great  Empire 
shall  not  rest  on  force  alone,  hut  on  the 
rock  of  the  eternal  principles  of  justice 
and  of  right,  and  shall,  therefore,  stand 
whatever  storms  from  without  or  trouble 
from  within  may  beat  against  them ; 
that  we  are  determined  to  control  the 
actions  of  our  pro-consuls  on  the  border 
parts  of  our  Empire;  and  that  we  are 
determined  not  to  follow  the  examples 
of  the  great  Empires  that  have  preceded 
OB — not  to  imitate  their  false  pride  and 
their  aggressiveness,  and  not  to  share 
their  fate.  We  will  seek  rather  the  glory 
and  the  happiness  of  fulfilling  worthily 
and  nobly  the  duties  already  our  own, 
than  yield  to  the  poor,  wretched,  reck- 
less ambition  of  trying  further  to  extend 
them ;  and  then.  Sir,  we  may  rest  with 
perfect  reliance  on  those  noble  words, 
**  In  quietness  and  in  confidence  shall  be 
your  strength."  I  have  great  pleasure 
in  moving  the  Amendment  that  stands 

in  my  name.        

Mb.  H.  H.  FOWLER :  I  rise,  Sir,  to 
second  the  Amendment  which  has  just 
been  moved  by  my  hon.  Friend  (Mr. 
Sathbone).  It  is  impossible  to  sever 
this  question  from  the  policy  of  the  an- 
nexation of  the  Transvaal.  If  that  was 
an  annexation  which  ought  to  have  been 
made,  then  it  was  the  duty  of  the  Gb- 
Ternment  to  have  continued  the  Trans- 
vaal as  a  portion  of  the  British  Empire. 
But  I  think  that,  before  we  can  pronounce 
an  opinion  in  that  way,  we  must  ask 
ourselves  whether  this  annexation  was 
just  and  right ;  and  if  we  think  that  the 
annexation  was  wrong,  we  are  bound, 
in  justice  to  the  Opposition,  and  in  de- 
fence also  of  our  own  views,  to  state  the 
reason  why  the  Government  adhered  to 
the  policy  of  annexation  for  the  first 
eight  or  nine  months  after  they  came 
into  Office,  and  then  we  have  to  ask 
ourselves  whether  they  are  now  justified 
in  abandoning  it  altogether.  It  appears 
to  me  that  one  important  element  in  con- 
sidering this  question  which  deserves 
serious  attention  is — What  is  the  posi- 
tion of  South  Africa?  It  is  not  an 
English  Oolony  in  the  sense  that  Aus- 
tralia and  New  Zealand  are  English 
Colonies,  arising  out  of  the  Imperial 
protection  and  authority  by  virtue  of 
which  those  Colonies  were  founded. 
There  does  not  exist  that  mutual  tie  to 
thi«  country  with  respect  to  South 
A&ioa  that  exists  with  English  Colo- 


nies, either  Australian  or  New  Zealand. 
South  Africa  has  been  a  conquered  Co- 
lony, but  it  was  not  a  Colony  founded 
by  us ;  and  we  must,  in  dealing  with  the 
South  African  Question,  recognize  that. 
We  have  heard  to  night  a  line  of  argu- 
ment adduced  on  the  basis  that  Soutii 
Africa  as  legitimately  belongs  to  us  as 
does  Ireland  or  Scotland.  South  Africa 
was  colonized  by  the  Dutch  upwards 
of  200  years  ago.  We  never  conquered 
South  Afri6a  until  1766,  and  then  we 
had  to  give  it  up  again  to  the  Dutch, 
and  re-conquered  it  in  the  year  1806. 
You  have  a  great  number  of  White 
people  in  South  Africa  who  do  not  be- 
long to  the  ruling  race,  and  you  have 
a  small  minority,  who,  themselves, 
form  the  ruling  power.  Now,  the 
Dutch  have  invariably  resisted  our  rule 
in  South  Africa,  and  my  hon.  Friend 
who  has  just  sat  down  (Mr.  Rathbone) 
has  told  us  how  the  EngUsh  have  driven, 
the  Dutch  from  point  to  point  as  they 
founded  their  independent  States  in 
order  to  be  free  from  us.  On  the  last 
occasion,  they  went  beyond  the  River 
Yaal,  they  colonized  the  country  beyond 
the  Eiver  Yaal,  and  they  hold  it  by  as 
complete  a  right  as  we  hold  New  Zea- 
land or  Australia.  In  1848  they  for- 
mulated their  Government,  they  formed 
their  State;  and  in  1852,  by  tiie  Sand 
River  Convention,  the  English  Gbvem- 
ment  recognized  their  independence,  and 
from  1852  to  1877  they  retained  their 
independence.  Representations  were 
made  to  Lord  Carnarvon  to  induce  him, 
in  1877,  to  authorize  Sir  Theophilus 
Shepstone  to  carry  out  the  annexation  ; 
but  that  annexation  was  sanctioned  only 
on  one  condition  by  the  late  Government 
— namely,  that  the  majority  of  the  peo- 
ple desired  it.  The  late  Government 
conscientiously  believed  that  the  majo- 
rity of  the  people  in  the  Transvaal  desired 
to  be  placed  under  British  rule ;  and  I 
think  that  the  noble  Lord  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  India  (the  Marquess  of  Hart- 
ington)  very  accurately  described  matters 
to  this  House  when  he  said,  in  Feb- 
ruaiy,  1880— 

**  The  annexation  of  the  Transvaal  was  a  mea- 
sure adopted  by  the  Government  and  sanctioned 
by  the  House,  under  wrong  impressions  and 
under  incorrect  information.*'  —  [3  Rantard^ 
ccl.  92.] 

Now,  the  right  hon.  Baronet  oppo- 
site (Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach)  to-night 
said   that  the  people   of  the   Trans- 
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▼aal  accepted  it.  According  to  the 
Papers  which  have  been  presented  to 
Parliament  on  the  subject,  I  think  it  is 
shown  that  the  people  did  everything 
they  could  do  in  order  to  express  their 
dissent  from  it.  They  protested  against 
it,  and  they  stated  that  it  had  been  done 
by  force  of  arms  alone.  They  sent  in 
1878  a  deputation  to  England  to  repre* 
sent  the  state  of  matters  to  the  Ooyem- 
ment;  and  Lord  Carnarvon  informed 
them  that  he  was  under  the  impres- 
sion that  a  majority  of  the  inhabitants 
were  in  favour  of  the  annexation.  Im- 
mediately on  their  return  they  called  a 
meeting  of  the  population,  and  that  re- 
sulted in  a  Memorial  being  signed 
against  the  annexation  by  6,591  out  of 
8,000  people  capable  of  voting  on  the 
question.  Another  deputation  was  sent 
over  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  oppo- 
site, in  1 379,  and  they  tried  to  convince 
him,  and  they  failed.  Sir  Bartle  Frere 
then  went  out,  and  he,  along  with  Sir 
Oarnet  Wolseley,  attempted  to  convince 
the  Boers  of  the  wisdom  of  the  annexa- 
tion, but  failed.  The  Boers  then  bound 
themselves  by  a  solemn  agpreement  that 
they  would  never  desist  from  action  until 
they  had  achieved  the  independence  of 
their  country,  and  it  is  impossible  to  find 
a  more  determined  resistance  to  the  an- 
nexation— a  determination  at  the  first 
possible  moment  to  regain  the  independ- 
ence of  which  they  were  deprived  than 
was  shown  on  that  occasion.  The 
Leaders  of  the  Liberal  Party  have  been 
blamed  for  expressing  sympathy  with 
the  Boers ;  but  those  Leaders  would  have 
been  false  to  their  whole  public  life  if 
they  had  not  declared  that  the  Boers  who 
claimed  the  independence  which  had 
been  taken  from  them  under  false  pre- 
tences were  not  entitled  to  have  it  back 
again  on  fair  and  proper  terms.  I  am 
not  going  to  defend  the  course  pursued 
by  the  Government  when  they  came  into 
power.  They  were  misled  down  to  Octo- 
ber or  November,  when  Sir  George 
Colley  reported  that  the  taxes  were  paid 
everywhere,  and  that  everything  was 
going  on  satisfactorily.  Although  I  give 
all  credit  to  the  Government  for  having 
done  what  they  thought  right,  it  would 
have  been  better  if  they  had  recalled  Sir 
Bartle  Frere  when  they  first  came  into 
Office,  and  adopted  the  policy  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  (Mr.  Chamberlain) 
indicated  at  Birmingham — namely,  re- 
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versed  the  annexation  of  the  Transvaal. 
But  the  fact  remains  the  same,  that  both 
Governments  were  misled.  One  was 
misled  with  regard  to  annexation,  and 
the  other  with  respect  to  public  opinion 
in  the  Transvaal.  In  the  same  way 
that  the  war  was  precipitated  in  America 
100  years  ago,  the  forcible  collection  of 
taxes  raised  the  •spirit  of  the  Boers.  I 
am  not  g^ing  into  all  the  various  facts 
with  regard  to  the  policy  of  the  Govem- 
ment  since  the  war  broke  out.  The 
right  hon.  Baronet  in  his  speech  did 
not  repeat  what  had  been  said  in  "  an- 
other place"  by  a  certain  noble  Lord 
who  had  great  influence  with  his  Party, 
that  peace  was  dictated  to  the  Govern- 
ment by  the  victorious  Boers,  and  that 
the  terms  assented  to  by  the  Government 
were  not  accepted  until  after  the  defeat  of 
the  English  Forces.  I  will  trouble  the 
House  with  reference  to  a  point  on  which 
so  much  stress  has  been  laid  in  this  coun- 
try— that  after  the  battle  of  Majuba  the 
terms  of  the  settlement  were  proposed 
by  the  British  Government  in  conse- 
quence of  that  defeat.  My  hon.  Friend 
(Mr.  Bathbone)  showed  very  clearly 
that,  in  January,  the  Government  had 
intimated  their  readiness  to  come  to 
terms.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  the  Earl 
of  Kimberley,  on  the  14th  of  Januaiy, 
stated  the  Government  would  conuder 
the  appointment  of  a  Commission.  On 
the  i^th  February  Mr.  Kruger  wrote  to 
General  Colley,  offering  terms  of  sus- 
pension of  hostilities.  General  Colley 
telegraphed  those  terms  to  London ;  he 
received  back  from  London  an  answer  to 
accept  those  terms,  and  negotiate  on  that 
basis.  He  applied  again  for  further  in- 
formation, and  he  received  further  sug- 
gestions. The  telegrams  occupied,  back- 
wards and  forwards,  £rom  the  13th  to 
the  21st  of  February,  and  on  the  2l8t 
General  Colley  wrote  to  Mr.  Kruger, 
stating  the  terms  which  the  British  Go- 
vernment would  accept  in  case  they 
desisted  from  hostilities.  That  letter 
roedfied  48  hours  for  a  reply,  and  if 
tne  TBI  ly  was  not  re.  eived,  the  English 
Forces  would  march.  Owing  to  the 
state  of  the  roads  that  letter  did  not 
reach  Heidelberg  until  the  25th.  It  was 
opened  by  one  of  the  Boer  leaders,  who 
wrote  back  stating  that  Mr.  Kruger  was 
away,  and  that  he  would  not  be  back  for 
four  days ;  but,  on  the  26th,  onfor* 
tunately,  the  assault  on  Majuba  com- 
menced, and  on  the  27th  the  defeat  of 
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the  BritUh  Forces  took  place.  At  that 
moment — on  the  day  of  the  defeat — 
the  very  terms  which  the  British  Govern- 
ment afterwards  accepted,  had  been  laid 
down  by  them  in  black  and  white,  and 
were  in  the  possession  of  the  Boer 
leaders.  I,  therefore,  say  that  for 
any  man,  no  matter  what  his  position 
may  be,  to  assert  that  the  terms  which 
resulted  in  the  present  Treaty  of  Peace, 
and  which  the  Government  dictated, 
were  wrung  from  them  on  the  morrow  of 
the  defeat,  is  to  make  an  assertion 
totally  devoid  of  the  slightest  foundation. 
Will  any  man  say  that,  under  these  cir- 
cumstances, the  Government  could  have 
retreated ;  or  on  any  principle  of  civilized 
or  uncivilized  warfare  that,  having  of- 
fered terms  of  peace,  and  while  under 
consideration,  you  yourselves  being  the 
aggressor,  because  you  sustained  a  de- 
feat, you  would  have  been  justified  in 
withdrawing  and  refusing  the  terms,  and 
continuing  the  war  for  the  purpose  of 
avenging  the  defeat  and  shedding  more 
blood  ?  The  Government  must  have 
done  one  of  two  things — either  have 
gone  on  with  the  war  and  obtained  a 
victory,  and  concluded  a  peace,  on  the 
terms  now  accepted,  or — and  these  terms 
are  the  only  alternative — retained  the 
whole  of  the  annexed  territory.  Which 
would  have  been  right  ?  Would  it  have 
been  right  to  g^  on  with  the  war  simply 
for  the  sake  of  winning  a  victory,  or 
would  it  have  been  wise  to  attempt  to 
conquer  and  hold  a  country  as  large  as 
France,  with  a  hostile  population,  and 
in  the  midst  of  all  those  difhculties  which 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  described,  all  of 
which  were  strong  arguments  against  the 
annexation.  What  would  have  been  the 
result?  The  Government  would  have 
encountered  the  permanent  hostility  of 
the  people,  and  there  would  be  a  con- 
stant drain  on  the  English  Exchequer 
to  maintain  an  Army  in  the  conquered 
territory.  Does  anybody  believe  that  a 
polic  J  of  that  kind  would  have  survived 
a  single  election  in  this  country  ?  After 
having  shed  seas  of  blood,  and  squan- 
dered millions  of  treasure,  I  doubt  if 
the  Government  could  make  a  more 
satisfactory  peace  than  the  one  they  have 
made,  or  done  more  than  secure  the 
Buzerainty  of  the  Queen,  the  control  of 
the  foreign  relations  of  the  Boer  Eepub- 
lic,  and  the  protection  of  the  Natives. 
I  think  the  Government  were  justified 
on  the  grounds  of  policy  alone.     But 


there  are  higher  grounds.    I  know  it  is 
the  fashion  no  w-a-days  to  sneer  at  higher 

grounds  being  imported  into  affairs  of 
tate.  We  have  got  a  new  standard  of 
morality,  which  applies  a  different  scale 
to  the  individual  acting  by  himself  and 
in  the  mass.  I  demur  to  the  correctness 
of  that  principle.  I  do  not  believe  that 
the  guilt  of  any  wrong-doing  is  mini- 
mized by  the  number  responsible  for  it. 
I  believe  that  the  Sixth  or  Eighth  Com- 
mandment can  be  as  flagrantly  violated 
by  a  Government,  by  a  Parliament,  or  a 
nation,  as  by  a  single  individual.  I  know 
that  the  noble  Marquess  (the  Marquess  of 
Salisbury),  who  has  been  alluded  to  to- 
night, has  thrown  on  this  proposition  all 
the  scorn  of  his  cynical  eloquence,  and 
has  characterized  this  international  mo- 
rality as  one  of  the  delicacies  of  modem 
civilization.  I  do  not  think  anybody 
will  charge  him  with  having  yielded  to 
any  of  that  delicacy.  I  prefer  the  ethics 
and  the  statesmanship  of  fkimund  Burke 
to  the  ethics  and  the  statesmanship  of 
Lord  Salisbury.  B.urke  has  said  that 
*'  the  principles  of  true  politics  are 
those  of  morality  enlarged."  That 
sentence  is  as  true  to-day  in  the  plains 
of  South  Africa  as  in  this  House — for 
whatever  is  morally  wrong  can  never  be 
politically  right.  I  will  go  further,  and 
say  that  whatever  is  morally  right  can 
never  be  politically  wrong;  and  I  be- 
lieve that  the  conduct  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government  is  not  only  right  in  prin- 
ciple and  right  in  policy,  but  emphatically 
morally  right.  I  know  they  could  have 
purchased  a  cheap  and  fluctuating  popu- 
larity by  yielding  to  the  impulse  of  re- 
sentment which  an  unexpected  defeat 
always  arouses,  they  could  have  axenged 
that  sad  slaughter  by  a  terrible  retribu- 
tion, and  added  another  sanguinary 
chapter  to  the  history  of  our  South  Afri- 
can conquests.  I  think  they  have  achieved 
a  wiser,  a  braver,  and  a  nobler  result. 
They  have  had  the  courage  to  subordi- 
nate pride,  and  power,  and  prestige  to 
the  ditfluult,  and  sometimes  unpleasant, 
duty  of  undoing  a  great  wrong ;  and  in 
accomplishing  that  they  have  surrounded 
the  Imperial  rule  in  South  Africa  with 
a  strength,  a  dignity,  and  a  Christian 
character  far  surpassing  anything  they 
could  have  attained  by  the  most  glorious 
victory  or  the  most  brilliant  campaign. 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  **  That  *'  to  the 
end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
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**  this  House,  believing  that  the  continuance  of 
the  War  with  the  Transvaal  Boers  would  not 
have  advanced  the  honour  or  the  interests  of 
this  Country,  approves  the  steps  taken  by  Her 
Majesty's  Government  to  bring  about  a  peaceful 
settlement,  and  feels  confident  that  every  care 
will  be  taken  to  guard  the  interests  of  the 
natives,  to  provide  for  the  full  liberty  and  equal 
treatment  of  the  entire  white  population,  and 
to  promote  harmony  and  good  will  among  the 
vanous  races  in  South  Africa," — (Mr,  Eathbone,) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

Sir  henry  HOLLAlND  said,  that 
he  did  not  like  to  give  a  silent  vote  on 
this  occasion,  as  he  had  paid  the  closest 
attention  to  the  difficult  question  now 
before  the  House,  and  as  he  had  had  much 
to  do  with  the  affairs  of  South  Africa 
when  he  was  at  the  Colonial  Office.  It 
appeared  to  him  that  there  were  three 
important  stages  in  our  dealings  with 
the  Transvaal.  The  first  stage  was  the 
annexation  of  that  territory  by  the  late 
Government ;  the  second  was  the  con- 
tinuance of  the  policy  of  the  late  Go- 
vernment by  Her  Majesty's  present 
Gt)yemment  upon  their  accession  to 
Office ;  and  the  third  stage  was  the 
restoration  of  the  Transvaal  to  the  Boers. 
Now,  as  regarded  the  first  stage,  he  held 
that  Lord  Carnarvon  could  not  have 
acted  otherwise  than  he  did  upon  the 
information  he  received.  It  had  been 
said,  both  in  that  House  and  out  of  it, 
that  the  annexation  of  the  Transvaal 
was  only  a  part  of  the  Imperial  policy 
of  the  late  Government.  Nothing  could 
be  more  contrary  to  the  facts  of  the  case, 
and  he  (Sir  Henry  Holland)  would  cite 
in  support  of  this  denial  the  very  frank 
and  fair  speech  of  Lord  Kimberley  in  a 
recent  debate  in  the  House  of  Lords. 
That  noble  Lord  said  that  he  admitted 
that 

'*  The  late  Government,  in  annexing  the 
Transvaal,  were  not  for  one  moment  actuated 
simply  hy  a  desire  to  extend  the  Queen's  Do- 
minions. The  motives  for  that  step  were  not 
motives  of  which  the  country  need  be  ashamed." 

He  (Sir  Henry  Holland)  begged  the 
House  to  remember  that  these  words  were 
spoken  by  a  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies,  than  whom  no  one  was  more 
competent  to  form  an  opinion  upon  the 
point;  and  he  trusted,  therefore,  that 
th^y  would  hear  no  more  of  this  charge 
against  the  late  Government.   He  might 


add  that  no  one  was  more  reluctant  to 
increase    our  responsibilities  in  South 
Africa  than  Lord  Carnarvon.    Having 
been  twice  Colonial  Minister,  he  knew 
well  the  gravity  of  those  responsibilities, 
and  his  reluctance  to  act  was  shown  both 
in  his  despatches  to  the  Cape,  in  his 
speeches  in  the  House  of  Lords,  and,  he 
(Sir  Henry  Holland)  might  add,  in  his 
private  conversations.  Nor  must  it  be  for- 
gotten that  the  necessity  of  annexation 
under  the  circumstances  was  fully  re- 
cogaized  by  eminent  Liberal  statesmen, 
who    had    paid    special    attention    to 
Colonial  matters.     He  (Sir  Henry  Hol- 
land) desired  to  say  here  a  few  words  in 
defence  of  one  who  had  been  made  the 
scapegoat  in  this  business.     They  were 
all  too  anxious  when  in  difficulties  to 
look  about  for  a  scapegoat  upon  whose 
shoulders   they   could  lay   the   blame, 
and  in  the  present  case  Sir  Theoplulus 
Shepstone  had  been  made  the  scapegoat. 
Now,  it  was  not  clear  that  the  feeling  of 
the  inhabitants  generally,  when  he  re- 
ported,  was  against  annexation.      The 
country  was  in  a  state  of  distraction  and 
complete  ruin.     There  was  a  great  alarm 
of  the  Natives ;  there  was  a  very  feeble 
Government,   to    which    the    principal 
Boers  were,  as  President  Burgers  sadly 
admitted,    very  disloyal.      The    Boers 
might  not,  perhaps,  have  desired  or  con- 
templated a  permanent  annexation  and 
loss  of  independence,  but  they  certainly 
desired  in  many  quarters  to  have  British 
protection.      At  all   events.    Sir  Theo- 
philus  Shepstone  might  well  have  been 
deceived ;  and  small  blame,  if  any,  could 
be  attached  to  him  for  error  of  judg- 
ment, seeing  that  he  was  able  to  effect 
this  change  without  any  riot  or  disturb- 
ance, although  he  had  only  a  force  of 
25  policemen  with  him ;  and  that  he  had 
received  addresses  and  prayers  for  help 
from  the  respectable  and  peaceful  inha- 
bitants of  the  principal  places  in  the 
Transvaal.     It  certainly  was  most  un- 
fair to  judge  of  the  feeling  then  by  the 
feeling  now  shown.     Could  they  be  sur- 
prised if,  after  peace  and  prosperity  had 
been  restored  under  British  government, 
and  all  fear  of  invasion  removed,  many 
Boers  who  might  have  throughout  re- 
gretted their  loss  of  independence,  were 
readily  excited  and  roused  by  the  violent 
language  of  a    few    leaders  ?      These 
leaders  desired  the  power    and    office 
which  they  might  have  had,  or  hoped 
to  have,  but  for  the  annexation,  and 
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they  had  strained  every  nerve  to  excite 
the  people.  But  be  (Sir  Henry  HoUand) 
Tenturecl  to  doubt  wbether  they  vould 
have  succeeded  had  they  not  been  able 
to  point  to  the  languaee  of  the  Prime 
Hijiister,  of  the  "Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department,  and  other 
leading  Radicals,  and  to  hold  out  hopes 
that  a  change  in  the  Qovemment  at 
home  would  lead  at  once  to  a  change  of 
pohcy  in  the  Transvaal.  He  (Sir  Henry 
Holland)  bad  heard  with  surprise  a  de- 
nial that  the  language  of  the  Prime 
Hinlster  before  he  came  into  Office  had 
had  any  effect  in  the  Transvaal.  He 
would  point,  in  reply,  to  the  speech 
just  delivered  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Carnarvonshire,  and  to  the  speeches  in 
that  House  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Lie- 
keard  (Mr.  CoUrtney)  before  he  took 
Office.  That  hon.  Member  made  it  clear 
beyond  doubt  that  the  speeches  of  the 
Prime  Minister  bad  a  very  exciting 
effect  in  the  Transvaal  and  at  the  Cape. 
He  would  further  ask  why,  if  great 
hopes  were  not  entertained  of  a  change 
of  policy  and  restoration  of  iodependenoe 
upon  the  accession  to  Office  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's present  Qovemment,  it  was  found 
neceesBry  not  only  at  once  to  decide  to 
adhere  to  the  annexation,  but  also  to 
telegraph  out  at  once  that  decision  to 
Pretoria?  He  now  came  to  the  second 
stage  of  this  subject — namely,  the  policy 
pursued  by  Her  Majesty's  present  Go- 
vernment when  they  came  into  power. 
He  believed  that  their  decision  to  retain 
the  Transvaal  was  approved  by  the 
great  majority  of  Members  and  by  the 
country  at  large.  He  would  go  further, 
and  say  that  he  believed  there  was  a 
feeling  of  relief  when  the  country  learnt 
the  decision  arrived  at.  But  he  must 
call  the  attention  of  the  House  to  the 
grounds  upon  which  the  Oorernment 
based  their  decision,  as  this  formed  a 
most  important  element  in  the  considera- 
tion of  Uie  questions  before  the  House. 
Lord  Kimberley,  on  the  24th  May,  1880, 
said  that  assurances  having  been  given 
to  the  Native  p^ulation  that  they  would 
be  onder  the  British  Crown,  and  the 
communication  having  been  made  to  the 
Dut^h  settlers  that  there  was  no  inten- 
tion to  abandon  the  annexation,  it  would 
not  be  desirable  now  to  recede.  He 
added  that  "  nothing  could  be  more  un- 
fortunate than  uncertainty  in  such  a 
matter."  The  Prime  Minister,  on  May 
90,  1880,  tpoke  of  ths  aziatenoe  of  the 


large  Native  population  in  the  Trans- 
vad — 

"  To  whom,  by  the  establiahmant  of  the 
Quean's  Buiiremacy,  wo  hold  oimelvea  to  have 
given  a  pledge." — [3  Hantard,  cclii.  116.] 

Mr.  Grant  Duff,  on  May  21,  1881,  gave 
in  fuller  detail  the  grounds  for  the  deci- 
sion of  the  Government.  He  pointed 
out  that  if  the  Transvaal  was  handed 
back  to  the  Boars  all  the  old  difficulties 
would  revive ;  that  there  would  be 
danger  of  civil  war  between  the  Boers 
and  English  settlers ;  that  all  the  mer- 
chants and  persons  of  property  would 
tremble  if  left  to  Boer  rule;  that  troubles 
would  arise  between  the  Zulus  and  Boers  ; 
that  the  interests  of  the  friendly  Boers 
must  not  be  overlooked  ;  and  that  re- 
gard must  be  had  to  the  feeling  of  the 
vast  mass  of  Native  inhabitants.  And 
lasUy,  on  the  Slst  January,  1881,  the 
reasons  were  fully  set  forth  again  by  the 
Prime  Minister.     He  said — 

"I  must  look  at  the  obligatiooi  entailed  by 
the  annexation :  and  if,  in  my  opinion,  and  in 
the  opinion  of  many  on  this  aide  of  the  House, 
wroDiit  was  done  by  the  BimexBtion  itself,  that 
would  not  varrant  ua  in  doing  fresh,  diatinct, 
and  separato  wroag,  by  a  disreganl  of  the  ob- 
ligatians  which  that  annexation  entailed.  .  ■  ■ 
First,  there  waa  the  obligation  entailed  tovardi 
the  Eogliah  and  othor  wttlera  in  the  Transvaal, 
perhaps  including  a  minority,  though  a  very 
amall  minority,  of  the  Dutch  Boeta  thenuelvea ; 
secondly,  there  was  the  obligation  towards  the 
Native  races,  an  obligation  which  I  may  call 
an  obligation  of  humanity  and  justice ;  and, 
thirdly,  there  was  the  political  obligation  wo 
entailed  upon  ourselves  in  reepoct  of  the  re- 
sponsibility which  wna  already  incumbent  on 
us,  and  which  we,  by  the  annexation,  largely 
extended  for  the  future  poace  and  tranquillity 
of  South  Africa,"— [3  Hantard,  cclvii.  1U2.] 

These' were  very  strong  reasons,  amply 
justifying  the  policy  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government  in  retaining  the  Transvaal ; 
and  these  reasons  had  been  intensified 
a  hundredfold  by  the  war.  Our  obliga- 
tions then  became  still  more  sacred  and 
binding,  espeoially  towards  those  who 
had  lent,  or  offered,  us  loyal  assistanoe. 
He  would  now  pass  to  the  third  stage 
of  these  proceedings — namely,  the  sur- 
render of  the  Transvaal  to  the  Boers. 
Looking  to  the  reasons  given  for  main- 
taining that  territory,  the  Government 
ought  to  be  able  t<}  advance  very  strong 
and  powerful  reasons  for  the  change  of 
policy.  If  the  change  had  been  made 
at  firat,  when  the  Government  came  into 
power,  if  the  Transvaal  had  then  been 
abandoned,  either  on  the  ground  of  th* 
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probable  expense  and  danger  which 
would  be  incurred  in  retaining  it,  or  be- 
cause of  the  strong  feeling  in  the  terri- 
tory against  British  authority,  they  on 
that  side  of  the  House  might  have  re- 
gretted and  protested  against  the  deci- 
sion ;  but  the  reasons  for  it  would  have 
been  clear  and  simple,  and  bloodshed 
would  have  been  avoided.  But  the 
change  of  policy  was  not  made.  On  the 
contrary,  the  continuance  of  the  annexa- 
tion was  justified,  although  it  was  known 
that  there  was  a  party  in  the  Transvaal 
opposed  to  it;  and  it  was  also  urged 
that  danger  might  be  anticipated  from 
a  change  of  policy.  What,  then,  were 
the  reasons,  what  the  motives,  which 
subsequently  induced  the  Government 
to  alter  their  decision  ?  There  was  no 
proof  of  any  increase  of  hostile  feeling 
on  the  part  of  the  Boers,  except,  per- 
haps, just  after  the  time  when  the  deci- 
sion of  the  Government  was  first  made 
known  in  the  Transvaal.  Indeed,  there 
was  reason  to  believe  that  the  feeling 
was  quieter.  The  outbreak  in  Decem- 
ber was  a  sudden  act ;  a  spark  lighting 
up  a  smouldering  disaffection  which 
would  have  been  stamped  out,  even  if 
it  had  not  died  out  of  itself,  if  a  firm 
front  had  been  shown.  At  first,  after 
the  revolt  broke  out,  there  was  no  ap- 
parent substantial  change  in  the  policy 
of  the  Government.  ''Her  Majesty's 
authority  was  to  be  vindicated ; "  and 
"  there  was  a  duty  anterior  to  all  duties 
— that  of  vindicating  the  authority  of 
the  Grown."  These  were  the  phrases 
used  by  Ministers;  but  he  (Sir  Henry 
Holland)  suspected  that  a  change  was 
all  this  time  working  in  the  minds  of 
those  Ministers.  It  was  no  secret  that 
the  original  policy  of  annexation  was  dis- 
tasteful to  many  Members  of  the  Govern- 
ment, and  not  improbable  that  one  or 
two  would  have  been  willing  at  once  to 
reverse  that  policy.  It  was  well  known 
that  there  was  discontent  at  the  decision 
taken  by  the  Government  on  the  part  of 
many,  if  not  all,  of  the  Radical  Mem- 
bers, and  on  the  part  of  many  who  had 
80  largely  assisted  in  bringing  the  Prime 
Minister  into  power.  There  was,  there- 
fore, constant  pressure  put  upon  the  Go- 
vernment to  restore  the  Transvaal,  and 
this  pressure  was  increased  and  intensi- 
fied by  the  revolt.  Then  came  further 
checks  of  our  soldiers,  and  still  more 
pressure,  and  with  all  this  the  dislike 
that  more  blood  should  be  shed  in  a 
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cause  which  was  considered  of  doubtful 
justice  must  have  weighed  with  the 
Ministers.  He  (Sir  Henry  Holland) 
blamed  the  Government  for  yielding  to 
this  pressure;  but  he  most  strongly 
blamed  them  for  the  uncertainty  and 
hesitation  in  their  policy.  He  regpretted 
that  they  had  not  taken  to  heart  Lord 
Kimberley's  statesmanlike  remark  that 
''nothing  could  be  more  unfortunate 
than  uncertainty  in  such  a  matter." 
This  uncertainty  strengthened  the  pres- 
sure here;  it  strengthened  the  Boers 
out  in  the  Transvaal ;  it  gave  a  direct 
encouragement  to  rebellion,  and  it  was 
a  direct  discouragement  to  our  friends 
in  the  Transvaal  and  throughout  South 
Africa.  There  was  not  time  this  even- 
ing— as  a  division  was  so  much  desired 
— to  go  in  detail  through  the  different 
steps  downwards  until  Her  Majesty's 
Government,  in  lieu  of  vindicating  Her 
Majesty's  authority — in  lieu  of  perform- 
ing that  paramount  duty — made  peace 
with  armed  rebels  actually  holding  a 
position  in  our  Colony  of  Natal.  Per- 
haps, however,  he  might  point  out  that 
he  thought  the  hon.  Member  for  Car- 
narvonshire (Mr.  Eathbone)  had  some- 
what misapprehended  the  statement  of 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  the  Mover  of  the 
Besolution.  The  hon.  Member  ap- 
peared to  forget  that  there  had  been 
three  military  checks  before  Majuba. 
There  was  the  attack  on  the  94th  Regi- 
ment at  Brunker's  Spruit,  the  fight  at 
Laing's  Nek,  and  the  fight  at  Ingogo. 
These  three  checks  had  taken  place  be- 
fore Her  Majesty's  Government  placed 
any  substantial  and  definite  scheme  be- 
fore the  Boers  for  their  consideration ; 
and  two  of  them  had  taken  place  before 
President  Brand  urged  by  telegram  that 
the  nature  of  the  scheme  proposed  by 
the  Government  should  be  explained. 
But,  without  going  into  detail,  he  (Sir 
Henry  Holland)  desired  to  point  oat  to 
the  House  the  gradual  change  in  the 
language  of  the  Government.  Thej 
began  with  the  term — "  Necessary  to 
vindicate  Her  Majesty's  authority;" 
they  went  through  the  stage — "If  the 
Boers  will  desist  from  armed  opposi- 
tion ;  "  then  came  the  very  serious  cneck 
at  Majuba,  and  thereupon  they  made 
peace  with  Joubert,  whose  declaration 
that  the  Boers  "  will  negotiate,  but  not 
submit  or  cease  opposition,"  the  Oovem- 
ment  received  on  the  4th  of  Mardi.  To 
make  peace  with  suoh  a  leader,  at  audi 
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a  time,  was  hardly  to  yindioate  Her 
Majesty's  authority.  Why  had  not  the 
OoYemment  the  courage  to  follow  the 
advioe  of  Sir  Evelyn  Wood,  who  knew 
these  Boers  well.    He  wrote — 

"The  happiest  result  will  be  that  after  acce- 
lerating Buccessfal  action,  which  I  hope  to  fight 
in  about  14  days,  the  Boers  should  disperse 
without  any  g^uarantee,  and  then  many  now 
nndoubtedly  coerced  will  readily  settle  down.'* 

The  hon.  Member  for  Gamarvonshire 
asked  what  altemative  policy  we  would 
have  advised  ?  Well,  in  the  first  place, 
a  firm  adherence  to  our  policy  would 
have  prevented  this  scrape ;  but  still  he 
did  not  hesitate  to  say  that  in  the  cir- 
cumstances he  would  have  re-established 
the  Queen's  authority  and  Government 
in  the  Transvaal.  If  blood  was  shed  in 
doing  so,  which,  however,  might  not 
have  been  the  case  had  we  maintained 
a  firm  front,  much  as  such  bloodshed 
was  to  be  regretted,  he  believed  it  would 
be  less  than  might  ultimately  have  to  be 
incurred  through  this  change  of  policy. 
He  would,  as  soon  as  it  was  possible, 
have  gpiven  large  local  powers  to  the  in- 
habitants of  the  Transvaal,  when  they 
had  settled  down  and  shown  themselves 
competent  to  exercise  such  powers.  In 
what  position  did  we  now  stand  ?  We 
had  broken  through  obligations  solemnly 
entered  into  by  the  late  Government,  aod 
renewed  and  confirmed  by  the  present 
Government.  Could  it  be  contended 
that  the  Government  had  substantially 
protected  those  to  whom  we  were  under 
obligations  ?  Could  it  be  contended  that 
they  were  in  as  secure  a  position  as  that 
which  we  practically  guaranteed  to 
them  ?  The  answer  must  be  in  the  ne- 
gative. The  Instructions  given  to  the 
Boyal  Commissioners  were,  he  admitted, 
wide  in  terms  and  well  framed  ;  but  then 
the  decision  of  the  Commissioners  and 
the  terms  they  made  were  not  final,  but 
had  to  be  submitted  to  the  Yolksraad. 
We  were  labouring  under  the  disadvan- 
tage of  not  knowing  what  those  terms 
would  be;  and  he  (Sir  Henry  Holland), 
for  this  reason,  was  one  of  those  who  de- 
aired  to  see  the  debate  put  off  until  the 
Commissioners  had  reported.  But,  in 
the  first  place,  unless  all  had  been  con- 
ceded to  the  Boers  which  they  desired, 
would  these  terms  be  accepted,  or,  if 
accepted,  would  they  be  observed  ?  He 
woald  refer  upon  this  point  to  a  very 
ominous  passage  in  a  despatch  of  Sir 
Erdyn  Wood  of  March  28,   1881— a 


passage,  he  might  observe,  which  did 
not  appear  in  the  despatch  as  originally 
given  in  the  Blue  Book,  but  which  was 
subsequently  presented  to  Parliament 
at  his  request.  Sir  Evelyn  Wood  writes 
that  Mr.  Joubert — 

"  GkiTe  me  to  understand  that  the  question  of 
peace  or  war  ^as  very  much  in  the  hands  of 
those  who  had  taken  up  arms  under  his  leader- 
ship ;  and  I  am  inclin^  to  believe  that  these 
men,  who,  it  must  be  remembered,  have  never 
sustained  defeat,  may  at  any  future  time  make 
their  voices  heard  in  the  event  of  the  Royal 
Commission  giving  any  decisions  which  may  be 
unpalatable  to  them,  or  which  may  fall  ciiort 
of  what  they  expect." 

And,  in  the  second  place,  assuming  that 
the  Commissioners  in  terms  protected 
the  three  classes  of  persons  to  whom  we 
were  bound,  as  the  Prime  Minister  had 
admitted,  to  give  protection ;  and  as- 
suming that  the  Volksraad  accepted 
those  terms,  who  was  to  guarantee,  and 
how  were  we  to  secure  the  performance 
of  them,  and  who  was  to  punish  for  a 
breach  of  them?  That  question  was 
one  of  the  gravest  importance,  and  must 
be  faced.  The  Boers,  if  we  looked  back 
to  their  history,  could  not  be  safely 
trusted.  They  broke  the  Sand  Biver 
Convention,  and  it  was  to  be  feared 
that  they  would — not,  perhaps,  in  the 
first  or  second  year,  but  within  no  great 
length  of  time — again  begin  to  harass, 
perhaps  enslave,  the  Natives.  In  such 
case,  what  protection  would  the  Natives 
have  ?  What  would  the  Boer  Govern- 
ment care  for  the  remonstrances  of  the 
British  Kesident  unless  those  remon- 
strances were  backed  up  by  Imperial 
Forces  and  Imperial  power  ?  He  begged 
the  House  to  look  at  the  position  of 
those  settlers  and  Natives  who  had 
loyally  assisted  us,  or  tendered  their  as- 
sistance to  us,  during  the  recent  troubles, 
and  of  all  those  who  had  gladly  hailed 
our  protection.  In  lieu  of  a  powerful 
and  friendly  Government,  they  would 
be  under  a  Government  hostile  to  them 
and  overbearing ;  in  lieu  of  a  Governor 
appointed  by  Her  Majesty,  they  would 
have  a  British  Eesident  with  no  power  ; 
in  lieu  of  Imperial  protection,  they  would 
have  the  remonstrances  of  the  British 
Resident ;  and  in  lieu  of  Imperial  obli- 
gations, they  would  have  the  promises  of 
the  Boer  Government.  This  policy  had 
been  called  "generous"  and  **just; " 
but  by  whom ?  He  (Sir  Henry  Holland) 
could  understand  why  it  should  be  called 
generous  by  Badioal  Members  and  their 
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oonstituents.  Their  lives  were  not  en- 
dangered, their  property  was  not  ren- 
dered insecure,  their  commercial  rela- 
tions were  not  affected  by  a  change  of 
policy,  of  which  they  approved  as  coin- 
ciding with  their  views.  He  could 
understand  why  it  should  be  called 
generous  by  the  Boer  leaders,  and  it 
had  been  so  characterized  by  them  in  a 
despatch  or  Memorial.  They  had  gained 
power,  office,  and  the  emoluments  of 
power  and  office,  which  they  would 
have  failed  to  gain  under  British  rule, 
and  they  had  been  successful  in  their 
rebellion.  He  could  understand  why 
President  Brand — who,  he  must  remark 
in  passing,  had  taken  a  most  kind  and 
judicious  part  in  these  proceedings — 
should  call  this  policy  generous,  be- 
cause he  naturally  woidd  prefer  to  see 
a  Dutch  Republic,  rather  than  a  strong 
British  Government,  on  the  borders  of 
the  State  over  which  he  so  ably  pre- 
sided. But  what  was  this  policy  called 
by  those  to  whose  opinions  we  were 
chiefly  bound  to  look  ;  by  those  to  whom 
we  had  contracted  solemn  obligations ; 
by  those  to  whom,  to  use  the  Prime 
Minister's  words,  which  he  (Sir  Henry 
Holland)  had  already  cited,  we  have 
done  a  "  fresh,  distinct,  and  separate 
wrong  by  a  disregard  of  the  obligations 
which  the  annexation  entailed."  They 
said  they  had  been  **  wilfully  and  deli- 
berately abandoned,  cruelly  deceived 
and  betrayed  ;  "  and,  allowing  for  some 
not  unnatural  exaggeration,  he  could  not 
but  think  that  these  words  very  fairly 
described  the  position  of  these  people. 
He  did  not  regret  the  loss  of  the  Trans- 
vaal. The  responsibilities  of  this  coun- 
try were  sufficiently  grave  without  any 
further  extension ;  but  he  did  regret 
that  the  Government  had  yielded  to 
pressure,  and  given  a  premium  to  suc- 
cessful rebellion.  He  agreed  with  the 
very  pregnant  words  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Ripon  (Mr. 
Goschen),  when  speaking  a  few  days 
ago  of  the  Irish  Land  Bill— *at  is  a 
dangerous  thing  in  the  history  of  a 
country  when  agitation  is  successful ;  " 
and  he  ventured  to  think  that  it  was 
still  more  dangerous  when  armed  revolt 
was  successful.  He  did  regret  the  loss 
this  country  had  sustained  in  her  cha- 
racter for  honourable  observance  of  ob- 
ligations, for  ready  protection  of  friends 
and  of  the  weak,  for  ready  protection  of 
those  who  had  been  brought  under  our 
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power,  and  especially  when  so  brought 
by  our  own  action.  The  Prime  Minister 
a  few  weeks  ago,  in  eloquent  lang^aage 
of  which  he  was  so  great  a  master,  de- 
nounced the  late  Government  for  the 
Anglo-Turkish  Treaty  and  the  occupa- 
tion of  Cyprus ;  and  he  said  it  would  be 
the  duty  of  himself  and  his  Colleagues 
to  restore  the  character  of  this  country 
for  disinterested  conduct  in  European 
affairs.  If  he  (Sir  Henry  Holland)  had 
one- tenth  part  of  the  eloquence  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  he  would  employ 
it  in  exhorting  him  and  his  Colleagues 
to  endeavour  to  restore  the  character  of 
this  country  for  strict  observance  of  ob- 
ligations, for  justice  and  humanity,  for 
readiness  to  protect,  through  good  re- 
port and  bad  report,  through  good  days 
and  bad  days,  those  who  had  come 
under  Her  Majesty's  authority,  and  who 
had  a  right  to  look  for  such  protection. 
He  would  exhort  the  House  to  disap- 
prove of  a  policy  which  had  been  waver- 
ing and  uncertain,  and  by  that  very  un- 
certainty had  led  to  the  loss  of  many 
brave  officers  and  men ;  a  policy  which 
had  yielded  to  the  pressure  of  a  success- 
ful rebellion,  and  failed  to  vindicate  Her 
Majesty's  authority ;  which  had  led  us 
to  break  obligations  solemnly  entered 
into,  while  incurring  new  engagements 
which  we  might  soon  be  called  upon  to 
perform,  and  which  we  must  then  either 
again  recede  from,  or  perform  only  by 
again  pouring  troops  into  the  Trans- 
vaal, by  further  bloodshed,  and  by  a 
repetition  of  those  sad  and  terrible 
scenes  which  a  firm  policy  would  have 
prevented.  There  must  be  a  large 
majority  against  us  this  night;  but 
hon.  Members  on  this  side  of  the  House 
were  content  to  have  entered  a  strong 
protest  against  the  policy  of  the  Gk>vern- 
ment,  a  protest  in  which  he  believed  a 
large  number  of  Her  Majesty's  loyal 
subjects,  not  only  in  this  country,  but 
in  the  Colonies,  would  heartily  concur. 

Mb.  CHAMBERLAIN  said,  he  was 
certainly  not  disposed  to  under-estimate 
the  importance  of  the  considerations 
which  had  just  been  brought  before  the 
House  by  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member 
for  Midhurst  (Sir  Henry  Holland),  who 
was  probably  as  well  qualified  as  any- 
one in  the  House  to  speak  with  authority 
on  the  subject.  He  (Mr.  Chamberlain) 
was  ready  to  admit  that  the  question 
was  one  environed  bv  difficulties  on 
every  side,  and  that  the  coarse  which 
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the  Gk>y6mment  had  pursued  might  not 
be  followed  immediately  by  an  entirely 
Batisfactory  conclusion  of  the  difficulties 
which  they  had  encountered.  He  was 
aware,  also,  that  it  was  quite  conceiv-- 
able  that  the  Government  might  have 
further  complications  to  face.  But  he 
wished  to  point  out  that  it  followed 
from  what  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member 
for  Midhurst  had  said,  and  also  from 
what  had  been  said  by  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  the  Member  for  East  Glouces- 
shire  rSir  Michael  Hicks- Beach),  that, 
in  their  opinion,  the  only  satisfeu^tory 
alternative  to  the  policy  of  the  Govern- 
ment would  be  the  policy  of  persisting 
in  the  annexation  of  the  Transvaal,  and 
by  this  country  continuing  to  maintain 
the  entire  control  over  the  institutions 
of  that  country.  But  he  (Mr.  Chamber- 
lain) doubted  if  it  would  have  been  pos- 
sible to  have  maintained  that  control, 
and,  at  the  same  time,  to  have  given  free 
representative  local  institutions.  They 
must,  therefore,  have  maintained  a  prac- 
tically despotic  Government,  and  they 
must  have  been  prepared  to  keep  a  large 
force  constantly  in  South  Africa.  Here 
was  the  plain  issue  for  the  House. 
Were  they  willing  that  the  annexa- 
tion of  the  Transvaal  should  be  per- 
manent? He  was  not  going  to  dwell 
upon  the  difficulties  of  such  a  course. 
He  did  not  doubt  that  Sir  Evelyn  Wood, 
with  the  large  force  placed  at  his  dis- 
posal by  the  Government,  could  have, 
if  80  minded,  overrun  the  Transvaal  and 
re-conquered  the  country.  His  diffi- 
culties, however,  would  not  have  ended 
there.      He  would  have  had  to  face, 

Srobably,  tlie  opposition  of  the  Free 
tate ;  and  the  Government  would  have 
been  confronted  with  the  agitation  among 
the  Dutch  Colonists  of  the  Cape.  But  the 
enterprize  would  have  been  absolutely 
Quixotic.  They  would  have  had  per- 
manently to  maintain  a  large  army  on 
a  European  scale.  They  would  have 
had  to  risk  the  best  interests  of  South 
Africa,  and  face  an  insurrection  at  any 
moment,  when  any  considerable  portion 
of  our  troops  were  removed,  and  they 
would  have  done  all  this  for  the  purpose 
of  maintaining  the  supremacy  of  the 
Crown  over  a  population  of  only  40,000 
White  inhabitants,  who  were  apparently 
00  poor  that  the  utmost  revenue  that 
this  country  could  expect  from  them 
would  not  exceed  £100,000  per  annum. 
But  these  were  not  the  main  reasons 


why,  as  he  submitted,  it  was  impossible 
for  them  to  maintain  the  annexation  of 
the  Transvaal.  He  thought  that  course 
was  impossible  for  any  Government 
caring  for  the  honour,  as  well  as  the 
interests,  of  this  country.  It  was  con- 
trary to  their  Treaty  enga&;ements ;  it 
was  contrary  to  the  best  traditions  of  a 
free  country.  ["No!"]  He  should 
convince  the  hon.  Member  who  said 
"  No  "  of  the  accuracy  of  what  he  said. 
Mention  had  been  made,  in  the  Motion 
of  the  right  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  Michael 
Hicks-Beach),  of  the  obligations  which 
they  had  contracted  towards  the  loyal 
inhabitants.  He  admitted  those  obliga- 
tions, and  that  they  ought  to  be  re- 
spected. But  this  country  was  under 
stronger  obligations  of  longer  stand- 
ing and  more  binding  to  the  Boers. 
By  the  Sand  Biver  Convention  they 
bound  themselves  to  the  Boers  to  guaran- 
tee to  them  their  independence,  and  not 
to  make  any  encroachment  on  the  lands 
West  of  the  Yaal.  It  was  impossible 
for  any  self-respecting  Government  to 
ignore  those  undertakings,  unless  with 
the  consent  of  the  Boers  themselves. 
And  this  was  the  position  taken  by  the 
late  Government  at  the  time  of  the  an- 
nexation. When  placing  the  matter 
before  the  House  of  Lords,  Lord  Car- 
narvon said  that  the  large  majority  of 
the  population  was  in  favour  of  the  an- 
nexation, and  that  if  it  were  not  so  he 
had  no  desire  to  take  over  an  unwilling 

fopulation.  This  was  the  spirit  of  the 
nstructions  given  to  Sir  Theophilus 
Shepstone;  it  was  the  condition,  the 
ground  of  the  annexation.  It  was  upon 
the  assumption  that  the  majority  of  the 
Boers  were  in  favour  of  annexation  that 
Parliament  consented  to  it  in  1877.  If 
they  found  out  subsequently  that  the 
wishes  and  sentiments  of  the  Boers  were 
entirely  misunderstood — that  they  had 
gained  the  Transvaal  on  false  pretences 
— they  were  bound  in  honour  to  with- 
draw' from  the  position  which  they  had 
unwittingly  and  wrongly  taken  up.  He 
could  not  understand  how  those  who 
talked  so  glibly  of  the  honour  of  this 
country  could  fail  to  see  that  the  greatest 
shame  and  humiliation  would  be  in 
maintaining  a  high-handed  breach  of 
faith,  and  destroying  the  independence 
of  a  people  which  they  had  solemnly 
engaged  to  respect.  Tho  moment  the 
Government  became  aware  of  this  feel- 
ing they  adopted  the  conclusion  to  which 
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he  had  referred.  Ji  was  said  they  ought 
to  have  come  to  this  decision  before.  He 
should  meet  that  charge,  though  it  was 
not  contained  in  the  Resolution.  There 
were  two  possible  occasions  on  which 
they  might  have  consented  to  withdraw. 
The  first  and  most  critical  occasion ,  no 
doubt,  was  when  the  Government  took 
Office.  The  question  at  that  time  was 
not  an  easy  one  to  decide.  Although 
they  were  then  all  of  opinion  that  the 
original  act  of  annexation  was  a  mistake, 
the  objections  to  the  reversal  of  this 
policy  were  very  serious  indeed.  There 
was,  of  course,  in  the  first  place,  the 
possibility  that  upon  their  leaving  the 
Transvaal  the  territory  might  become 
the  scene  of  civil  war.  There  were  the 
obligations  to  which  the  Hesolution 
referred,  and  which  they  were  bound 
to  respect.  They  had  also  the  opi- 
nion of  Sir  Bartle  Frere,  that  the  pro- 
ject of  Confederation,  which  he  believed 
ne  was  about  to  carry  to  a  successful 
issue,  would  be  entirely  frustrated  if 
they  announced  their  intention  to  with- 
draw from  the  territory.  These  being 
the  difficulties,  it  was  perfectly  clear 
that  no  Government  could  have  success- 
fully defended  its  policy  on  encounter- 
ing these  risks  unless  it  had  positive 
evidence  that  the  occupation  of  the 
Transvaal  was  contrary  to  the  wishes  of 
the  population.  They  had  no  such  evi- 
dence. On  the  contrary,  they  had  posi- 
tive assurances  that  the  country  was 
rapidly  settling  down.  They  had  before 
then,  it  was  true,  an  early  statement  from 
Sir  Garnet  Wolseley ,  dated  October,  1879, 
that  he  had  come  to  the  conclusion  that 
the  obj  ections  of  the  Boers  were  much  more 
serious  than  was  imagined ;  but  later  he 
was  re-assured,  and  they  received  a  tele- 
gram from  him  on  April  4,  1880,  in 
most  re-assuriug  terms,  which  was  con- 
firmed and  expanded  in  a  despatch  dated 
April  10,  in  which  he  stated  his  convic- 
tion that  the  announcement  of  the  irre- 
vocability of  the  annexation  would. pro- 
duce a  cessation  of  the  agitation.  This  was 
also  the  opinion  of  Sir  Bartle  Frere  at  the 
time,  and  it  was  subsequently  confirmed 
by  fuller  accounts  from  Sir  Owen  Lanyon 
and  Sir  George  Colley.  Sir  George  Colley 
made  a  tour  of  the  Transvaal,  and  was 
so  satisfied  with  what  he  saw,  and  by 
the  reports  from  the  officials  in  the  terri- 
tory, that  he  actually  proposed  a  reduc- 
tion of  the  garrison  by  one  regiment. 
There    was    other    collateral    evidence 
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which  appeared  to  confirm  these  state- 
ments of  our  officials.  The  taxes  were 
being  paid,  and  the  military  com- 
manders were,  as  he  had  said,  of  opi- 
nion that  they  could  do  with  smaller 
forces ;  and,  as  had  been  pointed  out, 
by,  he  thought,  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  East  Gloucestershire  (Sir  Michael 
Hicks-Beach),  several  of  the  most  im- 
portant Boer  leaders  had  already  ac- 
cepted office  under  the  British  Gt>Yem- 
ment.  Well,  those  were  the  statements, 
and  the  only  statements,  in  their  posses- 
sion at  the  time  when  they  had  to  come  to 
a  conclusion ;  and  they  came  to  the  conclu- 
sion that  those  statements,  at  all  events, 
did  not  justify  them  in  encountering  the 
alternative  risks  of  withdrawing  from  the 
annexation.  It  was  very  easy  indeed 
for  anybody  to  be  wise  after  the  event. 
They  knew  better  now ;  but  he  did  say, 
looking  back  to  that  time,  that  it  would 
have  been  exceedingly  difficult  for  them 
to  have  attempted  to  withdraw  with  the 
information  in  their  possession.  The 
theory  had  been  started  that  all  would 
have  been  well  in  the  Transvaal  but  for 
political  agitation  in  this  country,  espe- 
cially but  for  the  speeches  of  his  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Prime  Minister  in  Mid 
Lothian  and  of  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department,  he  supposed  in  that  House, 
because  he  did  not  recollect  that  he 
made  speeches  in  the  country  on  the  sub- 
ject about  the  same  period.  It  was  a  veiy 
convenient  theory  for  right  hon.  and 
hon. Gentlemen  opposite ;  but  it  appeared 
to  be  entirely  at  variance  with  the  facts, 
because  the  favourable  opinion  of  the 
officials  in  the  Transvaal  as  to  its  condi- 
tions continued,  and  continued  with  in- 
creasing emphasis  long  after  the  speeches 
in  Mid  Lothian  made  by  his  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Prime  Minister,  and  by  his 
hon.  Friend  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  Home  Afi'airs,  and  down  to  within 
a  week  of  the  outbreak.  They  now  knew 
these  opinions  were  based  on  a  mis- 
apprehension of  the  facts ;  but  there  was 
not  the  least  reason  to  suppose  that 
they  were  more  accurate  at  one  time 
than  another.  There  was  not  now,  he 
believed,  the  slightest  doubt  that  there 
never  was  a  time  since  annexation  when 
the  vast  majority  of  the  Boer  population 
had  not  been  entirely  opposed  to  it. 
There  was  a  second  occasion  when  it 
had  been  suggested  the  Government 
might  have  withdrawn  from  the  anneza- 
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tion,  and  that  was  tbe  time  when,  on 
the  i29th  of  December,  the  proposal  was 
made  by  Mr.  Merriman  and  others  at 
the  Gape  that  Chief  Justice  De  ViUiers 
ahould  be  appointed  to  report  on  the 
state  of  the  Transvaal.  The  right  hon. 
Baronet  the  Member  for  East  Gloucester- 
ahire  siud — Why  was  it  inopportune  to 
aooept  the  suggestion  on  the  29th  of  De- 
cember when  it  was  opportune  to  send  a 
Commission  after  you  had  suffered  defeat  ? 
The  insinuation  of  the  right  hon.  fiaronet 
was  that  it  was  the  three  defeats  which 
caused  a  change  of  policy  and  made  it 
opportune.  On  January  26  it  was  op- 
portune, and  on  December  29  it  was  not. 
Well,  it  might  have  been  expected  that 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  would  have  seen 
that  there  was  a  considerable  difference 
between  the  two  proposals.  He  blamed 
the  Government  both  for  what  they  had 
not  done  and  what  they  had  done^%-for 
agreeing  to  appoint  a  Commission  which 
was  asked  for  by  the  Boers  themselves, 
and  which  was  to  be  appointed  in  order 
to  consider  and  settle  the  terms  of  peace, 
and  he  blamed  them  also  for  not  ap- 

S minting  a  Commission  on  the  29th  of 
ecember,  at  the  instance  of  the  Cape 
Oolonists,  who  were  not  directly  con- 
cerned in  the  question,  and  which  was 
only  to  inquire  and  report,  with  no  as- 
surance that  its  propositions  would  be 
aoeeptable  to,  or  would  be  welcomed  by, 
the  Boers.  To  justify  the  opinion  that 
it  was  inopportune  to  send  a  Commission 
on  the  29th  of  December  it  was  only 
necessary  to  consider  the  condition  of 
affairs  at  that  time.  Information  had 
been  received  that  the  detachment  of 
the  94th  Begiment  had  been  cut  off; 
there  were  allegations  of  treachery  which 
subsequent  inquiry  had  shown  to  be 
utterly  devoid  of  foundation;  but  the 
allegation  had  to  be  considered  without 
the  means  of  ascertaining  how  far  it  was 
accurate;  British  garrisons  were  being 
besieged  and  attacked ;  our  troops 
were  coping  with  an  insurrection  in 
which  they  were  outnumbered ;  the  de- 
mands of  the  Boers  at  the  time,  so  far 
as  the  GK)vemment  were  acquainted 
with  them,  were  unreasonable ;  and 
there  was  no  reason  to  believe  that,  if 
we  had  offered  such  terms  as  we  subse- 
quently conceded,  they  would  have  been 
accepted.  On  the  contrary,  we  knew 
that,  since  the  acceptance  of  those  terms, 
the  younger  and  higher  spirited  men 
•mong  the  Boers  had  complained  bit- 


terly of  the  humiliation  to  which  they 
had  been  subjected  in  accepting  terms 
which  they  said  we  had  imposed  upon 
them,  and  they  accused  Joubert  of  hav- 
ing betrayed  them.  He  now  went  back 
to  the  time  of  the  outbreak,  when  the 
Government  had  to  consider  what  was 
to  be  done,  and  when  they  advised  Her 
Majesty  to  state  in  the  Speech  from 
the  Throne  that  she  had  taken  mili- 
tary measures  to  insure  the  prompt 
vindication  of  her  authority.  It  was 
said  that  their  subsequent  action  had 
been  inconsistent  with  this  statement, 
and  that  they  had  not  vindicated  the 
authority  of  the  Crown.  It  appeared 
to  him  Uiat  the  right  hon.  Baronet  put 
much  too  limited  an  interpretation  on 
those  words.  He  admitted  that  the  view 
that  the  right  hon.  Baronet  took  of  the 
vindication  of  authority  was  consistent 
with  a  legitimate  interpretation  of  the 
words  ;  it  was  one  interpretation  of  the 
words;  but  he  appeared  to  think  that 
there  could  be  no  other  vindication  of 
authority  than  a  bloody  victory  followed 
by  the  resumption  of  the  Crown  control 
over  the  territory.  Although  he  shared 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  disinclination 
to  confess  when  he  was  wrong,  he  would 
make  a  confession,  and  would  say  that, 
at  the  time  when  those  words  were  in- 
serted in  the  Queen's  Speech,  if  he  had 
been  asked  what  he  expected  to  be  the 
result  of  our  action,  he  should  have  as- 
sumed it  to  be  probable  that  when  Sir 
George  Colley  received  the  reinforce- 
ments he  would  have  attacked  the  Boers 
and  dispersed  them,  and  immediately 
afterwards  we  should  have  sought  the 
first  opportunity  to  withdraw  from  the 
Transvaal,  into  which  we  ought  never  to 
have  entered,  offering  the  Boers  the 
terms  we  subsequently  conceded.  The 
importance  of  the  three  defeats  had  been 
exaggerated.  Although  it  was  deplor- 
able to  lose  valuable  lives,  yet  to  a 
country  such  as  this,  with  its  population 
of  35,000,000,  and  its  enormous  resources, 
the  defeat  of  a  few  hundred  troops  by 
greatly  superior  forces  could  not  be 
treated  as  a  matter  of  national  import- 
ance, demandlDg  necessarily  the  fur- 
ther sacrifice  of  valuable  life.  He 
should  not  have  expected  that  the  Boers 
after  their  victories,  which  naturally 
raised  thoir  military  spirit,  would  have 
consented  to  accept  the  terms  which  we 
were  willing  to  concede  to  them.  But 
surely  the  use  of  the  words — **  The  vin. 
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dioation  of  the  antbority  of  the  Crown," 
could  not  be  held  to  preclude  us  from 
offering  and  accepting  a  satisfactory 
peaceable  settlement  ?  Surely  it  was  not  a 
condition  of  our  accepting  terms,  in  them- 
selves satisfactory,  that  we  should  have 
previously  won  a  victory  over  the  Boers 
and  destroyed  their  power.  Assuming 
the  terms  to  be  just  and  reasonable  in 
themselves,  which  he  knew  was  a  matter 
of  controversy  with  right  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite,  considering  that  they  were  the 
result  of  overtures  which  came  from  the 
Boers  and  were  not  made  by  us,  that 
they  were  our  terms  and  not  theirs,  that 
they  were  imposed  in  the  face  of  an  over- 
whelming military  force,  at  a  time  when 
Sir  Evelyn  Wood  said  that  he  could, 
humanly  speaking,  promise  a  victory  if 
he  made  an  attack,  and  that  these  terms 
included  the  dispersal  of  the  Boers,  he 
should  have  thought  that  they  consti- 
tuted a  vindication  of  the  authority  of 
the  Queen  which  was  not  at  all  less  com- 
plete because  unaccompanied  by  a  further 
effusion  of  blood.  It  was  to  be  remem- 
bered that  the  Boers  put  forth  originally 
demands  very  different  from  the  terms 
they  accepted,  and  that  they  withdrew 
those  demands.  They  agreed  to  dis- 
perse, they  accepted  a  Boyal  Commission 
entirely  nominated  by  the  Crown,  and 
they  permitted  the*  resumption  of  the 
English  civil  administration  of  the  Trans- 
vaal. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  thought 
that  resumption  was  imaginary,  and  that 
that  was  shown,  as  he  said,  by  the  troops 
sent  to  replace  the  garrison  at  Potchef- 
stroom  accepting  what  he  called  the 
escort  of  a  Boer  leader.  This  was  most 
amazing.  Did  he  believe  that  a  con- 
siderable body  of  British  troops  required 
to  be  protected  by  one  man?  Ix  was 
evident  on  the  face  of  the  fact  that  what 
occurred  was  this.  We  were  determined 
to  replace  the  garrison ;  we  told  the  Boer 
leaders  that,  in  order  to  do  so,  we  would 
overcome  any  opposition ;  the  Boer 
leaders  protested  their  good  faith  ;  they 
said  no  opposition  would  be  offered,  and, 
as  a  guarantee  of  this,  they  furnished 
one  of  their  leaders  as  a  hostage  rather 
than  an  escort  to  accompany  our  troops ; 
and  in  the  result  their  good  faith  was 
vindicated.  It  was  said  that  the  policy 
of  the  Government  had  been  changed  by 
defeats,  and  that  the  tone  of  the  nego- 
tiations was  altered  by  them.  That 
proposition  he  denied  entirely ;  he  sub- 
mitted that  there  was  not  the  slightest 
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variation  from  first  to  last  in  the  terms 
the  Government  were  willing  to  con- 
cede. As  time  went  on  they  assumed 
a  different  shape  in  some  of  the  de- 
tails ;  but  they  never  varied  in  prin- 
ciple. The  dispersal  of  the  Boers  and 
the  desistance  from  armed  opposition  was 
to  be  found  in  them  from  first  to  last. 
On  the  10th  of  January  these  negotia- 
tions commenced  by  a  reply  to  a  telegram 
from  Mr.  Brand,  in  which  the  Gbvem- 
ment  said,  provided  the  Boers  would 
disperse  and  desist  from  armed  oppo- 
sition to  the  Queen's  authority  they 
would  not  despair  of  making  satisfactory 
arrangements.  On  the  1 2th  Mr.  Brand 
suggested  that  Mr.  De  Yilliers  should  be 
appointed  as  Commisisioner  to  settle 
terms  of  peace  with  the  Boers.  On  the 
14th  the  Government  replied  that  if  the 
Boers  would  desist  from  armed  oppo- 
sition they  would  consider  whether  a 
settlement  could  not  be  brought  about 
by  the  appointment  of  a  Special  Com- 
missioner. On  the  26th  Mr.  Brand  asked 
whether  it  was  not  possible  to  offer  terms 
and  conditions  taking  up  the  words  of 
the  Government — **  Provided  the  Boers 
cease  from  armed  opposition."  The 
Government  replied  that  immediately 
opposition  ceased  they  would  endeavour 
to  frame  such  a  scheme  as  would,  in 
their  belief,  satisfy  all  enlightened 
friends  of  the  Transvaal.  AU  these 
telegrams  were  previous  to  the  disasters 
of  £aing's  Nek,  Ingogo,  and  Majuba 
Hill.  It  was  said  that  they  were  vagpie 
and  indefinite ;  but  they  were  not  so 
considered  by  those  to  whom  they  were 
addressed.  On  the  29th  Mr.  Brand  said 
that  he  was  very  pleased  to  receive  such 
an  answer,  and  all  he  desired  was  that 
it  should  be  immediately  made  known 
to  the  Boers.  The  refid  question  was 
not  whether  our  policy  was  changed 
in  consequence  of  the  defeats,  but  whe- 
ther it  ought  to  have  been  changed  in 
consequence  of  the  defeats — whether,  in 
consequence  of  our  defeats,  we  should 
have  withdrawn  the  offers  we  had  made 
previously  in  order  to  have  substituted 
terms  more  unfavourable  to  the  Boers  ? 
The  right  hon.  Baronet  referred,  but 
not  with  his  usual  candour,  to  the  de- 
spatch of  Sir  Evelyn  Wood,  dated  the 
(5th  of  March,  in  which  he  said  he  an* 
ticipated  the  happiest  results  from  fight- 
ing a  successful  battle;  he  evidently 
approved  of  that  suggestion,  and  desired 
it  shoidd  have  been  adopted;  but  he 
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did  not  go  on  to  quote  the  subsequent 
despatch  of  the  8th  of  March  in  the 
same  Blue  Book,  in  which  Sir  Evelyn 
Wood  stated  that ''  bj  happiest  results  " 
all  he  meant  was  that  he  thought  a 
fire  had  been  kindled  it  would  be  diffi- 
cult to  exting^sh,  and  if  he  gained  a 
Tiotory  over  the  Boers  they  would  be 
inore  easily  dealt  with.  In  effect,  what 
Bir  Evelyn  Wood  said  was  this: — ^At 
that  time,  flushed  as  they  were  with 
Tiotory,  he  did  not  think  the  Boers 
would  accept  the  terms  he  knew  that 
we  were  prepared  to  concede,  and  he 
suggested  a  victory  with  this  ''  happiest 
zeeults"  in  order  that  we  might  by 
Tiotory  impose  upon  the  Boers  those 
terms  which  the  Government  could  hardly 
expect  they  would  accept  without  a  vie- 
to^.  Sir  Evelyn  Wood  himself,  on  the 
4th  of  March,  the  day  succeeding  the  date 
of  his  despatch,  acting  on  his  own  dis> 
oretion,  concluded,  to  his  own  great 
credit,  an  armistice  with  the  Boers. 

Sib  HENRY  HOLLAND :  Sir  Evelyn 
Wood's  despatch,  to  which  I  referred, 
is  a  different  one  from  that. 

Mb.  CHAMBERLAIN  said,  he  was 
not  referring  to  anything  said  by  the 
hon.  Baronet,  but  to  a  statement  made 
by  the  right  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  Michael 
Hioks-Beach).  What  he  had  to  say  on 
behalf  of  the  Gk)vemment  with  respect 
to  that  matter  was  this — that,  in  their 
opinion,  a  great  nation  could  afford  to 
be  generous.  In  old  times,  when  duel- 
ling was  common,  it  did  not  unfre- 
quently  happen  that  a  man  who  had, 
as  it  was  saia,  given  his  proofs,  refused 
to  go  out  on  insufficient  grounds  because 
his  character  for  bravery  and  skill  did 
not  require  any  further  proof.  In  the 
same  way,  the  right  hon.  Baronet  had 
taken  too  low  a  view  of  the  reputation 
of  the  oountry  when  he  thought  it  needed 
to  be  sustained  by  pursuing  the  war  to 
the  bitter  end.  They  had,  as  a  nation, 
too  often  proved  their  courage  and  tena- 
city of  purpose  for  anyone  not  blinded 
by  Party  prejudice  to  think  that  their 
reputation  must  be  be  made  good  in 
such  a  fashion  as  that.  They  had  the 
power  in  their  hands,  but  they  had  not 
the  will  to  use  it.  The  strength  of  the 
giant  was  there,  but  it  would  nave  been 
tyrannous  to  employ  it.  If  they  had 
not  so  employed  it,  it  was  because  they 
were  not  satisfied  with  the  justice  of 
their  cause — because  they  did  not  think 
there  was  any  end  to  be  served  commen- 
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surate  with  the  sacrifices  they  would  im- 
pose upon  themselves  and  others ;  and 
because  they  had  learned  to  reoog^nize 
in  their  opponents  qualities  which  were 
worthy  of  a  free  people;  and,  lastly, 
because  they  consiaerea  that  aU  reason- 
able demands  were  satisfied,  and  that 
peace  gave  to  this  oountry  everything 
that  victory  would  have  enabled  them 
to  secure.  He  would  briefly  refer  to  the 
terms  which  had  been  arrived  at.  The 
right  hon.  Baronet  complained  that  he 
was  at  a  considerable  disadvantage  in 
dealing  with  the  question,  inasmuch  as 
he  had  not  before  him  the  details  of  the 
final  settlement.  Well,  that  was  a  dis- 
advantage which  they  shared  with  the 
right  hon.  Baronet.  The  negotiations 
were  still  incomplete,  and  they  had  to 
be  approved  of  by  the  Government  and 
by  the  Yolksraad.  But  he  was  confident 
that  when  the  result  of  the  deliberationB 
became  known  it  would  be  on  the  whole 
and  in  the  main  satisfactory  to  the  people 
of  the  country,  and  that  it  would  oe 
found  that  full  consideration  had  been 

§' ven  to  the  points  which  the  right  hon. 
aronet  raised  in  his  Resolution.  The 
House  had  before  it  the  preliminary 
conditions  of  peace  and  all  of  the  In- 
structions sent  by  Lord  Kimberley  to 
Sir  Hercules  Robinson,  and  these  were 
sufficient  to  enable  them  to  discuss  the 
question.  The  right  hon.  Baronet  con- 
demned those  arrangements,  root  and 
branch,  and  in  doing  so  was  a  little  in- 
consistent in  himself,  for  there  was  no- 
thing in  them  which  was  not  covered 
by  the  promises  made  to  the  Boers  by 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  when  he  was  in 
Office.  On  the  20th  of  November,  1 879, 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  wrote  a  despatch 
in  which  he  said  that  the  Transvaal 
might  receive  a  Constitution  which  would 
confer  upon  the  people,  under  the  per- 
manent authority  of  the  British  Grown, 
the  fullest  independence  and  freedom 
of  self-government,  according  to  their 
own  views,  in  all  matters  except  those 
as  to  which  an  independent  Power,  un- 
less hostile,  would  be  compelled  to  co- 
operate with  its  neighbours.  But  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  stated  that  he  had 
been  informed  by  those  in  whom  he 
had  the  fullest  confidence  that  the  best 
form  of  government  for  the  Transvaal 
was  that  of  a  Crown  Colony.  Well, 
was  that  the  opinion  of  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  when  ne  wrote  that  despatch  ? 
He  did  not  doubt  that  the  right  hon. 
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Baroui^t  w|M  perfectly  einoere  whea  he 
penned  it ;  but  he  now  said  that,  in  his 
(^Qton,  the  offer  he  made  to  the  Boers 
in  kt  W1U3  not  that  of  the  best  form  of 
government  for  them ;  above  all,  that  it 
WBM  not  one  which  would  best  maintain 
the  interest  of  the  Native  population. 
Why,  then,  did  the  right  hon.  Baronet, 
as  a  friend  of  the  Boers  and  desirous  of 
securiiig  the  interests  of  the  Natives, 
make  it?  Was  he  afraid  of  the  Boers? 
When  he  saw  reason  to  dislike  any  terms 
proposed  by  the  Government  he  repre- 
sented them  as  trembling  in  their  shoes 
for  fear  at  this  terrible  population  of 
40,000  Boers ;  but  he  could  hardly  be 
acquitted  of  having  manifested  some 
timidity  himself  when  he  was  found 
offering  the  Boers  terms  which  he  now 
characterized  as  improper.  Well,  the  offers 
made  by  Her  Majesty^sGhovemmentwere 
covered  by  those  of  the  previous  Govern- 
ment ;  they  offered  the  fullest  legal  inde- 
pendence, reserving  the  foreign  relations 
of  the  Boers  and  their  external  poHoy. 
The  only  thing  which  remained  was  the 
difference  between  sovereignty  and  suze- 
rainty. Whatever  importance  right  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  attached  to  that  dif- 
ference, he  ventured  to  say  that  in  all 
praotiea!  arrangements  of  affairs  no  dis- 
tinction eould  be  established.  But  the  Gto^ 
Temment  had  gone  a  little  beyond  the 
light  hon.  Baronet,  because  he  made  no 
reference  with  respect  to  our  obligations 
to  the  loyal  eettlers  and  Nalives.  It  would 
be  found  that  the  loyal  settlers  would 
be  protected  in  their  rights,  in  their  legal 
position,  in  their  lives,  and  in  their  pro- 
perttes ;  and,  f  urthw,  that  compensation 
would  be  exacted,  not  only  for  damage 
which  might  have  been  wilfully  inflict^, 
but  for  damage  which  naturally  and 
necessarily  followed  from  the  war.  There 
might  be  claims  for  compensation  which 
BO  Government  could  entertain.  They 
eould  not  entertain  a  claim  for  compen- 
sation for  depreciation  of  property  owing 
to  a  change  of  policy  on  the  part  of  the 
British  Government ;  and  some  such 
elaims  might  be  made  by  the  so-called 
loyal  settlers.  They  could  get  some  idea 
of  the  claims  which  might  be  made  from 
the  statements  made  at  the  meeting 
which  had  been  referred  to,  and  which 
was  presided  over  by  the  noble  Mar- 
quess the  Leader  of  the  Opposition  in 
"  another  place."  There  they  found  one 
loyal  settler,  who  must  have  rather 
astonished  his  patrons  by  admitting  that 
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he  had  been,  and  perhaps  still  was,  an 
owner  of  slaves,  who  said  he  went  to 
the    Transvaal   before  the  annexation 
and  acquired  property  there,  that  that 
property — including,  he  supposed,   his 
slaves — ^increased  in  value  under  British 
rule,  and  he  claimed  compensation  be- 
cause that  property  might  be  depre- 
ciated to  its  original  value.     W^,  it 
was  likely  that  a  good  deal  of  property 
had  been  appreciated  under  British  rule 
when  soldiers  were  sent  to  the  district  at 
the  cost  of  the  British  taxpayer;  but  such 
claims  were  out  of  the  category  of  rea- 
aonable  claims.    He  was  not,  however, 
disposed  to  deny  that  there  were  other 
claims  much  more  just,  and  which  would 
be  found  to  receive  the  fullest  acknow- 
ledgement.   But  what  was  much  more 
important  was  the  question  as  to  the  ar- 
rangements which  might  be  made  for 
the  protection  of  the  Native  population. 
The  right  hon.   Baronet  had  thooght 
himself  justified  in  taunting  them  with 
professing  great  interest  in  the  Natives 
and  yet  neglecting  to    promote    their 
interests.     He  did  not  think  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  would  be  able  to  maintain 
that  charge.    But  he  was  bound  to  say 
he  was  surprised  and  delighted  at  the 
sudden  interest  which  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  had  evinced  in  the  Native  popu- 
lation.   If  they  considered  the  interests 
of  the  Natives  of  the  Transvaal,  why 
was  not  this  said  at  the  time  of  the 
annexation,  both  in  this  House  and  in 
*^  another  place?"     Let   him,  in    the 
£rst  place,  set  some  hon.  Members  right 
as  to  the  actual  position  and  claims  of 
these  Natives  in  the  Transvaal.  They  ap- 
peared to  be  under  the  imfneasion  that 
the  Boers  in  the  Transvaal  were  fierce 
and  unjust  aggressors,  and  that  they 
dispossessed  the  Natives  of  their  terri- 
tory, and  brutally  ill-treated  them  after- 
wards.   He  wished  hon.  Members  would 
read  the  Papers  before  they  came  to 
this  ra^  and  inconsiderate  conclusion. 
The  absolute  reverse  of  that  was  the 
jfoct.     ['*  No,  no ! "]    He  commended  a 
letter  m  the  Blue  Book  by  the  Bev. 
George  Blencowe,  who  was  an  advocate 
of  Native  interests,  to  their  considera- 
tion,  and  they  would  find  there  that 
previous  to  the  advent  of  the  Boers  the 
territory  was  depopulated  by  an  inroad 
of  Kaffirs,  and  the  original  posseesors 
were  either  destroyed  or  driven  out. 
When  the  Boers  came  to  tiie  territory, 
they  found  it  practiDaUy  a  desert,  and 
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ihey  did  not  dispoesess  any  quantity  of 
Natives  so  as  to  constitute  a  serious  and 
oonsiderable  charge  against  them.  After 
the  Boers  had  settled  the  country  and 
thrown  back  the  Kaffirs,  some  of  the 
oriffinal  possessors  returned,  together 
iri^  many  foreign  tribes,  so  that  now 
there  was  a  mixed  population,  who  had 
been  attracted  by  the  settled  rule  of  the 
Boers,  imperfect  as  it  was.  He  was 
perfectly  aware  that  these  people  had 
speedily  increased  and  multiplied,  and 
that  it  was  the  Boers  who  were  a&aid 
of  them,  and  not  they  of  the  Boers. 
By  the  latest  Betums  the  population  of 
the  Transvaal  was  38,000  Boers  and 
6,000  English  and  other  settlers,  more 
or  less  hostile  to  them,  and  in  the 
fSsoe  of  that  White  population  there 
were  no  less  than  770,000  Blacks. 
Did  they  not  think  that,  on  the  whole, 
Buch  a  vast  population  would  be  able 
to  take  care  of  themselves?  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  had 
quoted  Major  Bellairs,  an  Administrator 
of  the  Transvaal,  who  stated  that  when 
the  Gt)vemment  were  going  to  give  up 
the  Transvaal  the  Natives  were  then 
paying  willingly  their  taxes ;  but  he 
added  that  this  might  be  owing  to  their 
desire  to  keep  on  good  terms  with  those 
whom  they  considered  would  be  their 
lutare  rulers.  His  right  hon.  Friend 
opposite  said  that  the  Blacks  paid  their 
taxes  willingly ;  but  he  (Mr.  Ohamber- 
lain)  would  quote  again  the  opinion  of 
the  Kev.  Gheorge  Blencowe,  who  strongly 
protested  against  the  hut  tax  of  10«., 
which  the  Blacks  regarded  as  unjust. 
He  considered  that  if  they  had  continued 
to  govern  the  Transvaal  they  should 
have  found  it  very  difficult  indeed  to 
maintain  their  rule  over  the  Native  popu- 
lation. But  he  was  prepared  to  say  this 
— ^that  it  was  their  duty — and  that  they 
had  fulfilled  it^to  do  their  best  to  make 
provinon  compatible  with  good  policy  for 
security  of  the  Native  races.  The  Earl 
of  Eimberley  had  suggested  in  a  recent 
despatch  that  Natives  should  have  a  legal 
right  to  the  land  they  held,  and  he  be- 
lieved that  suggestion  would  be  acted  upon 
by  the  Boers,  and  that  it  had  already 
been  admitted.  Then,  as  to  slavery,  he 
had  no  doubt  that  it  would  be  put 
down — the  indentureship,  it  might  be  ad- 
mitted, was  almost  as  bad  as  slavery, 
and  they  had  made  a  stipulation  and  an 
i|greement  that  that  should  be  done  away 
^rtfh.    Bat  while  they  denounced  inden- 


tureships  among  the  Boers,  they  must 
remember  that  it  had  existed  for  years, 
and  still  existed  in  some  of  their  British 
Colonies.  He  had  himself  called  atten- 
tion to  the  fact  that  hundreds  of  children 
had  been  separated  from  their  parents, 
and  especially  also  to  cases  where  the 
widows  and  orphans  of  men  killed  in 
the  wars  had  come  under  this  abomin- 
able system  of  indentureships,  and  with 
no  guarantee  whatever  for  their  treat- 
ment or  future  liberty.  It  was  a  bad 
practice  whether  accepted  in  the  Trans- 
vaal or  in  the  Colonies ;  they  had  tried 
to  put  a  stop  to  it  in  the  Transvaal,  and 
they  hoped  that  this  example  would 
have  due  weight  elsewhere,  so  that 
the  shame  of  this  system  might  no 
longer  attach  to  the  British  name  in 
any  of  their  Colonies.  Lastly,  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  told  them  in  the 
Hesolution  that  the  arrangements  they 
had  made  were  fraught  with  danger  to 
the  future  tranquillity  of  the  country. 
He  (Mr.  Chamberlain)  had  admitted 
that  the  future  was  certainly  not  free 
from  complication.  With  regard  to  the 
difficulties  with  the  Natives,  they  had 
endeavoured  to  proride  for  that  by  pre- 
serving control  over  the  external  rela- 
tions of  the  Transvaal.  They  had  pro- 
vided for  arbitration  in  all  cases  of  dis- 
pute. The  greatest  danger,  no  doubt, 
existed  in  the  possibility  of  bad  relations 
between  the  different  White  races  in  the 
Transvaal.  All  he  could  say  with  re- 
gard to  that  was,  the  only  security  whidi 
they  could  take  was  in  the  endeavour 
which  they  were  making  to  promote 
friendly  feeling  between  these  people. 
But  no  conceivable  policy  could  be  more 
likely  to  destroy  hopes  of  such  an  amicable 
relationship  than  the  policy  advocated 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  and  his 
Friends — which  was  to  maintain  by  force 
the  unwilling  allegiance  of  the  inhabit- 
ants of  the  Transvaal,  besides  embitter- 
ing and  endangering  the  relations  be- 
tween the  Dutch  and  English  settlers  in 
the  rest  of  our  Colonies.  He  submitted, 
therefore,  for  the  consideration  of  the 
House  two  propositions.  The  first  was, 
that  as  soon  as  the  Government  became 
acquainted  with  the  true  feeling  of  the 
Boers,  as  soon  as  it  became  manifest 
that  to  conciliate  them  with  any  offer 
short  of  absolute  independence  was  im- 
possible, then  the  restoration  of  their 
independence  was  absolutely  called  for 
by  regard  to  our  Treaty  engagements 
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and  tlie  honour  of  our  country.  Under 
the  droumstanoes  whioh  he  had  de- 
scribed, to  have  continued  to  maintain 
the  annexation  would  have  been  an  act 
which  he  could  only  describe  in  terms 
which  had  been  applied  by  a  high 
authority  to  a  different  subject  as  an 
act  of  ''force,  fraud,  and  folly."  He 
submitted,  in  the  second  place,  that  the 
retrocession  having  once  been  decided 
upon,  the  Gk)yemment  were  bound  to 
take  the  first  opportunity  of  effecting  a 
peaceable  settlement  and  preyenting  fur- 
ther bloodshed.  It  was  said  that  by  these 
proceedings  they  had  tarnished  the 
honour  of  England.  There  were  some 
hon.  and  right  hon.  Gentleman  who  took 
a  delight  in  being  humiliated.  He  did 
not,  at  any  rate,  share  their  feelings. 
It  seemed  to  him  if  a  braye  man  un- 
wittingly committed  an  injustice  he  did 
not  lose,  but  he  gained  in  public  esti- 
mation b^  taking  the^  first  opportunity 
of  repairmg  the  wrong  whicli  he  had 
done.  He  could  see  no  distinction  be- 
tween private  and  public  morality.  He 
could  not  see  how  a  great  nation  should 
be  shamed  by  doing  that  whioh  they 
should  all  consider  admirable  and  right 
in  a  private  individual.  For  his  part, 
he  was  not  afraid  or  ashamed  to  appeal 
to  the  House  of  Commons,  to  appeal, 
if  necessary  to  the  English  peo^e,  to 
justify  the  course  which  the  Gh>yem- 
ment  had  taken,  and,  above  all,  to  ap- 
prove their  action  in  preferring  justice 
to  revenge,  and  in  restoring  to  a  brave 
people  the  independence  of  which  they 
ouffht  never  to  have  been  deprived. 

Mb.  OORST  said,  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman seemed  to  be  well  satisfied  with 
his  own  defence  of  the  Government ;  but, 
as  far  as  he  could  judge  from  the  recep- 
tion of  their  speeches,  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter was  better  pleased  with  the  defence 
which  was  offered  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Carnarvonshire  (Mr.  BaUibone).  He 
would  not  have  followed  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  but  for  an  observation  he 
made  in  his  speech.  To  the  great  as- 
tonishment of  the  House  and  his  Col- 
leagues, the  right  hon.  Gentiieman  said 
that  aU  his  Colleagues  disapproved  of 
the  annexation  of  the  Transvaal.  When 
the  ri^ht  hon.  Gentleman  made  that  ob- 
servation his  (Mr.  Gorst's)  eye  wandered 
over  the  Treasury  Bench  to  see  whether 
the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  was 
present.  If  that  observation  had  been 
made  in  his  presence,  he  might,  perhaps, 
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have  interrupted  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man by  stating  that,  in  1877,  when  this 
matter  was  under  the  discussion  of  the 
House,  he  said  he  approved  that  annexa- 
tion, and  that  it  was  absolutely  neces- 
sary to  prevent  anarchy.   But  he  should 
like  to  read  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
some  observations  which  Lord  Braboume, 
a  Member  of  the  late  Liberal  Govern- 
ment, had  made  in  a  pamphlet.    The 
observations  of  Lord  Braboume  were 
to  the  effect  that  during  the  Session  of 
1877  many  discussions  took  place  on 
South  African  affairs,  and  one  upon  the 
special  subject  of  the  annexation  of  the 
Transvaal ;  that  during  that  debate  the 
Prime  Minister  (Mr.  Gladstone)  never 
opened  his  mouth  to  say  one  word  against 
it;  that  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department  (Mr.  Courtney), 
who  had  been  very  recently  elected,  was 
only  supported  by  two  or  three  of  the 
Irish  Home  Bule  Party ;  that  the  an- 
nexation   was    acquiesced    in    by    tiie 
Liberals  as  a  Party;  and  that  it  was 
only  recently  that  they  discovered  ob- 
jections to  it  which  they  never  enter- 
tained before.     He  should  like  to  state 
dearly  what  were  the  accusations  against 
the  (jhovemment,  and  what  it  was  that, 
in  the  opinion  of  the  Opposition  aide  of 
the  House,  ought  to  be  answered  by  some 
Member  of  the  Gk)vemment.     The  first 
accusation  against  the  Government  was 
an  accusation  of  sheer  blood-ffuiltinees. 
These  were  the  words  of   the  Prime 
Minister  himself.    The  Prime  Minister, 
in  a  letter  to  Mr.  Tomkinson,  with  re- 
ference to  an  address  expressing  approval 
of  the  course  adopted  by  Her  Majesty's 
(Government  with  regard  to  the  Trans- 
vaal, said  that  when  they  came  to  the 
discussion  of  the  subject  in  the  House  of 
Commons  he  would  adopt  no  apologetic 
tone,  and  that  this  was  a  question  of 
saving  the  country  from  sheer  blood- 
guiltiness.    Would  the  Prime  Minister 
be  good  enough  to  inform  the  House 
why,  if  it  would  have  been  blood-guilti- 
ness to  have  continued  the  contest  in 
the  Transvaal  after  March  in  the  present 
year,  it  was  not  blood-guiltiness  to  have 
continued  the  contest  up  to  March  ?  The 
(Government    offered   certain   terms  of 
peace;  but  it  was  admitted  that  thoee 
terms  of  peace  might  have  been  obtained 
without  skedding  a  single  drop  of  blood. 
It  seemed  to  him  that  unless  the  Gk>vem- 
ment  could  make  out  clearly  what  hap- 
pened between  the  time  when  the  Qaeen'a 
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Speeoh  announced  that  they  were  deter- 
mined to  yindicate  Her  Majesty's  autho- 
rity in  the  Transyaal  by  force  of  arms 
and  the  time  when  the  terms  of  peace 
were  arranged  to  justify  the  Govern- 
ment in  carrying  on  the  war,  they  were 
open  to  the  charge  of  sheer  blood- guilti- 
ness. He  had  no  doubt  the  Amendment 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Carnarvonshire 
(Mr.  Bathbone)  was  settled  by  the  Cabi- 
net, and  he  durst  say  the  speech  made 
by  the  hon.  Gentleman  was  also  settled 
by  the  Cabinet,  because  he  (Mr.  Qt)rst) 
observed  that  the  hon.  Gentleman  was 
very  ardently  cheered  by  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister. But  he  made  a  most  extraordi- 
nary statement.  He  said  that  the  Go- 
vernment commenced  negotiations  as 
soon  as  they  knew  that  the  majority  of 
the  Boers  were  against  annexation.  He 
would  not  have  attached  so  much  im- 

Sfrtance  to  those  words  if  the  Prime 
inister  had  not  cheered  them.  [Mr. 
Gladstone  said,  he  did  not  cheer  that 
expression.]  He  was  glad  to  withdraw 
that  observation.  But  it  was  a  remark- 
able statement  from  the  hon.  Member  for 
Oamarvonshire.  Obviously  it  was  un- 
true, because  the  Prime  Minister  did  not 
cheer.  The  hon.  Member  for  Carnarvon- 
shire showed  that  he  had  read  the  Mid 
Lothian  speeches  very  carelessly.  He 
wished  the  Prime  Minister  to  tell  the 
House  why  it  was  that  the  effusion  of 
blood  was  not  stopped  until  the  5th  of 
March.  The  second  accusation  against 
the  Gbvemment  was  that  they  had  be- 
layed the  loyal  inhabitants  of  the 
Transvaal.  The  British  Government  en- 
ffaged  to  retain  the  Transvaal  for  ever. 
After  the  present  Ministry  came  into 
Office,  the  declaration  was  made,  over 
and  over  again,  by  the  Prime  Minister 
and  by  Lord  Kimberley,  that  the  Trans- 
vaal would  under  no  circumstances  be 
sarrendered.  When  the  war  broke  out, 
the  Government  announced  their  inten- 
tion to  vindicate  the  authority  of  Her 
Majesty,  and  they  accepted  the  services 
of  the  loyal  inhabitants  of  the  Transvaal 
in  assisting  in  its  vindication.  But  the 
part  of  their  policy  which  was  most 
likely  to  be  condemned  hereafter  was 
their  entire  disregard  of  Native  interests. 
The  right  hon.  Member  for  Birmingham 
(Mr.  Chamberlain)  had  spoken  in  the  most 
oontemptuous  manner  of  the  obligation 
which  tne  Government  was  supposed  to 
have  contracted  towards  the  Native  races. 
Now,  on  the  9th  of  January  in  the 


present  year,  when  the  war  had  broken 

out,  the  ridbit  hon.  Member  for  Bradford 

(Mr.  W.  Si.  Forster)  wrote  a  letter  in 

which  he  said — 

"  This  much  is  certain — that  whatever  be  the 
number  of  the  Natives,  they  are  now  the  Queen's 
subjects  and  our  fellow-countrymen,  and  it  is 
the  duty  of  the  Gk>Yemment  to  consider  their 
interests  and  rights,  if  not  their  wishes,  in  deal- 
ing with  the  territory  which  they  inhabit.  Nor 
can  we,  in  considering  their  interests,  forget 
that  one  great  reason,  if  not  the  chief  reason, 
why  the  Boers  first  went  to  the  Transvaal  and 
now  demand  to  be  the  independent  rulers  of 
the  Transvaal  is  that  they  desire  to  carry  out 
their  ideas  of  Native  policy,  which,  to  say  the 
least^  are  not  in  accordance  with  the  usual  Eng- 
lish ideas." 

He  was  not  surprised,  after  reading  that 
letter,  that  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land had  absented  himself,  because,  if 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  heard  the 
observations  of  his  right  hon.  Colleague, 
they  must  have  given  him  great  pain. 
He  feared,  however,  that  there  was  a 
great  deal  of  hypocrisy  among  rival 
political  Parties  as  to  their  zeal  for  the 
interests  of  Native  races.  He  had  been 
a  long  time  in  the  House,  and  he  had 
always  observed  that  the  Opposition  for 
the  time  being  was  much  more  zealous 
for  the  interests  of  Native  races  than  the 
Government  of  the  day  was.  The  state 
of  affairs  in  the  Transvaal  when  we  an- 
nexed it  was  this — the  Dutch  Boers  were 
undoubtedly  guilty  of  occasional  acts  of 
cruelty  and  tyranny,  both  towards  the 
Native  races  inhabiting  the  Transvaal 
and  those  also  around  its  borders.  That 
cruelty  and  oppression  were,  however, 
tempered  by  the  fear  of.  retaliation  on 
the  part  of  those  Native  races.  When 
we  annexed  the  Transvaal  there  was 
within  the  territory  the  Chief  Seco- 
coeni,  who  had  resented  the  tyranny  of 
the  Boers  and  conquered  them  in  several 
engagements;  while  outside  its  limits 
there  was  the  powerful  Chief  Cetewayo, 
with  his  Zulu  warriors,  prepared  to  re- 
sist their  incursions  on  his  territory.  At 
that  time  the  Natives  were  getting  rather 
the  best  of  it,  and  it  was  supposed  if  we 
had  not  interfered  that  the  JBoers  would 
either  have  been  swept  away  altogether 
by  the  Natives,  or  would  have  had 
greatly  to  moderate  their  conduct  to- 
wards the  Natives  both  within  and  with- 
out their  territory.  The  result  of  our 
intervention  was  undoubtedly  advan- 
tageous to  individual  Natives,  who  paid 
taxes  to  us  which  they  had  refused  to 
pay  to  the  Boers,  and  rendered  a  loyal 
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Bubmission  to  us.    But  though  the  short 
period  of  our  rule  iu  the  Transvaal  had 
been  a  period  of  great  prosperity  and 
happiness  to  the  Natives,  we  had  de< 
stroyed  their  power.     We  had  destroyed 
the  power  of  Oetewayo,  the  reason  given 
for  doing  so  being  that  the  existence  of 
his  strong  military  force  was  a  standing 
menace  to  the  Transvaal.    We  did  not 
much  object  to  its  being  menaced  as 
long  as  it  was  Dutch  ;  but  soon  after  it 
became  English  we  declared  war  against 
Oetewayo.    No  one  now  contended  that 
our  war  against  Oetewayo  was  other- 
wise than  unjust;  no  one  now  believed 
that  there  was  real  danger  of  the  inva- 
sion of  Natal ;  and  everybody  now  ad- 
mitted that  the  Zulu  War  was  impolitic. 
It  might  be  said  that  the  Boers  were 
opposed  from  the  first  to  the  annexation, 
but  they,  no  doubt,  tacitly  acquiesced  in 
it  because  they  were  afraid  of  Oetewayo; 
and  it  was  not  until  Oetewayo's  power 
was  destroyed  that  they  thought  they 
would  be  safe  in  the  Transvaal  without 
British  protection,  and  began  to  clamour 
for  their  independence.    If  the  Govern- 
ment were  sincere  in  their  desire  to  re- 
store the  state  of  things  which  existed 
in  the  Transvaal  before  the  annexation, 
why  did  not   they  restore  Oetewayo? 
The  Government  of  the  day  had   not 
approved  of  the  policy  of  the  Zulu  War, 
and    the  right  hon.  Member  for  East 
Gloucestershire  (Sir    Michael    Hicks- 
Beach)  had  written  a  strong  despatch 
censuring  Sir  Bartle  Frere  for  commenc- 
ing it.     The  Leaders  of  the  Liberal 
Party,  too,  had  not  approved  of  that 
policy;    and  though  the  question  had 
been  debated  in  that  House  the  issue 
raised  was  merely  whether  Sir  Bartle 
Frere  ought  to  be  recalled.    He  wished 
the  Prime    Minister,  when  he  rose  to 
address  the  House,  to  explain  why,  as 
he  reversed  the  policy  of  his  Predecessors 
in  the  Transvaal,  he  did  not  reverse  the 
policy  not  of  his  Predecessors,  but  one 
of  their  pro* consuls,  with  reference  to 
Oetewayo  and  Secocoeni.     He  was  very 
much  obliged  to  the  House  for  the  kind- 
ness with   which  they  had  listened  to 
him.     He  wished  to  point  out  what  the 
Prime  Minister  was  expected  to  answer 
before  he  could  expect  them  to  vote 
against  the  Kesolution  of  the  right  hon. 
Baronet.     First,  he  had  to  explain  why 
the   effusion  of  bood  was  not  stopped 
before  the  Ath  of  March ;  second,  why 
did.they  encourage  the  loyal  inhabitants 
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of  the  Transvaal  to  fight  against  a  oause 
which  they  were  going  to  yield,  and 
leave  them  a  prey  to  those  who  had  been 
their  fellow-subjects  ?  And,  lastly,  why 
had  they  abandoned  a  cause  which  the 
Ohief  Secretary  for  Ireland  sumorled 
on  the  19th  of  January,  1881,  ano  leave 
their  fellow-subjects,  who  were  entitled 
to  the  protection  of  the  British  Orown, 
to  the  ill-treatment,  tyranny,  and  slavery 
which  they  might  expect  to  undergo  i^ 
tho  hands  of  the  Boers  ? 

Mb.  a.  M.  SULLIVAN  said,  that,  at 
all  events,  the  Irish  Members  were  free 
from  blood-guiltiness  in  connection  with 
the  Transvaal.     It  seemed  to  him  that 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Chat- 
ham (Mr.  Gk)rst),  in  an  ebullition  of 
candour,  had  destroyed  the  Party  pur* 
pose  of  his  speech.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  had  spoken  of  "  blood-guilti- 
ness" being  laid  at  the  door  of  the 
Prime  Minister ;  but  what  should  they 
say  when  he  proclaimed  to  his  Friends  of 
the  Opposition  that  everyone  now  ad- 
mitted that  the  Zulu  War  was  an  un- 
just war  ?    He  did  not  know  whether  tiie 
minority  who  voted   against  that  war 
had  the  advantage  of  the  vote  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman.  He  wished, 
as  an  Irish  Member,  to  say  a  word  on 
the    subject   before    the   House.      He 
would  remark,  in  passing,  that  the  posi- 
tion of  an  Irish  Member  on  such  ques- 
tions was  not  an  agreeable  one,  because 
the  Irish  people  saw  themselves  com- 
mitted in  every  quarter  of  the  globe  to 
enterprizes  of  which  they  did  not  ap- 
prove ;  and  their  blood  might  be  shed 
and  their  treasures  spent  in  contests 
from  which  their  consciences  recoiled. 
He  would  say,  however,  that  he  had 
read  many  speeches  attacking  the  policy 
of  the  Government  in  the  Transvaal, 
and  he  studied  them  in  vain  to  see  whe- 
ther there  was  any  attempt  to  maintain 
now  that  the  annexation  of  the  Trans- 
vaal ought  to  have  been  persevered  in. 
He  was  ready  still  to  listen  and  be  con- 
vinced if  any  Member  should  prove  that 
we  ought  to  re-possess  ourselves  of  the 
Transvaal,   that  we  had  a  legitimate 
title  there,  and  that  we  should  hold  it 
to  the  bitter  end.    When  he  read  the 
Instructions    s^ven  to  Sir   Theophilus 
Shepstone  to  tne  effect  that  the  inhabit- 
ants,  or  a  sufficient  number  of  them, 
were  to  be  in  favour  of  annexation,  or 
the  Gk)vemment  would  not  approve  of 
ity  he  considered  that  tiheie  were  two 


1 837         I^anivaal  Rmng.—        {  July  25,  1881] 


Resolution. 


1838 


ways  in  which  such  instructions  were  to 
be  taken.     One  way  was  to  take  them 
honestly.    But  it  must  be  remarked  that 
in  all  oountries  snoh  additional  commis- 
sions to  pro-consuls  produced  the  de- 
sired results.     When  the  Emperor  Na- 
poleon III.  wanted  to  annex  Nice  and 
Bavoy  it  was  only  to  be  if  the  population 
of  Nice  and  Savoy  desired  to  be  annexed. 
In  the  case  of  the  Transvaal  Sir  Owen 
Lanyon  declared  that  three-fourths  of 
the  White  population  were  favourable  to 
annexation.    But  what  was  the  conduct 
of  the  Boers  when  they  found  their  in- 
dependence about  to  be  taken  away? 
They  solemnly  protested  by  the  Hepre- 
sentative  of  their  Government  and  by 
their  leaders,  and  they  appealed  to  the 
Gk)Temment  at  home  and  to  the  British 
people  against  it.     Was  he  to  under- 
stand that  if,  in  the  first  instance,  they 
had  taken  up  arms  the  genuineness  of 
their  opposition  would  have  been  more 
readily  acknowledged  ?    He  recognized, 
in  the  conduct  of  these  men,  a  steady 
belief  that  the  Government  and  people 
at  home  had  been  misinformed,  and  that 
if  they  appealed  to  the  conscience  of  this 
country  justice  would  be  done.     They 
first  appealed  to  the  justice  of  those  who 
had  wronged  them,  and  then,  when  the 
appeal  was  made  in  vain,  they  unwill- 
ingly fell  back  upon  the  ultima  ratio. 
It  appeared  to  him  that  the  Members  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government,  and  notably 
the    Prime    Minister,    entertained    the 
oonviotion    that   the   Boers    had    been 
wronged,  and  that  somebody  had  blun- 
dered.    But  if  those  right  hon.  Gentle- 
men proceeded  to  work  a  State  policy 
based  upon  their  convictions  out  of  Office 
without  official  information  of  the  facts, 
what  an  outcry  i;ifould    have   assailed 
them.     He  was  not  astonished,  there- 
fore, that  the  Government   did   not   a 
month,  or  two  months,  or  three  months 
after  acceding  to  Office  proceed  to  put 
into  operation  the  convictions  which,  no 
doubt,  they  had  formed  on  the  informa- 
tion open  to  them.     But,  from  such  a 
perusal  of  the  Papers  as  he  had  been 
able  to  make,  he  challenged  contradic- 
tion when  he  said  that  the  Government, 
before  those  military  accidents  which 
made  hon.   Gentlemen   say  that  Great 
Britain  had  been  defeated,  took  prompt 
and  immediate  steps  to  effect  an  honour- 
able settlement  of  the  question.     The 
real  ground  of  complaint  was  that*  the 
GoTemment    did   not    withdraw  their 


offers  of  peace  and  follow  a  policy  of  re- 
venge, for  the  fact  was  that  the  state- 
ment of  the  terms  offered  was  sent  be- 
fore the  battle  of  Majuba  Hill,  and  the 
Boers    fought  in  ignorance    of   them. 
Ouffht  those  terms,  then,  to  have  been 
withdrawn  in  consequence  of  Sir  George 
CoUey's  failure  ?    It  would  be  shameful 
to  assert  that  England  made  peace  be- 
cause she  was  driven  to  do  so  by  a  hand- 
ful of  Boers.    If  he  were  an  enemy  of 
England  he  should  say  that  those  per- 
sons who  propounded  the  doctrine  that 
she  had  made  peace  with  the  Boers  be- 
cause she  was  beaten  to  her  knees  by  a 
handful  of  brave  men  were  teaching 
people  to  despise  the  name  and  power 
of  England.     But  that  was  precisely 
what  the  Motion  meant,  and  the  story 
spead  abroad  throughout  the  country  was 
that  the  Government  became  alarmed 
and  conceded  all  that  the  Boers  asked. 
That    was    the    disgraceful    statement 
made,  though   every  child  at  a  board 
school  knew  that  the  prestige  of  England 
was  not  dependent  on  the  issue  of  a 
skirmish  like  that  at  Majuba  Hill.     He 
was  not  an  Englishman,  and  could  hardly 
speak  without  fear  of  misrepresentation 
of  his  sympathy  with  men  fighting  for 
their    country ;    but    at    the    time   he 
watched  the  crisis  narrowly,  and  waited 
to  see  whether  England  would  dare  to 
be  magnanimous,  and  whether  the  Go- 
vernment would  have  the  moral  courage 
to  be  just.     The  opponents  of  the  Gk>- 
vernment  had  endeavoured  to  stimulate 
a  desire  for  revenge,  alleging  that  the 
national  flag   had  been  trailed  in  the 
dust,   and  that  nothing  but  complete 
victory  could  repair  our  military  pres- 
tige ;  but  he,  for  one,  thanked  the  Go- 
vernment for  what  they  had  done,  and, 
indeed,  had  never  read  of  any  Admi- 
nistration that  had  more  signally  exhi- 
bited at  once  its  strength  and  its  ge- 
nerosity.    Their  conduct  would  not  re- 
commend them  to  those  who  thought  of 
nothing  but  military  prestige ;  but  they 
would  obtain  a  verdict  from  those  who 
desired    better    things,    and    from  the 
more    thinking   part    of   the   civilized 
world. 

Sir  WILFKID  LAWSON  wished  to 
congratulate  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the 
Member  for  East  Gloucestershire  (Sir 
Michael  Hicks-Beach)  upon  having  at  last 
obtained  a  day  for  his  Motion.  He  would 
congratulate  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
also  upon  the  debate  as  far  as  it  had 
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fone,  and  upon  the  division  that  might 
e  expected  a  few  hours  later.    The  t&bX 
question  was  whether  Her   Majesty's 
Government  deserved  praise  or  censure 
for  having  made  peace  with  the  Boers 
after  we  had  been  defeated  by  them. 
His  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Car- 
narvonshire (Mr.  Bathbone)  declared  in 
his  Besolution  that  the  continuance  of 
the  war  would  not  have  advanced  the 
honour  or  the  interests  of  this  country. 
It  was  thought  by  some  people  that 
British  interests  ought  to  be  aef  ended 
at  all  costs.     The  question  in  dispute 
between    the    supporters  of   the    late 
and  of  the   present   Government  was 
whether    British  interests  were  to  be 
advanced    at    the   expense   of  British 
honour.     What  interest  could  there  be 
in   expending    millions  of  money  and 
sacrificing  thousands  of  lives  in  order 
to  rule   over  a  people  who   were  not 
willing  to  be  our  subjects  ?    ThereforCi 
the    real    question    was    whether   the 
honour  of  the  country  was  involved  in 
what  had  been   done.     He  supposed 
that  when  we  were  told  the  honour  of 
the  country  was  involved,  it  was  meant 
that  it  would  not  have  been  honour- 
able to  abandon  the  Natives  to  a  system 
of  slavery.    [**  Hear,  hear !  "1    An  hon. 
Member  said  ''Hear,  hear!^'    It  was 
nothing  of  the  kind.    The  question  of 
slavery  was  the  red  herring  which  had 
been  trailed  across  the  discussion  all 
along.     [Mr.  B.  N.  Fowlsb  :  No,  no !] 
The  worthy  Alderman  denied  that ;  but 
he  (Sir  Wil^d  Lawson)  said  that  when 
the  late  Gt)vemment  annexed  the  Trans- 
vaal they  had  no  idea  in  their  minds  of 
making    any  alteration  in    res^ard    to 
those  whom  they  considered  uaves  in 
that    country.     [Mr.    E.  N.   Fowlek  : 
Oh!]     He    protested  against    the   in- 
terruptions of  the  worthy  Alderman. 
Some  time  ago  he  wrote  a  letter  and 
put  it  in  The  TimeB,  and  in  that  letter  he 
said  that  if  anyone  chould  bring  sub- 
stantial evidence  that  when  we  annexed 
the  Transvaal  a  single  slave  was  set  free 
he  would  give  that  individual  £10.  The 
money  had  never  been  claimed,  and  if 
the  worthy  Alderman  would  bring  for- 
ward his  proof  the  £10  was  his.     That 
was  what  he  called  a  practical  test,  and 
if  his  hon.  Friend  refused  to  accept  it 
do  not  let  him  call  out  about  slavery 
again.    Mr.  Chesson  was  the  Secretaxy 
of  the  Aborigines'  Protection  Society, 
and  what  did  he  say  when  he  saw  ms 
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(Sir  WUfrid  Lawson's)  letfcer?  Mr. 
Chesson  wrote  another  letter  to  Ths  TVmM 
in  which  he  said  that  during  the  British 
occupation  of  the  Transvaal  the  Exe- 
cutive had  not  interfered  with  the  do- 
mestic customs  of  the  Boers.  They  had 
had  a  quotation  that  night — ^he  would 
not  read  it  again — ^but  it  was  a  very 
good  one  indeed,  from  a  statement  by 
Bishop  Colenso,  who  was  known  aU 
over  the  world  for  the  interest  he  took 
in  the  South  African  Native  Tribes,  and 
he  said  it  was  aU  nonsense  about  the 
Boers  having  slaves.  It  miffht  have 
been  the  case  some  time  ago,  but  there 
was  no  proof  of  it  now.  The  Boers 
themselves  had  had  a  correspondence 
within  the  last  dozen  years  or  so  with 
our  own  officials  at  home,  and  when 
charged  with  promoting  slavery  they 
always  indignantly  denied  it,  and  our 
own  officials  had  never  been  able  to 
bring  any  proof  that  it  was  so.  [Mr. 
R.  N.  Fowleb:  Oh!]  He  would  tell 
something  to  the  worthy  Alderman. 
Some  years  ag^  a  Portuguese  was  pro- 
secuted by  the  Boer  authorities  for  slave- 
trading.  He  got  off  owing  to  a  flaw  in 
the  indictment,  but  he  was  dismissed 
from  the  office  he  held.  We  went  to 
the  Transvaal  to  put  down  slavery,  and 
the  first  thing  Sir  Theophilus  Shepstone 
did  was  to  re-appoint  this  old  slave- 
dealer  to  his  old  office.  So  much  for 
their  desire  to  g^t  rid  of  slavery.  He 
did  not  believe  all  the  benevolent  pro- 
jects that  were  put  forward  whenever 
we  annexed  a  countrv.  He  did  not  be- 
lieve in  the  benefit  of  the  annexed,  but 
in  the  benefit  of  the  annexor.  The 
Slavery  Question  having  been  worked 
sufficiently,  another  start  was  being 
made  now.  We  had  now  got  to  the  loyta 
Boers.  Lord  Salisbury  had  taken  them 
in  hand,  and  a  most  extraordinary  set 
of  people  they  were.  Still,  he  gave  Lord 
Salisbury  great  credit  for  taking  them 
up.  The  late  Lord  Beaconsfield  in- 
vented the  Conservative  workiug  man, 
and  Lord  Salisbury  had  now  dis^vered 
the  loyal  Boers.  For  his  own  part,  he 
(Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson)  did  not  bdieve  in 
them.  He  believed  they  were  myths. 
If  there  were  any  he  should  call  them 
disloyal  Boers,  for  they  were  disloyal 
to  their  own  country.  They  showed  an 
absence  of  patriotism,  and  a  bond  Jid0 
loyal  Boer  was  a  sham  and  a  delusion, 
lixe^the  bond  fid0  traveller  in  England. 
They  were  nothing  more  than  a  lot  of 
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self-seekiiig  traders,  trying  to  ^make 
money  out  of  the  GoverDinent  of  this 
•oontry,  and  he  did  not  put  much  faith 
in  their  statements.  It  might  be  said 
that  he  had  no  right  to  say  that; 
but  he  had.  What  a  couple  they 
were  whom  Lord  Salisbury  paraded 
at  Willis's  rooms !  One  of  them  was  a 
romancer,  for  he  made  statements  which 
he  was  unable  to  prove.  He  asserted 
that  the  hon.  Member  for  Liskeard 
(Mr.  Courtney)  wrote  a  letter  to  the 
Boers  encouraging  them  to  revolt.  But 
the  hon.  Member  for  Liskeard — he  did 
not  speak  upon  this  question  now — 
wrote  a  letter  and  challenged  the  man 
to  prove  his  assertion,  saying  that  it  was 
utterly  untrue.  Notwilhstandins^  that, 
this  loyal  Boer — this  pet  of  LordSalis- 
biinr— had  not  said  a  single  word  in 
reply.  He  (Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson)  was, 
therefore,  entitled  to  say  that  he  was  a 
romancer.  As  to  the  other  one  who 
attended  the  meeting,  he  was  a  most 
extraordinary  character,  because,  after 
Lord  Salisbury  and  other  Lords  and 
gentlemen  had  talked  about  their  anti- 
pathy to  slavery  and  their  desire  to  put 
it  down,  they  said — ''  Here  is  another 
Boer;  he  will  make  you  a  speech." 
The  Boer  accordingly  got  up  and  said — 
''  I  hold  slaves  myself.^'  There  had  been 
nothing  like  it  since  the  old  story  of  the 
temperance  lecturer,  who  used  to  go 
about  lecturing  against  the  use  of  intoxi- 
oatinff  liquors.  His  brother  was  accus- 
tomed to  go  with  him  ;  and  the  brother, 
unfortunately,  was  in  the  habit  of 
getting  a  good  deal  more  alcoholic 
Hquors  than  were  good  for  him.  Some- 
body said  to  him — *' Why  do  you  go 
about  with  your  brother ;  you  are  gene- 
rally drunk  ?  *'  His  reply  was— •*  Yes  ; 
my  brother  lectures,  and  I  am  the 
frightful  example."  In  the  same  way. 
Lord  Salisbury  was  the  lecturer,  and 
the  Boer  was  the  frightful  example. 
The  defeats  of  our  troops  had  oppressed 
the  minds  of  the  majority  of  the  House, 
and  they  were  the  next  things  which 
were  borne  in  mind  when  the  debate  was 
brought  on,  and  the  question  came  to 
be  msoussed.  Of  course,  there  was 
something  unpleasant  about  these  de- 
feats— very  unpleasant  indeed.  But 
the  peace  which  followed  had  produced 
an  effect  never  known  before ;  it  had 
made  an  Lrish  lawyer  blush.  Earl 
Oaims,  in  referring  to  it,  said  ho  had 
griered  and  wept,  but  never  blushed 


before.  He  had  never  blushed  when 
10,000  Zulus  were  slain.  [''Question !"] 
He  had  never  blushed  when  he  and  his 
Oolleagues  were  stealing  a  scientific 
Frontier ;  he  had  never  blushed  when 
British  soldiers  hung  87  Afghans,  simply 
for  defending  their  country  !  Yet,  now, 
forsooth,  he  blushed  because  we  had 
stopped  a  war  which  we  had  made  in 
defiance  of  Treaty,  which  we  had  been 
led  into  by  false  reports,  and  which  Mr. 
Trollope,  himself  a  defender  of  annexa- 
tion, declared,  in  his  book,  to  be  the 
most  high-handed  deed  ever  recorded  in 
English  history,  and  a  deed  which  would 
have  cost  us  millions  of  money  and  thou- 
sands of  lives  if  we  had  carried  it  out  to 
the  bitter  end.  All  this  outcry  that  was 
raised  against  the  peace  was  a  cry  for 
revenee.  Even  if  the  Boers  were  the 
dreadful  people  they  were  made  out  to 
be,  and  he  was  not  there  to  whitewish 
them,  still  they  could  not  be  so  very  bad. 
When  the  troubles  began,  we  charged 
one  of  them  with  high  treason ;  but, 
after  a  short  time,  we  sent  for  him  and 
put  him  in  the  Government.  He  had, 
however,  too  much  sense  to  go  into  it — 
unlike  most  Members  of  the  House  of 
Commons.  It  was  quite  clear  that  the 
outcry  was  simply  an  outcry  for  revenge. 
They  said — '*  What  will  the  world  think 
of  it  ?  "  The  greatest  cowards  in  the 
world  were  not  afraid  of  what  they  did, 
but  what  the  world  would  think  of  it. 
If  they  were  satisfied  in  their  own  con- 
sciences as  to  what  had  been  done,  it 
was  enough.  Hon.  Gentlemen  who 
cried  out  that  we  should  be  supposed  to 
have  quailed  before  the  superior  power 
of  the  Boers  were  the  very  people  who 
were  lowering  and  destroying  the  pres- 
tige of  the  country.  This  country  spent 
about  £30,000,000  annually  in  arma- 
ments, and  £1,250,000  in  the  move- 
ment in  which  Lord  Bury  and  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  Haddingtonshire 
(Lord  Elcho)  took  such  great  pride. 
We  had  a  right  hon.  Gentleman  in  that 
House  to  look  after  the  Army,  and  an 
illustrious  Duke  at  the  Horse  Guards. 
We  had  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
Haddingtonshire  to  look  after  the  Volun- 
teers; the  House  of  Commons  was  full 
of  colonels,  although  a  good  many  of 
them  had  not  been  accustomed  to  scenes 
of  slaughter,  and  to  cry  out  and  say  that 
we  were  c^aid  of  10,000  Dutch  farmers 
was  so  absurd  that  he  could  scarcely 
have  thought  such  a  fear  would  h&^^ 
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entered  the  head  even  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Bridport  (Mr.  War- 
ton).  He  (Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson)  did  not 
think  our  reputation  would  suffer  from 
doing  that  which  was  right.  Did  our 
reputation  or  our  honour  suffer  when 
we  gave  up  the  Ionian  Islands?  [Mr. 
Wabton:  Yes.]  He  rejoiced  to  hear 
that  voice.  Did  our  honour  or  reputation 
suffer  when  we  gave  up  the  Orange 
Free  |8tate — a  very  similar  case  to  this, 
and  admitted  to  be  the  wisest  thing 
we  ever  did  in  those  regions  ?  Would 
our  honour  or  reputation  suffer  when 
we  recalled  our  40,000  troops  from  Ire- 
land, and  left  that  country  free  to  govern 
herself?  Did  we  suffer  in  consequence  of 
our  conduct  in  the  Alabama  case,  when, 
regardless  of  ridicule,  regardless  of  mis- 
apprehension, the  Government  of  the 
day  did  what  was  wise  and  just  ?  He 
rejoiced  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Leader  of  the  Opposition  was  one  of 
those  who  assisted  in  that  great  settlement, 
rendered  at  one  time  so  difficult  by  the 
conduct  of  Lord  Salisbury  ^  who  was  now 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  suzerain.  In 
regard  to  the  Transvaal,  if  Her  Majesty's 
Government  had  not  acted  as  they  had 
done,  they  would  have  been  false  to  all 
their  professions  and  principles,  and  to 
the  people  who  placed  them  in  power. 
In  the  Mid  Lothian  campaign,  which 
had  already  been  alludea  to  in  the 
course  of  the  debate,  and  which  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  regarded  as  the 
source  of  all  the  evils  which  had  afflicted 
this  country,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
now  Prime  Minister,  declared  that  his 
principle  was  equal  rights  to  all  nations. 
He  rejoiced  to  see  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  had  the  courage  boldly 
to  carry  out  that  principle,  and  he  hoped 
the  House  that  night  would  endorse  the 
action  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  taken.  But  whether  that  were  so 
or  not,  he  was  quite  sure  that  liie  wise 
and  most  statesmanlike  conduct  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  would  be  received 
by  the  great  mass  of  the  people  of  this 
country  with  the  warmest  approbation. 
Sib  WALTER  B.  BARTTELOT  said, 
he  would  only  detain  the  House  for  a 
very  few  minutes.  There  was,  how- 
ever, one  remark  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  made  use  of  which,  as  an  old 
soldier,  he  should  be  very  loth  to  allow 
to  pass  unnoticed.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman said  that  the  defeat  of  a  few 
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hundred  troops  could  not  be  taken  as 
a  matter  of  national  importance ;   and 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War  sat  by  him  in  silence 
while  such  an  assertion  as  that  was  being 
made  in  the  British  House  of  Commons. 
Whatever  opinion  hon.  Gentlemen  who 
sat  below  the  Gangway  might  have,  he 
ventured  to  say  there  was  not  a  single 
man  who  sat  there,  or  in  any  other  part 
of  the  House,  who  did  not  believe  that 
the  devotion  of  the  British  soldier  to  lus 
Queen  and  to  his  country  was  such  as  to 
deserve  the  commendation  of  every  man. 
A  statement  such  as  that  made  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  one  that  was 
most  damaging,  not  only  to  individuals, 
but  to  the  whole  of  the  British  Army. 
There  was  nothing  in  this  peace — this  hu- 
miliating peace — which  was  more  to  be 
deplored  than  the  effect  it  would  have 
on  the  morale  and  the  traditions  of  the 
Army.     No  one  ought  to  deplore  that 
peace  more  than  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Secretary  of  State  for  War ;  and 
he  (Sir  Walter  B.  Barttelot)  could  not 
conceive  how  a  man  of  such  high  posi- 
tion, representing  the  great  interests  of 
the  Army,  could,  as  a  Uabinet  Minister, 
stand  passively  by  and  acquiesce  in  the 
terms  of  peace  which  had  been  agreed 
to — terms,  too,  that  were  made  at  such 
a  time  and  in  such  a  manner.     He  hoped 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  have 
something  to  say  in  the  course  of  the 
debate  with  regard  to  the  Army.     At 
any  rate,  he   ought  to  get   up  in  his 
place  and  say  something  as  to  the  de- 
votedness  with  which  the  men  defended 
the  outposts,  especially  at  Potchefstroom,  • 
where  their  tents  were  riddled  down  to 
within  three  feet  of  the  ground.     Surely 
they  were  men  who  deserved  some  com- 
mendation for  the  efforts  they  had  made. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War  knew  perfectly  well,  as 
anybody  who  understooa  the  theory  of  the 
art  of  war  knew,  that  Sir  Evelyn  Wood 
would  have  been  perfectly  able  to  turn 
the  flank  of  the  Boers  at  Laing's  Nek, 
and  that  the  chances  were  that  the  war 
would  have  been  ended  without  further 
bloodshed ;  but,  instead  of  wailing  until 
that  was  done,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
at  the  head  of  the  Government  having 
taken  six  or  eight  months  to  consider 
the  question,  having  sent  out  troops  to 
defend  our  territory  and  vindicate  our 
honour,  as  the  country  were  led  to  beliere 
from  the  Queen's  Speech  he  intended  ta 
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do,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  allowed 
the  war  to  go  on,  when  he  had  it  in  his 
power  to  dictate  the  same  terms  without 
bloodshed,  and  allowed  these  actions  to 
be  fought.     That  was  the  time  when  the 
right   hon.   Gentleman   ought  to  have 
stood  up  for  the  honour  and  dignity  of 
the    country,    and    future    generations 
would  record  that  it  was  upon  him  and 
upon  his  Government  the  olood-guilti- 
nesB  which  he  imputed  to  others  rested. 
That  was  the  question  before  the  House. 
He  did  not  intend  to  waste  the  time  of  the 
House  by  going  back  upon  times  and 
things  that  were  gone  by.  The  real  ques- 
tion for  the  Government  to  answer  was 
why  they  did  not,  at  an  earlier  date,  be- 
fore any  effusion  of  blood  had  taken  place, 
stop  the  proceedings  which  they  could 
BO  well  have  done  ?  He  asked  the  Prime 
Minister  to  explain  the  change  in  the 
policy  of  the  Government.     Those  pro- 
ceedings had  a  great  deal  to  do  with  the 
terms  that  were  dictated.     Anyone  who 
read  the  despatches  carefully  must  see 
how  they  were  minimized  from  day  to 
day,  and  how  different  the  final  terms 
were  from  those  which  were  first  pro- 
pounded to  the  Boers.      Never  in  the 
nistory  of  a  great  country,  whatever  the 
feeling  for  peace  might  have  been,  had 
rebels  in  arms  against  their  country  been 
asked  to  come  to  terms,  and  such  terms  as 
were  in  this  instance  accepted,  and  then 
allowed  to  march  out  of  their  positions. 
And  where  were  those  positions  ?    Not 
in  their  own  country,  but  in  ours.     He 
repeated,  that  never  in  the  history  of  a 
great  country  had    such  a  thing  been 
known  before  ;  and  he  ventured  to  say 
that  it  would  be  handed  down  to  all  pos- 
terity that  the  present  Government  had 
humbled  and  humiliated  the  country  at 
a  time  when  they  had  full  power  to 
avert  any  such   consequences,  without 
the  necessity  of  going   to  war  at  all. 
The  course  which  had  been  taken  was 
calculated  to  affect  most   prejudicially 
the  interests  of  the   Army.      Not  one 
single  word  had  been  said  for  the  brave 
men  who  had  been   doing  their  duty 
under  such  trying  and  difficult  circum- 
stances; and  he  would  ask  the  Prime 
Minister  to  stand  up  and  say  how  it  was 
that,  under  these  circumstances,  he  had 
not  stopped  this  effusion  of  blood  ? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  I  was  in  hopes 
that  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman 
who  has  just  sat  down,  when  he  ap- 
pealed to  me,  was  going  to  express  ms 


anticipation  that  I  should  say  something 
as  to  the  sense  which  the  Government 
entertain  of  the  gallantry  of  the  British 
soldiers  in  South  Africa.  There  never 
was  a  more  baseless  chaise  made  than 
the  charge  which  has  been  preferred  by 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  against 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade. 
My  right  hon.  Friend  was  deprecating, 
as  I  think,  the  very  exaggerated  senti- 
ments and  statements  of  those  who  have 
treated  the  miscarriages  of  the  small 
force  under  Sir  George  CoUey  as  if  they 
had  implied  a  great  military  misfortune 
to  the  country  ;  and  the  reward  my  right 
hon.  Friend  has  received  for  that  tem- 
perate and  prudent  representation  is 
that  he  has  been  rebuked  as  if  he  had 
been  cruelly  reviling  and  depreciating 
the  character  of  the  British  soldier. 
There  was  not  the  smallest  shade  of  re- 
flection on  the  character  of  the  British 
soldier  in  the  remarks  of  my  right  hon. 
Friend,  and  to  the  words  of  his  speech 
to  which  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman 
has  referred  I,  at  any  rate,  can  heartily 
subscribe.  Now,  Sir,  I  congratulate  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (Sir 
Michael  Hicks  -  Beach)  upon  having 
somewhat  moderated  the  tone  of  his 
language  in  this  House  as  compared 
with  what  he  says  elsewhere.  Address- 
ing safer  audiences,  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman introduces  into  political  warfare 
terms  which,  as  far  as  I  know,  were  un- 
known there  before.  [  Cries  o/  *'  Oh  !  "J 
They  may  be  known  to  those  Gentlemen 
who  cheer  me  derisively,  but  I  know  not 
whether,  in  the  political  societies  they 
are  accustomed  to  frequent,  they  have 
been  used  to  hear  one  gentleman  en- 
gaged in  the  public  life  of  this  country 
say  of  others  that  he  despises  them.  I 
am  heartily  glad  to  have  mentioned  the 
matter,  in  order  that  it  may  be  well 
understood  whether  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman has  been  mis-reported  ;  but  I 
read  from  a  speech  delivered  at  Stroud, 
or  reported  to  have  been  delievered  at 
Stroud,  on  the  23rd  of  February,  1881, 
in  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  said 
that 

**  He  despised  the  men  who,  when  the  an- 
nexation of  the  Transvaal  was  announced, 
never,  even  by  vote  or  voice,  uttered  a  word 
against  it,  but  who  now  came  forward  and 
told  the  country  they  had  always  disapproved 
of  it." 

Sib  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH: 
That,  Sir,  is  a  mis-report.    It  would  be 
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ridioulous  in  me  to  say  I  despised  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  to  whom,  among 
others,  I  wae  directly  alluding.  What  I 
said  was  that  I  despised  the  conduct  of 
men  who  did  what  I  described. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  It  requires  more 
subtlety  and  acuteness  than  1  possess  to 
realize  in  my  own  mind  the  great  value 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  appears  to  attach 
to  the  distinction.  I  wul  still  say  that 
if  a  shade  is  taken  away  from  the  bitter- 
ness and  contemptuousness  of  the  ex- 
pression which  he  used,  it  still  remains, 
as  far  as  I  know,  a  novelty  in  political 
life.  I  have  always  held  that  very  strong 
language  ought  to  be  used  if  the  occa- 
sion justifies  it ;  but  in  the  amenities  of 
political  life,  I  must  own  that  I  know  of 
no  circumstances  in  which  such  a  term 
has  been  applied  by  one  gentleman  to 
another.  I  do  not  speak  of  myself  per- 
sonally. I  have  the  misfortune  to  be 
the  man  whose  conduct  is  despised  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman ;  but  I  am 
very  doubtful  whether,  if  that  word  had 
been  used  in  this  House,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  not  have  been  com- 
pelled to  withdraw  it.  A  more  impor- 
tant point,  and  one  that  goes  more  to 
the  heart  of  the  matter,  is  a  statement 
which  has  already  been  alluded  to  to- 
night, but  which  I  think  has  been  left 
in  a  condition  which  requires  some 
clearing  up.  My  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Carnarvonshire  (Mr.  Bathbone), 
in  his  admirable  speech — [laughter'] — I 
see  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Bridport  laughs.  [Mr.  Wabtok:  Not 
alone.]  I  venture  to  adhere  to  my  opi- 
nion, notwithstanding  that  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member.  My  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Carnarvonshire  stated 
to-night  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  had  said  tihat  we  waited  untU 
after  three  defeats  of  the  British  arms 
before  we  proposed  our  terms  of  peace 
to  the  Boers.  I  believe  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  perfectly  correct  in  say- 
ing that  no  such  statement  had  fallen 
from  him  to-niffht ;  but  undoubtedly  he 
is  reported  to  have  said  at  Cheltenham, 
on  the  8th  of  June — 

**  That  they  (that  is,  we)  thought  of  blood- 
guiltiness  which  never  oocurred  to  them  before ; 
&ey  thought  of  injustice  which  they  did  not 
dream  of  last  summer ;  and  they  sent  out  orders 
that  terms  should  be  made  with  the  Boers  after 
we  had  suffered  three  defeats.  No  more  dis- 
meetui  surrender  had  ever  been  made  by  an 
ISngHsh  Government." 

I  do  not  know  whether  I  am  to  assume 
Sir  Mi^ha$l  Eich-B^aeh 


that  those  words  are  correctly  or  incor- 
rectly reported. 

Sib  MICHAEL  HICKS -BEACH: 
Speaking  from  recollection,  I  believe 
that  they  are  correctly  reported. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  Then,  Sir,  I  do 
not  hesitate  to  say  that  they  are  totally 
without  foundation.  It  was  on  the  10th 
of  January,  as  you  may  learn  from  the 
telegrams,  that  Lord  Kimberley  stated 
to  Mr.  Blyth  that  we  were  ready,  pro- 
vided only  the  Boers  desisted  from  armed 
opposition,  '^  that  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment do  not  despair  of  making  a 
satisfactory  arrangement."  Was  not 
that  laying  down  the  basis  of  a  negotia- 
tion? On  the  26th  of  January  Lord 
Kimberley  went  somewhat  further,  and 
in  a  telegram  to  Sir  Hercules  Bobinson 
he  said — 

"  I  have  to  instruct  you  to  inform  President 
Brand  that,  if  armed  opposition  should  at  once 
cease,  Her  Majesty's  Government  would  there- 
upon endeavour  to  frame  such  a  scheme  as  in 
their  belief  would  satisfy  all  intelligent  friends 
of  the  Transvaal." 

That  was  on  the  26th  of  January.  The 
first  of  the  three  unhappy  engagements 
of  Sir  Georfi;e  Colley  was  not  fought 
imtil  the  27th  ;  and  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman ventures  to  state  that  it  was  not 
until  after  his  three  defeats  that  we 
entered  upon  overtures  for  peace.  I 
venture  to  affirm  that  the  dates  and  the 
words  I  have  quoted  prove  that  the  heat 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  carried  him 
entirely  beyond  his  recollection  of  the 
circumstances,  and  that  our  offers,  in- 
stead of  following  the  three  defeats,  pre- 
ceded the  very  first  of  them.  ["  No !  '*] 
Well,  Sir,  let  us  consider  for  a  moment 
what  kind  of  an  inheritance  was  left  to 
us  in  the  Transvaal.  Something  veiy 
like  what  we  received  from  the  late  Go- 
vernment in  other  quarters  of  the  fflobe. 
In  1852  we  solemnly  covenanted — it  was 
done,  as  it  happened,  by  a  Conservative 
Government,  out  it  expressed  the  uni- 
versal sense  of  the  country,  for  at  that 
time  the  traditions  of  both  Parties  were 
as  nearly  alike  as  may  be  on  questions  of 
this  class,  and  they  continued  the  same 
until,  in  the  disastrous  experience  of 
the  last  six  or  seven  years,  they  came  to 
be  changed — in  1852  we  solemnly  en- 
gaged to  respect  the  independence  of 
the  Transvaal.  That  was  by  a  Treaty 
formed  between  us  and  the  representa- 
tives of  the  Boer  population.  What 
right  had  we  to  infringe  that  Treaty? 
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What  right  had  we  to  make  ourselves 
tiie  jadges  of  that  Treaty,  and  then  set 
up  the  miserable  plea  in  the  despatch  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  that 
there  was  an  implied  reservation  in  that 
Treaty — an  implied  resenration  which 
made  us  parties  competent  to  deal  with 
it  as  we  did  deal  with  it  ?  Why,  Sir, 
what  a  doctrine  to  apply  to  the  whole 
formation  of  Treaties  that  are  to  bind 
nations  together,  and  the  very  essence 
of  which  is  that  no  party  can  under  any 
circumstances  have  any  title  to  import 
into  a  Treaty,  of  his  own  motion,  that 
which  the  Treaty  does  not  contain.  Sir, 
most  imhappily,  Her  Majesty's  late  Go- 
yemment — [**  Question !  "] — I  seem  to 
hear  a  cry  of  ''Question"  from  the 
quarter  opposite.  Are  hon.  Members 
not  aware  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man himself,  with  perfect  propriety,  in 
the  earlier  portion  of  his  speech  went 
back  upon  this  portion  of  the  history  of 
^e  question.  Well,  Sir,  an  unfortunate 
error  entered  into  the  policy  of  the  late 
Government,  and,  I  think,  precipitated 
them  in  their  career.  It  was  a  prema- 
ture, thouffh  no  doubt  a  well-meant,  at- 
tempt to  bring  into  South  Africa  that 
principle  of  Confederation  which  is  most 
admirable  where  your  Colonies  are  pre- 
pared for  it,  and  where  they  obtain  it 
in  thorough  conformity  with  their  own 
desires,  but  which  it  is  rash  and 
dangerous  to  attempt  to  force  upon 
tiiem.  That  attempt  at  a  policy  of  Con- 
federation was  part,  unfortunately,  of 
the  measures  which  led  us  into  these 
difficulties.  We  had  no  right  to  break 
that  Sand  Biver  Convention,  except  on 
the  g^und  of  offence  on  the  part  of  the 
Boers  against  ourselves;  but,  unfortu- 
nately, we  broke  it  upon  pleas  relating 
to  matters  of  remote  apprehension  and 
policy  which  invested  us  with  no  title  at 
all  to  deal  in  such  a  way  with  a  solemn  in- 
strument so  contracted.  If  we  are  to 
talk  of  loyalty;  if  we  are  to  talk  of 
honour ;  if  we  are  to  talk  of  humiliation ; 
if  we  are  to  talk  of  blushing,  it  is  those 
who  deal  with  these  solemn  instruments 
in  a  manner  so  unscrupulous  who  ought 
to  be  very  careful  how  they  throw  these 
stringent  and  formidable  terms  at  their 
opponents.  Well,  Sir,  the  annexation 
was  then  brought  into  contemplation; 
but  it  was  only  brought  into  contempla- 
tion if  it  was  agreeable  to  the  will  of 
the  people,  or  of  a  sufficient  nimiber  of 
the  people.    I  presume  there  was  a  real 


belief  on  the  part  of  Lord  Carnarvon  and 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  a  gpreat 
majority — which  I  presume  is  what  they 
meant  by  asufficient  number — thatagreat 
majority  of  the  Boers  were  favourable  to 
annexation.  But  very  soon  after  that  an- 
nexation, out  of  8,000  White  adult  males, 
6,600  signed  a  declaration  remonstrat- 
ing against  the  annexation  and  declining 
to  accept  it.  It  was  alleged  that  that 
Petition  was  obtained  by  intimidation, 
and  through  undue  influence.  I  can 
conceive  of  a  charge  of  that  kind  where 
a  Petition  is  promoted  by  the  ruling 
Power;  but  this  was  a  Petition  which 
expressed  the  sense  of  the  people  ad- 
versely to  the  ruling  Power,  and,  in  the 
circumstances,  it  was  impossible  for  you 
to  have  a  more  genuine,  effective,  and 
legitimate  expression  of  the  sense  of  the 
community  at  the  time.  We  have  heard 
much  to-night  of  the  interests  of  the 
Natives.  I  want  to  show  how  this 
annexation  operated  upon  the  interests 
of  the  Natives,  and  I  call  in  as  a  wit- 
ness the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Chatham  (Mr.  Gorst),  who  has  reminded 
us  to-niffht  that  that  destructive  and  dis- 
hoDour^leZulu  War,  which  slaughtered 
thousands  of  innocent  men,  and  which 
inflicted  upon  British  arms  the  most 
serious  disaster  that  they  have  sustained 
for  one  generation  of  men,  was  the 
direct  consequence  of  the  annexation  of 
the  Transvaal.  It  was  the  unfortunate 
necessity  under  which  we  lay  of  con- 
ciliating, or  attempting  to  conc^ate,  the 
Boers  when  we  had  established  interests 
of  our  own  in  connection  with  them 
that  led  us  into  that  sang^nary  war.  I 
must,  of  course,  observe  that  I  cannot 
greatly  censure,  but  I  may  lament  the 
fact  that  the  Government  established 
over  the  Boers  was  a  Gk)vemment  alien 
in  its  spirit  to  British  institutions  and  to 
our  established  Colonial  practice.  It  was 
a  despotic  Government — to  all  intents  and 
purposes  a  despotic  Government — and 
a  despotic  Government  established  for 
whom  ?  The  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Meath  (Mr.  A.  M.  Sullivan)  has 
gracefully  and  generously  alluded  to  the 
fact  that  he,  from  his  religious  point  of 
view,haB  not,and  could  not  have,any  spe- 
cial sympathy  with  these  men.  But  who 
are  these  men  ?  They  are  the  descend- 
ants of  the  Calvinists  of  the  United  Pro- 
vinces who  defied  the  power  of  Spain, 
the  greatest  military  Monarchy  of  Eu- 
rope at  that  epoch,  and  of  the  French 


1851  Tramvaal  RUing.-^        { COMMONS ) 


Me$oluti9». 


1852 


Huguenots,  who  maintained  such  a  con- 
test againstthe  dominant  party  in  France 
that  they  obtained  from  the  wisdom  of 
Henry  IV .  the  famous  Edict  of  Nantes. 
These  are  the  men  who,  rather  than  sub- 
mit to  what  was  adverse  to  their  con- 
yictionsand  their  consciences,  went  across 
the  seas,  even  as  our  own  Pilgrim  Fathers 
went  across  the  seas,  to  save  their  reli- 
gion and  their  freedom,  at  the  sacrifice  of 
their  homes  and  all  their  home  associa- 
tions.    Well,  these  were  men  with  re- 
gard to  whom  we  ought  to  have  known 
that  we  were  dealing  with  persons  not 
to  be  trifled  with — that  we  were  dealing 
with  persons  of  extraordinary  vigour  and 
tenacity  of  character — of  a  character, 
perhaps,   in  some  respects  not  unlike 
that  which  we  boast  of  for  ourselves, 
and  certainly,  I  am  afraid,  capable  of 
being  compared    with    ours    in    those 
weaker  points  which  hon.   Gentlemen 
opposite  do  not  seem  to  recognize  at  all 
as   belonging  to  us — namely,  that  we 
have  not  always  been  the  tenderest  and 
gentlest  in  the  world  towards  subject 
races,  or  the  most  generous  in  our  treat- 
ment of  indigenous  races,  or  in  our  deal- 
ings with   the   institution    of    slavery. 
Well,  Sir,  the  Transvaal  was  handed 
over  to  us  with  a  moderate  military 
force;  it  had  been  reduced  to    10,000 
men,  with  prospects  of  difficulties,  per- 
haps ;  but  difficulties  we  were  bound  to 
measure  according  to  the  best  informa- 
tion we  could  obtain.     That  information 
was   to  the   effect  that  gradually  the 
Boers  were  departing  from  their  senti- 
ments of  alienation  lor  the  British  Go- 
vernment.    Was  it  our  duty — would  it 
have  been  allowable  or  tolerable  in  us 
to  have  overthrown  and  set  aside  that 
information?    On  the  contrary,  we  en- 
deavoured to  estimate  it  as  fairly  as  we 
could.     It  came  from  men  of  honour 
and  men  of  intelligence — from  men  in 
the   service  of  the  Crown,  who  were 
unanimous  in  their  representations,  and 
the  representations  which  they  made  of 
the  constantly  improving  sentiments  of 
the  Boers  were  associated  at  the  time  the 
present   Government   came   into  Office 
with  an  assurance  we  received  on  the 
part  of  Sir  Bartle  Frere,  that  it  was  not 
improbable— on  the   contrary,    that  he 
had  sanguine  hopes  that,  at  the  meeting 
of  the  Cape  Parliament,  the  question  of 
Confederation  would  be  seriously  taken 
lA  hand.     That  was  the  main  reason 
which  determined  us  in  advising  that  no 
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change  should  be  made  in  the  ihen 
existing  state  of  things.     There  was  not 
the  slightest  reason,  in  thoee  circum- 
stances, to  suppose  that  we  were  travel- 
ling towards  a  state  of  violence  and  war. 
There  was  given  to  us  this  authoritative 
statement  as  to  the  plan  of  Confedera- 
tion, which,  if  it  could  have  been  brought 
about,  undoubtedly  would  have  solved 
the  great  civil  and  political  problem  be- 
fore us — namely,  of  giving  perfect  local 
freedom  to  the  Boers  in  the  manage- 
ment of  their  own  affairs.     That  was 
what  influenced  the  first  decision  of  the 
present  Administration.     And  so  things 
went  on  until   Confederation  failed  in 
August,  and  Sir  Bartle  Frere  was  re- 
called.   What  did  we  do?    We  could 
not  venture  to  proceed  in  South  A&ica, 
where  we  had  no  confidential  Agents  of 
our  own,  upon  a  matter  so  delicate  and 
difficult  as  that  of  granting  free  institu- 
tions to  the  Boers  until  we  knew  who 
were  the  men  who  were  to  conduct  this 
difficult  task.  We  therefore  chose  a  gen- 
tleman of  gpreat  ability  and  experience, 
Sir  Hercules  Hobinson,  to  g^  to  South 
Africa  for  the  purpose  of  taking  this  im- 
portant business  in  hand.     Unhappily, 
before  he  arrived,  the  war  broke  out ; 
but  down  to  the  very  eve  of  the  breaking 
out  of  the  war  we  continued  to  receive 
the  same  assurances  that  the  minds  of 
the  Boers  were  settling  down,  that  those 
who  were  averse  to  us  were  pasmng  into 
a  minority ;  and,  in  fact,  such  were  the 
professions  held  out  that  we  had  every 
reason  to  believe — and  I  do  not  hesitate 
to  say  that  it  was  at  that  time  our  duty 
to  believe — that  the  Boers  had  abated 
their  original  stiffness  of  intention,  and 
that,  provided  we  could  g^ve  them  full 
freedom  of  government,  we  should  have 
no  difficulty  in  establishing  a  satisfactory 
arrangement  with  them.     Well,  Sir,  I 
come  now  to  the  outbreak  of  the  war, 
and  to  observe  upon  some  of  the  con- 
flicting charges  which  appear  to  be  made 
against  us.  The  right  hon.  Baronet  says 
that  an  overture  was  made  in  the  Cape 
Parliament,  by  some  of  its  Members,  tor 
the  appointment  of  a  Commission  to  in- 
quire into  the  state  of  affairs  in  the  Trans- 
vaal, and  he  says  he  is  quite  at  a  loM  to 
conceive  why  it  was  we  considered  that 
overture  inopportune.     I  will  g^ve  the 
reason  at  once.     First  of  all,  it  was  be- 
cause, at  the  time  it  was  made,  we  were 
not  in  a  condition  to  say  that  we  had 
placed  the  authorities  in  Soutiti  Africa 
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in  a  poflition  to  vindioate  the  Qaeen's 
authority;  and,  secondly,  because  it  came 
from  persons  who,  however  benevolent, 
had  no  lociu  »tandi  in  the  matter,  and 
had  we  been  so  imprudent  and  precipi- 
tate as  to  act  on  that  overture  we  might 
have  been  justly  repelled  by  the  Boers 
with  an  answer  whicn  would  have  been 
eminently  disagreeable.  A  very  short 
time  after  that  proposition  was  made 
the  state  of  things  materially  changed, 
and  it  became  necessary  for  us  to  adviso 
the  Crown  to  state  in  the  Speech  from 
the  Throne  that  it  was  our  duty  to  vindi- 
cate the  Queen's  authority  in  South 
Africa ;  and  a  pointed  question  is  put 
by  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
(Siatliam  (Mr.  Gorst),  which  I  admit  to 
be  a  perfectly  fair  question,  as  to  what 
happened  between  the  time  when  the 
Queen  was  advised  to  state  that  her 
authority  must  be  vindicated  in  South 
Africa,  and  the  time  when  we  entered 
into  negotiations  for  peace.  We  have 
got  now  to  the  point  when  we  declined 
to  enteron  amerely  unauthoritative  over- 
tore.  The  mostessential  point,  in  our  opi- 
nion, had  become  perfectly  clear  when 
the  war  broke  out  that  we  had  two 
duties  to  perform.  The  first  was  to 
aocomnlate  in  the  country  what  might 
be  oonceived  to  be  an  overwhelming 
force,  and,  by  an  overwhelming  force,  I 
mean  that  which  was  actually  sent  there 
—-namely,  a  force  of  Begular  troops,  in- 
dependent of  any  aid  which  might  be  re- 
ceived on  the  spot — a  force  of  Begular 
troops  of  all  arms,  greatly  outnumber- 
ing the  force  which  the  Boers  were 
bringing  to  bear.  But  our  second  duty 
was  to  look  for  the  very  first  opportunity 
of  making  peace.  But  that  was  not 
a£Ebrded  simply  because  two  or  three 
Members  of  the  Cape  Parliament  said 
we  could  send  a  Commission.  We  could 
not  expose  the  authority  of  the  Queen 
to  repmsion  and  insult.  It  was  impos- 
aible  to  send  a  Commission  to  the  Trans- 
Taal  until  we  knew  how  it  would  be 
received  there.  But  we  acceded  to  a 
proposal  that  a  Commission  should  be 
appointed  when  Mr.  Krueer,  the  Civil 
head  of  the  Boers,  himself  made  a  pro- 
posal that  a  Commission  should  be  sent, 
and  this  proposal  made,  as  we  knew  it 
to  be  on  behalf  of  the  Boer  Government, 
and  with  the  consent  of  the  Boer  people, 
was  an  offer  which  made  us  believe  that 
the  door  was  open,  and  that  that  door 
ought  not  by  any  wanton  or  hasty  action 


of  ours  to  be  closed.  Well,  Sir,  it  was 
our  duty,  as  I  have  said,  to  look  out  for 
an  opportunity  of  making  peace  ;  but  it 
has  been  said  that  we  have  done  nothing 
to  vindicate  the  Queen's  authority.  Now, 
my  answer  is  that  we  have  done  every- 
thing to  vindicate  the  Queen's  autho- 
rity, except  the  shedding  of  more  blood. 
To  this  issue  we  shall  bring  this  matter. 
I  say  that  the  first  thing  we  did  to 
vindicate  the  Queen's  authority  was  to 
accumulate  an  overwhelming  force  in 
South  Africa.  Sir,  are  these  patriotics 
to  laugh  at  the  force  which  was  accu- 
mulated in  South  AMca  ?  or  am  I  not 
right  in  saying  that  it  was  a  powerful 
and  overwhelming  force ;  that  it  was  a 
force  of  Begular  and  trained  troops  of 
all  arms,  fully  equipped  and  prepared, 
and  exceeding  in  numbers  the  whole 
amount  of  individuals  in  the  Transvaal 
with  whom  it  might  be  brought  in  con- 
tact ?  Sir,  I  call  that  an  overwhelming 
force.  We  also  required  that  the  first 
overture  should  come,  not  from  us,  but 
from  the  Boers,  and  the  first  overture  for 
peace  came  from  them.  We  did  not 
make  it.  We  should  not  have  thought 
it  consistent  with  our  position,  or  with 
the  dignity  of  the  Queen,  -to  make  it 
in  the  actual  state  of  affairs;  but  we 
thought  it  our  duty  to  accept  it,  and,  in 
my  opinion,  if  we  had  not  accepted  it 
we  should  have  incurred  a  heavy  respon- 
sibility, and  deserved  the  censure  which 
is  now  sought  to  be  cast  upon  us.  But, 
Sir,  we  used  an  expression  in  all  our 
telegrams  that  we  should  require  the 
Boers  to  desist  from  armed  opposi- 
tion. That  expression  was  used  on  the 
threshold  of  these  communications ;  but, 
when  we  were  further  advanced  into 
them,  then,  of  course,  it  became  neces- 
sary to  interpret  that  expression,  and 
we  did  interpret  it  by  requiring  that  the 
first  act,  in  order  to  enable  negotiations 
to  be  instituted,  should  be  the  disper- 
sion of  the  armed  force  of  the  Boers. 
That  is  what  I  call  an  ample  and  suffi- 
cient interpretation  of  the  phrase  we 
had  previously  used  of  desisting  from 
armed  opposition.  And,  Sir,  finally 
having  done  that,  it  is  to  be  remembered 
that  at  this  very  moment  the  only  col- 
lected forces  in  the  Transvaal  are  the 
forces  of  Her  Majesty,  and  that  during 
the  period  through  which  the  negotia- 
tions extend,  it  is  the  name  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty which  alone  is  of  authority  in  that 
country.     Therefore,  I  say  we  have  vin- 
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dioated  ilie  Queen's  autboritj  in  all  ways 
except  by  the  shedding  of  more  blood ; 
and  I  call  upon  you  to  show  me,  and  not 
a  man  in  the  debate  of  this  day  has 
shown,  in  what  other  way  it  could  have 
been  yindioated  except  by  the  way  of 
blood.  Then  I  am  told  there  was  a 
change  on  our  own  part.  There  was  no 
change  on  our  part  whatever  except  that 
we  developed  in  detail  the  expressions 
that  WB  at  first  used  generally ;  and  I 
affirm,  and  I  think  I  shall  not  be  contra- 
dicted, when  I  say  that  the  expression 
"  desisting  from  armed  opposition," 
Hiight,  perhaps,  have  borne  some  more 
qualified  construction  than  the  strong 
construction  that  we  put  upon  it  when 
we  required  that,  as  the  very  first  step 
of  all,  the  armed  forces  of  the  Boers 
should  be  diispersed.  Sir,  I  repeat,  there 
was  no  change  on  our  part.  What  is 
complained  of  on  the  other  side  is  that 
we  did  not  change  in  their  direction; 
that  we  did  not,  in  consequence  of  the 
unfortunate  miscarriages  to  the  forces 
put  in  motion  by  Sir  Oeorge  CoUey,  say 
— **  Although  we  might  have  treated 
with  you  before  those  miscarriages,  we 
cannot  do  so  now  until  we  oflPer  up  a  cer- 
tain number  of  victims  in  expiation  of 
the  blood  that  has  been  shed ;  until  that 
has  been  done,  the  very  things  which 
we  believed  before  to  be  reasonable, 
and  which  we  were  ready  to  dis- 
cuss with  you  as  reasonable,  we  re- 
fuse now  to  discuss,  and  we  must  wait 
until  Moloch  has  been  appeased."  We 
contend  that  tiiat  would  have  been 
an  unjust  and  cruel  method  of  pro- 
cedure. I  will  go  so  far  as  to  admit 
this.  Had  those  three  unhappy  move- 
ments been  movements  of  the  Boers  them- 
selves against  us,  then,  indeed,  it  would 
have  been  at  least  plausible,  perhaps 
reasonable,  to  say  that  we  could  not 
afford  to  deal  with  them  until  there  had 
been  further  military  operations.  But 
considering  that  the  Boers  had  nothing 
whatever  to  do  with  those  movements — 
rintermptionf  and  **  Hear,  hear! "]  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  am  really  very  sorry  to  ob- 
serve^and  I  do  not  wish  to  be  impatient 
— that  in  a  particular  portion  of  the 
House  there  are  methods  in  practice 
which  are  not  usual  in  this  House, 
which  are  not  conformable  to  Farlia- 
mentaxy  practice,  and  which  make  it 
somewhat  more  difficult  than  it  other- 
wise would  be  to  give  hon.  Members 
that  satbfaotion  for  which  I  have  no 
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doubt  their  understandings  are  longing. 
But,  Sir,  I  have  just  stated  that  the 
Boers  had  no  share  whatever,  except  a 
defensive  share,  in  those  military  opera- 
tions ;  and  that  being  so,  I  put  it  plainly 
to  the  House  that  it  would  have  been 
most  imjust  and  cruel,  I  believe  it  would 
have  been  cowardly  and  mean,  if,  on 
account  of  those  operations,  we  had  re- 
fused to  ffo  forward  with  negotiations 
which,  before  the  first  of  those  miscar- 
riages had  occurred,  we  had  already 
dedared  we  were  willing  to  promote 
and  undertake.  When  criticisms  of  this 
kind  are  made,  it  is  a  £edr  thing  to  ask 
what  is  the  alternative  policy  o£Eered  by 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  ;•  and,  above  all, 
what  is  his  alternative  policy,  not  merely 
in  relation  to  the  military  question,  but 
in  relation  to  the  ultimate  destination  of 
the  countiy  ?  Why,  all  his  promises  of 
free  Government  to  the  Boers  vanish 
into  thin  air.  He  has  to-night  pro- 
pounded the  doctrine  that  such  a  Gh>veni- 
ment  as  prevails  in  a  Grown  Oolony  is 
no  unfit  Government  for  the  Transvaal 
under  the  Boers.  He  has  propounded 
it  in  a  circuitous  but  intelligible  manner. 
He  has  quoted  it  as  the  opinion  of  gen- 
tlemen entitled  to  respect.  He  said  it 
would  be  necessary  for  us  to  keep  the 
Government  in  our  own  hands.  He  said 
it  would  be  necessazy  for  us  to  keep  our 
control  over  all  local  Courts  of  Justice. 
Our  control  over  all  local  Oourts  of  Jus- 
tice !  Is  that  our  idea  of  free  Govern- 
ment ?  But  for  our  Colonial  institutions, 
would  he,  as  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies,  have  dared  to  broach  such  a 
doctrine  to  the  free  people  of  Canada  or 
to  a  single  one  of  our  Australian  Settle- 
ments? The  right  hon.  Baronet  evi- 
dently has  in  his  head  something  like 
the  old  re-actionary  system  of  Colonial 
Government  from  Downing  Street,  and 
that  it  was  under  that  Downing  Street 
Gk>vemment  that  he  intended  to  place 
the  Transvaal.  In  my  opinion,  it  is  not 
only  the  perfectly  clear  intention  of  the 
words  of  the  right  hon.  GFentleman,  but 
it  is  a  most  serious  fact  indeed  for  the 
consideration  of  the  House.  I  will  refer 
to  it  again  in  a  moment ;  but  I  ask  now, 
what  would  have  been  the  military  up- 
shot of  this  policy  ?  I  have  no  aoubt 
that  he  would  have  been  able  to  cruah 
this  small  and  gallant  people.  They 
would  have  offered  him  a  resistance 
which  would  have  been  famous  in  hia- 
tory,  and  which  would  hav9  excited  the 


1867        TVamvaal  Rmng.^        (July  25,  1881 J 


Hesoluiion. 


1858 


■ympathy  of  the  ciyilized  world.  He 
would  have  been  able  to  crush  them,  no 
doubt,  after,  as  I  believe,  unlimited  blood- 
shed, andleayingbehind  him  mostpainful 
and  bitter  recollections — after  bloodshed 
including,  and  including  lai^elj,  those 
loyalists  and  those  Natives  of  whom  he 
has  been  the  advocate  to-night.  Was 
this  to  be  carried  on  i^om  generation  to 
generation  ?  After  the  Sand  Eiver  Con- 
vention, the  breach  of  it,  the  annexa- 
tion, the  proof  brought  out  at  last  be- 
vond  all  doubt  that  the  enormous  ma- 
lority,  the  overwhelming  majority  of  the 
European  population  not  of  English 
origin,  were  bitterly  averse  to  English 
rule,  were  we  to  go  on  in  that  remote 
region  of  the  earth  keeping  down  these 
people  generation  after  generation  by 
the  tyrannous  action  of  brute  force? 
Were  we  to  tell  them  that  we  must  have 
control  over  every  Oourt  of  Justice  in 
the  country,  and  that  there  were  very 
wise  men  who  thought  that  the  system 
of  justice  and  of  government  known  as 
that  of  the  Grown  Colonies  would  be 
TOiy  suitable  to  the  Transvaal  ?  That 
is  we  policy  the  right  hon.  Oontleman 
offers  to  us  as  an  alternative  to  the  one 
we  have  pursued.  What  is  the  policy 
we  have  pursued  ?  There  was  one  sen- 
tence in  the  speech  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  with  which  I  perfectly  agree. 
He  spoke  of  the  difficulties  of  the  South 
African  Question.  For  40  years  I  have 
always  regarded  it  as  the  one  g^eat  un- 
solved, perhaps  unsolvable,  problem  of 
our  Colonial  system.  I  do  not  doubt 
that  we  have  sacred  and  solemn  duties 
imposed  on  us  in  this  matter  both  to- 
wards the  English  Party  whom  we  call 
**  loyalists "  and  likewise  towards  the 
Native  tribes  of  South  Africa.  This  has 
never  for  a  moment  been  disguised ;  but 
I  do  not  for  one  moment  admit  that  the 
course  we  have  taken  has  involved  neg- 
lect or  disparagement  of  the  interests  of 
the  populations  of  the  Transvaal.  Our 
duty  towards  the  loyalists  is  plain.  It 
is  to  obtain  for  them,  in  the  first  place, 
compensation  for  the  losses  they  have 
sustained  according  to  well-understood 
rules — losses  in  consequence  of  the  war, 
for  example,  in  fines  levied  upon  them 
for  not  taking  up  arms  against  us.  Be- 
sides that,  it  is  our  duty  to  secure  for 
them  that  they  shall  remain  in  the 
country  on  terms  of  perfect  equality 
with  the  other  inhabitants.  Those  are 
our  duties  to  the  loyalists,  and  we  have 
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put  these  people  in  such  a  position  that 
they  will  no  longer  have  reason  to  find 
fault.  Now,  as  to  the  Natives,  I  want 
to  know  whether  any  other  course  than 
that  which  we  have  pursued  would  have 
been  more  favourable  to  them.  What 
are  the  courses  that  might  have  been 
pursued?  There  are  four  that  might 
have  appeared  possible ;  but  two  of 
them  I  reject.  I  do  not  t^ink  that  with 
the  view  we  take  of  our  obligations 
in  this  matter  it  would  have  been  pos- 
sible for  us  to  recognize  the  Transvaal 
State  simply  as  a  foreign  Power,  even 
to  the  extent  to  which  it  was  recognized 
by  the  Sand  Eiver  Convention.  It  was 
our  duty  to  make  such  reservations  in 
establishing  practical  and  virtual  inde- 
pendence as  should  enable  us  to  secure 
interests  that  we  were  bound  to  cherish. 
I,  therefore,  set  that  aside ;  but  there  is 
a  second  course — that  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  which  I  likewise  set  aside. 
I  cast  aside  the  plan  of  governing  the 
people  of  the  Transvaal  by  the  officialism 
of  Downing  Street  as  visionary  and  im- 
practicable. I  put  aside  the  notion  that 
the  Boers  were  a  set  of  people  who 
would  have  rested  content,  or  who  would 
have  thought  of  resting  content,  with 
even  the  largest  amount  of  liberty  under 
such  a  form  of  Government.  There  were 
two  other  plans— one,  that  of  giving  a 
Colonial  Constitution  as  it  is  now  un- 
derstood and  widely  practised,  with  real 
and  responsible  government.  We  might 
have  offered  them  that;  but  I  do  not  be- 
lieve it  would  have  been  acceptable.  I 
am  not  going  into  arguments  for  the 
purpose  of  testing  them ;  but  I  do  not 
think  they  would  have  accepted  that 
offer  if  it  had  been  made  to  them.  After 
all  that  had  occurred  it  became  neces- 
sary that  there  should  be  some  plan 
fixed  and  agreed  upon  between  us,  so 
that  they  should  know  what  obligations 
they  were  under  to  us,  and  that  we 
should  have  no  powers  except  such  as 
were  well  understood  by  them.  That  is 
the  plan  which  we  have  actually  adopted. 
I  apprehend  that  the  term  which  has 
been  adopted  —  '*  suzerainty  of  the 
Queen  " — is  intended  to  signify  that 
certain  portions  of  sovereignty  are  re- 
served, and  are  expressly  reserved ;  but 
that  all  that  is  not  reserved  is  given  up. 
That  is  the  meaning  which  I  think  we 
ourselves  should  attach  to  the  term. 
What  are  those  portions  of  sovereignty  ? 
The  portions   of   sovereignty  that   we 
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desire  to  reserve  are — first,  those  wluch 
relate  to  the  relations  between  the  Trans- 
vaal community  and  foreign  countries 
— ^the  whole  care  of  the  foreign  relations 
of  the  Boers.  Those  foreign  relations 
are  not  altogether  unknown  to  the  Boers 
in  their  brief  independent  existence. 
They  had  communications  with  various 
countries  of  Europe,  with  various  con- 
siderable countries  of  Europe ;  but  the 
whole  of  these  relations  in  the  future 
will  remain  in  the  hands  of  the  Queen. 
But  what  was  still  more  important  was 
that  we  should  reserve  sufficient  power 
to  make  provision  for  the  interests  of 
the  Natives.  And  this  reservation  of 
foreign  relations  was  a  most  important 
one  as  regards  the  interests  of  the 
Natives,  because  a  very  large  portion 
of  the  Native  interests  of  the  country 
involve  the  Natives  beyond  the  Frontier 
of  the  Transvaal.  Therefore,  the  whole 
of  the  interests  of  the  Natives  beyond 
the  Frontier  of  the  Transvaal  will  be 
retained  in  the  hands  of  the  British  Go- 
vernment by  the  retention  of  the  suze- 
rainty. As  to  the  interests  of  the 
Natives  in  the  Transvaal,  I  can  only 
say  that  we  have  decided  on  and  em- 
bodied in  the  fixed  terms  of  the  instruc- 
tions by  which  the  veto  of  the  Grown 
will  be  reserved  over  any  law  enacted 
in  the  Transvaal  concerning  the  Natives. 
Well,  there  are  other  arrangements  in 
progress  of  which  I  cannot  now  speak, 
oecause  they  are  not  completed;  but 
they  involve,  not  only  the  holding  of 
lands  bv  Natives,  but  allocations  of  con- 
siderable portions  of  territory,  as  a  pre- 
liminary measure  to  the  establishment 
of  some  orffan  or  authority  that  shall  be 
able  to  safeguard  the  interests  of  the 
Natives  so  established  in  the  country. 
But  what  I  would  point  out  is  that  it  is 
our  opinion  that  tne  provisions  which 
we  have  made  in  an  engagement  of  this 
kind  with  the  people  of  we  Transvaal, 
whether  they  give  us  sufficient  power  or 
not  for  maintaining  the  interests  of  the 
Natives,  give  us  a  great  deal  more  power 
than  we  should  have  had  if  we  could 
have  established  that  kind  of  Colonial 
Parliamentary  government  with  respon- 
sible Ministers.  I  do  not  hesitate  to  say 
that  our  power  of  interference  on  the 
part  of  the  Natives  would  be  infinitely 
greater  than  if  the  Government  in  the 
Transvaal  were  like  that  of  Canada.  In 
what  respect  do  the  Canadians  fall  short 
of  the  absolute  management  of  their 
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own  internal  concerns?  Supposing  there 
were  a  great  body  —  which,  happily, 
there  is  not — of  Natives  in  Canada,  what 
power  should  we  have  of  securing  the 
mterests  of  those  Natives?    Are  hon. 
G-entlemen  aware  that  more  than  30 
years  ago  the  Queen  had  to  set  her  hand 
to  an  Act  of  Parliament  passed  in  Canada 
which  requited  persons  who  had  suffered 
losses  in  the  Canadian  rebellion,  and 
which  requited  and  compensated  the  losses 
of  rebels  as  well  as  those  of  loyalists  ? 
Are  hon.  Gentlemen  aware  of  that?  And 
I  ask  them,  if  they  are,  what  sort  of 
power  of  interference  do  they  think  we 
should  have  had  on  the  part  of  the 
Natives,  or  for  anv  other  purpose,  if 
we  had  established  such  a  system  in 
the  Transvaal?     It  is  true  you  have 
retained  a  veto  in  Canada;   but  you 
know  that  that  veto  never  has  been,  and 
never  will  be,  exercised  in  a  matter  of 
the  slightest  consequence.    You  never 
can  go  into   collision  with  the  feeling 
of  the  people  of  your  Colonies  when 
once  you  luive  granted  them  free  go- 
vernment.    Now,  I  contend    that  by 
separating  this  veto  upon  laws  relating 
to  the  Natives  from  any  general  inter- 
ference with  the  business  of  the  country, 
with  regard  to  which    the   Transvaal 
commumty  know  they  are  perfectly  se- 
cure, we  have  put  ourselves  in  a  position 
to  make  use  of  that  power,  and  provide 
a  far  more  efficient  safeguard  than  we 
could  have  had  for  the  interests  of  the 
Natives  if  we  had  retained  the  Trans- 
vaal in  the  Colonial  connection.     But 
the  truth  is,  as  I  have  said,  that  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  do  not  really  believe 
that  they  could — nay,  they  do  not  really 
believe  that  they  ought — to  give  local 
liberty  to  the  people  of  the  Transvaal. 
And  it  is  not  now  so  much  a  question 
about  the  name  of  local  liberty.    There 
can   be  no   greater  liberty  than  that 
which   is    enjoyed   by  the    people   of 
Canada  as  to   the  whole  of  their  in- 
ternal concerns.    That  is  practically  the 
condition  of  the  people  of  the  Trans- 
vaal ;  and  that  is  what  I  am  firmly  per- 
suaded the  right  hon.  Oentleman  means 
we  ought  to  have  denied.   ["  No,  no!"] 
But  his  own  words,  which  he  does  not 
deny,  and  of  which  I  have  given  a  speci- 
men, were  to  the  effect  that  we  ought 
to  have  control  over  every  local  Court 
What  is  the  plan  which  is  offered  to  qs 
as  an  alternative  of  our  own — the  plan 
our  not  following  which  is  made  the 
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sabjeot  of  a  Yote  of  Oensure  upon  us  in 
this  House  ?    It  is  this — that  we  should 
have  withdrawn  from  what  we  had  said 
on  the  10th  of  January — namely,  that  if 
the  Boers  desisted  from  armed  opposi- 
tion some  agreement  might  be    come 
to.     It  is  said  now  that  we  withdrew, 
not  because  they  desisted  from  armed 
opposition,  but  because  they  had  strenu- 
ously defended  themselves  in  a  manner 
which  was  altogether  inconsistent  with 
their  desisting  from  armed  opposition. 
We  were,  then,  to  withdraw  from  the 
terms  we  had  offered,  and  were  to  pro- 
ceed to  execute  military  operations.  The 
hon.  and  gallant  Gendeman  who  spoke 
last  (Sir  Walter  B.  Barttelot)  assured 
us,  upon  his  military  credit,   that  Sir 
Evelyn  Wood  would  have  out>flanked 
the  Boers,  and  so  have  put  an  end  to  the 
war  without  bloodshed.     But,  great  as 
may  be  the  authority  of  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member,  that  is  not  the  language 
of  Sir  Evelyn  Wood.     He  does  not  dis- 
guise from  us  that  what  he  expected  was 
a  battle  with  the  Boers,  and  a  defeat.   I 
cannot  mention  the  name  of  that  dis- 
tingxiished  man  without  expressing  the 
debt  we  owe  to  him  for  the  qualities, 
both  civil  and  military,  he  displayed; 
and,  although  on  that  point  we  frankly 
differed  from  him,  we  should  not  have 
been  justified  in  casting  on  him  our  re- 
sponsibility, and  we  declined  to  proceed 
to  further  bloodshed.    But  if  we  had 
proceeded  to  further  bloodshed,  under 
what  circumstances  should  we  have  done 
so  ?    We  should  have  left  in  the  minds 
of  those  men  who,  I  believe,  are  now 
generally  animated  by  kindly  and,   to 
use  their  own  expression,  loyal  feelings 
towards  the  Queen   as  their  Suzerain, 
bitter  and  lasting  hatred.     We  should 
have  squandered  more  millions  of  trea- 
sure— though  I  hardly  mention  such  a 
thing  in  the  company  of  much  greater 
matters— in  addition  to  the  £8,000,000 
mainly  spent,  but  partly  remaining  lia- 
bilities, which  are  the  result  of  the  happy 
proceedings  of  the  late  Government  and 
the. late  Parliament  in   South  Africa. 
But  we  should  have  done  much  more 
than  that.     The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  seems  to  forget  that  the  Boers 
01  the  Transvaal  are  not  the  only  Boers 
of  South  Africa.    He  seems  to  forget  that 
the  Orange  Hiver  Free  State  is  close 
by,  and  conterminous  with,  the  Trans- 
vaal, and  that  the  strongest  sympathy 
pervades  the  minds  of  Sil  the  men  of 


Dutch  descent  with  whom  the  Boers  are 
inextricably  mixed  throughout  South 
Africa.  With  your  schemes  of  war  you 
would  have  run  the  risk  of  the  most 
deadly  contagion  of  sympathy  spreading 
from  the  Transvaal  into  Natal,  into  the 
Oranee  Free  State,  and  over  the  whole 
length  and  breadth  of  South  Africa.  So 
that  their  calculations  were  dangerous 
and  hazardous  calculations  to  enter  into, 
and  it  would  have  been  as  rash  as  cul- 
pable to  act  on  them.  They  do  not  mend 
matters  when  they  refer  to  taking  the 
Natives  for  their  allies.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite  gave  it  as  one  of  the 
complaints  of  the  Native  Chiefs  that 
they  were  not  allowed  to  fight  for  us. 

Sir  MICHAEL  HICKS -BEACH: 
I  said  they  were  very  properly  not 
allowed  to  do  so. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  I  did  not  catch 
that ;  but  I  am  very  glad  to  hear  it.  I 
am  afraid  the  establishment  of  a  part- 
nership in  such  a  war  would  have  been 
found  a  very  inconvenient  and  difGlcult 
thing.  There  is  one  other  matter  I  think 
it  worth  our  while  to  bear  in  mind.  We 
should  have  made  this  war,  first  on  the 
Transvaal,  but  too  probably,  in  the  end, 
upon  a  very  large  portion — nay,  on  the 
whole  of  the  Dutch  population,  of  South 
Africa,  which  numbers  two  to  one  of  the 
English.  We  should  have  made  the 
war  at  an  enormous  cost,  with  immense 
difficulty,  and  with  the  strong  disap- 
proval of  the  civilized  world.  But  what 
should  we  have  made  it  for ;  and  when 
we  had  ended  the  war  what  should  we 
have  done  ?  We  should  have  done  the 
very  thing  we  have  now  done.  We 
should  not  have  wished  to  keep  under 
the  sovereignty  of  the  British  Crown 
these  unwilling  and  reluctant  subjects. 
We  should  have  been  glad  to  give  them 
the  very  liberty  we  have  conferred  on 
them.  We  have  attained  that  end  with- 
out bloodshed — for  the  blood-shedding 
that  occurred,  as  is  well  known,  was  due 
to  local  counsels.  This  is  what  we  have 
done.  We  have  chosen  to  attain  the 
end  we  had  in  view  and  to  confer 
liberties  which  we  knew  we  ought  to 
confer  without  carrying  a  most  painful 
and  dishonourable  warfare — a  warfare 
which  would  have  done  nothing  to  in- 
crease the  general  fame  or  credit  of 
England.  Sir,  these  are  the  grounds 
on  which  we  have  proceeded  in  the 
Transvaal.  Our  case  is  summed  up  in 
this — we  have  endeavoured  to  cast  aside 
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all  oonsideratioDB  of  false  shame,  and  we 
have  felt  that  we  were  strong  enough  to 
put  aside  these  considerations  of  false 
shame  without  fear  of  entailing  upon 
our  country  any  sacrifice.  We  have  en- 
deavoured to  do  right  and  to  esohewwrong, 
and  we  have  done  that  in  matters  in- 
volving alike  the  lives  of  thousands  and 
the  honour  and  character  of  our  country ; 
and,  whatever  may  be  the  opinion  of 
Gentlemen  opposite,  we  believe  we  are 
supported,  not  only  by  the  general  con- 
victions of  Parliament,  but  by  those  of 
the  country.  From  the  remotest  comer 
of  Anglo-Saxon  America  have  come 
back  to  us  echoes  of  the  resolution  we 
have  taken — favouring  and  approving 
echoes,  recognizing  in  the  policy  of  the 
Government  a  higher  ambition  than  that 
which  looks  for  military  triumph  or  ter- 
ritorial aggrandizement — an  ambition 
which  seeks  to  signalize  itself  by  walk- 
ing in  the  plain  and  simple  ways  of 
right  and  justice,  and  which  desires 
never  to  build  up  empire  except  in  the 
happiness  of  the  governed. 

Snt  8TAFF0ED  NOETHOOTE : 
There  is  much,  Sir,  in  the  speech  to 
which  we  have  just  listened,  and  much 
in  what  has  been  said  in  the  debate, 
upon  which,  if  the  hour  were  not  so  late 
and  the  opportunity  were  favourable,  it 
would  be  tempting  to  offer  some  obser- 
vations. I  should  be  very  much  tempted, 
if  we  were  in  a  position  properly  to  do 
00,  to  offer  some  observations  on  the 
statements  made  by  the  Prime  Minister 
with  regard  to  the  arrangements  which 
are  now  in  the  course  of  completion, 
and  which,  I  suppose,  we  shall  soon  be 
made  better  acquainted  with,  for  the 
future  government  of  the  Transvaal. 
But  we  cannot,  with  any  advantage, 
enter  upon  a  matter  like  that  at  the 
present  moment.  We  have  not  the 
Papers  before  us — we  do  not  even  know 
that  the  Oonvention  has  been  concluded. 
I  will,  therefore,  only  say  at  the 
present  moment  that,  whatever  the  ar- 
rangement may  be,  I  believe  we  shall 
find  that  there  has  been  in  the  policy  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government  matter  which 
will  weaken  and  embarrass  any  settle- 
ment at  which  they  may  arrive,  because 
I  believe  it  will  be  found  impossible  to 
arrive  at  any  proper  settlement  and  so- 
lution of  the  great  difficulty  of  govern- 
ing in  this  part  of  South  Africa,  or  any 
other  part,  without  proper  regard  to  the 
authority  and  strength,  and— if  I  may 
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use  a  word  so'  often  used — the  prestige 
of  the  British  Government.  I  say  that 
because,  by  the  course  which  has  been 
adopted,  we  have  materially  weakened 
that  prestige — ^I  do  not  say  weakened  in 
the  eyes  of  the  world  or  in  our  own 
sight,  but  in  the  sight  of  these  South 
AJoioans  with  whom  we  are  especially 
concerned.  The  course  which  has  been 
pursued  and  the  action  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government  cannot  fail  to  have  weakened 
that  prestige ;  and  if  we  are  to  maintain 
our  just  settlement  in  the  settlement  of 
questions  which  will  arise,  we  shall  find 
that  we  have  greater  difficulties  than  if 
greater  wisdom  had  prevailed.  But  I 
will  not  attempt  to  enter  into  the  dis- 
cussion of  arrangements  which  are  now 
being  made.  We  are  called  upon  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Carnarvonshire  to 
express  our  confidence  that  these  ar- 
rangements will  be  satisfieujtory ;  but, 
for  my  part,  I  do  not  feel  that  confi- 
dence. I  do  not  see  the  grounds  for  it. 
They  may  or  may  not  be  satisfactory.  I 
hope  they  will  be ;  but,  at  the  present 
moment,  so  far  as  I  can  see,  we  have 
no  g^und  for  expressing  confidence  in 
those  arrangements,  except  in  so  far 
as  we  are  disposed  to  place  implicit  con- 
fidence in  the  wisdom  of  the  present 
Government,  and  I  shall  not  be  sur- 
prised to  see  all  those  who  have  that 
confidence  vote  for  the  Amendment  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Carnarvonshire 
(Mr.  Bathbone).  But,  leaving  that 
part  of  the  question  aside,  I  wish  to 
direct  attention,  as  far  as  possible,  to 
the  actual  Motion  which  is  before  us  in 
the  shape  of  the  Resolution  of  my  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  East  Glou- 
cestershire (Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach), 
and  the  issues  between  him  and  the 
hon.  Member  for  Carnarvonshire  which 
are  now  presented  to  us.  I  wish  to  say, 
in  the  first  place,  that  the  House,  before 
it  g^es  to  a  division,  and  a  decision  on 
this  matter,  must  endeavour,  as  far  as 
possible,  to  concentrate  its  attention 
upon  that  which  we  particularly  chal- 
lenge— which  is  not  one  particular  event 
in  the  course  of  Her  Majesty's  Gt>vem- 
ment,  but  the  whole  course  they  have 
pursued  since  they  had  the  manage- 
ment of  these  affairs.  There  are  other 
matters  into  which  I  should  very  much 
like  to  enter  and  offer  some  observations 
upon.  I  should  naturally  be  tempted  to 
say  something  with  regard  to  uie  at- 
tacks made  on  the  conduct  of  the  late 


1865        TraMvaal  jfttHti^.—        {July  25,  18S1 ) 


Seiolutton, 


1866 


Gbyemment.  I  feel  very  little  difficulty 
indeed  in  answering  many  or  most,  if 
not  all,  of  the  criticisms  bestowed  upon 
us ;  but  I  feel,  at  the  present  moment, 
that  we  are  not  bound  to  go  into  that 
question  as  if  the  question  at  issue  now 
was  between  our  management  and  the 
management  of  the  present  Government. 
It  is  an  ingenious  way,  no  doubt,  of 
evading  a  difficult  question,  and  I  have 
observed  that  many  of  the  speakers  on 
the  opposite  side  have  been  very  much 
more  ready  to  find  fault  with  the  late 
Government  than  to  defend  the  present 
Government.  I  will  say  a  few  words 
with  reference  to  our  proceedings.  I 
deny  altogether  the  kind  of  imputation 
which  is  thrown  upon  us  of  having 
broken  up  Treaties  and  annexed  territo- 
ries, as  if  we  desired  to  increase  the 
British  Dominions.  That  is  an  entire 
misapprehension  of  what  took  place  at 
the  annexation  of  the  Transvaal.  It  was 
not  a  deliberate  and  spontaneous  choice 
of  our  own.  It  was  a  matter  which  was 
forced  upon  us  by  circumstances  over 
which  we  absolutely  had  no  control. 
Contrast  the  position  we  were  in  with 
the  position  in  which  the  Government 
have  been  since  they  have  had  the  di- 
rection of  affairs.  We  had  no  telegraph 
to  Africa  as  you  have,  and  communica- 
tion could  not  be  made  as  rapidly.  We 
had  no  warnings,  such  as  you  had  from 
'President  Brand,  at  the  earlier  part  of 
those  transactions.  We  were,  on  the 
other  hand,  pressed  by  the  imminent 
danger  in  which  we  saw  the  State  of  the 
Transvaal,  which  was  in  a  condition  of 
internal  anarchy  and  bankruptcy,  and 
threatened  with  serious  consequences 
j&om  Natives  upon  its  borders.  We  had 
to  bear  in  mind  the  consequences  to 
those  for  whose  safety  we  were  respon- 
sible ;  and  it  is  my  firm  belief  that  at  the 
moment  that  annexation  took  place  it 
was  a  step  which  saved  the  State  from  the 
ruin  that  must  have  fallen  upon  it.  The 
difficulty  was  solved;  but  the  spirit  of 
those  who,  at  the  moment,  I  believe,  were 
only  too  glad  to  accept  our  assistance, 
changed,  and,  no  doubt,  a  different  feel- 
ing began  to  prevail.  It  was,  no  doubt, 
a  question  how  far  that  feeling  prevailed ; 
and  the  evidence,  gradually  accumu- 
lating, showed  that  there  was  a  stronger 
feeling  against  annexation,  on  the  part 
of  the  Boers,  than  we  had  at  first  any 
reason  to  believe.  If  we  had  remained 
in  Office,  we  should  have  gone  on  on  the 


lines  we  had  already  acted  upon.  We 
were  desirous  to  arrive  at  a  conclusion 
by  which,  if  the  Boers  had  accepted  the 
sovereignty  of  the  British  Crown,  we 
woidd  apply  to  them  any  system  of 
proper  government  which  would  give 
them  that  measure  of  representative  in- 
stitutions and  that  measure  of  local  self- 
government  which  might  be  reasonably 
desired  by  them.  But  we  were  tumea 
out  of  Office,  and  the  present  Govern- 
ment came  into  Office.  They  came  in  with 
every  advantage  for  dealing  with  this 
question.  At  the  moment  at  which  they 
took  Office  the  feeling  among  the  Boers 
had  begun  to  make  itself  tolerably  clear. 
They  were  beginning  already  to  have 
some  reason — and  in  their  own  view,  no 
doubt,  they  considered  they  had  strong 
reason — to  believe  that  annexation  was 
inevitable ;  but  did  the  Government — in 
accordance  either  with  the  views  they 
had  expressed  in  Opposition,  or  in  ac- 
cordance with  the  views  we  have  heard 
to-night  of  the  extreme  sanctity  of  the 
Sand  Biver  Convention,  which  ought  to 
have  overridden  everything— did  they 
proceed  at  once  to  say — **  Our  con- 
sciences will  not  allow  us,  in  face  of  a 
violated  Treaty,  to  be  here,  and  to  retain 
this  Hepublic  in  the  form  of  a  Monarchy. 
We  must  at  once  take  steps  to  reverse 
that  policy  ?  "  If  they  had  taken  such 
a  step  as  that,  it  was  frankly  acknow- 
ledged by  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  that,  at  the  beginning  of  their 
administration,  they  had  the  power  of 
coming  to  an  arrangement  with  which 
we  might  or  might  not  have  been  con- 
tent. It  would  nave  been  of  little  con- 
sequence to  them  whether  we  were  or 
were  not  content ;  but  they  had  the 
means  of  carrying  such  an  arrangement 
into  effect,  and  if,  with  the  views  they 
hold,  they  had  proceeded  in  that  direc- 
tion, no  one  would  have  charged  them 
with  incompetency  or  anything  like 
vacillation  of  purpose.  But  what  did 
they  do  ?  They  endeavoured  to  do  that 
which  we  had  been  endeavouring  to  do* 
They  pushed  forward  a  scheme  of  Federa- 
tion, and  followed  the  advice  of  those 
who  had  the  administration  of  South 
Africa.  They  tell  us  now —  *  *  Those  were 
gentlemen  whom  you  placed  there,  and 
we  are  not  responsible  for  acting  on 
their  advice,  because  we  thought  we 
had  better  follow  the  advice  of  those  on 
the  spot."  Bight  hon.  Gentlemen  have 
no  right  to  use  language  of  that  kind. 
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They  bad  been  in  Office  nearly  12  montbs 
before  this  serious  crisis  arose.  During 
that  year  they  had  had  the  administra- 
tion of  affairs  in  their  own  hands.  They 
had  the  power,  if  they  chose,  of  recalling 
or  superseding  any  Administrator  with 
whom  they  were  dissatisfied ;  and  if  they 
had  not  confidence  in  any  Administrator 
or  gentleman  there,  they  have  no  right 
to  turn  round  and  say — "We  are  not 
responsible  because  we  did  not  appoint 
them." 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  Who  said  so  ? 

Sib  STAFFORD  NORTHOOTE :  The 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade. 

Mb.  chamberlain  :  I  never  said 
anything  of  the  sort. 

Sib  STAFFORD  NORTHOOTE :  If 
I  have  misrepresented  the  riffht  hon. 
Gentleman,  I  oeg  his  pardon ;  out  that 
has  been  the  tenour  of  the  remarks  on 
the  reasons  given  for  the  attitude  the 
Government  maintained.  They  told  us 
they  were  acting,  to  a  considerable  ex- 
tent, on  the  advice  of  officers — such  as 
Sir  Owen  Lanyon  and  others — who  had 
been  appointed  in  the  time  of  their  Pre- 
decessors, and  theyconveyedtothe  House 
the  idea  that  they  considered  themselves 
as  not  responsible.  I  am  glad  to  see 
that  that  is  all  swept  away,  and  that 
they  accept  the  responsibility  for  what 
has  taken  place.  1  hope  they  will  do 
Bomethin^  else,  and  that  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister will  explain  that  he  did  not  mean 
all  that  he  seemed  to  mean  when  he 
spoke  of  those  actions  which  resulted  in 
the  death  of  so  many  of  our  brave 
soldiers  as  being  due,  not  to  the  action 
of  the  Gt)vemment,  but  to  local  counsels. 
I  think  there  was  something  ungenerous 
in  that ;  733  British  soldiers  and  officers 
were  killed  and  wounded  in  those  actions, 
and  then  we  are  told  that  we  are  people 
who  are  ready  to  shed  blood  in  order  to 
enforce  a  policy  in  which  we  believed, 
and  that  the  blood  was  shed  to  support 
apolicy  in  which  they  did  not  believe. 
We  talk  of  blushing.  I  think  argu- 
jnents  of  that  sort  are  among  the  argu- 
ments that  make  one  ashamed  of  him- 
self.  The  course  of  policy  the  Gt)vem- 
ment  have  adopted  is  what  we  challenge. 
We  do  not  single  out  any  particular 
moment,  and  say  because  you  made 
peace  at  that  moment,  or  sent  that 
telegram,  or  did  something  else,  there- 
fore we  challenge  your  policy.  We 
say  your  policy  was  faulty  as  a  whole. 
If   you   had    followed    either   of   tiie 
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two  lines  open  to  you  we  should  not 
have  made  this  objection;  but  you 
pursued  first  one  line  and  then  the 
other.  It  is  in  consequence  of  that 
changpe,  it  is  in  consequence  of  the 
vacillation  which  must  necessarily  lower 
the  opinion  of  all  those  people  in  South 
Africa  who  have  witnessed  what  has 
tcJ^en  place,  that  we  say  your  course  of 
policy  has  been  faulty.  It  has  not  vin- 
dicated the  authority  of  the  BriGsh 
Orown.  We  had  a  comparison  made 
just  now  by  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Mem- 
ber for  Carlisle  (Sir  Wilfrid  LawBon). 
He  compared  the  course  taken  by  the 
Government  on  this  occasion  wiih.  the 
course  taken  in  the  case  of  the  Alabama 
Claim.  There  could  not  be  a  greater 
contrast.  Some  think  that  that  arbitra- 
tion was  right,  and  some  think  it  was 
wrong ;  but,  undoubtedly,  that  was  an 
arbitration  entered  into  to  prevent  a 
quarrel — to  prevent  a  war  that  might 
have  broken  out — but  not  in  the  middle 
of  war  ;  not  after  you  had  sent  out  your 
ships  and  lost  the  lives  of  a  portion  of 
your  forces ;  not  when  you  were  appa- 
rently in  a  position  of  inferiority  in  the 
field  or  on  the  ocean.  No;  that  was 
done  as  the  Government  might  very  well 
have  done — as  they  might  have  come 
forward  in  the  early  part  of  last  year, 
and  said — ''  We  are  ready  to  face  any 
taunts,  any  charges  of  timidity,  or  any- 
thing else ;  but  we  will  do  that  which 
we  think  best.  We  will  restore  the 
Transvaal ;  we  will  send  out  a  Commis- 
sion, and  we  will  do  anything  that  is 
necessary."  Had  they  taken  such  a 
step  as  that,  there  could  not  have  been 
a  voice  raised  aj^ainst  them.  But  what 
was  done  was,  first  of  all,  to  hold  strong 
language — Slanguage  which  the  g^reateet 
fire-eater  among  us  would  find  it  diffi- 
cult to  excel — argfuments  as  to  the  impos- 
sibility of  allowing  any  negotiationB  to 
take  place  until  the  Queen's  authority 
had  been  vindicated.  After  they  had  put 
that  well  forward,  and  made  it  well 
known  both  here  and  in  Africa,  all  of  a 
sudden  they  changed  their  course ;  and 
at  what  a  moment  did  they  appear  to 
change !  They  say  they  chang^  before 
the  disaster.  I  will  come  to  thiat  in  a 
moment.  The  point  we  have  to  consider 
is  this — that,  as  far  as  appeared  to  the 
world,  as  far  as  appeared  to  the  people 
of  South  Africa  themselves,  it  was  un- 
doubtedly in  consequence  of  the  defeats 
which  they  had  sustained  that  the  ohangQ 
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took  place.    Now  we  are  told  that  we       "  Ib  it  not  poBuUe  to  offer  the  people  of  the 

are  not  acting  fairly  towards  them  with  Transvaal,    through   Sir  Hercules   Rohinaon, 

regardto  their  proposals,  and  aboutthcBe  ?^'^.  **""•  "'f  oonditipns,  provided  ttey 

««i!.~-«_-      ittL  _  -  J.  ij  iu  t  ii.       x.   3  *e««e  from  armed  opposition,  making  it  clear 

telegrams.    We  are  told  that  they  had  tothemhowthieUtoLund^toodP' 

SKo  S!  °^»°*^***°"?  1°"»  ^^%'>  *^t  That    is    President  Brand's    proposal, 

?  £^^  t^  have  sustained.    WeU  but  ^^ieh  he  made  through  the  HighUm- 

iTJ^.^      ^ili^^l\^^^A^''^}^'^  missioner  to  the  people  of  the  Trans- 

S^^w  *T       ^^  ^^^"^  "P  their  ^^  J     yj^^^  j3  thS  a^wer  to  that  ? 
minds  that  there  was  to  be  a  settlement 
— <jan  there  be  a  frreater  condemnation     .  "  ^,^T®  to  "Struct  you  that  if  armed  opposi- 

of  their  policy  than  the  fact  that  733  J^^enli^^iriS^y^rv^riSn^r^^S 
lives  were  lostr  Ihere  may  not  have  thereupon  endeavour  to  frame  Buch  a  scheme  as 
been  a  want  of  skill — there  may  not  in  their  belief  would  be  Batisfactoiy  to  all  en- 
have   been   any   question    of    want   of  lightened  friends  of  the  Transvaal  community." 

courage ;  we  cannot  for  a  moment  sup-  That  is  tbe  cordial  way  of  beginning  the 

pose— no  Minister  of  the  Crown  will  for  discussion  with  a  view  to  a  settlement. 

a  moment  think  we  can  suppose— that  it  And  now  let  me  call  attention  to  this, 

was  not  in  the  power  of  the  British  Go-  which  is  the  answer  received  to  this  com- 

vemment,  with  the  forces  they  had  sent  munication.  It  is  exceedingly  civil.  It  is 

out,  to  overcome  the  resistance  of  the  dated  January  29,  and  is  the  reply  of 

small  number  of  Boers  opposed  to  them.  Sir  Hercules  Kobinson  to  Lord  Kimber- 

Nobody  can  doubt  that  we  were  per-  ley 

fectly  aware  of  it.     But  what  took  place        u  President  Brand  writes  to  me  with  your 

showsthatyin  the  negotiations  which  they  answer  suggesting  that  the  Transvaal  people 

conducted,  they  were  conducting  them  should  be  informed  of  it  forthwith,  before  tiie 

with  divided  minds.     We  are  referred,  aatisfactory  arrangements  you  contemplate  are 

in  the  first  place,  to  the  proposal  that  "lade  more  difficult  by  further  collision." 

was  made  on  the  11th  of  January.  That  That  is  very  sensible  on  the  part  of 

was  a  communication  from  Lord  Kim-  President  Brand.     But,   while  it  was 

berley  to  Sir  George  Strahan.     It  is,  I  being  urged  that  some  means  should  be 

think,   the    first  telegram   from    Lord  devised  to  make  the  scheme  referred  to 

Kimberley,  and  it  says —  known  to  the  Boers,  the  fighting  was 

u  nf    T>i  ^1.  *v    ri       1    i!  XV    T-      aw  g^^^ff  ^^  ^^  Laiug's  Nok.    President 

hal  ^iv^^r^orth?^;^aidtf  t^rrilollnl;  2--^  -P—  gr-t  sorrow  at  hearing 

telegram: —'Don't  beUevo  the  malicious  fabri-  <>1   *^®  engagement  then  taking  place, 

cations  about  the  Free  State.    We  only  wish  to  and     he    hopes     some     understanding 

secure  peace  and  prosperity  over  the  whole  of  may  be  come  to  as  to  a  guarantee  by 

South    Africa,  and  we  fervently  hope   that  ^eans  of  which  further  bloodshed  may 

efforts  will  be  made  without  delay  to  prevent  i «„  -j^j        a^j  «^    x* x.*        x    a* 

further  bloodshed.'  I  have  request^  Mr  Blyth  ^®  avoided.  ^  And  SO,  from  time  to  time, 

to  inform  the  President  of  the  Free  State  that  the  negotiations  go  on.     There  IS  com- 

if  the  Transvaal  Boers  will  only  desist  from  munication   after  communication    from 

armed  opposition  to  the  Queen's  authority.  Her  President  Brand,  on  whom  we  always 

^I'^^'^v  """"^Tf  ^^'^  """^  ^^'P^'''  ?^».^^^  throw  the  whole  responsibiHty  of  mak- 

able  to  make  a  satisfactory  arrangement."  .         .,  ,       Sxr  "'  .t 

•^  ®  mg  the  proposals.     We  carry  on  the 

That  is  certainly  not  going  very  far.  If  fighting ;  no  attempt  seems  to  be  made  to 
the  Boers  were  to  begin  by  giving  up  stop  the  eenerals  as  they  advanced.  We 
their  armed  opposition.  Her  Majesty's  are  told  mat  it  was  they  who  were  ad- 
Govemment  did  not  despair  of  making  vancing  and  not  we ;  but  that  seems  to 
some  favourable  and  friendly  arrange-  me  to  be  a  play  upon  words.  The  right 
ment.  That  is  certainly  not  going  very  bon.  Gentleman  said  the  Boers  had  no- 
far  towards  opening  up  friendly  com-  thing  to  do  with  the  movements — that 
munications.  Later  on  it  comes  in  a  it  was  we  who  were  attacking.  Con- 
more  formal  manner.  On  the  26th  of  sidering  that  the  Boers  were  in  the  occu- 
January  we  have  a  telegram  from  Mr.  pation  of  the  soil  of  Natal,  and  that  the 
Brand,  to  whom  I  wish  to  pay  the  attack  on  the  94th  Eegiment  was  cer- 
highest  tribute  of  respect  for  his  whole  tainly  not  a  movement  promoted  by  us, 
conduct  in  the  matter.  If  he  uses  curt  I  cannot  see  the  accuracy  of  the  descrip- 
language,  he  must  have  felt  not  a  little  tion  given.  But  let  us  take  the  case  as 
astonished  at  the  course  pursued  by  the  if  it  were  so.  If  it  were  our  forces  that 
(Government.    He  asked —  were  attackingy  why  did  we  not  stop  our 
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forces  &om  doing  so  ?  And  here  I  see 
very  speedily  afterwards  oomes  the 
news  of  the  losses  sustained  in  the  fight- 
ing going  on  at  the  time.  An  applica- 
tion was  made  for  reinforcements ;  and 
what  was  the  answer  of  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War  ?  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, on  the  29th  of  January,  tele- 
graphs to  the  following  effect : — 

"  Have  heard  of  your  check  with  much  re- 
gret. Bo  you  want  reinforcements  in  addition 
to  those  already  advised  ?  Could  send  you  a 
light  cavahy  regiment  from  home,  and  a  battery 
01  horse  artillery  from  home  or  from  India,  also 
probably  a  light  cavalry  regiment  from  India, 
all  arriving  about  the  same  time,  Beply  as 
soon  afl  possible." 

This  is  spirited  conduct  on  the  part  of  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War,  if  he  intended 
to  fight  the  matter  out.  But  was  it  in- 
tended to  be  part  of  the  negotiations 
that  were  to  be  carried  on  in  order  to 
win  the  confidence  of  the  Boer  leaders, 
and  put  an  end  to  all  this  trouble  ?  It 
seems  to  me  to  be  of  so  extraordinary  a 
character  that  it  neither  vindicates  the 
Queen's  authority,  nor  does  it  seem  to 
me  to  bring  affairs  to  any  satisfactory 
settlement.  '*  To  vindicate  the  Queen's 
authority"  are  words  used  in  the 
Queen's  Speech ;  and  those  who  wrote 
them  have  a  right  to  interpret  what  they 
meant  by  them.  But  it  appears  that 
what  they  meant  by  the  phrase  was  alto- 
gether inconsistent  with  the  action  of 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  who 
held  it  to  mean  the  sending  out  of  a 
large  (body  of  troops  to  the  Colony  to 
look  at  it  and  come  back  again.  Sir,  I 
need  not  say  that  that  is  a  dangerous  mode 
of  vindicating  the  authority  of  the  Crown. 
What  is  the  position  of  England  in  those 
regions  ?  On  what  does  it  rest  ?  It  does 
not  rest  upon  the  force  you  show ;  but 
in  the  confidence  which  exists  in  South 
Africa,  and  in  pther  parts  of  the  world 
where  we  have  possessions — in  the  great 
reserve  power  of  England,  in  the  deter- 
mination of  England;  if  she  is  engaged 
in  a  struggle,  to  fight  it  out  to  the  last. 
England  acts,  or  ought  to  act,  at  all 
events,  on  the  advice  given  by  our  great 
national  poet — 

"  Beware 
Of  entrance  to  a  quairel ;  but,  being  in. 
Bear  it  that  the  opposer  may  beware  of  thee.'* 

The  people  of  South  Africa  ought  to 
know  that  if  England  is  engaged  in  a 
struggle  to  maintain  her  authority,  and 
to  vindicate  her  position,  she  will  fight 
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it  out  to  the  en4 ;  they  ought  to  believe 
that  when  this  country  gives  pledges  to 
any  people,  be  they  Blaok  or  White, 
those  pledges  will  be  maintained,  and 
that  the  country  will  not  shrink  on  ac- 
count of  any  armed  opposition  that  may 
be  offered.  It  is  all  very  well  to  say 
that  nobody  believes,  that  England  does 
not  believe,  that  Europe  does  not  be- 
lieve, that  we  withdrew  from  the  Trans- 
vaal because  we  were  not  strong  enough 
to  conquer  it.  The  question  is,  what  do 
the  Boers  believe?  What  is  believed 
by  the  Natives  ?  How  far  is  the  faith 
they  have  been  placing  in  us  shaken  ? 
If  it  has  been  shaken,  and  seriously 
shaken,  depend  upon  it  the  result  will 
be  disastrous.  I  believe  that  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  are  nowdbing  eveiy- 
thing  in  their  power  to  bring  about  a 
reasonable  and  fedr  settlement  of  these 
affairs.  I  hope  they  are  not  too  san- 
guine in  saying  that  they  expect  they 
will  arrive  at  a  settlement  which  will  be 
durable  and  satisfactory.  We  have 
been  reminded  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man that  South  AMca  is  the  almost  in- 
soluble problem  of  our  Colonial  system. 
We  know  that  as  well  as  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  does.  We  know  weU,  by 
what  we  have  heard  and  seen  of  the 
working  of  that  great  Dependency,  what 
the  difficulties  are.  Many  and  many  a 
time,  attempts  have  been  made  to  solve 
them,  and  sanguine  forecasts  have,  as 
now,  been  made  only  to  be  disappointed. 
I  think  that  the  Government,  in  the 
course  they  have  taken,  have  weakened 
rather  than  strengthened  their  chances 
of  succeeding.  I  should  be  sorry  to 
say  anything  that  would  still  further 
weaken  the  hope*  of  a  satisfactory 
settlement  of  this  matter.  Now  that 
the  attempt  has  to  be  made,  I  trust 
their  efforts  will  be  successfol,  for  I 
desire  to  see  a  prosperous  condition 
of  affairs  in  a  Colony  in  which  we 
have  so  Urge  an  interest,  and  in  regard 
to  which  we  have  acquired  such  grave 
duties.  But  there  is  much  at  stake.  It 
is  not  a  question  of  the  Transvaal  alone ; 
it  is  not  a  question  of  Natal  alone ;  but 
it  is  a  question  of  the  whole  of  our 
South  AMcan  Dominion,  and  we  should 
be  well  assured  that  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment are  not  prepared  to  shrink 
back  from  the  duty  laid  upon  them,  and 
say  it  is  too  ereat  for  the  shoulders  on 
which  it  is  laid.  We  hope  and  trust 
that,  whatever  may  be  the  vote  of  the 
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Hoose  to-night,  it  may  not  go  forth  to 
the  country  that  we  are  diBposed  to 
shrink  from  our  obligations  to  South 
Africa,  and  that  it  may  not  be  supposed 
that  this  is  the  beginning  of  a  retreat 
from  our  Colonial  responsibilities  and 
our  Oolonial  Empire ;  but  that  it  may  be 
dearly  understood  that  England  is  dis- 
satisfied with  much  that  has  been  done. 
I  do  not  believe  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  himself,  or  any  of  his  Col- 
leagues, are  satisfied.  If  we  could  ask 
them  to  supply  the  hiatm  noticed  here 
and  there  in  their  speeches,  I  think  we 
should  find  spots  that  are  far  from  satis- 
iactoTj;  but  we  hope  that  the  future 
may  mend.  In  the  meantime,  we  go  to 
a  division  with  perfect  confidence,  not  in 
the  result  of  what  will  be  the  expression 
of  this  House,  but  in  the  sincerity  of  our 
own  purpose,  and  in  the  result  of  the 
appeal  we  are  making  through  this 
Mouse,  and  through  the  intervention  of 
this  debate,  to  the  people  of  England. 

Mb.  O'DONNELL  (who  rose  amid 
loud  calls  for  a  division)  said,  he  wished 
that  some  of  the  hon.  Members  oppo- 
site, who  were  now  burning  with  zeal  for 
the  people  of  the  Transvaal,  would  be  a 
little  more  indulgent.  He  had  opposed 
the  Tory  policy  in  the  Transvaal  wnen  it 
was  apparently  supported  by  the  right 
hon.  Q-entleman  the  present  Premier. 
He  had  opposed  the  Tory  policy  in  the 
Transvaal,  as  it  had  been  expressed  that 
night,  and  as  it  had  been  repudiated  by 
the  Premier ;  but  he  must  decline  to  give 
a  whitewashing  vote  to  Her  Majesty's 
Government,   who  supported  the  Tory 

Solicy  in  the  Transvaal  until  it  broke 
own  in  their  own  hands.  The  Prime 
Minister  told  them  how  he  had  de- 
voted one  small  portion  of  the  powers 
of  his  mind  to  the  consideration  of 
the  South  African  problem  during  the 
last  40  years.  He  (Mr.  O'Donnell) 
was  justified,  then,  in  concluding  that 
when  the  project  of  the  annexation 
of  the  Transvaal  was  first  brought  be- 
fore the  House,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
was  fully  aware  of  the  iniquity  of  vio- 
lating the  Sand  Biver  Convention.  In 
his  mind  would  be  present  all  the  wicked- 
ness of  that  invasion  of  an  independent 
people's  rights.  He  (Mr.  O'Donnell) 
also  remembered  that  when  a  handful 
of  Members  of  that  House  stood  up  to 
oppose,  in  season  and  out  of  season, 
within  the  ordinaxr  Bules  of  Parliament 
and  beyond  the  orcunary  Bules  of  Parlia- 


ment, that  iniquitous  transaction,  that 
handful  of  Members  received  no  aid 
from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  at  the 
head  of  the  Government.  Where  was, 
therefore,  all  the  inviolable  sanctity  of 
the  Sand  Biver  Convention?  Where 
was  all  the  burning  wrong  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  so  keenly  felt  to-night  ?  It 
was  from  the  Liberal  Benches  that  the 
Government  were  strengthened  when 
that  handful  of  Members  protested 
against  that  scandalous  transaction. 
They  had  then  taken  every  precaution 
to  inform  themselves  of  the  state  of 
affairs  in  South  Africa.  A  Delegation 
from  the  South  African  Bepublic,  com- 
posed of  Paul  Kruger  and  Dr.  Johnson, 
came  to  London  to  lay  their  case  before 
the  great  Liberal  Party.  When  it  was 
asked  that  the  Bepresontatives  of  the 
Bepublic  should  have  their  case  laid 
before  that  House,  either  by  themselves 
or  in  due  form  according  to  the  prece- 
dents of  Parliament,  he  and  his  hon. 
Friends  received  no  support  from  the 
Prime  Minister.  When  Mr.  Kruger's 
appeal  was  supported  by  none  except  that 
handful  of  Irish  Members,  no  attention 
was  paid  to  it ;  but  when  he  addressed 
himself  to  the  refined  and  delicate  con- 
science of  the  Prime  Minister  with  10,000 
deadly  rifies  behind  him,  then  he  re- 
ceived all  that  attention  and  all  that 
consideration  which  was  formerly  re- 
fused him.  He  was  utterly  unable  to 
attach  very  much  weight  to  the  plea  of 
conviction  and  conscientious  feeling  put 
forward  by  the  Liberal  Party  on  the  pre- 
sent occasion.  He  had  listened  with 
pleasure  to  the  eloquence  of  his  gifted 
compatriot  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Meath  (Mr.  A.  M.  Sullivan),  in 
his  admirable  and  ingenious  defence  of 
the  conduct  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment, when  he  proved,  amidst  the  exult- 
ing cheers  of  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite, 
that  it  could  not  be  supposed  that  any 
sense  of  fear  could  have  induced  the 
Government  of  such  a  mighty  Empire  to 
bow  down  before  a  few  thousand  Dutch 
farmers.  But  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
must  have  been  considerably  discomposed 
a  few  moments  afterwards,  when  the  Pre- 
mier had  to  throw  over  the  whole  of  that 
magnanimous  argument;  when  he  had 
to  admit  that  it  was  not  only  a  few 
thousand  Dutch  Boers  that  were  ranged 
behind  Mr.  Kruger  and  the  other 
leaders,  but  that  behind  them  there 
were  the  Boers  of  the  Orange  Free 
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State,  the  Boers  of  Natal,  and  the 
considerable  Dutch  population  of  South 
Africa — in  the  proportion  of  two  to 
one  of  the  English  population — and, 
behind  all,  the  indignation  of  the 
civilized  world.  He  said  it  was  not 
until  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  saw  that 
all  these  would  be  arrayed  against  him 
if  he  continued  to  carry  out  the  Tory 
policy,  which  he  did  carry  out  as  long  as 
ne  could,  that  he  listened  to  the  whis- 
perings of  his  conscience.  It  was  with 
pleasure,  not  unmingled  with  surprise, 
that  he  found  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the 
late  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies 
in  the  ranks  of  the  friends  of  the  African 
Natives.  He  remembered  very  well 
that  when  Irish  Members,  occasionally 
supported  by  English  Members,  asked 
numerous  Questions  about  the  ravages 
perpetrated  upon  the  Natives,  and  in- 
stanced cases  of  wholesale  burning  of 
Native  towns,  and  the  taking  of  Native 
women  and  children  into  slavery  under 
the  rule  of  the  late  Colonial  Secretary, 
that  he  (Mr.  O'Donnell)  had  been  un- 
able to  perceive  in  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
a  very  keen  and  active  friend  to  the 
Natives  of  South  Africa.  The  Prime 
Minister  had  laid  great  stress  on  the  fact 
that  up  to  the  very  last  moment  he  was 
supported  in  his  policy  by  the  Beports 
of  the  local  officials.  The  importance 
of  that  statement,  which  could  not  be 
denied  on  either  side  of  the  House, 
should  receive  the  attention  of  hon. 
Members.  Unquestionably,  the  policy 
of  Her  Majesty's  present  Oovernment, 
which  was  also  the  policy  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's late  Government,  was  partially 
supported  by  the  officials  in  South  Africa 
— hj  Sir  Theophilus  Shepstone,  Sir 
Bartle  Frere,  and  Sir  Owen  Lanyon. 
He  confessed  that  to  him,  stcmding  out- 
side English  Parties,  it  seemed  to  him 
stranee  tnat  the  head  of  the  Government 
should  admit  that  he  was  m>8sly  misled 
by  those  officials,  that  to  aU  intents  and 
purposes  the  representations  on  the  state 
of  affairs  in  South  Africa  were  nearly  in 
contradiction  of  the  truth,  and  that  the 
Premier,  in  obedience  to  official  tra- 
ditions, should  consider  that  he  had  done 
enough  in  throwing  blame  upon  officials 
without  bringing  to  the  bar  of  justice 
the  men  who  had  brought  about  the 
troubles  in  South  Africa.  He  trusted 
that  some  hon.  Members  would  take  the 
lesson  to  heart,  and  add  this  as  another 
proof  to  proofs  which  were  accumulating^ 


that  in  the  present  constitution  of  Par- 
liament, and  the  present  constitution  of 
the  Empire,  the  Government  of  the  day, 
whether  Tory  or  Liberal,  was  practically 
helplessly  in  the  hands  of  a  bureaucracy 
composed  of  the  officials  of  the  great 
Departments  of  State.  There  was  no 
opportunity  of  controlling  the  activity  of 
those  men ;  and  it  was  only  when  the 
country  was  on  the  actual  brink  of  dis- 
aster that  the  country  learned  that  the 
Government  had  been  misled  by  irre- 
sponsible officials. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided: — ^Ayes  205 ;  Noes 
314:  Majority  109. 

AYES. 


Alexander,  Colonel 
Amherst,  W.  A.  T. 
Archdale,  W.  H. 
Aflhmead-Bartlett,  E. 
Aylmer«  Capt.  J.  £.  F. 
Bailey,  Sir  J .  R. 
Balfour,  A.  J. 
Baring,  T.  C. 
Bame,  F.  St.  J.  N. 
Barttelot,  Sir  W.  B. 
Bateson,  Sir  T. 
Beach,rt.lLon.  SirM.H. 
Beach,  W.  W.  B. 
Bective,  Earl  of 
Bellingham,  A.  H. 
Bentinck,  rt.  hon.G.G. 
Beresford,  G.  De  la  P. 
Bidden,  W. 
Birkbeck,  E. 
Birley,  H. 

Blackbume,  Col.  J.  I. 
Boord,  T.  W. 
Bourke,  right  hon.  R. 
Brise,  Colonel  R. 
Broadley,  W.  H.  H. 
Brodrick,  hon.  St.  J. 
Brooke,  Ix>rd 
Brace,  Sir  H.  H. 
Bruce,  hon.  T. 
Brymer,  W.  E. 
Burghley,  Lord 
Bumaby ,  Greneral  £.  S. 
BurreU,  Sir  W.  W. 
Buxton,  Sir  R.  J. 
Cameron,  D. 
Campbell,  J.  A. 
Garden,  Sir  R.  W. 
Cecil,  Lord  E.H.B.G. 
Chaplin,  H. 
Chnstie,  W.  L. 
Churchill,  Lord  R. 
Clarke,  E. 

CUve,  Col.  hon.  G.  W. 
Close,  M.  C. 
Cobbold,  T.  C. 
Goddin^n,  W. 
Cole,  Viscount 
Collins,!. 
Compton,  F. 
Coope,  O.  E. 


Cony,  J.  P. 

Cross,  rt.  hon.  Sir  R.  A. 

Cubitt,  rt.  hon.  G. 

Dalrjnnple,  G. 

Davenport,  H.  T. 

Dawnay,  CoL  hn.  L.  P. 

De  Worms,  Baron  H. 

Dickson,  Major  A.  G. 

Digby,  Col.  hon.  £. 

Dixon-HarUand,  F.  D. 

Donaldson-HudMn,  G. 

Douglas,  A.  Akers- 

Dyke,rt.hn.SirW.H. 

Eaton,  H.  W. 

Ecroyd,  W.  F. 

Egeiton,  hon.  W. 

Elcho,  Lord 

Eml^n,  Yisoount 

Emus,  Sir  J. 

Estcourt,  G.  S. 

Ewart,  W. 

Feilden,Major-€^eFal 
R.  J. 

Fellowes,  W.  H. 

Fenwick-Bisset,  M. 

Filmer,  Sir  E. 

Finch,  G.  H, 

Fletcher,  Sir  H. 

Floyer,  J. 

Folkestone,  Viscount 

Forester,  C.  T.  W. 

Foster,  W.  H. 

Fowler,  R.  N. 

Fremantle,  hon.  T.  F. 

Freahfield,  G.  K. 

Grardner,  R,  Richard- 
son- 

Gkimier,  J.  G. 

Gibson,  rt.  hon.  £. 

Giffard,  Sir  H.  8. 

Goldney,  Sir  G. 

Gore-Langton,  W.  S. 

Gorst,  <r.  £. 

Grantham,  W. 

Greene,  E. 

Greer,  T. 

Gregory-G.  B. 

Halsev,  T.  F. 

Uamilton,  Lord  C.  J. 

Hamilton,  L  T. 
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Hamiltozi,  right  hon. 

IvordG. 
Haroourt,  E.  W. 
Harvey,  Sir  R.  B. 
Hay,  rt.  hon.  Admiral 

Sir  J.  C.  D. 
Horbort,  hon.  S. 
HiokB,E. 
HiU,  Lord  A.  W. 
Hinchingbrook,  Vise. 
Holker,  Sir  J. 
Holland,  Sir  H.  T. 
Home,  Lt.*CoL  D.  M. 
Hope,rt.  hn.  A.  J.  B.  B. 
Haobafd,  rt.  hn.  J.  G. 
Jaokflon,  W.  L. 
Johnstone,  Sir  F. 
Kennard,  Col.  E.  H. 
Kennaway,  Sir  J.  H. 
Knight,  F.  W. 
Knightley,  Sir  B. 
Lawrence,  Sir  T. 
Iiechmere,  Sir  E.  A.  H. 
Lee,  liajor  Y. 
Le^h,  W.  J. 
Leigh,  E. 
Leighton,  Sir  B. 
Leighton,  S. 
Lever,  J.  O. 
Iievett,  T.  J. 
Lewis,  C.  E. 
Lewiaham,  Viscount 
Lindsay,  Sir  B.  L. 
Loder,  R. 
Long,  -W.  H. 
Lowther,  hon.  W. 
Macartney,  J.  W.  E. 
Mac  Iver,  D. 
Macnaghten,  E. 
M'Garel-Hogg,  Sir  J. 
Makins,  Colonel  W.  T. 
Manners,  rt. hn.  Lord  J. 
Master,  T.  W.  C. 
Maxwell,  Sir  H.  E. 
Miles,  Sir  P.  J.  W. 
Mills,  Sir  C.  H. 
Morgan,  hon.  F. 
Moss,  R. 

Mowbray,rt.hn.SirJ.R. 
Newdegate,  C.  N. 
Newport,  Viacount 
Nicholson,  W.  N. 
Noel,  rt.  hon.  G.  J. 
Nortii,  Colonel  J.  S. 
Northoote,  H.  S. 
Northoote,  rt.  hn.  Sir 

S.  H. 
Onslow,  D. 


Paget,  R.  H. 
Palliser,  Sir  W. 
Peek,  Sir  H. 
Pell,  A. 

Pemberton,  E.  L. 
Percy,  Earl 
Phipps,  C.  N.  P. 
Phipps,  P. 

Plunket,  rt.  hon.  D.  R. 
PoweU,  W. 
Price,  Captain  G.  E. 
Puleston,  J.  H. 
Rankin,  J. 
Repton,  G.  W. 
Ritchie,  C.  T. 
Rodwell,  B.  B.  H. 
Rolls,  J.  A. 
Ross,  A.  H. 
Ross,  C.  C. 
Round,  J. 
Sandon,  Viscount 
Schreiber,  C. 
Scott,  Lord  H. 
Scott,  M.  D. 
Selwin  -  Ibbetson,    Sir 

H.J. 
Seveme,  J.  E. 
Smith,  rt.  hon.  W.  H. 
Stanhope,  hon.  E. 
Stanley,  rt.  hn.  Col.  F. 
Storer,  G. 
Sykes,  C. 
Talbot,  J.  G. 
Taylor,  rt.hn.  Col.  T.E. 

Thomson,  H. 
Thomhill,  T. 
ToUemache,  H.  J. 
Tollemache,  hon.  W.  F. 
Tottenham,  A.  L. 
Tyler,  Sir  H.  W. 
Walrond,  Col.  W.  H. 
Warburton,  P.  E. 
Warton,  C.  N. 
Watney,  J. 
Welby  -  Gregorj',   Sir 

W.  E. 
Whitley,  E. 
Williams,  Colonel  O. 
Wilmot,  Sir  H. 
Wihnot,  Sir  J.  E. 
WolflF,  Sir  H.  D. 
Wroughton,  P. 
Wyndham,  hon.  P. 
Yorke,  J.  R. 

TELLERS. 

Crichton,  Viscount 
Winn,  R. 


NOES. 


Adand,  Sir  T.  D. 
Agar-Robarte8,hn.T.  C. 
A^ew,  W. 
Ainsworth,  D. 
Allen,  H.  G. 
Allman,  R.  L. 
Anderson,  G. 
Armitage,  B. 
Arnold,  A. 
Asher,  A. 

Ashley,  hon.  E.  M. 
Baldwin,  Ei 


Balfour,  Sir  G. 
Balfour,  J.  B. 
Balfour,  J.  S. 
Barclay,  J.  W. 
Baring,  Viscount 
Barnes,  A. 
Barran,  J. 
Bass,  A. 
Bass,  H. 

Beaumont,  W.  B. 
Blake,  J.  A. 
Blennerbassett,  Sir  R. 


Blennerhassett,  R.  P. 
Bolton,  J.  C. 
Borlase,  W.  C. 
Brand,  H.  R. 
Brassey,  H.  A. 
Brassey,  Sir  T. 
Briggs,  W.  E. 
Bright,  J.  (Manchester) 
Bright,  rt.  hon.  J. 
Broadhurst,  H. 
Brooks,  M. 
Brown,  A.  H. 
Bruce,  rt.  hon.  Lord  C. 
Bruce,  hon.  R.  P. 
Bryce,  J. 
Burt,  T. 
Buszard,  M.  C. 
Butt,  C.  P. 
Buxton,  F.  W. 
Caine,  W.  S. 
Cameron,  C. 
Campbell,  Lord  C. 
Campbell,  Sir  G. 
Campbell,  R.  F.  F. 
Campbell-  Bannorman, 

H. 
Carington,  hn.  Colonel 

W.  H.  P. 
Cartwright,  W.  C. 
Causton,  R.  K. 
Cavendish,  Lord  E. 
Cavendish,  Lord  F.  C. 
Chamberlain,  rt.  hn.  J. 
Chambers,  Sir  T. 
Cheetham,  J.  F. 
Childers,  rt.  hn.  H.  C.  E. 
Chitty,  J.  W. 
Clarke,  J.  C. 
Cliflford,  C.  C. 
Cohen,  A. 

Colebrooke,  Sir  T.  E. 
Ceilings,  J. 
Collins,  E. 

Colthurst,  Col.  D.laT. 
Corbet,  W.  J. 
Corbett,  J. 
Cotes,  C.  C. 
Courtauld,  G. 
Courtney,  L.  H. 
Cowan,  J. 
Cowper,  hon.  H.  F. 
Crai^,  W.  Y. 
Creyke,  R. 
Cropper,  J. 
Cross,  J.  K. 
Crum,  A. 

CunHffe,  Sir  R.  A. 
Daly,  J. 
Davey,  H. 
Da  vies,  D. 
Davies,  R. 
Davies,  W. 
De  Ferrieres,  Baron 
Dickson,  J. 
Dilke.  A.  W. 
Dilke,  Sir  C.  W. 
Dillwyn,  L.  L. 
Dodds,  J. 

Dodson,  rt.  hn.  J.  G. 
Duckham,  T. 
Duff,  R.  W. 
Dundas,  hon.  J.  C. 
Earp,T. 


Edwards,  H. 
Edwards,  P. 
Egerton,  Adm.  hon.  F. 
Elliot,  hon.  A.  R.  D. 
Errington,  G. 
Evans,  T.  W. 
Fairbaim,  Sir  A. 
Farquharson,  Dr.  R. 
Fay,  C.  J. 
Ferguson,  R. 
Ffolkes,  Sir  W.  H.  B. 
Findlater,  W. 
Fitzmaurice,  Lord  E. 
Fitzwilliam,    hon.     C. 

W.  W. 
Fitzwilliam,  hn.  W.  J. 
Flower,  C. 
Foljambe,  C.  G.  S. 
Foljambe,  F.  J.  S. 
Forster,  Sir  C. 
Forster,  rt.  hon.  W.  E. 
Fort,  R. 
Fowler,  H.  H. 
Fowler,  W. 
Fr>%  L. 
Fry,  T. 
Gabbett,  D.  F. 
GiU,  H.  J. 
Givan,  J. 

Gladstone,  rt.  hn.W.E. 
Gladstone,  H.  J. 
Gladstone,  W.  H. 
Gordon,  Sir  A. 
Gourley,  E.  T. 
Gower,  hon.  E.  F.  L. 
Grafton,  F.  W. 
Grenfell,  W.  H. 
Grey,  A.  H.  G. 
Hamilton,  J.  G.  C. 
Harcourt,  rt.  hon.  Sir 

W.  G.  V.  V. 
Hardcastle,  J.  A. 
Hartington,  Marq.  of 
Hastings,  G.  W. 
Hajrter,  Sir  A.  D. 
Henderson,  F. 
Heneage,  E. 
Henry,  M. 
Hibbert,  J.  T. 
Hill,  T.  R. 
Holland,  S. 
Hollond,  J.  R. 
Holms,  J. 
Hopwood,  C.  H. 
Howard,  E.  S. 
Howard,  G.  J. 
Hughes,  W.  B. 
Hutchinson,  J.  D. 
Illingworth,  A. 
Inderwick,.F.  A. 
James,  C. 
James,  W.  H. 
James,  Sir  H. 
Jardine,  R. 
Jenkins,  D.  J . 
Johnson,  E. 
Johnson,  W.  M. 
Kingscote,  CoL  R.  N.  F. 
Einnear,  J. 
Labouchere,  H. 
Laing,  S. 
Lalor,  R. 
Lambton,  hon.  E«  W% 
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Law,  rt.  hon.  H. 
Lawrence,  W. 
LawsoD,  Sir  W, 
Laycock,  K. 
Lea,  T. 
Leahy,  J. 
Leake,  R. 
Leatham,  E.  A. 
Leatham,  W.  H. 
Lee,  H. 
Leeman,  J.  J. 
Lef evre,  rt.  hn.  G.  J.  S. 
Litton,  E.  F. 
Lubbock,  Sir  J. 
Lnsk,  Sir  A. 
Lymington,  Viscount 
MackintoBh,  G.  F. 
Macliver,  P.  S. 
M*Arthur,  A. 
M'Arthur,  W. 
McCarthy,  J. 
M'Clure,  Sir  T. 
M'Coan,  J.  0. 
M*Kenna,  Sir  J.  N. 
M*Laren,  C.  B.  B. 
M'Laren,  J. 
M'Minniee,  J.  G. 
Magniac,  C. 
Maitland,  W.  F. 
Mappin,  F.  T. 
Maijoribanks,  Sir  D. 
Marjoribanks,  E. 
Marriott,  W.  T. 
Martin,  R.  B. 
l^iarum,  £.  M. 
Mason,  H. 

Massey,  rt.  hon.  W.  N. 
Maxwell-Heron,  J. 
Mellor,  J.  W. 
MUbank,  F.  A. 
Molloy,  B.  0. 
Monk,  G.  J. 

Moore,  A. 

Morgan^  rt.  hon.  G.  O. 

Morley,  A. 

Morley,  S. 

Mundella,rt.  hon.  A.  J. 

Nidiolson,  W. 

Noel,E. 

Nolan,  Major  J.  P. 

O'Beime,  Major  F. 

O'Brien,  Sir  P. 

O'Connor,  T.  P. 

O'CJonor,  D.  M. 

O'Donoghue,  The 

0*Gk>rman  Mahon,  Col. 
The 

O'Shaughneesy,  R. 

Otway,  A. 

Paget,  T.  T. 

Pabner,  C.  M. 

Palmer,  G. 

Palmer,  J.  H. 

Parker,  C.  S. 

Pamell,  0.  S. 

Pease,  A. 

Pender,  J. 

Pennington,  F. 

Playfair,  rt.  hon.  L. 

Potter,  T.  B. 

Powell,  W.  R.  H.      . 

Power,  J.  O'O. 

Price,  Sir  R.  G. 


Pogh,  L.  P. 
Pulley,  J. 
Ralli,  P. 
Ramsay,  J. 
Ramsden,  Sir  J. 
Rathbone,  W. 
Redmond,  J.  E. 
Reed,  Sir  E.  J. 
Reid,  R.  T. 
Rendel,  S. 
Richard,  H. 
Richardson,  J.  N. 
Richardson,  T. 
Roberts,  J. 
Robertson,  H. 
Rogers,  J.  E.  T. 
Roundell,  C.  8. 
Russell,  C. 
Russfell,  G.  W.  E. 
Russell,  Lord  A. 
Rylands,  P. 
St.  Aubyn,  Sir  J. 
Samuelson,  H. 
Seely,  C.  Hjincoln^ 
Seely,  C.  (Nottingnam) 
Shaw,  W. 
Sheridan,  H.  B. 
Shield,  H. 
Simon,  Serjeant  J. 
Slagg,  J. 
Smith,  E. 
Smith  wick,  J .  F. 
Smyth,  P.  J. 

Spencer,  hon.  G.  R. 
Stanley,  hon.  £.  L. 
Stansfeld,  rt.  hon.  J. 
Stanton,  W.  J. 

Stewart,  J. 

Storey,  S. 

Story-MaskelynOyM.H. 

Stuart,  H.  V. 

Sullivan  A.  M. 

Sullivan,  T.  D. 

Summers,  W. 

Synan,  E.  J. 

Talbot,  C.  R.  M. 

Tavistock,  Marquess  of 

Taylor,  P.  A. 

Tennant,  G. 

Thomasson,  J.  P. 

Thompson,  T.  G. 

Tillett,  J .  H. 

Torrens,  W.  T.  M*G. 

Trevelyan,  G.  O. 

Vemey,  Sir  H. 

VilHers,  rt.  hon.  C.  P. 

Vivian,  A.  P. 

Walter,  J. 

Waterlow,  Sir  S. 

Waugh,  E. 

"Webster,  J. 

Wedderbum,  Sir  D. 

Whitbread,  S. 

AVhitworth,  B. 

Wigrin,  H. 

Williams,  S.  C.  E. 

Williamson,  S. 

Willis,  W. 

Wills,  W,  H. 

Willyams,  E.  W.  B. 

Wilson,  C.  H, 

Wilson,  L 

WilK)n,  Sir  M. 


TKLLBBS. 

Grosvanor,  Lord  R* 
Kensington,  Lord 


Wodehoiise,  E.  R. 
Woodall,W. 
Woolff,  S. 

Words  added. 

Main  Question,  as  amended,  put. 

Resolved,  That  this  House,  believing  that 
the  continuance  of  the  War  with  the  Transvaal 
Boers  would  not  have  advanced  the  honour  or 
the  interests  of  this  Oountry,  approves  the  stops 
taken  by  Her  Majesty's  Government  to  bring 
about  a  peaceful  settlement,  and  feels  confident 
that  every  care  will  be  taken  to  guard  the  in- 
terests of  the  Natives,  to  provide  for  the  foil 
liberty  and  equal  treatment  of  the  entire  White 
population,  and  to  promote  harmony  and  good 
will  among  the  various  races  in  SonUi  Africa. 

ORDERS   OF  THE  DAT. 


PETROLEUM  (HAWKING)  BILL— [Xorrf*.] 

(Mr,  Courtney.) 
[bill  222.]      SECOND  BEADIKO. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Mb.  COTJBTNEY,  in  moving  that  the 
Bill  be  read  a  eeoond  time,  said,  it  was 
one  of  a  simple  character,  its  objeot  being 
to  remove  a  difficulty  out  of  the  way  of 
a  humble  class  of  tradesmen.  At  pre- 
sent, no  one  was  allowed  to  hawk  petro- 
leum except  under  the  authority  of  a 
special  regulation,  endorsed  upon  a  li- 
cence to  keep  petroleum,  and,  even  then,  a 
man  who  was  licensed  to  keep  petroleum, 
and  who  lived  on  the  borders  of  one 
county,  was  unable  to  hawk  it  in  the  next 
county,  because  the  licence  he  had  re- 
ceived from  the  magistrates  did  not  cover 
the  new  district  The  present  proposal 
was  that,  under  certain  conditions,  when- 
ever  a  man  was  allowed  to  keep  petro 
leum,  that  power  should  in  itself  enable 
him  to  hawK  it. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'*  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." — {Mr,  Courtney,) 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  eommiitei 
for  To-morrow  at  Two  of  the  dock. 

METROPOLITAN    BOARD    OF    WORKS 

(MONEY)  BILL.— [Bill  204.] 

{Lord  Frederick  Cavmdish,  Mr,  John  HpUrne,) 

COKSIDBnATION. 

Order  for  Consideration,  as  amended, 
read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
<'  That  the  Bill  be  now  oonndered."— 
{Zord  Frederiok  CanendUh.) 
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Mb.  monk  said,  he  had  given  Notice, 
earlj  in  the  afternoon,  that  on  the  Order 
for  the  consideration  of  the  Bill  he 
would  raise  the  question  whether  the 
measure  should  not  be  referred  to  a 
Select  Committee.  He  wished  to  call 
attention  to  the  fact  that  one  of  the 
Standing  Orders— Order  1 94 — said  that 
every  Money  Bill  presented  by  the 
Metropolitan  Board  of  Works  should  be 
brought  in  as  a  public  measure,  and, 
after  having  been  read  a  second  time, 
should  be  referred  to  a  Select  Com- 
mittee. The  question  was,  whether  or 
not  this  Bill  was  presented  by  the  Metro- 
politan Board  of  Works.  He  did  not 
believe  any  Member  of  the  House  would 
say  that  the  Bill  was  not  presented  by 
the  Metropolitan  Board  of  Works.  It 
was  very  true  that,  looking  at  the  back 
of  it,  they  saw  there  that  it  was  prepared 
and  brought  in  by  Lord  Frederick 
Cavendish  and  Mr.  John  Holms— in 
other  words,  by  the  Treasury.  They  saw 
that  it  was  practically  promoted  by  the 
Treasury ;  but  that  did  not  meet  the  ques- 
tion. They  knew  that,  virtually,  it  was 
promoted  by  the  Metropolitan  Board  of 
Works,  and  he  would  challenge  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman  the  Chairman 
of  the  Metropolitan  Board  of  Works  to 
rise  in  his  place  and  deny  it.  In  1878, 
when  the  Metropolitan  Board  of  Works 
Loans  Bill  was  brought  in,  the  then 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  stated  that 
the  measure  was  promoted  by  the  Trea- 
sury under  an  arrangement  with  the 
Metropolitan  Board  of  Works ;  or,  in 
other  words,  that  it  was  promoted  by  the 
Metropolitan  Board  of  Works  under 
that  arrangement ;  but  by  the  authority 
of  an  Act  of  1875  was  brought  in  by 
the  Treasury.  Without  saying  more,  he 
woidd  leave  it  to  the  House  to  say  whe- 
ther the  Bill  should  not  go  before  a 
Select  Committee. 

Mr.  SPEAKEE:  Does  any  hon. 
Member  second  the  Amendment  ? 

Mr.  WARTON  said  he  would  do  so, 
and  would  call  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  the  Act,  which  alone  gave 
authority  to  the  Metropolitan  Board  of 
Works  to  bring  in  these  Bills.  He  re- 
ferred to  38  &  39  Vict.  c.  65,  s.  12, 
which  said — 

"  Where  the  Board  are  desirous  of  obtaining 
a  further  Act  empowering  them  to  raise  money, 
they  shall  cause  the  Bill  for  the  same,  as  pro- 
posed to  he  submitted  to  Parliament,  to  he 
accompanied  with  tables  giving  such  informa- 
tion as  the  Treasury  require  for  the  purpose  of 


enabling  a  comparison  to  be  made  between  the 
rateable  valae  of  the  Metn^olis  and  the  liabili- 
ties of  the  Board." 

He  had  thought  it  better  to  read  the 
whole  section  before  commenting  on  it. 
This  was  a  case  in  which  the  Board  had 
shown  their  desire  to  obtain  a  further 
Act  empowering  them  to  raise  money. 
The  requirements  of  the  Act  were  that 
the  Board  of  Works  should  furnish 
tables  to  the  Treasury.  In  no  sense 
could  the  Treasury  be  called  the  pro- 
moters. It  might  be  said  that  the 
Treasury  promoted  it  because  the  names 
of  Officials  of  the  Treasury  were  on  the 
back  of  it ;  but  they  might  just  as  well 
say,  in  the  case  of  a  Eailway  Bill,  that 
those  whose  names  were  on  the  back  of 
it  were  really  its  promoters.  The  oase 
of  the  present  Bill  was  really  stronger 
than  that  of  a  railway  measure,  because 
here  they  had  the  Bepresentative  of  the 
Metropolitan  Board  of  Works — its  very 
Ohairman — in  the  House ;  and  yet,  for 
some  reason  best  known  to  themselves, 
the  Officials  of  the  Treasury  had  put 
their  names  on  the  back  of  the  Bill. 
There  could  not  be  the  slightest  shadow 
of  doubt  that  the  Metropolitan  Board  of 
Works  were  the  promoters  of  the  Bill. 
He  had  only  one  suggestion  to  make — 
namely,  that  if  the  House  should  be  of 
opinion  that  the  Bill  should  be  referred 
to  a  Select  Committee,  the  measure 
should  be  put  back  and  taken  up  at  its 
proper  stage. 

Amendment  proposed. 

To  leave  out  the  words  "  now  considered," 
in  order  to  insert  the  words  "  referred  to  a  Select 
Committee  to  be  nominated  by  the  Committee  of 
Selection  in  like  manner  as  Private  Bills.'* — 
{Mr.  Monk.) 

Question  proposed,  *'That  the  words 
'  now  consiaered '  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

Lord  FREDEEIOK  CAVENDISH 
said,  the  hon.  Members  who  had  spoken 
had  based  their  case  on  the  Standing 
Orders,  and  had  not  at  all  entered  into 
the  question  of  the  policy  of  referring 
the  Bill  to  a  Select  Committee.  When 
the  Bill  was  last  under  discussion — and 
there  were  a  good  many  Members  pre- 
sent— this  matter  was  gone  into,  and 
there  was  a  general  understanding  that 
it  would  haTe  been  well,  under  ordinary 
circumstances,  to  have  had  the  measure 
referred  to  a  Select  Committee ;  but  that, 
owing  to  the  period  of  the  Session  and 
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the  Business  before  the  House,  it  would 
not  be  wise  to  so  refer  it.  The  whole 
question  resolved  itself  into  this — What 
was  the  meaning  of  the  word  ''pro- 
moter ?  "  In  this  case,  was  the  measure 
promoted  by  the  Treasury  or  the  Metro- 
politan Board  of  Works  ?  Well,  techni- 
cally speaking,  the  Metropolitan  Board 
of  Works  were  not  the  promoters.  The 
Standing  Order  was  brought  in  in  1877. 
It  was,  he  believed,  part  of  a  scheme  of 
reform  of  the  late  Government,  the  ob- 
ject of  which  was  to  give  the  House 
greater  knowledge  and  control  over  the 
borrowing  powers  and  expenditure  of 
the  Board  of  Works.  Every  year  since 
a  Bill  had  been  brought  in  by  the  Oo- 
vemment  for  enabling  the  Metropolitan 
Board  of  Works  to  borrow  money,  and 
on  no  single  occasion  had  such  BiU  been 
referred  to  a  Select  Committee.  No 
doubt  the  Government  would  have  moved 
the  reference  of  this  Bill  to  a  Select  Oom- 
mittee  if  it  had  been  the  intention  of 
the  Standing  Order  that  a  measure  of 
this  kind  shoidd  be  so  referred.  If  they 
regarded  the  object  of  the  Order  they 
would  be  led  to  a  safe  conclusion.  What 
was  the  object  of  the  Order  ?  Partly,  it 
was  to  bring  into  the  purview  of  the 
House  the  whole  liabilities  and  borrow- 
ing powers  of  the  Board  of  Works. 
Formerly  the  Board  obtained  Private 
Bills  enabling  them  to  borrow,  and  they 
did  not  come  before  the  House ;  but  in 
1875  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Westminster  introduced  a 
Bill  which  enacted  that  the  borrowing 
powers  should  not  extend  over  a  year, 
and  that  they  should  all  be  scheduled  in 
the  Act.  The  object  of  that  Bill  might 
have  been  defeated  if  subsequently  Pri- 
vate Bills  had  been  introduced  by  the 
Board  adding  to  their  borrowing  powers. 
This  Order  was  passed  to  prevent  that, 
and  had  fully  secured  its  object,  and  he 
ventured  to  say  that  the  object  of  the 
Order  and  the  history  of  recent  years 
showed  conclusively  that  the  Order  was 
not  intended  to  apply  to  Bills  of  this 
character. 

Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH  said,  he  could 
fully  confirm  everything  that  had  fallen 
from  the  noble  Lord.  The  sole  object  of 
the  change  was  to  exhibit  to  the  House 
Commons  a  correct  statement  of  the 
finances  of  the  Board  of  Works,  and  of 
their  borrowing  powers,  in  one  view. 
Previously  it  was  the  practice  of  the 
Board  to  come  to  Parliament  with  sepa- 
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rate  Bills,  and  there  were  no  means  of 
the  people  in  the  Metropolis  knowing 
anything  of  the  borrowing  powers  pos- 
sessed by  the  Board.  The  present  Bill 
was  a  Government  Bill  in  every  sense. 
It  could  not  be  introduced  by  the  Board 
itself;  it  was  at  the  discretion  of  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  whether  the 
Bill  should  be  introduced  or  not,  and, 
under  these-  circumstances,  he  thought 
it  was  clear  that  the  Bill  was  not  a  Bill 
promoted  by  the  Metropolitan  Board  of 
Works. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  U. 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  eoMtd&red;  to  be  read  the  third 
time  To-morrow,  at  Two  of  the  dock. 

PUBLIO  WOBKS  LOANS  [aDYAHOBS]. 

Resolution  [July  iilrtporUd,  and  agreed  tc. 

Inttruetion  to  the  Committee  on  the  PobHc 
Works  Loans  Bill,  That  they  haye  power  to 
make  provision  therein  nuzsuant  to  the  said 
Resolution;  also  to  make  provision  for  the 
erection  and  maintenance  of  a  Lighthouse  on 
the  Island  of  Minicoy;  and  for  amending 
"  The  Labouring  Classes  Lodging  Houses  and 
Dwellings  Act  (Ireland)  1S66." 

House  adjourned  at  half  after 

Two  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OP    LOEDS, 
Tuesday,  26M  July,  1881. 


MINUTES.^— Sblbct  Commtttbe  —  J2ijw#— 
Law  relating  to  the  Protection  of  Young 
Girls. 

Public  Bills — First  Reading — Removal  Tenns 
(Scotland)*  (184). 

Second  Reading  —  Industrial  Schools  (168); 
British  Honduras  (Court  of  Appeal}  (167); 
Pedlars  (Certificates) «  (163) ;  Metallic  Mines 
(Gunpowder)  (169) ;  Seed  Supply  and  other 
Acts  (Ireland)  Amendment  (177). 

Cinnmittee — Universities  (Scotland)  Registration 
of  Parliamentary  Voters,  &c.  ♦  (173). 

Committee — "Report — Coroners  (Ireland)  (134); 
Reformatory  Institutions  (Ireland)  *  (172). 

INDUSTRIAL    SCHOOLS  BILL. 
{The  Lord  Norton,) 

(no.  158.)      SECOND  BSADIN6. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Bead- 
ing read. 

Lord  NORTON,  in  moving  that  the 
BiU  be  now  read  a  second  time/ said, 
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lie  would  not  repeat  his  advooaoy  of 
sach  a  measure  in  a  previous  debate, 
but  onl^  arg^e  for  this  stage  of 
Bill,  which  embodied  his  proposals, 
that  it  was  mainly,  and  in  principle,  a 
oonsolidation  of  all  the  many  Acts  which 
had  accumulated  on  the  subject  during 
80  years  of  experimental  legislation, 
and  that  it  would  clear  the  law  and  settle 
the  question  on  the  system  which  had 
practically  worked  out  itself.  There 
could  hardly  be  any  doubt  of  the  desir- 
ableness and  opportuneness  of  such  a  con- 
solidation. He  would,  therefore,  merely 
point  out  that  the  Amendments  of  the 
law  which  the  Bill  proposed,  though  they 
were  the  obvious  conclusions  from  our 
experience,  and  most  important  and  ne- 
cessary to  complete  the  work,  were  not 
essential  to  the  Bill ;  but  if  they  were 
omitted,  the  Bill  would  only  be  so  far 
less  useful  without  them.  For  instance, 
the  Bill  proposed  to  get  rid  of  the  dis- 
tinction, which  only  existed  in  name, 
between  industrial  schools  and  re- 
formatory schools,  and  to  call  the  two 
schools,  which  had  worked  into  one, 
by  the  same  name — industrial  schools. 
They  could  really  be  nothing  else.  But 
the  children  who  came  into  such  schools 
at  a  more  advanced  age — say  14 — were 
proposed  to  be  put  into  separate  indus- 
trial schools,  to  be  called  "  Senior  In- 
dustrial Schools,'^  and  not  mixed  up 
with  younger  children  in  the  same 
schools  as  at  present.  But  if  Parlia- 
ment should  unfortunately  prefer  desig- 
nating this  most  important,  because 
most  neglected,  part  of  all  our  pro- 
fessed undertaking  of  national  educa- 
tion as  prolonged  punishment  and  penal 
discipline,  they  might  still  continue  to 
call  their  schools  ''reformatories,"  and 
the  Bill  would  only  lose  one  of  its  pro- 
posed improvements,  and  would  still 
retain  the  acknowledged  good  of  sepa- 
rating older  children  into  only  as  few 
reformatories  as  might  be  specially  re- 
quired for  them.  He  trusted,  however, 
that  Parliament  would  no  longer  insist 
upon  using  the  penal  term ;  for,  if  they 
did  so,  these  children  would  still  be  de- 
prived when  they  went  out  from  indus- 
trial schools  of  the  employment  for 
which  they  were  there  trained,  whether 
in  the  Army  and  Navy,  or  in  many 
kinds  of  private  employment.  They 
would  go  out  from  school  stigmatized 
as  educated  criminals  in  their  own  and 
in  others'  estimation.  Such  would  be  the 


consequence  of  retaining  a  name  for 
these  particular  schools,  which,  after  all, 
could  entail  no  real  difference  of  treat- 
ment from  other  industrial  schools. 
The  other  chief  Amendment  proposed 
in  the  Bill  was  the  placing  industrial 
schools  under  the  Education  Department, 
leaving  the  penal  treatment  only  of 
criminal  children  to  the  Police  Depart- 
ment of  QoverDment,  and  placing  their 
education  after  punishment  in  the  hands 
of  those  intrusted  with  the  subject.  He 
thought  that  the  Education  Department 
should  not  be  let  to  despise  this  lower 
class  of  work,  in  the  present  ambition  of 
our  public  educationists  to  give  more  at- 
tention to  higher  education.  It  seemed 
a  strange  argument  for  separating  any 
subject  from  its  Department  that  the 
Department  was  not  suited  to  it,  and  the 
misplacement  of  any  public  administra- 
tion generally  ended  in  the  diversion 
of  the  subject  itself.  Houses  of  Cor- 
rection were  so  turned  from  places  in- 
tended for  industrial  training  into  prisons, 
and  in  the  same  way  the  Colonial  Office 
was  once  mixed  up  with  that  of  War, 
till  it  was  wittily  but  truly  called  an 
office  at  war  with  all  the  Colonies.  The 
Industrial  Schools  Office  in  Delahay 
Street  would  find  itself  in  better  con- 
nection with  the  Education  than  the 
Police  Department,  with  which  it  should 
have  nothing  to  do,  if  its  special  object 
was  education.  However,  if  Parliament 
preferred  the  industrial  schools'  part  of 
its  Educational  Estimates,  including  even 
day  industrial  schools,  to  be  separated, 
and  put  out  of  sight  on  the  Home  Office 
account,  the  Secretary  of  State  must 
keep  his  strange  impersonation  of 
Education  Minister  in  this  consolidating 
Bill,  which  would  be  only  so  far  less 
amending.  It  took  some  time  for  Par- 
liament to  admit  at  all  that  criminal 
children  had  better  be  punished  as  chil- 
dren ;  and  he  hoped  it  would  not  take 
much  longer  for  them  to  take  in  the  rest 
of  the  idea,  that,  after  punishment,  what 
such  children  wanted  was  not  prolonged 
criminal  treatment,  but  education.  He 
moved  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill. 

Moved,  **  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2\" 
— ( The  Lord  Norton.) 

Thb  Earl  of  DALHOUSIE:  My 
Lords,  the  deep  interest  which  the  noble 
Lord  opposite  (Lord  Norton)  has  taken 
in  this  important  subject  is  well  known 
to  your  Lordships,  and  it  is  also  fully 
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reoognized  by  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment. And  1  can  assure  him,  on  behalf 
of  the  Gbvemment,  that  the  observations 
and  suggestions  which,  on  a  former 
occasion,  lie  made  to  your  Lordships  in 
reference  to  this  matter  were  most  care- 
fully considered,  both  by  the  Secretary 
of  State  himself  and  those  who  assist 
him  in  the  consideration  of  questions  of 
this  kind.  And  if  the  Resolution  which 
the  noble  Lord  then  moved  was  not 
accepted  by  the  Government,  I  am  yet 
able  distinctly  to  say  that  it  by  no  means 
followed  that  nothing  was  gained  by  it. 
At  that  time  the  Government  were  not 
without  hopes  that  they  might  be  able 
to  introduce  a  measure  dealing  with  re- 
formatories and  industrial  schools,  and 
they  were  consequently  not  willing  to 
accept  a  Kesolution  which  might  seem 
to  pledge  them  to  a  particular  method 
of  doing  so,  the  principle  of  which  they 
did  not  approve.  This  Bill  is  clearly 
drawn  on  the  lines  of  that  Resolution ; 
and  it  may  be  argued  that,  having  re- 
fused to  concur  in  the  noble  Lord's  Be- 
Bolution,  the  Government  are  logically 
bound  to  reject  his  Bill,  which  is  based 
upon  it.  But,  in  the  first  place,  it  is 
obvious  that  the  Gt>vemment  can  no 
longer  hope,  as  they  once  did,  to  take 
up  the  question  of  reformatory  and  in- 
dustrial schools  during  the  present  Ses- 
sion of  Parliament ;  and  they  are  very 
anxious  that  the  whole  subject  of  the 
working  of  the  reformatory  and  indus- 
trial school  system  should  be  brought 
prominently  forward,  so  that  public  opi- 
nion may  have  an  opportunity  of  ex- 
pressing itself  upon  it.  For  there  is  no 
question  which  affects  so  powerfully,  for 
good  or  for  evil,  those  classes  which, 
according  as  we  deal  with  them  wisely 
or  not,  will  become  a  source  of  strength 
or  a  source  of  danger  to  society  in  the 
immediate  future.  To  legislate  on  a 
wronff  principle  would,  undoubtedly,  at 
no  distant  date,  produce  very  serious 
consequences ;  and  the  Government  are, 
therefbre,  most  anxious  to  proceed  with 
caution,  all  the  more  so,  because  they 
feel  that  although  the  present  system  of 
reformatory  and  industrial  schools  may 
stand  in  need  of  revision,  it  has,  never- 
theless, done  good  work  in  checking  an 
evil  which,  20  years  ago,  had  assumed 
alarming  proportions.  On  that  ground 
Her  Majesty's  Government  think  it  ex- 
tremely desirable  that  they  should  take 
every  opportunity  of  encouraging  the 
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discussion  of  tjiis  question,  in  the  hope 
that  public  attention  may  be  drawn  to  it. 
I  gather  from  the  speech  of  the  noble 
Lord,  as  well  as  from  the  Bill  itself,  that 
its  main  object  is  to  consolidate  the  Acts 
renting  to  reformatory  and  industrial 
schools,  and  that  is  an  object  at  which 
Her  Majesty's  Government  desire  to 
arrive  quite  as  earnestly  as  the  noble 
Lord  himself;  and  they  are  anxious,  if 
possible,  to  give  him  a  practical  assur- 
ance of  their  sincerity  m  that  respect. 
If,  as  I  understand,  the  noble  Lord  does 
not  intend  to  advance  this  Bill  beyond 
the  second  reading,  it  would  be  possible 
for  the  Government  to  do  this.  But  if 
he  intends  to  go  further  than  the  second 
reading,  I  must  point  out  that  Clauses 
4  and  7,  and  all  subsequent  clauses  de- 
pending on  them,  are  entirely  opposed 
to  the  views  which  are  entertained  by 
Her  Majesty's  Government  on  this  ques- 
tion— and  that,  as  these  clauses  form  a 
very  important  part  of  the  measure,  the 
Government  could  not  possibly  give  their 
assent  to  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill, 
except  on  the  understanding  that  it  does 
not  go  beyond  that  stage.  The  Go- 
vernment, as  I  have  already  said,  are 
very  sensible  of  the  importance  of  the 
whole  question;  and, in  regard  to  the 
Bill  now  before  your  Lordships,  I  have 
to  say  that,  under^nding  from  the 
noble  Lord  that  it  is  not  his  intention 
to  carry  this  Bill  beyond  the  second 
reading,  and  seeing  that  there  is 
now  no  prospect  of  the  (Government 
being  able  to  realize  the  hope  in  which 
at  an  earlier  period  of  the  Session  they 
indulged,  that  they  would  themselvee  be 
able  to  deal  with  this  question ;  seeing, 
also,  that  it  is  most  important  that  this 
question  should  be  kept  constantly  be- 
fore the  attention  of  the  public  and  that 
it  should  be  fully  discussed  both  in 
the  Press  and  by  those  who  are  chiefly 
and  most  immediately  interested  in 
the  reformatory  and  industrial  school 
system,  the  Government  will  not  op- 
pose the  second  reading  of  the  BiU. 
But,  in  saying  that,  I  must  repeat  that 
I  do  not  mean  to  imply  that  the  Govern- 
ment approve  of  all  the  provisions  con- 
tained in  it.  And  I  must  distinctly  state 
that,  in  assenting  to  the  second  reading 
of  the  Bill,  the  Government  merely 
accept  and  affirm  the  principle  that  it  is 
desirable  that  the  various  Acts  of  Par- 
liament which  relate  to  reformatory  and 
industrial  schools  ought  to  be  revised 
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and  consolidated  at  the  earliest  oppor- 
tunity; but  that  they  must  not  be  under- 
stood to  stand  committed  to  those  provi- 
Tisions  in  the  Bill  by  which  the  noble 
Lord  proposes  to  arrive  at  that  result. 

LoBD  HOUGHTON  said,  he  deeply 
reg^tted  that  the  Government  had  given 
even  a  qualified  sanction  to  the  measure. 
His  noble  Friend  (Lord  Norton)  and  he 
had  long  agreed  to  differ  in  opinion  as 
to  this  great  reformatory  movement. 
The  existing  systems  in  use  in  those 
establishments  had  been  eminently  suc- 
cessful in  repressing  juvenile  crime,  and 
he  should  be  extremely  sorry  that  any 
censure  should  be  thrown  upon  them 
Buoh  as  might  be  inferred  from  the  pre- 
sent action  of  the  Government.  Those 
two  systems  were  essentially  different 
in  themselves,  and  must  remain  so  if 
they  were  to  carry  out  satisfactorily  the 
objects  which  they  had  in  view.  He 
trusted,  therefore,  that  nothing  would 
be  done  which  would  interfere  with  in- 
stitutions which  had  proved  so  useful  in 
training  that  class  of  children  for  whose 
benefit  they  were  promoted  originally. 
If  the  action  of  the  Government  were 
intended  as  a  compliment  to  his  noble 
Friend  on  account  of  the  great  attention 
he  had  given  to  this  subject,  he  (Lord 
Houffhton)  could  not  regret  the  course 
which  had  been  taken ;  but  he  hoped  it 
would  not  be  interpreted  as  meaning 
anything  more. 

Motion  agreed  to  ;  Bill  read  2*. 

BRITISH  HONDURAS  (COURT  OF 

APPEAL)  BILL. 

{The  EarlofKimherUy.) 

(no.    167.)      SECOND   READING. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Eead- 
ing  read. 

The  Eabl  of  KIMBEELEY,  in  mov- 
ing that  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time,  explained  that  its  object  was  to 
allow  appeals  to  be  made  from  Hon- 
duras, wnere  there  was  only  a  single 
Judge,  to  the  Court  at  Jamaica.  It 
would  be  well  if  there  were  a  Court  of 
Appeal  not  far  off,  and  the  Honduras 
Legislature  asked  that  such  an  appeal 
should  be  provided ;  and  he  had  no 
doubt  that  this  Bill  would  work  advan- 
tageously. 

Moved,  '*  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2».*' 
— {The  Earl  ofKimherley) 

VOL  CCLXm.    [thtrd  sbkies.] 


Motion  agreed  to  ;  Bill  read  2'  accord- 
ingly, and  committed  to  a  Committee  of 
the  Whole  House  on  IT^ureday  next. 

PEDLARS   (CERTIFICATES)  BILL. 
{The  Earl  of  Dalhoutie,) 

(NO.  163.)      SECOND   BEADINa. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Bead* 
ing  read. 

The  Earl  of  DALHOUSIE,  in 
moving  that  the  Bill  be  now  read  a 
second  time,  said  that  its  purpose  was 
to  get  rid  of  the  necessity  imposed  upon 
pedlars  of  having  their  licences  visaed 
on  passing  from  one  police  district  to 
another.  A  charge  of  hd,  was  made  for 
the  visa;  but  the  objection  to  the  system 
was  that  it  inflicted  inconvenience  and 
hardship  upon  a  respectable  body  of 
men. 

Moved,  **  That  the  Bill  be  now  read 
2«."— (7';^^  Earl  of  Dalhoueie,) 

Motion  agreed  to  ;  Bill  read  2»  accord- 
ingly, and  committed  to  a  Committee  of 
the  Whole  House  on  Thureday  next. 

METALLIC  MINES  (GUNPOWDER)  BILL. 

{The  Earl  of  Dalhousie,) 

(NO.  169.)      SECOND  READINO. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Bead- 
ing read. 

The  EiiEL  of  DALHOUSIE,  in 
moving  that  the  Bill  be  now  read  a 
second  time,  said,  it  proposed  to  with- 
draw from  the  operation  of  the  Coal 
Mines  Kegulation  Act  certain  metal- 
liferous mines,  and  to  empower  the 
Secretary  of  State  to  allow  the  use  of 
loose  gunpowder  in  those  mines. 

Moved,  ''  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2\'' 
—{The  Earl  of  Dalhousie,) 

Motion  agreed  to  ;  Bill  read  2»  accord- 
ingly, and  committed  to  a  Committee  of 
the  Whole  House  on  Thursday  next. 

CORONERS  (IRELAND)  BILL.— (No.  134.) 

{The  Viscount  Li  ford.) 

C0M3UTTEE. 

House  in  Committee  (according  to 
order). 

Clauses  1  and  2  agreed  to. 

Clause  8  (Kemuneration  of  Coroner). 
The  Eakl  of   LIMERICK  said,  he 
desired  to  move  an  Amendment  in  the 
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clause,  the  objeot  of  whioh  was  to  give 
power  to  increase  the  salaries  given  to 
Ooroners  from  time  to  time.  The  prin- 
ciple of  the  clause  as  it  now  stood  was 
to  fix  salaries  in  perpetuity;  and  he  did 
not  think  that  it  was  desirable  that  such 
a  course  should  be  adopted,  but  that 
there  should  be  a  power  in  some  autho- 
rity to  revise  them.  E[is  Amendment 
would  amount  to  giving  a  power  of  re- 
vision to  some  authority,  instead  of  fix- 
ing the  salaries  on  the  amount  of  fees 
and  allowances  which  the  Coroners  were 
entitled  to  receive.  He  did  not  wish  to 
interfere  with  the  progress  of  the  Bill, 
but  desired  simply  to  bring  this  matter 
under  the  attenticp  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government,  as  he  felt  strongly  that 
there  should  be  some  power  of  revising 
these  salaries. 


Amendment  moved,  in  page  2,  line  3, 
after  ("  coroner"),  to  insert  ('' in  office 
on  the  passing  of  this  Act.") — {27ie  Earl 
of  LmSrich.) 

Thb  Eabl  op  COBK  said,  he  thought 
there  was  a  great  deal  in  what  the  noble 
Earl  (the  £arl  of  Limerick)  had  said 
with  respect  to  the  necessity  of  having 
some  power  of  revising  the  salaries  of 
Coroners  from  time  to  time,  and  he  be- 
lieved that  apower  to  make  such  revision 
existed  in  Imgland  and  was  vested  in 
the  Magistrates.  The  Amendment,  how- 
ever, proposed  by  the  noble  Earl  pro- 
posed that  the  power  should  be  vested 
in  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Lreland.  He 
(the  Earl  of  Cork)  believed  that  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  had  no  power  to  inter- 
fere with  the  local  taxation  in  Ireland, 
and,  therefore,  it  would  not  be  proper 
to  invest  such  a  power  in  the  Lord  lieu- 
tenant. If  the  noble  Earl  would  with- 
draw the  Amendment,  he  would  con- 
sider whether  he  could  not  bring  up  an 
Amendment  at  tiie  next  stage  of  the  Bill 
to  meet  the  object  sought  to  be  attained 
by  the  present  Amendment. 

Thb  Eabl  of  UMEBICE  said,  he 
was  quite  satisfied  with  the  promise  of 
the  noble  Earl,  and  would  withdraw 
the  Amendment. 

Amendment  (  by  leave  of  the  Oom- 
aiittee)  wUhdrmpn. 

Bemaining  clauses  agrtod  to. 

Bill  rigvorM  without  Amendment;  and 
to  be  read  8'  on  ThurBday  next. 

7*0  Smrl  of  Lmmck 


SEED  SUPPLY  AND  OTHER  ACTS  (IRE- 
LAND) AMENDMENT  BILL.— (No.  177.) 
{Ths  Lord  CarUngford.) 
SBOOND  BSADDTG. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Bead- 
ing read. 

LoBB  CABUNGFOBD,  in  moving 
that  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time, 
said  that  ite  object  was  to  give  the 
Irish  Boards  of  Guardians  a  longer  time 
for  the  collection  of  what  were  called 
seed  rates — ^that  was,  for  the  p^^ent 
by  the  purchasers  of  seed  to  the  Boards 
of  Guardians,  and  the  repaymente  by 
the  Boards  of  Guardians  of  the  instel- 
mente  to  the  Treasury.  The  main  pur- 
pose of  the  Bill  was  to  spread  such  in- 
stalmente  over  a  longer  period  of  time 
— ^an  indulgence  that  was  much  needed. 
There  was  one  other  oUect  of  the  Bill, 
which  was  to  enable  the  Soard  of  Works, 
on  the  recommendation  of  the  Local 
Government  Board,  to  nve  further  time 
to  distressed  Unions  in  Ireland  in  which 
extra  out-door  relief  had  been  sane* 
tioned  by  the  Local  Government  Board. 
These  were  objecte  not  only  much  de- 
sired, but  much  needed;  and  it  was 
requisite  that  the  Bill  should  be  made 
law  as  soon  as  possible,  in  order  to 
regulate  the  transactions  of  the  Treasury 
with  those  Boards. 

Mooed,  *'  That  the  Bill  be  nowread  3*." 
•^The  Lord  Carlingford.) 

Motion  agreed  to ;  Bill  read  S*  accord- 
ingly, and  oommiUed  to  a  Committee  of 
the  Whole  House  on  Thursday  next. 

HouBe  adioQined  at  a  quarter  before 

Six  o'clock,  till  To-moiTOw, 

half-past  Ten  o'dock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Tuoeday,  26M  July,  1881. 


The  House  met  at  Two  of  the  dock. 

MINT7TES.1  — PvBUO  Bim— OrdbW    Firat 

Heading — Buperannuation   Act    (Poet  OiBce 

and  Works)  •  [228]. 
Firat  Jteading—WMBiidB  Protection  Act,  18S0, 

Amendment*  [226] ;  Supreme  Oonxt  of  Jndi- 

oatoie*  [227]. 
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Sseond  Siding — ^Dninage  (Ireland)  ProTimonal 
Order  *  [220]  ;  Elementary  Edacation  Provi- 
■ional  Order  Oonfirmation  (London)  *  [216]. 

CommitUe—Fetroleum   (Hawking)    [2221— r.p. 

GmmitUe  —  Bsport  —  Third  Beading  —  Alsager 
Chapel  (MarriageB)  *  [221],  and  pasted. 

Coimdered  at  amended  —  Land  Law  (Ireland) 

S226],  furthtr  Proceeding  deferred;    Alkali, 
be.  Works  Begulation*  [186 J. 
Third  J2<a«?tW---Metropolitan  Board  of  Works 

(Money)  *  (204],  anapatsed. 
Withdrawn — l^arliamentary  Elections  and  Oor- 
mpt  Practicefl  (Consolidation)  *  [176]. 

QUESTIONS. 


PBOTECnON    OF    PERSON   AND    PRO- 
PERTY (IRELAND)  ACT,  1881— MR.  F. 
O'GALLAGHER,  A  PRISONER  UNDER 
THE  ACT. 

Mb.  HEALY  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
taiy  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  it  is  true  that  Mr.  Francis 
O'Ghallagher,  national  school  teacher, 
Oweedore,  county  Donegal,  was  recently 
arrested  under  &e  Coercion  Act ;  whe- 
ther the  patron  of  the  school  (the  Bey. 
James  M'Fadden,  P.P.)  thereupon  re- 
oommended  that  the  arrested  gentle- 
man's brother  (Mr.  Denis  O'Gallagher), 
who  had  on  the  dOth  of  June  completed 
his  course  under  the  National  Board  as 
a  second  class  monitor,  and  has  passed 
a  qualifying  examination,  should  be  ap- 
pointed to  succeed  him  as  teacher ;  whe- 
ther, in  reply,  the  Board  stated  that — 

*'  They  did  not  consider  tliis  teacher's  brother 
a  soitable  person  to  have  charge  of  the 
school," 

and  further — 

"  That  they  declined  to  pronounce  any  opi- 
nion on  the  question  of  the  restoration  to  the 
senrioe  of  the  Board  as  teacher  of  this  school  of 
Mr.  F.  0*G^lagher  himself  " 

upon  his  release ;  if  the  Government  will 
state  whether  the  reason  that  Mr.  Denis 
O'Qallagher  is  considered  an  unsuitable 
person  to  have  charge  of  the  school  is 
because  of  his  brother's  arrest  on  sus- 
picion ;  and,  if  not,  what  is  the  reason ; 
whether  it  is  usual  to  refuse  the  nomi- 
nation of  the  teachership  to  the  patron 
of  the  school ;  and,  whether  the  JBoard 
intend  that  all  schoolmasters  arrested 
under  the  Coercion  Act  shall,  after  their 
release,  be  debarred  from  further  em- 
ployment under  the  Board  ? 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTEE,  in  reply,  said, 
that  the  manager  of  the  school  wrote  to 
say  that  Mr.  O'Gallagher's  brother  was 
oonaidered  competent ;  but  the  result  of 


his  examination  could  not  be  known  for 
some  weeks.  It  was  entirely  at  the  dis- 
cretion of  the  Board  whether  they  ap- 
pointed the  persons  recommended  or 
not,  and  he  did  not  think  it  right  to  in- 
terfere with  that  discretion.  The  ma- 
nagers had  the  right  to  appoint  teachers, 
subject  to  the  approval  of  the  Board  as 
to  character  and  general  qualification. 
He  could  not  say  what  was  the  intention 
of  the  Board  as  to  the  schoolmasters  who 
had  been  arrested  under  the  Protection 
of  Life  and  Property  Act.  He  under- 
stood that  the  Board  had  not  come  to 
any  decision  on  the  point,  and  had,  in 
fact,  not  considered  it. 

Mb.  HEALY  said,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  not  answered  the  fifth 
part  of  the  Question,  which  was,  whe- 
ther the  Board  could  refuse  a  nomina- 
tion? 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER,  in  reply,  said, 
he  believed  there  were  instances  of  the 
Board  having  done  so  ;  but  if  the  hon. 
Member  would  give  notice  of  the  Ques- 
tion, he  would  give  a  more  definite 
answer. 

Mb.  HEALY  gave  Notice  accordingly. 

CENTRAL  ASIA— RUSSIAN   ADVANCES 

— KUCHAN. 

Mb.  E.  stanhope  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
Since  what  date  telegraphic  communi- 
cation with  Meshed  has  been  inter- 
rupted ;  whether  the  Government  have 
taken  any  steps  whatever  to  ascertain 
the  truth  of  the  report  as  to  the  annexa- 
tion by  Russia  of  tne  district  of  Kuchan 
in  Persia ;  and,  whether  it  is  proposed 
that  any  representative  of  this  Oountry 
should  be  present  at  any  proceedings 
which  may  be  taken  for  the  delimitation 
of  the  new  frontier  between  Russia  and 
Persia  ? 

Sm  CHARLES  W.  DILKE:  Sir, 
when  I  was  asked  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Eye  (Mr.  Ashmead-Bartiett)  to  tele- 
graph to  Meshed,  I  replied  that  we  had 
no  direct  means  of  telegraphic  com- 
mimication  with  the  British  Agent  at 
Meshed,  who  i&  a  Persian  gentleman, 
and  that  he  communicates  with  the 
British  Minister  at  Teheran,  who  for- 
wards his  Reports  to  us.  We  receive 
full  and  frequent  Reports  from  Mr. 
Thomson,  and  both  from  them  and 
those  furnished  to  us  by  Mr.  Wyndham 
there  appears  to  be  no  truth  in  the  re- 
port of  the  annexation  by  Russia  of  the 
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district  of  Kuchan.  The  matter  men- 
tioned in  the  third  branch  of  the  Ques- 
tion is  under  consideration ;  but  we  learn 
that  such  proceedings  will  not  take  place 
for  manj  months. 

Mb.  ASHMEAD-BABTLETT  asked, 
when  the  promised  map,  showing  the 
annexations  of  Bussia  in  Central  Asia, 
will  be  laid  on  the  table  of  the  Library  ? 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE,  in  reply, 
said,  the  Foreign  Office  had  not  received 
a  map,  but  it  had  received  a  list  of 
names  of  places  on  the  frontier,  by  the 
aid  of  which  a  map  was  being  marked ; 
but  there  being  a  difficulty  in  fixing  the 
oxact  position  of  the  territories,  further 
information  was  required  and  had  been 
telegraphed  for  from  St.  Petersburflr. 
The  map  thus  prepared  would  probably 
be  ready  before  the  end  of  the  Session. 
An  accurate  map  had  been  promised 
them,  and  he  hoped  it  would  be  received 
before  the  Becess. 

THE  PARKS— THE  RIDE  IN  ROTTEN 

ROW. 

Sib  THOMAS  BATESON  asked  the 
First  Commissioner  of  Works,  Whether 
he  has  given  his  attention  to  the  state  of 
Botten  Bow,  which  has  been  in  such  a 
deplorable  condition  for  the  last  two 
or  three  months  owing  to  the  clouds  of 
irritating  dust  in  dry  weather ;  whether 
he  will  explain  the  reason  for  the  cessa- 
tioo  of  almost  any  attempt  to  allay  the 
dust  by  properly  watering  the  Bide, 
especially  in  the  morning,  previous  to 
the  bursting  of  the  main  pipe  of  the 
Grand  Junction  Waterworks ;  and,  whe- 
ther he  will  undertake  to  consider  the  de- 
sirability (in  view  of  the  present  low  price 
of  iron)  of  continuingthe piping  alongside 
the  whole  of  the  Bide,  with  hydrants  at 
proper  intervals,  on  the  same  principle 
as  has  been  so  successfully  adopted  at 
Paris,  thus  by  this  means  getting  rid  of 
the  inefficient  and  expensive  system  of 
using  water-carts  ? 

Mr.  SHAW  LEFEVBE :  Sir,  I  did 
not  receive  complaints  as  to  the  watering 
of  Botten  Bow  till  within  the  last  fort- 
night, and  the  Bailiff  of  the  Parks, 
Ciuonel  Wheatley,  informs  me  that  till 
tiien  the  watering  was  carried  on  pre- 
cisely as  in  former  years.  Since  then 
there  has  been  a  falling  off  which  the 
contractor  explained  and  justified  on  the 
ground  of  delay  caused  by  the  want  of 
pressure  of  water  in  the  stand  pipes. 
With  reference  to  the  use  of  hydrants, 
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I  am  informed  that  the  system  was  tried 
four  or  five  years  ago  on  the  road  be- 
tween Albert  Gate  and  Hyde  Park 
Comer,  but  was  g^ven  up  in  conse- 
quence of  complaints  that  norses  were 
nightened.  Judging  from  the  cost  of 
laying  the  pipes  down  on  that  road,  the 
initial  cost  of  laying  down  the  system 
for  the  whole  of  the  Bide  in  the  Park 
would  be  considerable ;  but  I  will  make 
further  inquiries  on  the  point  before 
next  year. 


PUBLIC  HEALTH— THE  HOP-PICKING 
SEASON— SMALL  POX. 


Mb.  J.  G.  TALBOT  asked  the 
dent  of  the  Local  Oovemment  Board, 
Whether  his  attention  has  been  called 
to  the  danger  likely  to  arise  in  Kent 
and  other  neighbouring  counties  at  the 
approaching  hop-picking  season  from 
the  inmiigration  of  persons  from  London 
suffering  from  small  pox ;  and,  whether 
he  can  take  any  steps,  by  placards  or 
otherwise,  to  warn  those  whom  it  may 
concern  of  the  illegality  of  conveying 
persons  in  an  infectious  condition  ? 

Mb.  DODSON  :  The  attention  of  the 
Board  has  been  directed  to  this  subject, 
some  days  ago,  and  before  Notice  was 
given  of  the  Question  instructions  had 
been  given  for  a  Circular  to  the  Ouar- 
dians  and  rural  sanitary  authorities  in 
the  hop-growing  districts  in  Kent  and 
neighbouring  counties  cautioning  them 
of  the  danger  likely  to  arise  from  the 
immigration  during  the  approaching 
hop-picking  season  of  persons  from  the 
Metropolis  who  had  been  exposed  to  the 
contagion  of  small-pox,  and  pointing  out 
the  measures  to  be  taken  tor  the  pur- 
pose of  protecting  the  inhabitants  of  the 
district  and  for  isolating  any  persons 
who  may  happen  to  be  attacked  with 
the  disease.  The  Board  themselves 
could  not  undertake  to  issue  placards ; 
but  in  the  Circular,  which  is  gone  to 
press  and  will  be  issued  as  early  as  prac- 
ticable, the  Guardians  are  recommended 
to  notify  by  handbills  or  otherwise  the 
penalties  incurred  by  the  exposure  of 
mfected  persons  and  articles  of  clothing 
and  bedding. 

ARMY— COLONEL  TYKWHl'lT. 

Mb.  BIGGAB  asked  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War,  If  Colonel  Tjrrwhitt, 
Aide  de  Camp  to  His  Boyal  Highness 
the   Field   Marshal    Commanding    in 
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Chief,  retired  upon  half-pay  in  time  of 
War,  and  was  accordingly,  in  the  terms 
of  then  existing  Warrants,  passed  over 
for  promotion  in  his  turn  to  the  estab- 
lishment of  Major  Generals ;  if  his  pro- 
motion on  the  18th  of  May  last  was  in 
accordance  with  the  decision  then  come 
to,  and  with  the  provision  of  the  War- 
rant of  1878,  which  prescribes  the 
Colonels  whose  age  exceeds  sixty-three 
years  shall  be  ineligible  for  promotion  ; 
and,  if  his  tenure  of  the  grade  of  Major 
General  from  the  18th  of  May  to  the  1st 
July  will  have  the  effect  of  securing  to 
him  a  pension  of  £700  a  year  from  the 
latter  date  ? 

Mr.  CHILDERS  :  Sir,  in  reply  to 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cavan  (Mr. 
Biggar),  I  have  to  state  that  the  claim 
of  Colonel  Tyrwhitt  to  succeed  to  the 
establishment  of  general  officers  raised 
questions  of  some  intricacy;  but  that 
after  full  consideration  with  my  financial 
advisers  I  was  satisfied,  as  interpreter 
of  Royal  Warrants,  that  the  claim  could 
not  injustice  be  refused.  The  difficulty 
was  not  in  connection  with  Colonel 
Tyrwhitt's  age,  as  the  Warrant  of  the 
3rd  of  August,  1878,  expressly  allowed 
colonels  who  reached  that  rank  before 
the  1st  of  October,  1877,  to  continue  on 
the  active  list  after  the  age  of  63  until 
promoted ;  and,  in  common  with  many 
others.  Colonel  Tyrwhitt  exercised  his 
right  in  this  respect  when  he  became 
63  in  September  last.  The  real  diffi- 
culty arose  out  of  two  apparently  incon- 
sistent decisions  about  qualifying  ser- 
vice made  by  two  of  my  Predecessors. 
I  found,  however,  that  the  supposed 
difficulty  had  not  operated  against  the 
claim  of  other  officers  similarly  situated. 
Colonel  Tyrwhitt  has  the  option  of  con- 
tinuing on  unattached  pay  of  £450  with 
the  prospect  of  £1,000  a-year  when  he 
approaches  the  head  of  the  lieutenant 
general's  list  or  of  commuting  this  with 
an  immediate  retirement  of  £700  a-year. 

PARLIAMENT  —  PRIVILEGE  —  PUBLIC 

PETITIONS— THE    BRADLAUGII 

PETITION. 

Mr.  WAETON  asked  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department, 
Whether, — Considering  that  by  the  23rd 
section  of  the  19th  chapter  of  the  57th 
of  Q-eorge  3  it  is  unlawful  for  any  per- 
son to  convene  or  call  together,  or  to 
g^TO  any  notice  for  convening  or  calling 


together,  any  number  of  persons  ex- 
ceeding 50  to  meet  within  the  distance 
of  one  mile  from  the  gate  of  Westminster 
Hall,  save  and  except  such  parts  of  the 
parish  of  St.  Paul's,  Covent  Garden,  as 
are  within  the  said  distance,  for  the  pur- 
pose or  on  pretext  of  considering  or  pre- 
paring any  petition,  complaint,  or  re- 
monstrance to  either  House  of  Parlia- 
ment, and  that  such  meeting,  if  holden, 
is  an  unlawful  assembly;  considering 
that  Mr.  Charles  Bradlaugh  has  given 
notice  for  convening  and  calling  toge- 
ther, on  Tuesday  the  2nd  day  of  August 
next,  a  meeting  of  persons  exceeding 
50  to  meet  in  Trafalgar  Square  for  the 
purpose  or  on  the  pretext  of  considering 
or  preparing  a  petition,  complaint,  or 
remonstrance  to  this  House  of  Parlia- 
ment; and  considering  that  Trafalgar 
Square  is  wholly  within  the  distance  of 
one  mile  from  the  gate  of  Westminster 
Hall,  and  is  not,  nor  is  any  part  thereof, 
in  the  parish  of  St.  Paul's,  Covent  Gar- 
den ;  it  is  his  intention  to  take  any  steps 
to  prevent  such  unlawful  assembly? 

Sib  WILLIAM  HAECOURT :  Sir,  I 
have  caused  inquiries  to  be  made  into 
this  matter,  and  I  am  informed  by  the 
police  that  there  is  no  announcement  of 
the  proposed  meeting  at  Trafalgar 
Square  on  Tuesday  next,  or  of  the 
special  objects  of  the  conveners.  In 
answer  to  the  hon.  Member's  Question, 
therefore,  all  I  have  to  say  is  that  in  the 
case  of  any  such  meeting  being  held 
proper  measures  will  be  taken  to  se- 
cure the  observance  of  order  and  of  the 
law. 

LORD  CHIEF  JUSTICE,  &c.  (PA- 
TRONAGE)—THE  RETURN. 

Mr.  H.  H.  fowler  asked  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment, Whether  the  Return  as  to  Judi- 
cial Patronage,  ordered  in  February 
last,  will  be  laid  upon  the  Table  of  the 
House  before  the  Second  Reading  of  the 
Judicature  Amendment  Act  ? 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT  :  Sir,  I 
much  regret  that  this  Return  has  not 
been  made  before.  I  communicated  a 
week  or  so  ago  with  the  Lord  Chief 
Justice  upon  the  subject,  and  I  have  had 
an  assurance  from  him  that  the  Return 
will  be  prepared  as  soon  as  possible. 
It  rests  with  the  Lord  Chief  Justice 
altogether,  and  I  am  unable  to  say  when 
the  Return  will  be  received. 
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fallen  them  in  the  late  gale,  ahall  be 
done. 

Mb.  BIEKBEOK  pointed  ont  that 
this  Question  also  referred  to  the  East 
Coast.        

Me.  TREVELYAN,  in  reply,  said, 
the  Admiralty  would  be  quite  willing  to 
make  inquiries ;  but  he  was  bound  to 
say  that  cruisers  were  of  very  little 
value  beyond  the  territorial  limit.  An 
inquiry  had  already  been  set  on  foot. 


FISHERIES— NORTH  SEA  FISHERIES- 
DEPREDATIONS  ON  ENGLISH 
FISHERMEN. 

Colonel  BAENE  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
Whether  he  will  inform  the  House  as 
to  the  state  of  the  negotiations  with 
France,  Holland,  and  Belgium,  as  re- 
gards the  depredations  committed  on 
Ikiglish  fishermen  by  the  use  of  the 
Belgian  Devil  ? 

Sib  CHARLES  W.  DILKE :  Sir,  the 
French  and  Dutch  Governments  have 
already  agreed  to  a  Conference  on  the 
subject  bein^  held,  but  no  reply  has  as 
yet  oeen  received  from  the  Belgian  Go- 
yemment.  Negotiations  on  the  subject 
are  still  proceeding,  and  it  is  hoped 
their  result  will  be  satisfactory. 

Subsequently, 

Mb.  BIEKBECK  asked  the  Secretarv 
to  the  Admiralty,  Whether  his  attention 
has  been  called  to  a  paragraph  in  the 
**  Times  "  of  last  Saturday,  relating  to 
depredations  by  Dutch  on  Scotch  fisher- 
men off  the  Shetlands ;  and,  whether, 
taking  into  conderation  the  constant 
increasing  number  of  outrages  by  Fo- 
rei^  on  English  fishermen  on  the  North 
ana  East  Coasts,  and  especially  alluded 
to  in  Mr.  W.  H.  Higgins'  Report  pre- 
sented this  Session,  he  will  take  the 
necessary  steps  to  keep  a  larger  number 
of  sailing  cruisers  on  the  fishing  g^unds 
than  hitherto,  until  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment are  able  to  conclude  Conven- 
tions with  the  Belgian,  Dutch,  and 
French  Governments  r 

Mb.  TREVELYAN :  Sir,  His  Royal 
Highness  the  Admiral  Superintendent 
of  Naval  Reserves  is  requested  to  call 
for  a  Report  respecting  the  alleged 
depredations  by  Dutch  fi^ermen  off  the 
Shetlands,  and  especially  whether  such 
depredations  occurred  within  or  without 
the  territorial  three-mile  limit.  Outside 
that  limit  it  is  very  difficult  to  say  that 
a  cruiser  is  any  practical  protection  to 
the  fishermen.  I  had  on  my  desk  only 
to-day  the  story  of  complications  arising 
out  of  a  complaint  from  the  French  Go- 
vernment about  a  revenue  cruiser  of  ours 
which  had  boarded  a  French  fishing 
vessel  in  the  open  sea  off  Lowestoft. 
Anythinfi",  however,  which  can  be  done 
for  the  Shetland  fishermen,  especially 
at  a  time  when  they  have  been  visited 
by  such  a  terrible  disaster  as  has  be- 


ARMY  ORGANIZATION  —  THE    ROYAL 

WARRANT,  1881  —  ARTILLERY 

OFFICERS. 

Mb.  OOBBOLD  asked  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War,  Whether  Artillery 
Officers  who  were  appointed  to  substan- 
tive majorities  prior  to  1st  October  1877, 
and  who  complete  seven  years  full  pay 
service  as  Majors,  are  entitled  under  the 
Boyal  Warrant  of  25th  June  1881  to 
exercise  the  option  accorded  to  them  in 
the  fiftieth  section  of  the  Bevised  Memo- 
randum on  Army  Organisation,  viz.,  the 
option  to  accept  promotion  to  be  half 
pay  Lieutenant  Oolonels,  with  the  privi- 
lege of  being  eligible  for  reg^ental 
or  staff  service  in  that  rank  ? 

Mb.  OHGCLDERS  :  Sir,  in  reply  to  the 
hon.  Member,  I  must  admit  that  the 
words  of  the  Warrant  do  not  express 
with  sufficient  clearness  the  intention  on 
this  point  of  the  Kevised  Memorandum, 
and  1  will  cause  the  option  which  it  was 
intended  to  give  to  majors  of  Artillery 
with  seven  years'  regimental  duty  to  be 
more  plainly  given. 

INDIA  (FINANCE,  &c.)— THE  INDIAN 

BUDGET. 

Mb.  E.  STANHOPE  asked  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Upon  what  day 
he  proposes  to  take  the  discussion  on  the 
Lidian  Budget  ? 

Thb  Mabqubss  op  HAKTINQTON  : 
Sir,  it  was  stated  yesterday  by  the  Prime 
Minister  that  it  would  be  impossible  to 
name  a  day  for  taking  the  Indian 
Budget  until  further  progress  had  been 
made  with  Supply.  I  am  afraid  there 
is  no  probability  that  the  Budget  will 
be  taken  either  this  week  or  next.  I 
hope  by  the  end  of  next  week  to  be 
able  to  name  a  day. 

CUSTOMS'  DEPARTMENT  —  COL- 
LECTORS  OF  CUSTOMS. 

Mb.  JACKSON  asked  the  Financial 
Secretary  to  the  Treasozyi  Whether  a 
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memorial  dated  November  1880,  signed 
by  apwardfl  of  100  collectors  of  Customs, 
drawing  attention  to  the  anomalous  posi- 
tion in  which  they  are  placed  with  re- 
spect to  the  improved  scale  of  salary 
granted  to  their  subordinates  (the  exa- 
mining officers  and  clerks)  has  been 
taken  into  consideration  by  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government ;  and,  if  so,  whether 
any  decision  has  been  arrived  at  ? 

liOED  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH: 
Sir,  the  Board  of  Customs  has,  for  some 
time  past,  been  engaged  in  revising, 
with  the  approval,  of  the  Treasury,  its 
various  departments,  in-door  and  out- 
door, in  London  and  at  the  outports. 
In  the  course  of  that  revision,  a  great 
number  of  memorials  have  been  pre- 
sented directly  to  the  Treasury  by  various 
bodies,  of  Customs  officers,  which  the 
Board  of  Customs  had  declined  to  trans- 
mit itself,  preferring  daitis  of  various 
kinds  for  improved  payments  founded  on 
comparisons  with  other  branches  of  the 
Service.  This  is  the  position  of  the  col- 
lectors. It  is  impossible,  with  any  jus- 
tice to  the  public,  to  deal  with  these  cases 
rapidly.  They  involve  not  only  the  ex- 
pensive process  of  levelling  up,  but  com- 
plaints horn  those  up  to  whom  the  level 
IS  brought  nearer  that  their  old  supe- 
riority IS  compromised.  The  memorials 
of  the  collectors  and  of  others  are  re- 
oeiving  attentive  consideration  by  the 
Treasury.  I  may,  perhaps,  be  permitted 
to  add  &at  the  decision  of  them  in  any 
sense  just  to  the  public  is  not  rendered 
easier  by  the  constant  pressure  kept 
upon  the  Treasury  through  private 
Members  of  Parliament. 

COMMERCIAL  TREATY  WITH  FRANCE 
(NEGOTIATIONS). 

Mb.  mac  IYER  asked.  What  was  the 
present  position  of  the  surtaxe  d^entrepdt 
question  with  reference  to  the  French 
Commercial  Treaty  negotiations;  and, 
whether  Her  Majesty's  Qovemment 
would  take  care  that  no  Commercial 
Treaty  should  be  concluded  under  which 
importations  of  foreign  produce  in  the 
ports  of  Gbreat  Britain  would  continue  to 
DO  subjected  to  heavier  duties  than  when 
they  were  imported  into  France  direct  ? 

Sib  CHARLES  W.  DILKE :  Sir,  the 
wrtaxe  ePentrepdt  was  one  of  about  10 

Suestions  which  lay  outside  the  Tariff, 
ut  came  within  the  range  of  discussion. 
The  instructions  of  the  French  Com. 
miflsionen  oidy  justified  them  in  dis. 


cussing  the  Tariff.  We  ourselves  raised 
these  eight  or  ten  questions;  the  Ftotocols 
will  show  the  statement  made  by  us,  but 
the  French  Commissioners  made  no  de- 
tailed statement  in  reply,  although  they 
seemed  inclined  to  pay  attention  to  some 
of  the  demands  we  made. 

Mb.  MAC  IVER  gave  Notice  that  he 
would  repeat  his  Question  a  fortnight 
hence,  and  would  move  the  Adjourn- 
ment of  the  House  if  he  did  not  get  4 
satisfactory  reply  regarding  the  French 
Treaty  negotiations  generally. 

SEIZURE    OF  EXPLOSIVE    MACHINES 
AT  LIVERPOOL. 

Viscount  SANDON  asked.  Whether 
Her  Majesty's  Government  would  lay 
upon  the  Table  of  the  House  the  answers 
received  from  the  Government  of  the 
United  States  to  the  remonstrances  ad- 
dressed to  them  with  respect  to  the 
shipment  of  **  infernal  machines"  from 
America  to  this  country  ?  As  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  GenUeman  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Department 
was  not  in  his  place,  he  would,  if  neces- 
sary, give  Notice  of  the  Question. 

Sib  CHARLES  W.  DITiKE  requested 
that  Notice  should  be  g^ven. 

VisoouNT  SANDON  said,  he  would  re- 
peat the  Question  to-morrow  or  Thurs- 
day. 

ORDERS    OF  TEE  DAT. 


LAND  LAW  (IRELAND)  BILL— [Bill  226.] 
(ifr.  Gladstone,  Mr,  Ibrater,  Mr,  Bright,  Mr^ 

Attorney  General  for  Ireland,    Mr,  Solieitor 

General  for  Ireland.) 

CONSIDEBAXION.      [FlBST  NlGHT.] 

Order  for  Consideration,  as  amended, 
read. 

Bill,  as  amended,  eonsukred, 

Sm  WALTER  B.  BARTTELOT,  on 
a  point  of  Order,  rose  to  call  attention  to 
the  manner  in  which  the  Amendments 
were  placed  upon  the  Paper.  They  were 
down  in  all  manner  of  places.  It  would 
be  utterly  impossible  for  anyone  to  follow 
the  proceedings  from  the  Paper,  so  as  to 
know  what  the  Government  intended  to 
do.  He  would  ask  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Chief  Secretary  foi^  Ireland 
in  what  order  the  Amendments  would 
be  taken  ? 
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Me.  W.  E.  FORSTER,  in  reply,  said, 
that,  according  to  the  general  rule,  new 
clauses  were  taken  first,  and  first  among 
those  would  come  the  Government  clauses. 
The  Clerks  at  the  Table  had  arranged 
the  Amendments  in  their  proper  order 
on  the  Paper  up  to  a  certain  point  in  the 
Bill — a  point  which,  he  feared,  it  would 
be  some  time  before  thej  reached.  The 
others  would  be  put  down  in  order  as 
they  were  reached. 

Mr.  LALOR  said,  not  more  than  half 
the  Amendments  aj^eared  on  the  Paper. 

Mb.  SPEAKER:  All  the  Amendments 
that  have  been  given  in  are  printed  on 
the  Paper  this  morning,  but  not  in  their 
right  places.  A  certain  number  of  Amend- 
ments, with  reference  to  the  early  clauses 
of  the  Bill,  have  been  put  down  in  their 
right  places;  and  the  House  will,  no 
doubt,  deal  with  them  first. 

Sir  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE  said, 
it  would  be  convenient  to  know  whether, 
after  the  new  clauses  had  been  disposed 
of,  if  a  new  clause,  which  was  not  on  the 
Paper,  were  proposed,  it  would  be  com- 
petent for  the  House  to  deal  with  it 
Defore  the  other  Amendments  ? 

Mr.  speaker  :  I  have  to  inform  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  that  the  House  does 
not  deal  with  new  clauses  without  Notice 
on  Report. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  por 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  moved,  in  page 
26,  after  Clause  42,  insert  the  following 
Clause : — 

(Power  for  Land  Commission  and  Sub- Com- 
missioners to  employ  officers  and  servants 
of  Civil  BUI  Court.) 

'*  Where  the  Land  Commission  or  any  Sub- 
Commission  hold  sittings  elsewhere  than  in 
Dublin,  such  Land  Commission  or  Sub-Com- 
mission may  use  the  courthouses  commonly 
used  for  Civil  Bill  purposes,  and  the  officers  of 
the  Civil  Bill  Courts  shall,  in  the  prescribed 
manner  and  at  the  prescribed  times,  be  bound  to 
attend  the  sittings  of  the  said  Land  Commission 
and  Sub-Commissions,  and  perform  analogous 
duties  to  those  which  the^  perform  in  the  case 
of  a  sitting  of  the  Civil  Bill  Court.'* 

The  object  of  the  clause  was  to  enable 
the  Land  Commission  and  the  sub-Com- 
mission, which  was  intended  at  times  to 
represent  it,  to  use  the  Civil  Bill  Courts 
and  have  the  assistance  of  the  officers  of 
those  Courts  in  disposing  of  their  busi- 
ness. 

Clause  (Power  for  Land  Commission 
and  Sub-Commissioners  to  employ  offi- 
cers and  servants  of  Civil  Bill  Court,) — 


(Mr.   Attorney    General  for  Ireland,) — 
Drought  up,  and  read  the  first  time. 

Mb.  HEALY  asked,  whether  the 
Courts  would  sit  in  Dublin  ? 

The  attorney  GENERAL  foe 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law),  in  reply,  said, 
that  he  could  not  say.  It  would  depend 
on  circumstances. 

Clause  read  the  second  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'*  That  the  Clause  be  added  to  the  Bill." 

Mb.  GIBSON  said,  he  wished  to  say 
one  word.  Of  course,  he  agreed  with 
the  insertion  of  the  clause,  for  it  was 
necessary  that  the  authority  souc^ht  by 
it  should  be  g^ven;  but  he  wished  to 
know  whether  the  Government  had  fully 
considered  the  case  of  all  those  officers 
of  the  Civil,  Bill  Courts  whose  duties 
would  be  largely  increased  under  this 
Bill  in  regard  to  a  proportionate  increase 
of  their  salaries,  in  order  to  see  that  they 
were  not  prejudiced  as  regarded  their 
rights  ?  In  referring  to  the  subject,  he 
was  aware  that  the  claims  of  one  class  of 
officers  had  been  dealt  with  fairly  ;  but 
he  did  not  know  that  the  Government 
had  taken  the  power  to  themselves  by 
any  Amendment  in  the  Bill  to  deal  with 
the  other  officers  in  the  way  of  in- 
crease of  salary.  He  was  quite  sure  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  would  take 
care  that  if  any  increase  of  work  had  to 
be  undertaken  by  those  officers,  their 
claims  would  be  fully  considered,  and 
dealt  with  in  the  Estimate. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  had  dis- 
tinctly pointed  out  the  proper  mode  of 
procedure  if  such  cases  arose  ;  it  would, 
therefore,  be  unnecessary  to  provide  in 
the  Bill  for  such  cases.  Each  case  would 
be  amply  considered,  as  regarded  its  own 
circumstances,  in  the  Estimates.  The 
character  of  the  appointment  and  the 
nature  of  the  duties  would  be  dealt  with 
as  they  arose,  in  the  way  mentioned  by 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman ; 
but  in  saying  that,  he  must  not  be  under- 
stood to  say  that  wherever  there  was  an 
increase  of  duties  of  public  servants  there 
would  be  a  claim  for  compensation.  In 
such  cases  the  whole  claims  would  be 
considered. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  it>B 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  moved  to  insert, 
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after  Clause  44,  a  new  clause  which  pro- 
vided for  the  appearance  of  parties  be- 
fore the  Court  oy  their  relatives,  or  by 
a  solicitor  of  the  Supreme  Court  of  Judi- 
cature in  Ireland,  but  not  a  solicitor  re- 
tained as  an  advocate  by  such  first-men- 
tioned solicitor. 

Clause^ 

(Appearance  of  parties  before  Commission  and 
Sub-Commission. ) 

"  Subject  to  rules  made  under  this  Act  it  shall 
be  lawful  for  the  party  to  any  proceeding  before 
the  Land  Commission  or  any  Sub-Commission, 
or  with  the  leave  of  such  Commission  or  Sub- 
Commission,  for  the  father  or  husband  of  such 
party,  or  for  a  solicitor  of  the  Supreme  Court  of 
Judicature  in  Ireland  (but  not  a  solicitor  re- 
tained as  an  advocate  by  such  first-mentioned  soli- 
citor), or  for  a  barrister  retained  by  or  on  behalf 
of  such  party  and  instructed  by  his  or  her  soli- 
citor, but  without  any  right  of  exclusive  audience 
or  pre 'audience  to  appear  and  address  such  Com- 
mission or  Sub-Commission  and  conduct  the  case 
subject  to  such  rules  and  regulations  as  may  be 
from  time  to  time  prescribed,'* — {Mr.  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland f) 

brought  up,  and  read  the  first  and  second 
time. 

Mb.  BIG'G'A'R  moved,  as  an  Amend- 
ment, to  leave  out  the  words  **  but  not  a 
solicitor  retained  as  an  advocate  by  such 
first-mentioned  solicitor,"  as  they  were 
entirely  unnecessary.  He  said  the  point 
was  one  that  gave  rise  to  considerable 
discussion  when  the  County  Officers  and 
Courts  (Ireland)  Bill  was  before  the 
House.  There  was  a  difference  of  opi- 
nion upon  the  matter  on  the  part  of  the 
professional  and  non -professional  Mem- 
bers, the  view  held  by  the  latter  being 
that  it  was  quite  legitimate  that  one 
solicitor  should  be  allowed  to  ask  for  the 
assistance  of  another  as  to  the  conduct 
of  the  case,  and  for  the  interest  of  his 
client.  There  were  many  young  bar- 
risters who  had  not  sufficient  knowledge 
or  experience  to  deal  with  particular 
cases,  and  the  services  of  a  local  solicitor 
would  be  much  more  valuable  in  such 
cases.  He  would  be  better  qualified, 
for  in  most  instances  he  would  be  found 
to  have  the  Acts  in  question  at  his 
fingers'  ends,  and  from  his  local  ex- 
perience he  would  be  better  able  to  take 
care  of  his  client's  interests.  It  would 
also  save  much  expense  to  the  suitor, 
for  the  services  of  a  barrister  brought 
from  Dublin  sometimes  cost  50  guineas, 
while  an  able  solicitor  would  conduct 
the  case  equally  well  at  from  three  to 
five  guineas  a-djay. 


Amendment  proposed, 

In  lino  0,  to  leave  out  the  words  "  but  not  a 
solicitor  retained  as  an  advocate  by  such  first- 
mentioned  solicitor." — (Mr.  Biggar.) 

Question  proposed,  **  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Clause." 

Mk.  SHAW  said,  he  entirely  agreed 
with  the  hon.  Member  for  Cavan  (Mr. 
Biggar)  that  the  Amendment  should  be 
accepted.  The  limitation  was  entirely 
unnecessary,  and  the  clause,  as  it  stood, 
would  impose  a  heavy  expense  on  suitors 
in  many  districts  in  Ireland.  He  trusted 
the  Government  would  accede  to  the 
Amendment. 

Mr.  PLUNKET  opposed  the  Amend- 
ment, and  hoped  it  would  not  be  agreed 
to.  The  matter  was  very  carefully  con- 
sidered in  the  year  1877  by  a  Select 
Committee  of  the  House  which  had  to 
decide  that  among  other  matters ;  and 
to  adopt  the  Amendment  would  be  to 
depart  from  the  course  of  action  then 
decided  upon  after  full  investigation. 

Mr.  PAENELL  supported  the  Amend- 
ment, and  said  he  wished  to  remind  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  who 
had  just  spoken  (Mr.  Plunket)  that  the 
Select  Committee  he  referred  to — ^that 
upon  the  County  Officers  and  Courts 
(Ireland)  Bill  of  1877— agreed  to  their 
decision,  in  the  direction  of  the  limita- 
tion proposed  by  the  clause,  by  a  ma^. 
jority  of  1  only,  when  he  (Mr.  Parnell) 
and  his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Biggar)  were 
absent,  and  had  they  been  present,  they 
would  have  vot^d  the  other  way.  He 
thought  they  ought  to  provide  a  simple 
and  cheap  method  for  enabling  the  ten- 
ant who  desired  to  go  before  the  Court 
to  have  his  case  conducted.  If  counsel 
was  insisted  on  in  every  case,  they  would 
practically  put  an  inseparable  barrier  to 
that  being  done.  The  clause  was  framed 
in  the  interest  of  the  junior  Bar  of  Ire- 
land ;  but  he  (Mr.  Parnell)  thought  the 
Bill  would  benefit  the  Bar,  senior  and 
junior,  quite  enough,  without  extend- 
ing the  benefit  by  the  limitation  pro- 
posed. 

Mr.  MAEIJM  said,  he  spoke  disin- 
terestedly and  with  very  great  respect 
for  his  hon.  Friends  who  sat  around 
him;  but  he  thought  the  adoption  of 
the  Amendment  would  be  contrary  to 
the  interests  of  the  tenant  farmers. 

The  ATTOENEY  GENEEAL  foe 
lEELAND  (Mr.  Law)  said,  the  chief 
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reason  for  retaining  the  words  was  that 
they  appeared  in  the  corresponding  sec- 
tion of  the  Civil  Bill  Courts  Procedure 
Act.  The  Civil  Bill  Court  dealt  with 
the  same  class  of  cases,  and  it  would  be 
inconvenient  to  have  a  difiPerent  set  of 
rules  regulating  the  practice  where  the 
proceedings  were  of  the  same  class,  held 
in  the  same  Court,  and  employing  the 
same  officers.  He  desired  to  point  out 
that  any  suitor  might  employ  a  solicitor 
to  plead,  if  he  choose,  before  the  Land 
Commission ;  and  really  all  the  words 
would  do  would  be  to  prevent  a  suitor 
having  to  pay  double  fees — to  one  soli- 
citor for  getting  up  the  case,  and  fees 
to  another  who,  from  his  powers  of 
speech,  would  act  as  advocate. 

Mb.  HEALY  supported  the  Amend- 
ment, and  considered  it  would  prove  of 
advantage  to  the  suitor.  He  could  see 
nothing  in  the  argument  of  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Attor- 
ney Qeneral  for  Ireland  but  the  legal 
desire  to  make  things  square.  BeaUy, 
the  cases  to  be  brought  before  the  Civil 
Bill  Court  and  the  Land  Commission 
were  altogether  distinct. 

Mb.  GIYAN,  as  a  practising  solicitor, 
said  he  wished  to  testify  to  the  incon- 
venience caused  by  the  words  of  the 
clause  proposed  to  be  retained.  The 
bringing  of  eminent  advocates  from  a 
distance  generally  caused  waste  of  time ; 
and  the  inconvenience  would  be  met  if 
the  suitor  was  allowed  to  employ  a  second 
solicitor,  when  he  had  a  large  number 
of  witnesses  to  examine. 

Mb.  MITCHELL  HENEY  said,  the 
object  should  be  to  cheapen  litigation  as 
much  as  possible  for  the  suitor.  Al- 
though he  did  not  think  the  leaving  out 
of  the  words  proposed  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Cavan  (Mr.  Biggar)  would  have 
that  effect,  he  thought  a  solicitor  should 
be  empowered  to  argue  the  case  in  the 
Court,  instead  of  having  one  solicitor 
preparing  the  case  and  another  argu- 
inff  it. 

Mb.  lea  my  said,  many  solicitors 
would  be  infinitely  preferable  to  young 
barristers  in  cases  arising  under  the  Bill ; 
and  were  they  to  deprive  a  tenant  of  the 
best  advocate  he  could  get,  simply  be- 
cause he  happened  to  be  a  solicitor  ? 

Mb.  FINGLATEB  warmly  approved 
of  the  Amendment.  Hitherto,  barristers 
had  everything  their  own  way ;  and,  in 
his  opinion,  the  retention  of  the  words 
in  the  clause  was  intended  to  preserve 
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the  monopoly  which  the  Bar  and  Bench 
had  heretofore  enjoved. 

Mb.  biggar  said,  he  must  press  the 
Amendment  to  a  division,  for  he  thought 
the  Government  was  much  to  blame  in 
refusing  to  accept  it. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  161 ;  Noes 
41:  Majority  120.  —  (Div.  List,  No. 
333.) 

Mb.  HEALY  moved,  as  a  further 
Amendment,  to  add,  after  the  wo];d 
'*  solicitor,"  the  words  **  unless  with  the 
sanction  of  the  Court."  He  thought  the 
Government,  after  accepting  his  Amend- 
ment in  Committee,  should  have  no  ob- 
jection to  omit  these  words.  The  limita- 
tion they  proposed  was  not  at  all  in  the 
spirit  of  his  Ajnendment. 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  line  6,  after  the  Beoond  word ."  aoHdtor,*' 
to  insert  the  words  **  ezoept  with  tiie  sanction 
of  the  Conrt.'*— (Jfr.  Sealy.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  said,  he  was  sorry 
he  could  not  accept  the  Amendment. 
It  would  be  throwing  the  odium  of  re- 
fusing on  the  Court,  and  pressure  would 
be  put  upon  them  to  grant  their  sanc- 
tion. The  clause  was  simply  a  copy  of 
one  in  the  English  County  Court  Act. 

Mb.  DAWSON  remarked,  that  if  it 
was  the  manifest  wish  of  the  people  that 
a  second  solicitor  should  be  employed, 
the  Gt)vemment  should  have  no  objec- 
tion to  accede  to  it. 

Mb.  biggar  said,  that  the  rule  in  all 
County  Courts  was  for  solicitors  to  prac- 
tise, and  not  barristers.  He  thought  the 
Government  should  accept  tiie  Amend- 
ment. 

Mb.  LEAMY  said,  there  was  vexy 
good  ground  why  the  Amendment  should 
be  accepted. 


35; 


Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes 
Noes   180  :   Majority  145.— (Div. 
No.  834.) 

Clause  added. 


The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  moved,  in  page 
28,  after  Clause  45,  to  insert  the  follow- 
ing Clause : — 


1909 


Zand  Law 


{July  26,  1881) 


{IreUmi)  Bitt.  1910 


(DifquaHfloation  for  seat  in  Parliament.) 

"No  person  being  a  Member  of  the  Land 
Commission  or  an  Assiatant  Commissioner  shall, 
during  the  time  that  he  holds  his  office,  be 
capable  of  being  elected  a  Member  of  or  sitting 
in  the  Ckmunons  House  of  Parliament." 

Clause  brought  up,  and  read  the  first 
and  second  time. 

Olanse  amended,  by  inserting  in  line  1, 
after  the  word  "of,"  the  words  "or 
holding  office  under ;  "  and  in  the  same 
line,  aner  the  word  "  or,"  inserting  the 
word  "being." 

GlausCi  as  amended,  added, 

Mb.  O'SHEA  moved,  in  pa^e  13, 
after  Clause  18,  insert  the  foUowing 
CSause: — 

(Power  to  limited  owner  to  leave  out  one-fourth 
of  price  of  holding  on  mortgage.) 

**  A  landlord,  being  a  limited  owner  as  defined 
by  the  twenty-sixth  section  of  '  The  Landlord 
and  Tenant  Act,  1870/  may,  in  case  of  purchase 
by  the  tenant  from  the  Land  Commission  under 
the  provisions  of  this  Act,  exercise,  wit^  the 
sanction  of  the  Court,  to  the  same  extent  as  if 
he  were  an  absolute  owner,  the  power  of  per- 
mitting any  sum  to  remain  on  mortgage,  not 
ezoeedmg  one-fourth  in  amount  of  the  price 
which  the  tenant,  under  the  provisions  of  this 
Act,  may  pay  as  purchase  money  to  the  Land 
Commission,  such  mortgage  however  to  be  sub- 
ject to  any  charge  of  the  Land  Commission ;  and 
the  principal  moneys  arising  from  such  mort- 
gage shall  be  dealt  with  in  the  manner  provided 
oy  the  Lands  Clauses  Consolidation  Acts  with 
respect  to  the  purchase  money  or  compensation 
coming  to  persons  having  limited  interests." 

The  hon.  Member  said  he  hoped  that 
the  clause  would  meet  with  support  from 
both  sides  of  the  House.  It  was  intro- 
duced in  the  interest  of  the  landlords  as 
well  as  in  that  of  the  tenants,  and  would 
work  no  injustice  to  the  State.  He  be- 
lieved that  many  of  the  landlords  in 
Ireland,  four-fifths  of  whom  were  limited 
owners,  would  be  glad  to  sell  portions 
of  their  estates,  especially  outlying  pro- 
perties, if  enabled  by  this  clause  to  re- 
ceiye  three-fourths  of  the  price  from  the 
Oommissioners  and  to  leave  the  balance 
out  on  a  mortgage,  the  security |of  which 
would  increase  year  by  year,  as  the 
charge  to  the  Land  Commission  was 
paid  off.  Nor  would  the  remainder  man 
suffer,  because  the  security  in  the  hands 
of  the  trustees  after  the  operation  would 
be  a  portion  of  the  value  of  the  estate 
realized  in  cash,  and  the  balance  a  charge 
on  the  land,  the  sum  of  these  being  equal 
to  the  present  value  of  the  estate,  no 
more  and  no  less.    The  clause  would 


rapidly  increase  the  number  of  peasant 
proprietors.  He  could  not  understand 
why  the  Government  would  not  accept 
the  Amendment,  unless  they  were  afraid 
of  too  great  haste  in  the  establishment 
of  that  class  of  the  people. 

Clause  brought  up,  and  read  the  first 
and  second  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  the  Clause  be  added  to  the  Bill." 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  there  was  no 
jealousy  of  the  clause  as  tending  to  a  too 
rapid  creation  of  peasant  proprietors; 
and  the  only  question  on  which  he 
should  have  liked  to  hear  the  opinion 
of  some  one  interested  in  Irish  la^d,  or 
who  represented  that  interest,  was  the 
question  of  the  position  of  the  remainder 
man  in  or  under  the  clause — whether  it 
was  compatible  with  the  practice  of  the 
Courts  to  leave  him  in  the  position  of  a 
person  having  a  fourth  of  bis  interest 
standing  out  on  second  mortgas^.  For 
his  part,  he  was  inclined  to  think  the 
clause  was  in  the  nature  of  a  blow  at 
limited  ownership.  He  was  not  object- 
ing to  that,  provided  it  was  a  blow  fairly 
struck.  In  truth,  the  upshot  of  the 
matter  was  this.  As  far  as  the  Govern- 
ment were  concerned,  they  had  no  pre- 
judice to  the  clause,  provided  it  was  one 
that  was  generally  recognized  by  all 
concerned  as  equitable  in  spirit,  and  to 
be  adopted  on  me  whole  in  the  interests 
of  all  parties ;  but  he  should  be  against 
their  placing  themselves  in  the  position 
of  having  done  an  injustice  to  any  per- 
son by  the  insertion  of  such  a  clause, 
and,  even  at  that  late  period,  he  would 
wish  to  leave  the  ultimate  judgment 
until  they  had  received  more  light  upon 
the  subject. 

Mb.  O'SHAUGHNESSY  supported 
the  clause,  which  he  considered  a  most 
important  one,  especially  in  Ireland, 
where  there  was  so  much  of  the  land  held 
in  settlement.  This  was  a  question  of 
value,  the  real  question  to  be  deter- 
mined being  the  value  of  the  estate. 
Such  matters  could  be  far  better  decided 
by  the  Courtwhich  was  selling  the  estate, 
and  knew  its  value  and  conditions,  the 
character  of  the  tenants,  and  all  about 
the  security  that  the  land  would  offer, 
than  by  the  Court  of  Chancery.  He 
trusted  the  clause  would  be  adopted 
in  one  form  or  another,  as  he  thought 
it  would  be  a  boon  to  the  small  formers, 
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if  it  could  be  worked  fairly  to  the  re- 
mainder man.  The  power  was  to  be  ex- 
ercised by  the  limited  owner  only  with 
the  sanction  of  the  Court,  and  it  might, 
perhaps,  be  provided  that  the  Court 
should  have  regard  to  the  interests  of 
the  remainder  man.  The  curse  of  Ire- 
land was  limited  ownership  heavily  in- 
cumbered. 

Mk.  VILUEES  STUART,  speaking 
as  a  landlord,  hoped  the  clause  would 
be  accepted  by  the  Government  in  some 
form.  Four-fifths  of  the  estates  in  Ire- 
land were  held  under  limited  ownership ; 
and  if  no  such  provision  were  inserted 
in  the  Bill,  the  good  effect  of  the  Pur- 
chase Clauses  would  be  much  curtailed. 
He  agreed  with  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Limerick  (Mr.  O'Shaugh- 
nessy)  as  to  the  evil  of  limited  owner- 
ships. 

Mb.  Q-IBSON  said,  that,  while  anxious 
to  meet  any  great  public  want,  in  com- 
mon with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Prime  Minister,  he  saw  great  difficulties 
in  carrying  out  the  clause  as  now  framed 
if  it  were  added  to  the  Bill.  He  would  have 
been  glad  if  it  had  been  presented  in  Com- 
mittee, so  that  it  could  have  been  dis- 
cussed in  a  more  conversational  manner, 
for  the  object  of  the  clause  was  a  good 
one.  It  provided  that  the  limited  owner 
should  practically  be  treated  as  if  he 
were  the  absolute  owner,  and  that  was 
a  serious  provision,  as  it  practically 
left  but  little  discretion  to  the  Court. 
Then,  again,  the  interest  of  minors 
would  be  prejudicially  affected,  from  the 
fact  that  the  Government  would  have  a 
first  charge  to  the  extent  of  three-fourths 
of  the  purchase  money,  leaving  the 
security  for  charges  for  minor  children 
very  small  indeed.  He  would  gladly 
consider  any  clause  which  would  give 
facilities  to  tenants  to  purchase  their 
holdings  on  conditions  which  would  be 
fair  to  all  parties ;  but  that  object  could 
hardly  be  attained  by  the  clause  of 
his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  O'Shea).  He  ob- 
jected to  its  being  added  to  the  Bill  in 
its  present  shape ;  and,  in  fact,  should 
have  criticized  its  being  read  a  second 
time  if  it  had  not  been  for  the  fact  that 
his  attention  was  taken  off  the  discussion 
until  the  clause  had  passed  the  second 
reading. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  said,  he  was 
glad  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man (Mr.  Gibson)  was  favourable  to 
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the  object  of  the  clause.  But  there  was 
certainly  a  difficulty  about  it  as  it  stood, 
and  he  would  see  if  by  any  amendment 
of  the  Bill,  he  could  overcome  it. 

Mr.  GIVAN  thought  it  better  for  a 
matter  of  this  kind  to  be  dealt  with  by 
subsequent  legislation,  altogether  inde- 
pendent of  the  Bill,  as  it  would  be  throw- 
ing an  amount  of  extra  work  on  the 
Land  Commission,  and  he  would,  there- 
fore, suggest  that  the  clause  should  be 
withdrawn. 

Mr.  O'SHEA  said,  he  would  with- 
draw  his  clause. 

Motion  and  Clause,  by  leave,  with- 
drawn, 

Mr.  speaker  said,  that  the  next 
clause  on  the  Paper,  in  the  name  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Lincolnshire,  proposed 
to  be  inserted  after  Clause  7,  providing 
that  the  Commission  should  be  enabled 
to  purchase  encumbered  estates  where 
the  Judicial  rent  was  less  than  the  public 
charges,  was  out  of  Order.  It  involved 
a  money  charge  upon  the  people,  and 
could  not  be  proposed  without  the  sanc- 
tion of  a  Committee  of  the  House. 

Mr.  VILLIERS  STUART  moved,  in 
page  15,  after  Clause  20,  insert  the  fol- 
lowing Clauses : — 

(Tenant  obtaining  advance  from  Land  Commis- 
Bion  may  be  required  to  lot  part  of  his 
holding  to  his  labourers.) 

*'  Before  making  any  advance  to  a  tenant  for 
the  purpose  of  supplying  money  for  the  pur- 
chase of  a  holding,  the  Ijand  Commission  may, 
where  the  holding  is  fifty  acres  or  more  in  ex- 
tent, require  as  a  condition  of  such  advance  that 
such  part  or  parts  of  the  holding  as  the  Land 
Commission  shall  select  shall,  so  lon^  as  any 
portion  of  the  advance  remains  unpaid,  be  let 
Dy  the  tenant  in  plots  of  one-half  of  an  acre 
each  or  thereabouts  to  the  laboui^rs  from  time 
to  time  employed  by  him  in  the  cultivation  of 
the  holding  at  a  weekly  or  other  rent  to  be  fixed 
by  the  Land  Commission:  Provided  always, 
that  in  no  case  shall  a  tenant  be  required,  under 
the  provisions  of  this  section,  to  let  to  his  la- 
bourers more  than  one-fiftieth  part  of  his  hold- 
ing." 

(Power  to  Commission  to  take  land  to  reseU  or 
relet  to  labourers.) 

"  Any  land  may  be  taken  by  the  Land  Com- 
mission for  the  purpose  of  reselling  or  reletting 
the  same  or  any  part  of  it  to  labourers  in  plots 
or  allotments  not  exceeding  one-half  an  acre 
each.  The  land  so  to  be  taxen  shall  acy  oin  or 
be  near  to  labourers'  dwelling^,  or  to  villages 
in  which  there  are  six  or  more  labourers'  dwell- 
ings. 

"  The  price  to  be  paid  by  the  Land  Commis- 
sion for  any  land  taken.under  the  powers  of  this 
section  shal]  be  settled  under  the  provisions  of 
the  Lands  Clauies  Consolidation  Acts.  The  sale 
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by  the  Land  Commurion  of  a  plot  or  allotment 
to  a  labourer  shall  be  in  consideration  of  a  prin- 
^pal  sum  to  be  paid  as  the  whole  price,  and  the 
Land  Oommission  may  advance  to  such  labourer 
the  whole  or  any  part  of  such  principal  sum ; 
any  such  advance  ^lall  be  repaid  and  secured  to 
the  Land  Commissioners  in  the  manner  pro\'idod 
by  section  twenty-two. 

'*  A  plot  or  allotment  may  be  let  by  the  Land 
CommiMion  to  a  labourer  on  such  terms  as  thoy 
shall  approve. 

"  Any  land  taken  by  the  Land  Commission 
under  the  powers  of  this  section  and  not  sold  or 
let  by  them  to  labourers,  may  bo  sold  by  them 
under  the  provisions  of  section  twenty-one.*' 

(Delivery  of  possession  of  allotment  wrongfully 
overhela« — Compensation  for  crops.) 

"  Where  under  the  provisions  of  this  Act  any 
plot  or  allotment  has  been  let  by  the  Land 
Commission  to  a  labourer,  or  by  a  tenant  to  a 
labourer  in  his  em^loy^ment,  the  16th  section  of 
the  Summary  Jurisdiction  (Ireland)  Act,  1851, 
■hall  be  apphcable  to  the  delivery  of  the  posses- 
sion of  such  plot  or  allotment  when  wrongfully 
overheld  in  the  same  manner  as  it  would  now 
apply  to  the  delivery  of  the  possession  of  any 
tenement  within  the  said  Acts:  Provided  always, 
that  where  the  labourer  shall  have  sown  or 
planted  on  the  plot  or  allotment  any  g^wiDg 
crop  which  he  shall  be  unable  to  save  by  reason 
of  the  determination  of  the  tenancy,  the  justices 
■hall,  by  a  distinct  order,  fix  such  sum  (if  any) 
as  they  shall  think  a  fair  compensation  to  him 
for  the  loss  of  such  crop,  after  all  just  and  pro- 
per deductions  on  account  of  an^  arrear  of  rent 
then  due,  and  no  warrant  shall  issue  to  execute 
the  order  for  possession  until  the  sum  so  fixed 
by  order  for  compensation  shall  have  been  paid 
or  tendered  to  the  tenant." 

The  hon.  Member  said  the  case  of  the 
farm  labourers  had  been  put  so  fully 
before  the  House,  and  had  raised  so 
much  sympathy  f^m  hon.  Members, 
that  he  thought  he  could  take  their  case 
as  accepted,  more  especially  as  the  pro- 
position of  the  right  non.  Gentleman  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  was  carried 
the  other  day  without  a  dirision.  The 
object  of  the  clauses  was  to  extend  to 
those  cases  under  which  the  Land  Com- 
mission assisted  tenants  to  purchase 
holding^,  the  same  conditions  with  re- 
gard to  farm  labourers  as  had  already 
been  passed  in  those  cases  where  a  ju- 
dicial rent  was  fixed. 

Clauses  hrought  up,  and  read  the  first 
time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''  That  the  said  Clauses  be  now  read  a 
second  time." 

Me.  W.  E.  FORSTEE  said,  he  could 
not  accept  the  clauses,  for  ho  did  not 
see  how  they  could  put  the  tenant  into 
a  different  position  in  this  respect,  merely 


because  he  had  applied  to  purchase  his 
holding. 

Question  put,  and  negatived, 

Mr.  speaker  said,  that  the  next 
clause  on  the  Paper,  standing  in  the 
name  of  Mr.  Parnell,  proposed  to  be  in- 
serted after  Clause  26,  and  providing 
for  the  reclamation  and  improyement  of 
waste  land,  was  out  of  Order,  for  the 
same  reason  that  applied  to  the  former 
one  proposed  by  Mr.  Chaplin. 

Clause  1  (Sale  of  tenancies). 

Mr.  BIGQ-AR  proposed  to  omit  from 
sub-section  S  the  words  ''or  in  the  event 
of  disagreement  may  be  ascertained  bv 
the  Court  to  be  the  true  value  thereof." 
The  preceding  words  of  the  section 
were — 

"  On  receiving  such  notice  the  landlord  may 
purchase  the  tenancy  for  such  sum  as  may  be 
agreed  upon." 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  1,  line  18,  to  leave  out  after  the 
word"  upon,*'  to  the  end  of  sub-section  (3). — 
{Mr.  Biggar.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Bill.'' 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  if  the  Go- 
vernment  were  to  modify  in  any  manner 
this  principle  of  pre-emption,  as  laid 
down  in  the  clause,  which  had  been  so 
fully  discussed  and  approved  of  by  an 
enormous  majority  of  the  House,  they 
should  be  opening  the  entire  Bill  to  re- 
discussion  without  the  slightest  prospect 
of  arriving  at  a  more  satisfactory  con- 
clusion. When  he  remembered  the  feel- 
ing, almost  of  despair,  with'  which  the 
Government  had  viewed  the  question 
whether  they  would  ever  get  through 
the  clause  in  Committee,  and  the  relief 
they  felt  when  they  did  get  through  it, 
he  could  only  express  a  hope  that  the 
hon.  Member  (Mr.  Biggar)  would  not 
subject  them  to  a  repetition  of  that 
dreary  experience.  He  should  look  upon 
the  acceptance  of  the  Amendment  as  a 
distinct  breach  of  faith  on  the  part  of 
the  Government. 

Mr.  HEALY  said,  the  matter  had 
been  decided  by  the  Committee ;  and, 
although  he  regretted  the  decision  which 
had  been  arrived  at,  yet  he  hoped  his 
hon.  Friend  would  not  press  the  Amend- 
ment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  toithdrawn, 

{Fir%t  Ni^Ki.\ 
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Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  1,  line  21,  to  leave  out  the  wordi 
''some  other  person  than  the  landlord/'  in 
order  to  insert  the  words  "  a  proposed  incoming 
tenant/* — (Mr.  Warton^ 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
BOl." 

The  attorney  GENERAL  pob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  said,  he  could 
not  accept  the  Amendment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  foe 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  moved,  in  page  1, 
line  24,  insert  as  a  new  sub-section  : — 

(6.)  If  the  tenant  fails  to  g^ve  the  landlord 
tiie  notice  or  information  required  by  the 
foregoing  sub-sections,  the  Court  may,  if  it 
think  fit,  declare  the  sale  to  be  Toid." 

Alter  the  numbers  of  subsequent  sub-sections. 

The  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
pointed  out  that  inconvenience  would 
arise  if  the  tenant  who  was  going  to  sell 
his  interest  did  not  give  notice  to  the 
landlord.  In  case  of  sale  the  landlord, 
as  at  present  provided,  would  have  the 
right  to  proceed  to  the  Oourt  of  Chan- 
cery and  get  the  sale  set  aside ;  but,  by 
this  sub-section,  it  was  proposed  that 
the  Oourt,  under  the  Bill,  should  have 
the  power  now  possessed  by  the  Oourt 
of  Ohancery. 

Amendment  agreed  to;  sub-section  in- 
serted  accordingly,  and  consequent  alter- 
ations made  in  numbers  of  following 
sub-sections. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Gibson,  Amend- 
ment made  in  sub-section  (6),  page  2, 
line  9,  after  the  word  '*  debt,"  by  in- 
serting the  words  "  including  arrears  of 
rent." 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  said,  that  in 
order  to  redeem  a  promise  made  in 
Oommittee,  he  would  move  the  deletion 
of  the  7th  sub-section,  and  the  substitu- 
tion of  one  providing  for  the  appor- 
tionment by  the  Oourt  of  the  purchase 
money  as  between  the  tenancy  and 
the  landlord's  property  in  improve- 
ments executed  by  him  solely  or  jointly 
with  the  tenant ;  and  that  such  improve- 
ments so  sold  shall  be  deemed  to  have 
been  made  by  the  purchaser  of  the 
tenancy. 


Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  2,  line  13,  to  leave  out  sub-section  7, 
and  insert  the  words  ''Where  permanent  im- 
provements have  been  made  on  a  holding  by  the 
umdlord  or  his  predecessors  in  title  solely  or  by 
him  or  them  jointly  witii  the  tenant  or  his  pre- 
decessors in  title,  and  the  landlord,  on  the  appli- 
cation of  the  tenant,  consents  that  his  propcrW 
in  such  improvements  shall  be  sold  along  with 
the  tenancy,  and  the  same  is  so  sold  aocorcungly, 
the  purchase-money  shall  be  apportioned  by  the 
Court  as  between  the  landlord's  property  in 
■uch  improvements  and  the  tenancy  and  the 
part  of  the  purchase-money  so  found  to  repre- 
sent the  landlord's  property  in  such  improve- 
ments (but  subject  to  any  set-off  claimed  by 
the  tenant)  shall  be  paid  to  the  landlord ;  and 
such  improvements  so  sold  shall  be  deemed  to 
have  been  made  by  the  purchaser  of  the  tenancy," 
— {Mr.  Attorney  General  for  Ireland^) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question,  *'  That  the  words  proposed 
to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the  Bill," 
put,  and  negatived. 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mr.  LALOR  pointed  out  several  ob- 
jections to  the  paragraph. 

The  SOLIOrrOR  GENERAL  (Sir 
Fabbeb  Hbrsohell)  said,  he  could  as- 
sure the  hon.  Member  that  his  objections 
were  only  imaginary.  Where  the  landlord 
and  the  tenant  agreed  that  the  landlord's 
improvements  should  be  sold  to  an  in- 
coming tenant,  so  that  they  mifi^ht  be 
dealt  with  in  the  same  way  as  if  they 
were  the  tenant's  improvements,  then 
the  Oourt,  out  of  the  purchase-money, 
would  apportion  to  the  landlord  such 
sum  as  represented  his  property  in  the 
improvements  as  distinguished  fit>m  the 
tenant's  interest  in  the  holding. 

Mr.  DAWSON  said,  it  would  be 
necessary  for  the  protection  of  the  ten- 
ants that  the  Oourt  should  on  their 
behalf  make  the  inquiries  requisite. 

Me.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  did  not 
see  what  protection  the  tenants  re- 
quired. It  was  provided  that  the  land- 
lord should  receive  compensation  for  his 
improvements  out  of  the  purchase- 
money.  This,  of  course,  would  be  borne 
in  mind  at  the  time  the  sale  took 
place. 

Me.  MAOARTNEY  said,  he  thought 
the  landlord  who  had  made  improve- 
ments and  laid  out  his  capital  upon 
them  was  somewhat  prejudiced  by  this 
proposal. 

Me.  BIGK^AR  proposed  an  Amend- 
ment omitting  certain  words. 
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Amendment   propoeed 
proposed  Amen^ent, 

In  line  4,  to  leave  out  the  words  "  consents  that 
his  pro|)erty  in  such  improTements  shall  he  sold 
along  with  the  tenancy.  — {Mr.  Biggar.) 

Question  proDOsed,  "That  the  words 
proposed  to  oe  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
proposed  Amendment." 

Amendment  Xo  the  proposed  Amend- 
ment, by  leave,  withdraum. 

Words  interted. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  3,  line  16,  after  the  first  word 
"  may,"  to  insert  the  words  "  at  his  option." — 
(Mr,  WmrUm,) 

Question  proposed,  **  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdraum. 

Sib  HERVEY  BRUCE  moved  an 
Amendment  to  the  effect  that  the  pro- 
visions of  the  clause  should  not  be 
deemed  to  apply  to  unreclaimed  moor- 
land, to  town  parks,  or  to  demesne  lands 
whi(^  might  have  been  temporarily  let. 
He  laid  most  stress  on  the  moorland,  be- 
cause he  knew  that  a  g^at  deal  of  moor- 
land was  held  from  vear  to  year  for 
grazing  purposes ;  but  it  had  been  mixed 
u|p  with  other  holdings  which,  under  the 
Bill,  would  become  me  property  of  the 
tenant  absolutely. 

Amendment  proposed, 

hi  page  3,  line  24,  at  the  end  of  Claose  1,  to 
insert  the  words  "  The  provisions  of  this  Clause, 
with  its  sah-sections,  shall  not  he  deemed  to 
apply  to  unreclaimed  moorland,  to  town  parks, 
or  to  demesne  lands  which  may  be  temporarily 
let." — (Sir  Eerveif  £ru€€.) 

Question  proposed,  '*  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  had  no 
objection  to  the  Amendment  so  far  as  it 
applied  to  town  parks  or  demesne  lands; 
but  as  regarded  unreclaimed  moorland, 
there  was  nothing  in  the  objection  of 
the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Cole- 
raine.  If  unreclaimed  moorland  was 
part  of  the  holding,  then  it  was  cleair 
that  it  would  be  subject  to  the  provisions 
of  the  clause ;  if  it  was  not  part  of  the 
holdinff,  it  would  not  come  under  the 
operation  of  the  clause. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdraum, 

Mb.  HEALT  proposed,  as  an  Amend- 
ment, that  the  clause  should  not  apply 


to  ordinary  tenancies.  He  wished  to 
have  some  understanding  from  the  Go- 
vernment, as  to  whether  all  the  restric- 
tions on  the  right  of  free  sale  were  to 
apply  to  the  tenants  who  did  not  get  the 
benefit  of  the  Bill. 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  page  3,  line  24,  at  the  end  of  Clause  1,  to 
insert  the  words  "  This  Clause  shall  not  apply 
to  ordinary  tenancies." — (Mr,  Eealy.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law),  in  objecting  to 
the  Amendment,  said,  that  it  would  not 
be  favourable  to  the  tenant.  It  was  the 
intention  of  the  Government  that  the 
clause  should  apply  to  all  ordinary  ten- 
ancies— those  from  year  to  year,  as  well 
as  others.  The  ordinary  tenant  from 
year  to  year  still  retained  his  Common 
Law  right  of  assignment,  seriously  af- 
fected no  doubt  as  that  was  by  the  right 
of  the  landlord  to  refuse  to  accept  the 
incoming  tenant,  a  right  which  in  its 
turn  was  tempered  by  the  right  of  the 
tenant  to  compensation  for  improve- 
ments. This  clause  gave  the  tenant 
the  right*  of  forcing  the  purchaser  of 
the  farm  on  the  landlord,  if  the  latter 
could  not  give  any  substantial  reason 
for  refusing  him.  That,  he  considered, 
was  a  very  considerable  concession  to 
the  tenants,  and,  for  that  reason,  he 
could  not  accept  the  Amendment,  as,  in 
his  opinion,  it  was  unnecessary. 

Mb.  HEALY,  in  withdrawing  the 
Amendment,  said  it  was  quite  true  that 
the  clause  gave  the  right  of  assignment 
to  the  tenant ;  but  it  was  of  no  use  to 
him,  as  the  landlord  might  serve  his 
successor  with  notice  to  quit  also. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  mthdrawn. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  2  (Devolution  of  tenancies). 

The  attorney  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  said,  that  in  order 
to  carry  out  an  understanding  which 
had  been  come  to  in  Committee,  he 
would  move,  in  page  3,  line  33,  after 
**  estate,"  to  insert — 

'*  Then,  if  his  personal  representatives  senre 
notice  on  the  landlord  nominating  some  one  of 
the  legatees  or  next  of  kin  to  succeed  to  the 
tenancy,  such  person  shall  have  the  same  claim 
to  he  accepted  hy  the  landlord  as  if  the  tenancy 
had  heen  sold  to  him  hy  the  testator  or  intes- 
tate, and  in  default  of  such  notice.** 
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The  Amendment  was  introduced  with  a 
view  to  giving  the  legatees  of  the  de- 
ceased the  power  of  presenting  a  single 
tenant  to  the  landlord,  and  preventing 
the  necessily  of  a  sale. 

Amendment  agreed  to ;  words  inserted 
accordingly. 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  page  3,  to  leave  out  from  the  word 
"  Where,"  in  line  37,  to  the  word  "estate,"  in 
line  41,  both  inclusive. — {Mr,  Biggar,) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  the  words 
proposed  to  oe  left  out  stand  part  of  the 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 
Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  3  (Increase  of  rent  to  attract 
statutory  conditions,  or  enhance  price 
on  sale). 

LoBD  JOHN  MANNEHS  moved  an 
Amendment,  in  page  4,  line  3,  the  ob- 
ject of  which  was  to  enlarge  the  opera- 
tion of  the  clause  in  facilitating  agree- 
ments between  the  landlord  and  the 
tenant  outside  the  Court,  in  order  to 
diminish  expense  and  prevent  litigation 
between  the  parties  concerned. , 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  page  4,  line  3,  after  the  word  '*  mentioned," 
to  insert  the  words  ''  or  agrees  with  the  tenant 
of  a  present  tenancy  that  the  rent  payable  at 
the  time  of  such  agreement  or  some  lesser  rent 
■hall  be  paid  by  the  tenant  for  a  term  of  fifteen 
yean." — {Lord  John  Mannero.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

The  attorney  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  said,  he  quite 
saw  the  object  of  the  noble  Lord,  and 
should  be  disposed  to  assist  him  iii  at- 
taining it ;  but  he  was  afraid  that  the 
attempt  to  do  so  by  this  Amendment 
would  throw  the  Bill  out  of  gear. 

Mb.  GIBSON  supported  the  Amend- 
ment as  one  that  would  diminish  litiga- 
tion. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  that  perhaps 
the  object  might  be  attained  without  in- 
convenience by  an  addition  to  the  clause. 

Mb.  GIBSON  said,  he  would  consult 
with  the  noble  Lord  as  to  acting  on  the 
suggestion. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  (Sir 
Fabbbb  Hebsohell)  (for  Mr.  Attobnet 

i 
um  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 


Genebal  for  Ibeul^)  moved  an  Amend- 
ment, the  object  of  which  was  to  render 
the  landlord  liable  for  the  expenses  at- 
tendant upon  the  sale  of  a  holding  where 
the  Court  was  satisfied  that  he  had 
forced  the  tenant  to  such  sale  by  de- 
manding an  unfair  rent. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  4,  line  20,  after  ''rent/'  add  «to- 

gBther  with  such  further  sum  (if  any)  as  the 
ourt  may  award  in  respect  of  his  costs  and 
expenses  in  effecting  such  sale." — {Mr,  Solicitor 
General.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  added." 

Mb.  GIBSON  said,  the  words  now 
proposed  might  enable  the  Oourt  to 
award  costs  and  expenses  wholly  inde- 
pendent of  the  decision  upon  the  fairness 
of  the  rent. 

Amendment  agreed  to;  words  add^d 
accordingly. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  4  (Incidents  of  tenancy  sab- 
jeot  to  statutory  conditions). 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Attobney  General 
for  Ibeland,  the  following  Amendments 
made : — In  page  4,  line  86,  after  "  not," 
insert  *'  to  tne  prejudice  of  the  intereet 
of  the  landlord  in  the  holding ; "  and 
in  lines  86  and  87,  leave  out  "  to  the 
prejudice  of  the  interest  of  the  landlord 
in  the  holding." 

Amendment  propoiq^,  in  page  4,  line 
42,  after  the  word  ''landlord,"  to  in- 
sert the  words  **  in  the  prescribed  form." 
— {Mr.  William  Henry  Smith.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Mb.  MACABTNET  proposed,  at  end 
of  sub-section  3,  to  ada  the  words  '*  or 
erect  any  buildings  thereon  which  are 
not  suitable  and  necessary  for  working 
it  properly."  His  object  was  to  protect 
the  landlords  against  the  erection  by 
tenants  of  buildings  totally  unsuitable 
for  a  small  holding.  A  landlord  should 
not  be  compelled  to  pay  for  any  buildings 
which  were  unsuitable  or  unnecessary 
to  the  working  of  the  farm.  A  man 
might  have  two  adjoining  farms,  one  of 
20  acres  and  another  of  100  acres,  and 
he  might  erect  on  the  smaller  farm 
buildings  quite  suitable  to  the  two  hold- 
ings as  a  whole,  but  quite  unsuited  to 
the  smaller  one  by  itself. 
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AmeBdment  proposed, 

In  page  4^  line  43,  at  end  of  iub-Mction  3,  to 
insert  the  words  "  or  erect  any  boildinffi  thereon 
which  are  not  suitable  and  necessary  for  work- 
ing it  properly.'*— (ifr  Macartney.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

The  attorney  GENERAL  foe 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  thought  the 
Amendment  was  not  neoessaiy,  and  pre- 
ferred to  retain  the  Bill  as  it  stood.  A 
tenant  was  not  likely  to  lay  out  money 
in  a  way  which  would  risk  his  chance 
of  obtaining  compensation  by  erecting 
buildings  unsuitable  to  his  holding; 
and  even  if  he  did,  other  provisions  of 
the  Bill  would  protect  the  landlord  being 
compelled  to  pay  for  any  buildings  which 
were  not  suitable  to  the  holding. 

Mr.  MACARTNEY  still  insisted  that 
the  Amendment  was  necessary. 

Mb.  GIVAN  opposed  the  Amend- 
ment, which  he  considered  would  render 
still  more  complicated  the  clause,  which 
was  already  objectionable  on  that  ac- 
count. 

8iB  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE  sue- 
gested  that  the  Equities  Clause  would 
meet  the  case.  Under  that  clause  the 
Ck>urt  would  be  able  to  refuse  compensa- 
tion for  buildings,  to  the  erection  of 
which  the  landlord  had  objected,  and 
which  were  unsuited  to  the  holding. 

Thb  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  said,  he  must 
still  oppose  the  Amendment,  which  he 
thought  quite  useless. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  unthdraum. 

On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  Attobney 
Oenbral  for  Ibelakd,  the  following 
Amendments  made : — ^In  page  5,  line  1, 
after  "  or,"  insert  **  the  letting  of  land 
for  the  purpose  of  temporair  depas- 
turage  or  the ;"  in  the  same  une,  after 
<'  oonacre,"  insert  ''  of  land ;  "  and  after 
''of,"  insert  ''its;"  in  lines  3  and  'f, 
leave  out  "  or  for  the  purpose  of  tem- 
porary depasturage." 

Mb.  BIGGAR  proposed  to  amend  the 
elauee  by  omitting  the  sub-section  which 
psovidee  that — 

"The  tenant  shall  not  do  any  act  whereby 
his  tenanoy  becomes  verted  in  an  assignee  in 
bankmptoy." 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  5,  to 
leave  out  sub-section  4. — {^Mr,  JBiggar.) 

VOL.  OOXLin.    [thibd  sbbibs.] 


Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
proposed  to  oe  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Bill." 

The  attorney  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  opposed  the 
Amendment.  If  a  man  became  a  bank- 
rupt his  holding  must  be  sold,  and  it 
was  really  not  very  material  whether  it 
was  sold  by  the  tenant  under  pressure 
from  the  landlord,  or  by  the  assignee 
in  bankruptcy.  The  question,  however, 
as  to  the  omission  of  the  sub- section  had 
been  already  largely  discussed,  and  the 
general  opinion  was  in  favour  of  its  re- 
tention. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn, 

Mb.  PLUNKET  moved  the  insertion 
in  the  clause  of  words  reserving  to  the 
landlord  the  royalties  on  mines,  mmerals, 
and  quarries  on  holdings  in  possession 
of  tenants,  for  the  statutory  term. 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  page  6,  line  7,  after  the  word  ''bank- 
ruptcy,'* to  insert  the  words  "  during  the  con- 
tinuance of  a  statutory  term,  all  the  royalties, 
mines,  minerals,  and  quarries  shaU  be  deemed  to 
be*ezpressly  reserved  to  the  landlords." — (Mr, 
Flunket.) 

Question  proposed,  ' '  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

The  attorney  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  said,  that  the 
object  of  the  Amendment  was  already 
secured  by  the  provision  in  the  clause 
enabling  tiie  landlord  to  enter  on  the 
holding  in  order  to  obtain  minerals; 
and  as  to  what  were  popularly  called 
"royalties,"  it  was  doubtful  whether, 
in  many  cases,  they  belonged  to  the 
landlord  at  all. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  5,  line 
13,  after  the  word  '*  minerals,"  to  insert 
the  words  "  or  digging  or  searching  for 
minerals." — {Mr.  yTiUiam  Henry  Smtth.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  6,  line 
18,  to  leave  out  all  the  words  from  the 
word  "  and,"  to  the  end  of  line  19,  both 
inclusive. — {Sir  Hervey  Bruce.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
BilL" 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

8  Q  IFiret  Night.' 
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Amendment  proposed,  in  page  5,  line 
21,  after tiie  word  "at,"  to  insert  the 
word  *'  all."— (ifr.  Warton,) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  word 
'  all '  be  there  inserted." 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn, 

Mr.  FABNELL  moved  an  Amend- 
ment, in  page  5,  line  23,  after  the  words, 
"  Hunting,  shooting,  fishing,  or  taking 
.  game  or  fish,"  to  omit  the  words — 

''  The  right  of  taking  which  shall  belong  ez- 
cluBiyely  to  the  landlord,  subject  to  the  provi- 
sions of  the  Ground  Game  Act  1880." 

These  words,  the  hon.  Member  said,  had 
been  inserted  in  rather^a  hurried  fashion 
in  Committee,  it  being  pointed  out  that 
in  the  case  of  a  statutory  tenancy  the 
ffame  should  belong  to  the  landlord. 
That  was  far  too  sweeping  aprovision,  and 
one  which  they  ought  not  to  assent  to. 
The  law,  as  it  at  present  stood,  gave  the 
game  to  the  yearly  tenant ;  but  where 
the  landlord  was  in  the  habit  of  shooting 
or  fishing  himself,  or  of  letting  his  game 
to  other  people,  it  had  been  the  custom 
amongst  yearly  tenants  passively  to 
give  up  the  rieht  which  they  legally 
possessed.  As  tne  Bill  at  present  stood, 
it  provided  that  a  right  of  taking  game 
should  belong  exclusively  to  the  land' 
lord.  What  punishment  would  be 
awarded  to  the  tenant  if  he  broke 
through  that  provision?  There  were 
many  oases  where  the  landlord  never 
shot  game,  and  where  the  tenant  thought 
himself  fairly  entitled,  as  undoubtedly 
he  was  legally  entitled,  to  shoot  the 
game  on  his  farm  ;  but,  by  the  provision 
he  had  read,  such  a  tenant  would  render 
himself  liable  to  a  penalty  if  he  shot 
game  in  future.  It  was  a  very  stringent 
provision  to  enact  that  in  every  case 
where  a  statutoiy  term  had  been  entered 
upon,  whether  tne  landlord  had  been  in 
the  habit  of  shooting  game  or  not,  that 
game  should  henceforth  belong  to  the 
landlord.  That  reversed  the  legal  posi- 
tion of  the  parties,  and  involved  an 
amendment  of  the  Irish  Game  Laws, 
which  was  entirely  outside  the  object  of 
the  BiU. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  6,  line 
23,  to  leave  out  from  the  word  "the," 
to  "  1880,"  in  Une  25,  both  inclusive.— 
{Ifr.  ParneU.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
•  the  right  of  taking  which '  stand  part 
of  the  Bill."  ^ 


Thk  attorney  general  tob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  admitted  that, 
as  the  law  now  stood,  the  tenant  in  occu- 
pation, in  the  absence  of  any  agreement 
to  the  contrary,  had  the  right  of  shoot- 
ing the  game  on  his  farm  ;  but  his  right 
in  that  respect  was  somewhat  precarious, 
because,  beinff  only  a  tenant  from  year  to 
year,  he  was  uable  to  be  dispossessed  by 
notice  to  quit  if  he  insisted  on  his  legal 
game  rights.  By  the  Act  of  1870,  it 
was  provided  that  if  a  tenant  was  dis- 
turbed because  he  refused  to  allow  the 
landlord  to  shoot,  fish,  or  hunt,  he  should 
be  disentitled  to  any  compensation  for 
disturbance — in  other  words,  the  land- 
lord, by  means  of  his  power  to  serve  no- 
tice to  quit,  without  incurring  liability  to 
compensation,  practically  enjoyed  the 
exclusive  right  to  the  game.  The  Legis- 
lature were  now  introducing  a  tenure  of 
a  more  durable  character,  which  would 
be,  in  many  respects,  equivalent  to  a 
lease,  and  they  had  natiurally  to  con- 
sider what  should  be  the  rights  in  respect 
of  game  having  reg^ard  to  what  a  land- 
lord would  reserve  on  an  ordinary  lease. 
Unquestionably,  he  would  reserve  the 
right  of  shooting  and  fishing.  He 
thought,  on  the  whole,  they  must  adopt 
some  mode  of  adjusting  the  matter, 
without  excluding  the  landlord  from 
rights  which  substantially  he  had 
hitherto  enjoyed. 

Mr.  TOTTENHAM  said,  he  was  glad 
to  know  that  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland  intended  to  relieve  the  tenants 
of  one  of  their  most  obnoxious  duties — 
namely,  the  prosecution  of  ofPenders 
under  the  Gtune  Act.  Although  ^the 
game  was  nominally  in  the  posseeaion 
of  the  tenant,  he  did  not  think  the 
Amendment  should  be  accepted,  for  it 
was  always  understood  that  it  should  be 
vested  in  the  landlord. 

Mb.  DAWSON  thought  the  hard- 
working  tenant,  who  produced  the 
rental,  ought  to  have  the  right  to  enjoy 
all  such  sports  as  fishing  and  hunting 
equally  with  the  landlord.  He  certainly 
thought  that  such  an  invidious  distinc- 
tion would  have  the  effect  of  perpetuat- 
ing ill-feeling  between  the  two  olasses. 
Why  was  not  the  tenant  to  enjov  all  the 
sports  of  a  free  man  ?  He  should  rather 
desire  to  see  landlords  and  tenants  meet- 
ing in  the  pursuit  of  such  sports.  He 
hoped  that  the  Oourt  constituted  by  the 
BiU  would  be  empowered  to  give  con- 
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ourrent  rights  of  sporting  to  the  tenants  ftntj  the  right  of  shootizig  and  taking  game,  and 

in  the  leases  settled  under  its  jurisdic.  teking  salmon  and  sea  trout."— (iTr.  AUomey 

X-  General  for  Ireland.) 

Mr.  PARNELL  said,  that  having  come  ^  Question  "That  the  words  proDOsed 

to  the  conclusion  that  his  Amendment  to  he  left  out  stand  part  of  the  Bill, '^  put, 

had  too  wide  a  scope,  he  would,  with  the  ^^^  negatived. 

leave  of  the  House,  withdraw  it.  Question  proposed,  "That  those  words 

Me.  GIBSON  said,  that  any  proposal  be  there  inserted." 
to  eurtail  the  acknowledged  riffnts  and 

privileges  of  the  landlords  in  Ireland  with  ^^'  CALLAN  ohjected  to  the  Amend- 
respect  to  "game**  would  be  received  naent,  on  the  grouna  that  landlords  had 
with  a  very  great  amount  of  criticism,  never  yet  enjoyed  an  exclusive  statutory 
The  almost  universal  practice  in  Ireland  "gl^t  of  shooting  and  taking  game, 
was  to  reserve  in  all  leases  the  rights  of  ^^-  PARNELL  also  ohjected  to  the 
sporting  to  the  landlord.  That  being  the  Amendment,  and  thought  it  too  sweep- 
usage  for  many  years,  it  had  become  re;-  i°8f  in  giving  the  landlord  the  exclusive 
cognized,  and  no  attempt  had  ever  been  right  of  takinc^  fish  and  game  during  the 
made  in  the  slightest  degree  to  interfere  continuance  of  the  statutory  term.  Might 
with  such  rights.  Now,  however,  the  ^®  case  not  he  met  hy  the  insertion  of 
Bill  would  render  impossible  in  Ireland  some  terms  to  the  effect  that  "  If  the 
the  existence  of  tenancies  from  year  to  landlord,  when  the  statutory  term  is  being 
year,  for  every  tenant  from  year  to  year  granted,  require  this  right  to  he  re- 
could  be  changed  into  a  tenant  for  15  served?"  There  were  many  cases  where 
years,  and  at  the  end  of  that  period  his  t^e  landlord  did  not  trouble  himself 
tenancy  might  be  continued  for  other  about  the  game  and  fish, 
periods  of  15  years  indefinitely.  There-  The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  fob 
fore,  a  landlord  would  have  no  oppor-  IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  said,  he  had  no 
tunity  of  stepping  in  and  reg^ating  his  objection  to  that  Amendment  of  the  pro- 
rights  of  property  unless  the  right  of  so  posed  Amendment, 
doing  were  now  reserved  to  him.  He  J^»-  TOTTENHAM  suggested  that 
trusted  the  House  would  not  agree  to  the  word  * '  sea "  should  be  left  out,  as 
any  Amendment  having  as  wide  a  scope  the  fresh  water  rivers  contained  in  many 
as  that  of  the  hon.  Member  for  the  City  places  very  valuable  trout, 
of  Cork  (Mr.  Pamell).  If  any  attempt  Mr.  PARNELL  said,  his  Amendment 
were  maae  in  that  direction,  it  should  at  to  the  proposed  Amendment  would  come 
once  be  rejected.  in  more  apMopriately  later  on. 

Mr.  MARUM  said,  it  was  quite  true  The  AraORNEY    GENERAL  fob 

that  there  were  a  great  many  large  pro-  IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  explained  that  the 

perties  on  which  these  rights  were  re-  reiison  why  sea  trout  were  proposed  to 

served  to  the  landlord ;  but  there  were  be  reserved  to  the  landlord  conclusively 

also  a  large  number  of  cases  in  which  was,  because  they  were  very  valuable, 

there  was  no  such  reservation,  and  where  whereas  a  concurrent  right,  he  thought, 

the  tenants  had  also  concurrent  rights  at  would  be  sufficient  with  respect  to  ordi- 

that  moment.  nary  trout. 

Mr.  CALLAN  thought  the  wording  of 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn.  ^^^  ^jj^use  with  these  Amendments  would 

The  ATTORNEY    GENERAL  for  ^V^""^*^  ^S^^^^??^?^^^  ^.        ,  ,  ^v.  . 

IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  said,  he  would  ,^^,^^^^1  ^^^C®,  ^^.^^f^J  *^^** 

propose  an  Amendment  providing  that,  f^.f^^  '^^^^  ^®^^°^  exclueively  to  the 

as  between  landlord  and  tenant,  hunting,  ^^    ^;T,ai^xT           _x  j  xi.               x- 

shooting,fi8hing,ortakinggame,salmon,  ^,^,,^S^^^^ 

or  sea  t?out  should  belong  exclusively  to  ?f  A^®^^^°-  ^^^    ^""^  ^^'^"^  ^^''• 

the  landlord.  It  would  be  very  hard,  for  Tottenham).     The  Amendment  meant  a 

instance,  to  prevent  a  man  from  catching  ^o«t  ^^^^^^H  <^^ange  in  the  ckuse  as  it 

j^  ^gj          ^                                           ^  stood  before  the  Committee.    The  effect 

of  the  suggestion  now  before  them  would 

Amendment  proposed,  really  be  to  destroy  for  the  landlord 

Inpage6.1me24,toleaveouttlieword8"the  ^^^  ^I^^^«  f  f  °^®  O^.  ^^  """""^  ^' 

right  of  taking  which,"  in  order  to  insert  the  joyable  trout   streams  in   the  country, 

words  "  and  as  between  the  luidowner  and  ten-  He  thought  that  the  Bill  did  not  actually 
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pnrport  to  take  away  irom  the  landlotd 
anything  of  his  amenities  ;  but  this 
Amendment  of  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  would  most  certainly  do  so, 
for  the  right  of  fishing  was  generally 
looked  upon  as  one  of  the  greatest  he 
possessed.  If  the  exclusive  right  to 
take  trout  were  taken  from  the  land- 
lords, many  of  them  would  be  robbed  of 
the  greatest  pleasure  they  had  enjoyed 
in  their  estates.  He  suggested  that  the 
clause  should  read  so  as  to  give  the  land- 
lord the  exclusive  right  of  shooting  and 
taking  game,  and  the  right  of  fishing 
and  taking  fish. 

Mr.  H.  R.  brand  thought  that  the 
suggestion  of  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
Oity  of  Cork  (Mr.  Pamell)  was  a  good 
one,  and  that  the  Amendment  of  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Oentleman  the 
Attorney  Oeneral  for  Ireland  would  com- 
plicate the  clause,  and  tend  to  make  it 
unintelligible. 

Mr.  DE  la  POER  BERESFORD 
opposed  the  Amendment. 

Mr.  MITCHELL  HENRY  thought 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Attorney 
GFenerfu  for  Ireland's  proposal  a  serious 
one,  which  required  further  considera- 
tion. Such  an  Amendment  as  that  might 
have  a  very  serious  effect  upon  those 
who  wished  to  remain  resident  upon 
their  properties.  He  hoped  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  would  agree 
to  let  the  clause  remain  as  it  was. 

Visoouirr  FOLKESTONE  thought  it 
would  be  far  more  satisfactmry  to  let 
the  dause  stand  as  it  was,  without  the 
Amendment  of  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman.  The  right  of  fish- 
ing was  not  only  a  marketable  commo- 
dity, but  it  was  a  very  valuable  one. 
Indeed,  he  (Viscount  Folkestone)  should 
not  be  surprised  that  during  the  last  few 
years,  in  many  cases  where  landlords 
had  not  been  able  to  get  their  rents 
from  the  tenants,  or  had  had  the  greatest 
difficulty  in  doing  so,  they  had  had  to 
be  almost  entirely  dependent  upon  their 
rights  of  fishing  for  tne  means  of  a  live- 
lihood. 

Mr.  O'SHEA  h(»)ed  that  his  right  hon. 
and  learned  Friena  would  give  way.  It 
was  remarkable  that  so  few  quarrels  be- 
tween landlord  and  tenant  took  place 
about  game.  The  tenants  were  satisfied 
as  things  now  stood ;  and  he  believed  the 
proposal,  if  adopted,  would  introduce  a 
new  cause  of  dispute  between  tenant 
and  landlord. 

Mr.  Oihion 


Thb  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  sob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  said,  the  dause 
might  be  so  left  that  the  right  of  shoot- 
ing, fishing.  Sec.,  Aould  belong  exclu- 
sively to  the  landlord  where  he  required 
it  at  the  oommenoement  of  the  tenancy. 

Captain  ATLMER  said,  that  in  many 
parts  of  Ireland,  as  was  well  known, 
large  numbers  of  inns  had  been  buUt 
upon  the  banks  of  the  streams  where 
fishing  could  be  obtained,  and  these 
were  yearly  visited  by  many  English 
and  o&er  tourists.  These  places  were 
of  great  advantage  to  the  country  in 
many  ways,  and  they  would  be  entirely 
destroyed  were  the  fishing  right  of  the 
landlord  abolished. 

Mr.  PARNELL  sugvestod  that  mat- 
ters might  be  simplified  by  leaving  the 
right  discretionary  to  the  Court 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  thought 
to  introduce  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Court 
into  the  settlement  of  such  an  exceed- 
ingly small  matter  with  respect  to  the 
twng  of  fish  was  quite  unnecessary. 
He  thought  they  might  as  well  leave  it 
to  be  seized  between  landlord  and  ten- 
ant. What  he  proposed  was,  that  the 
Amendment  should  be  withdrawn,  and 
that  the  words  ''  taking  game  or  fish  " 
should  be  read  apart.  TtiQn  his  right 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  would  propose  to 
move — 

"  And  as  between  the  landlord  and  tenant,  Hie 
right  of  shooting  and  taking  game,  and  of  fiah- 
ing  and  taking  fish,  shall  Mong  exdusirely  to 
the  landlord,  subject  to  the  provisiona  ol  tiie 
Ground  Game  Act,  1880." 

That,  he  thought,  would  carry  out  the 
Buggestton  of  me  hon.  Member  for  the 
City  of  Cork  (Mr.  PameU). 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  page  5,  line  24,  after  the  word  "  fiah/*  to 
insert  the  words  **  and  if  the  landlord  at  the 
commencement  of  the  statutory  term  so  requires, 
then  as  between  the  landlord  and  tenant  the 
right  of  shooting  and  taking  game,  and  of  ikh- 
ing  and  taking  fish."— (ifr.  Attorney  Q^mevl 
for  IreUnd.) 

Question  proposed,  '<  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mb.  HEALY  reminded  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  that  there  was  no  fiui  in  the 
Ground  Game  Act. 

Ms.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  mutt 
refer  the  hon.  Member  to  the  terma  of 
the  Amendment.    It  would  be  adbjeet 
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to  the  proyisions  of  the  Act  as  far  as 
they  applied. 

Sib  THOMAS  ACLAND  complained 
that  the  ri^ht  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
had  added  words  which  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister had  not  mentioned.  He  hegged 
to  move  to  omit  those  words. 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  said  pro- 
posed Amendment,  to  leave  out  the 
words  **  if  the  landlord  at  the  commence- 
ment of  the  statutory  term  so  requires." 
— (Sir  Thomas  A  eland.) 

Question  proposed,  *'  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
proposed  Amendment." 

The  ATTOENEY  GENEEAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  said,  the  words 
used  in  the  Amendment  would  meet  the 
case  best. 

Mr.  PAENELL  said,  he  would  re- 
mind the  hon.  Baronet  opposite  (Sir 
Thomas  Acland)  that  the  Bill  had  pro- 
posed to  give  the  Irish  landlords  game 
rights  which  they  did  not  now  possess. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to;  words 
inserted  accordingly. 

And  it  being  now  ten  minutes  to  Seven 
of  the  clock,  further  Proceeding  on  Con- 
sideration, as  amended,  deferred  till  this 
day. 

The  House  suspended  its  Sitting  at 
Seven  of  the  clock. 


The    House   resumed  its  Sitting  at 
Nine  of  the  clock. 


LAND  LAW  (IRELAND)  BILL. 

Further  Proceeding  on  Consideration, 
as  amended,  resumed. 

Clause  4  (Incidents  of  tenancy  sub- 
ject to  statutory  conditions). 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland,  Amendment  made,  in  page  5, 
line  28,  by  leaving  out  **  such,*'  and  after 
**  riffht,**  insert  **  conferred  by  this  sub- 
section." 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  5, 
line  29,  to  leave  out  sub-section  (6). — 
(Mr,  Healy,) 

Question  proposed,  ''  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
BiU." 

Amendment,  by  leave,  wHMraum. 


Sir  WTLFBID  LAWSON  moved,  in 
snb-seotion  6,  to  omit  the  words  ''with* 
out  the  consent  of  the  landlord."  He 
said  that  during  the  discussion  of  the 
clause  in  Committee  the  hon.  Member 
for  Monaghan  (Mr.  GKvan)  described  tibe 
public-houses  in  many  of  the  rural  dis- 
tricts of  Ireland  as  being  centres  of 
drunkenness  and  ruin ;  and  as  the  object 
of  the  Bill  was  to  attempt  to  make  some 
improvement  in  the  wretched  condition 
of  large  numbers  of  the  people,  he  did  not 
think  that  the  opening  of  new  public- 
houses  should  be  under  the  control  of 
the  landlord.  If  public-houses  were 
good,  they  ought  not  to  be  prohibited ; 
if  they  were  bad,  their  establishment 
ought  not  to  be  dependent  upon  such  a 
contingency. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  pa^e  5, 
line  29,  to  leave  out  the  words  **  without 
the  consent  of  his  landlord."  —  (Sir 
Wilfrid  Zawson,) 

Question  proposed,  '*  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Bill." 

Mr.  WAETON  said,  he  wished  to  re- 
mind the  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  Wilfrid 
Lawson)  that  the  point  under  considera- 
tion did  not  involve  the  question  of  so- 
called  temperance  at  all,  but  of  the  land- 
lord'srights;  and  he  did  not  think  the  occa- 
sion was  one  on  which  the  eccentric  ideas 
entertained  on  the  subject  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Carlisle  had  any  connection 
with  the  matter  under  discussion.  The 
hon.  Baronet  had  no  right  to  assume 
that  on  the  Opposition  side  of  the  House 
his  opinions  on  the  subject  were  in  any 
degree  shared.  He  (Mr.  Warton)  should 
support  the  sub-section  as  it  stood. 

O^B  ATTOENEY  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  said,  he  could  not 
accept  the  Amendment,  which  had  no 
value  at  all  in  the  direction  aimed  at  by 
the  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson). 

Mr.  BIGGAR  dissented  from  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland.  He  should 
support  the  hon.  Baronet  if  he  pro- 
ceeded to  a  division. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to, 

Mr.   OAINE  said,   that    though   he 

S morally  supported  his  hon.  Friend  the 
emberforUarlisle(Sir Wilfrid  Lawson) 
he  could  not  do  so  on  this  occasion.  He 
would  have  had  great  pleasure  in  snp- 
portiag  a  prohibitory  Liquor  Bill  for  !» 
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land,  if  the  hon.  Baronet  had  bronght 
it  forward ;  but  he  objected  to  dealing 
with  the  liqaor  traffic  under  the  ^ee  of 
a  Land  Bill,  and  be  would  adriae  his  hon. 
Friend  to  withdraw  his  Amendment. 

GAFTACf  AYLMEB  opposed  the 
Amendment,  observing  that  It  waa  a 
monetrous  attempt  to  turn  the  Land  Bill 
into  a  Liquor  Bill. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Amendment  propoaed,  in  page  5, 
Hue  36,  to  leave  out  the  worda  "  holding 
or  of  the  estate." — {Mr.  Biggiu:) 

Question,  "  Xhat  the  words  proposed 
to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the  Bill,  put, 
and  agreed  to. 

Tbb  ATTOENBT  general  foe 
lEELAND  CMr.  Liw)  moved  the  in- 
sertion of  a  provision  in  the  clause,  in 
order  to  include  among  the  reasonable 
purposes  permitting  resumption  of  the 
holding,  the  making  of  grante  or  leases 
of  sites  for  churches  or  other  places  of 
religious  worehip,  schools,  dispensaries, 
or  clergymen  and  schoolmasters'  resi- 
dences. 

Amendment  propoaed. 

In  page  £,  Has  37,  after  the  word  "allot- 
ments,  to  insert  the  words  "or  for  the  pur- 
poie  111  makiiig  gratuitously,  or  far  a  aominal 
consideration,  gnuite  or  leases  of  sites  for 
churohes  or  other  plac«s  of  religioas  worship, 
schools,  or  ichoolmasteis'  reeidencee."  —  {^Mr. 
Attorney  Otiurat  far  Ireland.) 

Question  proposed, ' '  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 
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the  right  hon.  and  learned  Qentleman 
the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland  would 
include  in  his  Amendment  the  words 
"churches,  hospitals,  and  schools,"  in 
fulfilment  of  the  pledge  given  by  the 
Premier  in  reply  to  the  non.  and  learned 
Member  for  Chatham  (Mr.  Gorst^  on  the 
2nd  of  July  lost.  He  (Mr.  Warton) 
made  at  the  time  a  note  of  the  promise 
in  the  following  terms:— "W.  E.  G.'a 
promise  to  Gorst.  Schools,  churches, 
and  hospitals." 

The  attorney  GENERAL  pob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  said,  in  that  case, 
he  would  propose  that  the  Amendment 
should  run  thus  : — 

"  Or  for  the  purposa  of  making  grants  or 
leases  of  ntea  for  churches  or  other  placet 
of  religious  Worship,  schools,  diepensarieg,  or 
clergj-men's  or  schoolmasters'  residences." 

Ma.  A.  J.  BALFOUR  commented  on 
the  additiona  to  the  ori^^nal  propoaal, 
Jfr  Caint 


and  on  their  acceptance  by  tlie  Govern- 
ment. He  thought  it  would  be  better  to 
leave  such  matters  to  the  discretion  of 
the  Court. 

Mb.  BIGGAR  objected  to  the  inser- 
tion of  the  word  "  dispensaries." 

Mb. WARTON  thought  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Cavan  (Mr.  Biggar}  alwajrs  asso- 
ciated dispenBaries  with  the  Poor  I«w 
system.  It  waa  to  be  hoped,  howevar, 
that  self-supporting  dispensaries  might 
be  eBtablistLed  in  Ireland,  and  might 
prosper.  If  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
GenUeman  meant  to  include  in  his 
Amendment  every  kind  of  philanthropic 
purpose,  the  provision  for  dispensanes 
ought  not  to  be  omitted. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Attobnxt  Gbhxeal 
forlBBiuUfp,  Amendment  made  in  pages, 
line  37,  after  the  word  "  allotments,"  by 
inserting  the  words — 

"  Or  for  the  purpose  of  making  grants  or 
leasse  of  sites  (or  ohnrchea  or  oQier  pUoes 
of  religious  worship,  schools,  dispensaries,  or 
clergymen's  or  schoolmasters'  reaidencee ;  " 


and,'in  line  41,   leave  out  "ai 
and  insert  "  holding." 

Clause,  as  amended,  agretd  t 


Clause  5  (Repeal  of  part  of  s.  3  of 
Landlord  and  Tenant  (Ireland)  Act, 
1870,  and  enactment  of  new  scale). 

Un  Motion  of  Mr.  Wabton,  Amend- 
ment made,  in  page  6,  line  32,  by 
leavine  out  "  one  hundred  pounds  or 
upwards,"  and  inserting  "above  one 
hundred  pounds  "  ;  and  in  page  7,  line  3, 
by  leaving  out  "highest,"  and  inserting 
"  higher.^' 

Clause,  as  amended,  agr»td  to. 

Clause  6  (Amendment  of  the  Land- 
lord and  Tenant  (Ireland)  Act,  1870,  as 
to  compensation  for  improvements). 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  fob 
rEEIiAND  (Mr.  Law)  moved  the  inser- 
tion of  the  following  words ; — 

A  fux  scutching  mill  shall  not  be  Seemed 
unsuitable  to  the  holding  on  which  it  is  erected 
by  reason  only  that  it  is  available  tor  the  pui- 
poses  beyond  those  of  t^e  holding  on  whidi  it 

The  Amendment  had  been  introduced  to 
t  cases  in  the  North  of  Ireland  where 
small  acutohing  mills  had  been  erected, 
in  which  work  was  often  done  for  other 
htddinga  alao. 
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Amendment  proposed,  the  clause  was  framed,  there  was  no 

In  pago  7,  line  27,  to  insert  as  a  separate  para-  danger  in  it  at  all,  and  that  there  was 

graph  the  words :— "  A  flax  scutching  mill  shall  no  ground  for  the  apprehensions  of  the 

not  be  deemed  to  be  unsuitable  to  the  holding:  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  (Mr. 

on  which  it  18  erected  by  reason  only  that  it  is    nfu \        ax  j-i.  u       x^ 

available  for  purposes  beyond  those  of  the  hold-  2^*^^?)'     A  *®°*^*  ^^^  ^"^^  ^^^  P'^^® 

ing  on  which  it  is  situate."— (ifr.  Attorney  that    his    improvements  were  suitable 

General  for  Ireland,)  to  his  holding  would  be  exoluded  from 

Question  proposed, ''That  those  words  participating  in  tiie  benefits  conferred 

be  there  inserted."  ^^  "^®  section  of  the  Bill  at  present 

under  consideration.    As  to  the  sugges- 

Majob  NOLAN  thought  the  Amend-  tion  that  the  operation  of  the  provision 

ment  ought  to  be  made  available  for  should  be  conmied  to  Ulster,  it  was  true 

mills  in  general,  otherwise  the  Amend-  that  the  number  of  scutching  mills  out- 

ment  would  practlcallj  only  apply  to  side  Ulster  was  infinitesiEaal;  but  if  it 

Ulster.  was  just  to  introduce  this  Amendment 

Mb.  GIBSON  said,  this  was  a  very  into    the  Bill  in  reference  to  Ulster, 

serious  Amendment,  on  principle,  as  it  surely  it  must  also  be  just  to  extend  its 

was,  in  effect,  an  attempt  to  go  behind  application  to  other  parts  of  Ireland, 

and  extend  the  definition  of  improve-  Mb.  TOTTENHAM  said,  it  was  amus- 

ment  in  the  Land  Act  of  1870.  Thedefi-  ing  to  hear  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 

nition  then  given  was,  that  an  improve-  tleman  on  the  Treasury  Bench  talking 

ment  was  anything  which  increased  the  about  a  thing  which,  it  was  quite  evi- 

letting  value  of   the  holding  and  was  dent,  he  knew  nothing  about.     There 

suitable  to  such  holding.   But  under  the  was  not,  he  (Mr.  Tottenham)  believed, 

terms  of  the  Amendment  now  proposed  a  a  single  holding  in  Ireland  so  large  that 

very  substantial  injustice  might  possibly  a  scutching  mill  could  be  suitable  to  it 

be  inflicted,  for  a  landlord   might  be  alone.      Every   mill   of  the  kind   was 

called  upon  to  pay  heavy  compensation  erected  for  the   use  of  more  holdings 

for  an  utterly  unsuitable  improvement,  than  one,  and  was  therefore  put  up  for 

The  landlord  of  five  acres  might  be  made  purposes  of  profit.     If  the  Amendment 

to  pay  compensation  in  respect  of  a  mill  were  carried  it  would  be  quite  possible 

large  enough  to  supply  the  wants  of  a  for  the  tenant  of  a  small  quantity  of 

whole  barony  or  a  holding  of   1,000  land  to  erect  one  of  these  mills  as  a 

acres.      The  mill  might  have   been    a  speculation,  and,  if  the  flax  trade  should 

failure,  and  the  landlord,  on  resuming  be  unprosperous,  to  leave  the  holding 

possession,  might  be  called  upon  to  re-  and  make  his  landlord  pay  for  his  un- 

coup  to  a  tenant  the  losses  arising  from  profitable  speculation, 

an  unsuccessful  commercial  speculation.  Mb.  GIYAN  observed,  in  answer  to 

He  failed  to  perceive  the  equity  of  the  the  hon.  Member  (Mr.  Tottenham),  that 

proposal,  and  thought  some  few  further  there  were   1,100  scutching  mills.     He 

words   ought  to    be     introduced    into  was  of  opinion  that   the  Amendment 

the  Amendment  directing  the  Court  to  ought  to   be  a^eed  to,   so  that  small 

exclude  from    their  consideration   any  farmers  might  oe  encouraged  to  erect 

claims  made  against  landlords  for  ex-  mills  on  their  holdings.     If  the  contrary 

travagant  sums  expended  on  machinery  view  should  prevail,  the  flax  trade  in 

in  scutching    mills.     There    could    be  Ulster  would  inevitably  deteriorate.    He 

no    harm  in    allowing   the   tenant    to  cordially  supported  the  Amendment,  and 

erect  a  mill   at  his  own  expense  and  deprecated  so  much  discussion   on  so 

handing  it  over  to  his  successor ;  but  it  small  a  point. 

would  not  be  reasonable  or  fair  to  make  GoLONEii  STANLEY  suggested  that 

a  landlord  who  had  taken  no  part  in  the  application  ofthe  Amendment  should 

the  transaction  bear  the  expense  of  im-  be  limited  to  Ulster, 

provements  which  might  be  entirely  un-  Mb.    W.    E.    FOBSTEB    said,    he 

suited  to  the  dimensions  of  the  tenant's  could  not  ag^ee  to  the  suggestion  of  the 

holding.    The  Amendment  should,  if  it  right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentieman  oppo- 

were    possible,    be  confined    to    small  site  (Colonel  Stanley).  The  flax  industry 

scutching  mills,  or  else  to  those  in  the  had  already  spread  beyond  Ulster,  and 

Province  of  Ulster.  if  encouraged  it  might  spread  to  a  still 

Thb  SOLICITOR    GENERAL  (Sir  greater  extent.    It  would  be  a  hardship 

Fabbbb  Hsbschsll)  submitted  that,  as  to  those  small  flEurmers  who  had  put  up 
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small  flax  soutching  mills  for  their  own 
benefit,  if,  because  their  neighbours  got 
the  use  of  them,  it  was  to  be  deemed 
unsuitable. 

Sir  HERVBY  BRUOE  said,  it 
would  be  equally  unfair  to  allow  a  far- 
mer on  a  very  small  holding  to  erect  a 
scutching  mill  and  to  give  him,  the  right 
of  calling  upon  the  l^dlord  to  pay  for 
its  erection.  A  tenant  of  his  own  had 
erected  a  mill  of  this  kind,  and,  finding  it 
unprofitable,  had  applied  to  him  to  take 
it  off  his  hands. 

Mb.  SHAW  hoped  the  right  conferred 
by  the  Amendment  would  not  be  con- 
fined to  tenants  in  Ulster.  In  the  South 
and  West  of  the  County  of  Oork  flax 
was  largely  grown,  and  it  was  also 
g^wn  in  other  parts  of  Ireland.  He 
supported  the  Amendment,  for  he  held 
that  it  was  the  duty  of  the  Legislature 
to  encourage  that  industry. 

Mb.  PLuNKET  said,  that  it  would 
be  unjust  to  make  the  landlord  pay  com- 
pensation to  the  tenant  for  a  flax  mill 
which  was  principally  valuable  for  pur- 
poses beyond  those  of  the  holding.  He 
thought  it  was  only  reasonable  that  a 
landlord  should  decline  to  pay  the  cost 
of  an  enterprise  which  was  simply  de- 
signed for  the  benefit  of  people  with 
whom  he  mi^t  have  no  connection. 

Mb.  MAOFARLANE  said,  that,  on 
the  same  principle,  he  could  not  help 
thinking  it  would  be  equally  unjust  to 
prevent  a  tenant  from  working  a  neigh- 
bour's flax  mill. 

Mb.  MITCHELL  HENRY  ui^ed  the 
Oovemment,  before  accepting  Amend- 
ments, to  look  at  their  effect  over  the 
whole  of  Ireland,  instead  of  in  particular 
localities.  He  opposed  the  Amendment 
as  it  stood,  on  the  ground  that  if  an  ex- 
ception to  the  clause  were  made  in  favour 
of  the  scutch  mills,  exceptions  should 
also  be  made  in  favour  of  flour  mills  and 
saw  mills.  A  scutch  mill  was  as  much 
a  manufactory  as  a  flour  mill,  and  if  the 
Amendment  was  introduced  at  all,  it 
should  not  be  made  locally  applicable  to 
Ulster,  but  extended  to  the  tuck  mills 
in  the  West  of  Ireland. 

VisooTOT  FOLKESTONE  inouired 
whether  the  Amendment  was  in  Order, 
seeing  that  a  few  nights  ago  an  Amend- 
ment relating  to  highways  was  ruled  to 
be  out  of  Order  by  the  Chairman  of 
Committees. 

Mb.  speaker  said,  he  would  re- 
mind the  noble  Viscount  that  the  powers 

Mr,  W.  E.  FarsUr 


of  the  House  in  regard  to  Amendments 
were  much  greater  than  those  of  the 
Committee.  It  was  in  the  power  of  the 
House  to  deal  with  the  present  Ameud- 
ment  as  it  thought  fit. 

Mb.  DAWSON  hoped  the  Amend- 
ment would  be  accepted,  and  thut  a 
similar  provision  would  be  made  £os  the 
growing  woollen  trade  of  Ireland. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  182;  Noes 
99 :  Majority  83.— (Div.  List,  No.  33.5,) 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  te. 

Clause  7  (Determination  by  Court  of 
rent  of  present  tenancies). 

LoBD  EDMOND  FITZMAUBICE 
moved,  in  page  7,  line  30,  after  the 
word  "  tenancyi"  to  insert  the  words— 

'*  In  a  holding  rated  under  the  Acte  relatiag 
to  the  valuation  of  property  in  Inland  at  leii 
than  one  hundred  pouncb,  and." 

The  noble  Lord  said,  the  object  of  the 
Amendment  was  to  exclude  from  tiie 
operation  of  the  clause  which  dealt  with 
judicial  rents  all  tenancies  of  more  than 
£100  annual  value.  He  did  notthitik 
it  would  be  possible  to  show  that  the 
Amendment  was  contrary  to  the  spirit 
of  the  Act.  If  it  were,  he,  for  one,  would 
never  have  proposed  it.  Nothing  ooold 
be  a  greater  mistake  than  to  appear  to 
give  to  the  tenants  with  one  lumd  what 
was  taken  away  with  the  other.  But 
there  were  only  13,000  tenants  out  of 
a  total  of  more  than  600,000  to  whom 
the  Amendment  would  apply,  and  be- 
sides that,  these  tenants  would  not,  by 
the  Amendment,  be  deprived  of  the 
right  of  free  sale  given  in  Clause  1.  He 
simply  moved  it  as  a  question  of  prin- 
ciple. He  wished  to  point  out  that  his 
Amendment  was  not  identical,  by  any 
means,  with  the  Amendment  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Great  Orimsby  (Mr. 
Heneage).  It  would  be  in  the  recollec- 
tion of  the  House  that,  at  a  later  stage 
of  the  Bill,  the  Oovemment  adopted  a 
very  important  Amendment  with  regard 
to  leases.  They  adopted  an  Amend- 
ment under  which  the  tenants  of  all 
leases,  irrespective  of  their  duration, 
irrespective  of  aU  value  of  the  holding, 
at  the  expiration  of  the  lease  would  be- 
come, not  future  tenants,  but  present 
tenants.  It  was  not  his  wish  to  enter 
into  any  details  of  the  discussion  oi  that 
question ;  but  the  House  could  not  flul 
to  see  how  veiy  im.portaat  a  point  it 
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was,  and  it  justified  Him  in  bringing 
forward  this  Amendment,  because  those 
leaseholders  who  were  mainly  affected 
by  the  Amendment  adopted  at  a  late 
stage  by  the  Government  were  not  alto- 
gether,  without  exception,  that  very 
large  class  who  were  aimed  at  by  his 
Amendment.  It  seemed  to  him  an  ex- 
treme thing  to  say  that  a  man  of  large 
capital  who  had  gone  over  to  Ireland 
only  yesterday  from  England  or  Scotland 
for  the  purpose  of  speculating  in  agri- 
culture should,  at  the  expiration  of  that 
term  which  he,  as  a  pure  matter  of  con- 
tract, entered  into,  be  treated  exactly  in 
the  same  manner  as  some  poor  cottier 
tenant  in  Galway  or  in  Mayo,  who,  for 
generations  previously,  had  lived  on  the 
soil,  had  tilled  the  soil,  had  built  upon 
it  accommodation,  whether  good  or  bad, 
had  made  whatever  improvements  were 
on  the  soil,  and  who  was  the  represen- 
tative of  former  generations  of  occu- 
pants. If  he  were  asked  to  describe 
the  Bill  in  a  word,  he  should  say,  on 
the  whole,  this  was  a  Bill  for  better  or- 
for  worse,  whether  they  liked  it  or  not, 
which  established  a  rude  sort  of  copy- 
hold tenure  in  Ireland.  Call  it  fixity  of 
tenure,  call  it  continuity  of  tenure,  ccdl 
it  continuity  of  occupation,  call  it  dur- 
ability of  tenure,  call  it  whatever  they 
liked,  there  was  no  doubt  whatever  that 
this  Bill  in  its  principles  resembled  that 
tenure  with  which  they  were  familiar  as 
copyhold.  He  was  prepared,  so  far  as 
it  affected  small  tenants  in  Ireland,  not 
only  to  accept  the  Bill,  but  to  accept  it 
willingly.  And  he  meant  to  say,  further, 
upon  this  question,  he  was  not  a  convert 
of  yesterday.  But  he  had  always  con- 
tended that,  with  regard  to  large  tenants 
above  a  certain  amount,  be  it  £60,  £100, 
or  £150,  they  ought  to  draw  a  broad 
distinction  between  them  and  small  ten- 
ants. Small  tenants  were  creatures  of 
custom  which  the  law  had  not  hitherto 
recognized,  but  which  ought  to  have 
been  recognized  ;  but  large  tenants  were 
not  creatures  of  custom,  but  creatures 
of  contract;  and  any  legislation  which 
was  to  be  durable  should  proceed,  not 
upon  arbitrary  lines,  but  upon  a  recog- 
nition of  facts.  He  believed  that  he  was 
right  in  saying  that  when  the  late  Mr. 
Butt  first  occupied  himself  in  drawing' 
up  a  Land  Bill,  he  himself  recognizea 
this  distinction  by  introducing  an  ex- 
oeptioa  similar  to  the  one  which  he 
(liord  Esmond  Sitzmaurice)  was  now 


about  to  bring  before  the  House.  It 
was  not  on  the  legal  knowledge,  or 
on  the  acumen  and  ability  of  the  late 
Mr.  Butt,  that  he  relied  alone  to 
found  arguments  for  his  Amendment. 
As  he  had  stated,  he  founded  them  upon 
the  merits  of  the  case.  The  Land  Act 
of  1870  and  this  BiU  itself  were  full 
of  distinctions.  In  the  clause  relating 
to  arrears  they  would  find  this  distinc- 
tion between  small  tenants  and  larg^ 
tenants  recognized.  Benefits  were  con- 
fined to  tenants  below  £30.  Why? 
Because,  in  the  opinion  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government,  tenants  below  £30  were  a 
small  and  helpless  class.  He  might 
remind  the  House  that  in  the  Compen- 
sation for  Disturbance  Bill  of  last  year, 
in  the  same  way  a  limit  of  value  was 
recognized.  But,  above  all,  there  was 
on  record  the  3rd  section  of  the  Act  of 
1870.  There  was  the  provision  relating 
to  tenants  above  £100,  with  regard  to 
compensation  for  disturbance,  which  was 
the  prototype  of  his  own  Amendment 
And  not  only  was  that  clause  upon  re- 
cord, and  in  the  hands  of  hon.  Mem- 
bers, but  they  had  speeches  upon  record 
of  the  then  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
and  the  then  Solicitor  General  for  Ire- 
land (Mr.  Serjeant  Dowse).  He  be- 
lieved that  there  never  had  been  two 
persons  in  Parliament  with  better  know- 
ledge of  Ireland  and  more  intimate  ac- 
quaintance with  the  Land  Question  in 
all  its  various  phases  than  Lord  Carling- 
fbrd  and  that  learned  Gentleman.  When 
Lord  Carlingford  used  the  words  he 
(Lord  Edmond  Fitzmaurice)  was  going 
to  quote  he  was  Mr.  Chichester  For- 
tescue.  He  said,  with  regard  to  tenants 
of  above  the  line  of  £100  value,  that — 

''Holdings  above  that  value  were  occupied 
by  farmerB  so  independent  that  they  were  able 
to  take  care  of  themselves  so  that  it  was  not 
necessary  to  make  the  clause  retrospective  so 
far  as  those  tenants  were  concerned.'^ — [3 
Sanaardf  cci.  40.] 

The  then  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland 
(Mr.  Dowse),  rising  in  his  place  to  make 
a  reply,  said — 

"They  (the  Government)  were  convinced 
that  persons  with  holdings  valued  at  £100 — 
which  was  equivalent  to  a  rent  of  £120  or 
£130 — not  only  were  well  able  to  look  after 
their  own  interests,  but  often  were  really  more 
independent  than  the  landlords  themselves." — 
llbid,,  42.] 

If  those  words  were  good  then,  they 
were^  good  now.  What  had  happened 
in  liquid  since  1870  to  make  ihat  olaso 
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of  tenants  who  were  then  so  independent 
and  so  free,  and  even  more  able  to  take 
care  of  themselves  than  their  landlords 
were,  to  reduce  them  to  the  same  help- 
less and  miserable  position  which  was 
occupied  by  those  small  holders  whose 
misfortune  appealed  to  the  hearts  of 
everyone?  The  plain  truth  was  that 
those  men  were  not  less  independent, 
but  more  independent.  Many  of  them 
had  taken  a  very  prominent  part  in  re- 
cent agitation ;  ne  was  convinced  that 
many  of  them,  being  acute  and  calcu- 
lating, had  seen  in  tibe  agitation  which 
had  Deen  in  no  manner  occasioned  or 
justified  by  their  misfortunes  a  good 
opportunity  of  benefiting  themselves, 
ibid  although  it  was,  perhaps,  perfectly 
natural  and  fair  for  tnem  to  do  so,  yet 
the  House  had  to  look  at  that  matter 
from  the  point  of  view  of  sound  legisla- 
tion, and  to  ask  itself  whether,  consider- 
ing that  the  whole  of  that  Bill  was  by 
the  confession  of  the  Government  excep- 
tional legislation,  it  was  desirable  to 
make  the  field  of  that  exceptional 
legislation  one  inch  broader  than  was 
absolutely  necessary  ?  He  ('Lord  Edmond 
Fitzmaurice)  had  said  that,  in  regard  to 
the  small  tenants,  he  willingly  accepted 
the  Bill  as  being  necessary  owing  to  the 
exceptional  circumstances  of  Ireland. 
But  he  did  not  believe,  and  he  chal- 
lenged anyone  to  show,  that  the  argu- 
ments which  applied  to  these  small  and 
•unfortunate  tenants  could  by  any  power 
of  human  wit  be  tortured  into  arguments 
for  bringing  the  large  independent 
farmers,  holding  farms  rated  at  £100, 
paying  a  rent  equivalent  to  £120  or 
£130,  and  owning  the  capital  which 
ex  hypoihe»i'  they  possessed — for  without 
it  they  would  not  hold  those  farms — 
within  the  purview  of  that  legislation. 
Why  were  they  to  treat  grown  up  men 
as  if  they  were  helpless  babes — to  treat 
men  who  were  perfectly  able  to  look 
after  their  own  interests  as  if  they  were 
unable  to  take  care  of  themselves.  It 
was  because  he  believed  they  were  quite 
capable  of  takins^  care  of  themselves, 
and  that  although  this  legislation  was 
necessary,  it  was  legislation  which  they 
should  watch  most  carefully — it  was  be- 
cause he  believed  that  they  lived  in 
times  when  there  was  a  tendency  in  both 
of  the  political  Parties  in  the  State  to 
widen  unduly  the  sphere  of  legisla- 
tion, to  imagine  that  there  was  no 
wrong  or  evil  which  could  not  be  im. 
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mediately  redressed  by  legislation,  to 
limit  the  field  of  contract,  of  Free  Trade, 
and  of  all  those  great  principles  which 
had  made  the  greatness  of  England — 
aye,  and  the  greatness  of  the  Liberal 
Party — it  was  because  he  believed  those 
things  that  he  had  placed  his  Amend- 
ment on  the  Paper.  It  was  because  he 
believed  that  some  of  those  hon.  Gentle- 
men who  sat  in  that  part  of  the  House 
(below  the  Ministerial  Ghingway},  with 
whom  he  often  had  the  pleasure  of  act- 
ing, were  especially  in  danger  of  adopt- 
ing those  ideas  which  struck,  in  his 
judgment,  at  many  of  the  main  prin- 
ciples of  the  very  Party  to  which  they 
belonged,  that  he  had  unhesitatingly 
put  that  Amendment  on  the  Paper,  and 
that  he  invited  support  for  it — he  cared 
not  from  what  quarter  of  the  House — 
because  he  felt  that  the  grounds  on 
which  it  was  based  rose  altogether 
above  Party  considerations,  and  were 
those  which  were  consonant  to,  and 
coincident  with,  the  soundest  principles 
of  legislation  and  political  economy.  The 
noble  Lord  concluded  by  moving  the 
Amendment  of  which  he  had  given 
Notice. 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  page  7,  line  30,  after  the  word  "  tenancy," 
to  insert  the  words  *'  in  a  holding  rated  under 
the  Acts  relating  to  the  valuation  of  property  in 
Ireland  at  less  than  one  hundred  pounds  and. " — 
(Lord  Edmond  Fitzmaurice.) 

Question  proposed,  *  *  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mb.  LALOB,  in  opposing  the  Amend- 
ment, said,  that  the  House  ought  to  be 
careful  whether,  by  its  adoption,  they 
would  not  be  holding  out  to  landlords  a 
premium  to  get  rid  of  small  tenants  and 
put  large  tenants  in  their  place.  He 
saw  no  sufficient  reason  why  hon.  Oen- 
tlemen  on  both  sides  of  the  House  shoidd 
have  any  objection  to  those  large  ten- 
ants coming  under  the  superintendenoe 
of  the  Land  Commission.  K  they  paid 
a  fair  rent  there  could  be  no  reason  for 
exempting  them  from  the  operation  of 
theBiU. 

Mb.  AETHUE  ARNOLD,  in  reply- 
ing  to  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  Edmond 
Fitzmaurice)  remarked  that  under  copy- 
hold there  was  no  possibility  of  varia- 
tion of  rent,  as  under  the  Bill;  and 
dealing  with  the  main  argument  for  the 
Amendment  —  that  the  larger  tenants 
did  not  require  the  oare  and  protection 
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of  the  Legislature,  said,  such  an  argu- 
ment had  no  weight  with  him  (Mr. 
Arnold),  for  he  regarded  the  matter 
affecting  the  tenants  solely  as  a  question 
of  public  policy.  If  one  tenant  had  a 
property  in  his  holding,  another  tenant 
might  have  a  similar  property;  and, 
therefore,  what  was  applicable  to  one 
class  of  tenants  should  be  applicable  to 
all.  He  denied  that  he  had  supported 
the  Bill  because  he  held  that  any  class 
of  tenants  required  the  protection  of  the 
Legislature.  He  supported  the  Bill  be- 
cause its  provisions  were  in  accordance 
with  pubLc  policy,  and  because  the  ten- 
ants of  Lreland  hud  an  interest  in  their 
holdings  which,  one  and  all,  required 
the  protection  and  award  of  that  House. 
He  could  not  understand  why  sound 
legislation  should  begin  at  £100.  Sound 
legislation  was  altogether  apart  from 
various  sums  of  money,  and  it  must 
proceed  altogether  upon  principle ;  and 
it  was  a  distinct  and  intelligible  prin- 
ciple that  every  tenant  in  Ireland  should 
have  the  advantages  to  be  conferred  by 
the  Bill.  The  question  whether  the 
Amendment  applied  to  13,000  tenants, 
more  or  less,  had  really  nothing  to  do 
with  the  subject.  Questions  relating  to 
the  ownership  and  occupation  of  land 
were  important  and  deserving  the  con- 
cern of  the  Legislature,  because  the 
ownership  of  land  was  a  monopoly,  and 
must  be  so  under  any  circumstances, 
and  the  regulation  of  monopolies  was 
certainly  the  business  of  the  Legislature. 
For  that  reason,  it  came  under  the  pur- 
view of  the  Legislature  in  regard  to  this 
Bill,  and  there  was  neither  rhyme  nor 
reason  in  the  Amendment  of  the  noble 
Lord.  Its  effect  would  be  to  promote 
consolidation  of  holdings,  and  to  nullify 
this  useful  and  valuable  measure ;  and, 
therefore,  he  felt  bound  to  oppose  it. 
He  confidently  hoped  Her  Majesty's 
Government  would  not  consent  to  its 
.adoption,  for  he  could  not  conceive  any- 
thing more  disastrous  to  the  principles 
of  the  legislation  upon  which  they  had 
been  engaged  for  the  last  one  or  two 
months  than  that  this  Amendment  should 
bo  accented 

Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH  said,  that  the 
argument  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  who 
had  just  spoken  (Mr.  Arnold)  was,  that 
it  was  a  matter  of  public  policy  that  the 
tenant  should  be  protected,  no  matter 
what  capital  he  miffht  possess,  and  no 
matter  what  his  abmty  to  make  a  fair 


bargain  with  his  landlord.  They  had 
now  an  avowal  from  the  other  side  of 
the  House  that  it  was  a  matter  of  public 

Eolicy  that  the  principle  of  protection 
roadly  applied  to  capital  and  to  indus- 
try generally  should  be  asserted  by  Par- 
liament. [Mr.  ARTniTB  Arnold  :  I  said 
investments.]  Well,  that  was  a  most 
refreshing  view  of  the  case,  for  he  (Mr. 
Smith)  understood  that  capital  was  in- 
vested when  it  was  applied  to  the  pro- 
duction of  machinery,  to  the  building  of 
a  mill,  to  the  acquisition  of  the  raw 
material,  and  to  all  those  stages  which 
were  necessary  to  produce  an  article 
ultimately  to  be  sold.  In  like  manner, 
capital  was  applied  in  agriculture  to  the 
payment  of  rent,  to  manures,  to  labour, 
to  the  waiting  for  the  harvest,  and  the 
realization  of  the  fruits  of  the  earth. 
Now,  they  were  told  that  protection  was 
necessary  in  order  that  the  proper  re- 
sults of  the  application  of  capital  might 
be  realized  by  the  investor,  and  that  no 
amount  of  capital,  no  amount  of  inde- 
pendence, no  amount  of  ability  to  make 
a  bargain  was  to  justify  a  departure 
from  mat  principle.  But  if  that  prin- 
ciple was  to  be  applied  to  land,  it  must 
also  be  applied  to  a  great  many  other 
things.  If  it  applied  to  land  in  Ireland, 
it  must  be  apphed  to  land  in  England 
and  Scotland,  to  manufactures  such  as 
existed  in  Lancashire,  to  wages,  to  all 
the  circumstances  and  conditions  of  life, 
as  to  which  they  had  hitherto  been 
accustomed  to  enter  into  free  contract. 
If  that  were  the  position  taken  by  the 
House,  if  there  were  to  be  a  new  de- 
parture, let  it  be  expressed  fully  and 
accepted  frankly ;  but,  for  his  own  part, 
he  had  not  lost  faith  in  freedom  of  con- 
tract, whenever  it  was  possible  to  have 
it.  There  might  be  some  excuse  for  de- 
parting from  the  principle  in  the  case 
of  those  wretched  tenants  for  whom  ex- 
pulsion from  their  holdings  might  mean 
expatriation.  But  all  the  strene;th  and 
vigour  of  Irishmen  would  be  withdrawn 
if  the  House  were  to  say  that  in  no  cir- 
cumstances was  freedom  of  contract  to 
be  maintained ;  and  he  was  certain  that 
serious  damage  would  be  done  to  the 
interests  of  me  whole  country  if  that 
principle  was  laid  down  by  the  Govern- 
ment. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  that,  so  far 
as  he  understood  the  speech  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith),  it  was  a  speech  against  this  BilL 
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His  main  argnment  was  that  if  they 
dealt  with  land  in  the  way  proposed  they 
must  apply  the  same  principle  to  a  great 
many  otner  things — that  they  must  apply 
the  same  principles  to  land  in  England 
and  Scotland  as  were  applied  to  land  in 
Ireland.  The  speech  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  in  that  sense  was  rather  out 
of  date.  What  were  the  broad  premisses 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  objecting 
to  this  interference  with  free  contract  in 
the  case  of  the  land  of  Ireland,  com- 
pared with  the  narrowness  of  the  con- 
clusion for  which  he  was  going  to  rote  ? 
Having  laid  down  these  g^at  principles, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  thought  he 
would  satisfy  them  by  excluding  from 
the  benefit  of  the  most  important  provi- 
sion of  the  Act  12,000  tenants  out  of 
600,000.  Now,  he  (Mr.  Gladstone)  did 
not  believe  that  the  application  of  those 
principles  in  Ireland  would  bring  about 
their  application  in  England;  nor,  if 
they  were  applied  in  England,  did  he 
think  that  either  his  noble  Friend  (Lord 
Edmond  Fitzmaurice)  nor  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite  would  succeed  in 
excluding  the  large  farmers  from  their 
operation.  They  would  not  endure  it 
for  a  moment.  He  must  say  he  was 
disappointed  at  the  appearance  of  the 
Amendment  at  that  stage  of  the  Bill. 
It  was  an  evasion  of  the  scope  and  pro- 
visions of  the  Bill  which  he  had  no  hoM- 
tation  in  saying  he  could  not  contem- 
plate accepting — ^indeed,  the  Government 
would  carry  their  resistance  to  it  to  what- 
ever point  they  might  deem  expedient — 
because  they  could  not  draw  a  broad 
distinction  between  the  tenant  above  and 
the  tenant  below  the  line  indicated.  If 
Ireland  were  a  country  in  which  there 
were  no  tenancies  between  £50  and 
£100,  he  could  understand  the  breadth 
of  the  distinction ;  but  the  fault  of  the 
Amendment  was  that  it  drew  a  very 
narrow  distinction.  His  noble  Friend 
had  quoted  the  authority  of  Mr.  Butt ; 
but  he  had  never  heard  a  more  unfor- 
tunate citation.  In  point  of  fact,  Mr. 
Butt,  though  as  a  private  individual, 
when  he  drew  the  Bui,  he  was  inclined 
to  exclude  tenants  above  a  certain  limit 
of  valuation,  when  he  came  into  contact 
with  other  minds,  and  drew  nearer  to 
the  point  of  responsible  action,  was 
obliged  to  consider,  not  what  he  himself 
preferred,  but  what  it  was  wise  to  pro- 
pose. Then  it  was  that  that  eminent 
•tatetman  and  lawyer  had  to  oast  ovei^ 
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board  the  suggested  distinction,  and  was 
compelled  to  introduce  into  the  Bill  all 
values  alike.  And  yet,  ignoring  that 
fact,  his  noble  Friend  had  used  that 
very  argument  which  Mr.  Butt  had 
found  it  best  to  reject  as  a  practical 
provision.  Then  his  noble  Friend  had 
quoted,  or  had  rather  misquoted,  the 
Act  of  1870.  It  was  quite  true  that,  as 
regarded  existing  tenantry  under  that 
Act,  the  scale  of  compensation  did  not 
apply  to  farms  above  £100;  but,  in 
principle,  the  occupiers  of  farms  above 
that  limit  were  enntled  to  compensation 
as  much  as  those  below  it.  Again,  no 
recommendation  of  the  kind  suggested 
had  been  made  to  the  GK>vemment  by 
any  of  the  bodies  who  were  appointed 
by  authority,  and  who  were  entitled  to 
speak  with  authority  on  the  question 
now  before  the  House.  It  was  not  re- 
commended either  by  the  Beesborough, 
or  by  the  Majority  and  Minority  Commis- 
sions of  the  Duke  of  Bichmond.  That 
he  considered  a  very  serious  objection 
to  the  Amendment,  because,  he  appre- 
hended, all  of  these  G^entlemen  con- 
sidered the  matter,  and  could  not  fail 
to  be  struck,  by  the  wide  investigations 
which  they  made,  with  the  material  dif- 
ferences between  the  position  of  the 
poorer  and  the  richer  tenant.  Whatever 
estimate  they  took,  and  whatever  expe- 
rience they  had,  of  those  dififbrenoes, 
none  of  them  founded  upon  them  the 
conclusion  the  House  was  now  invited 
to  draw — namely,  to  exclude  tenants 
above  a  certain  limit  from  the  benefit  of 
the  Bill — a  conclusion  which,  if  em- 
bodied in  the  Bill,  would,  &t>m  its  ex^ 
eluding  2^  per  cent,  and  those  the  very 
men  who  were  alone  capable  of  doing 
so,  make  its  working  difficult,  if  not  im- 
possible. The  Government  did  not  in- 
tend to  proceed  on  that  principle.  They 
had,  however,  made  other  carefbl  and 
elaborate  provisions  in  the  Bill  for  se- 
curing at  least  a  fair  place  to  freedom 
of  contract.  ["  Oh,  oh ! "]  Would  the 
Gentlemen  who  indulged  in  those  sneers 
think  the  Government  were  adhering  to 
the  principles  of  the  Bill  if,  instead  of  the 
provisions  whichleftit  to  the  free  choice  of 
the  Irish  tenant  as  to  whether  he  skould  go 
into  the  Court|  they  were  to  introduce  a 
clause  to  bring  every  holding  in  Ireland 
under  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Court? 
With  regard,  therefore,  to  the  Amend- 
ment, the  Government  had  detenniaed 
that  they  would  apt  be  parties^  «v«a  on 
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the  pennasion  of  the  noble  Lord,  to  the 
creation  of  inyidious  and  dangerous  ex* 
oeptions  and  distinctions  in  Ireland.  In 
the  original  framing  of  the  Act  they 
sought  to  avoid  that  difficulty.  In  the 
course  of  discussion  the  fact  was  brought 
under  their  notice  that,  under  the  Bill 
in  its  original  form,  there  might  grow  a 
creation  of  future  tenancies.  They  at 
onoe  recognized  that  as  a  fault  in  the 
Bill,  and  said  nothing  should  g^ow  out 
of  proceedings  anterior  to  the  passing 
of  the  Act  except  present  tenancies. 
They  thought  that  if  they  were  to  have 
a  Bill  of  the  kind,  it  was  folly  carried 
to  a  very  high  degree  not  to  give  to  the 
people  of  Ijeland,  one  and  all,  a  fair 
start  in  this  matter.  If,  then,  they  were 
to  g^ve  a  fair  start  to  the  tenants  in  this 
matter,  they  must  avoid  bringing  him 
under  this  taint  of  exception,  and  en- 
deavour to  make  it  equal  in  its  applica- 
tion from  the  first,  equal  in  power  and 
privilege.  And  though  he  fuUy  g^nted 
that  they  might  say  that  plea  of  neces- 
sity was  less  strong  in  regard  to  the 
larger  tenants,  yet  he  said  that  the  plea 
of  policy,  which  they  could  not  exclude 
from  view,  was  stronger  still,  because 
the  larger  tenants  whom  thev  would 
exdude  were  the  men  who,  by  their 
education,  influence,  solidity,  and  posi- 
tion, would  become  in  every  case  a 
centre  of  agitation  against  the  Act,  and 
would  endeavour  to  reduce  to  a  mini- 
mum, if  they  could  not  annihilate,  the 
chances  of  its  success.  These  were  the 
considerations  of  policy,  prudence,  and 
equity,  which  led  nim  to  hope  that  the 
House  would  not  listen  to  any  persua- 
sion to  induce  it  to  bring  into  the  Bill 
a  provision  which,  in  their  view,  so  far 
as  they  could  judge,  was  directly  op- 
posed to  the  lines  on  which  they  had 
proceeded  in  the  course  of  these  discus- 
sions— a  provision  which  would  be  most 
dangerous  to  the  general  aim  and  de- 
sign of  the  measure,  and  one  which  had 
not  been  recommended  by  any  of  the 
authorities,    differing,   as  they  did,  in 

E)litics,  that  had  investigated  the  Irish 
and  Question,  and  g^ven  their  advice 
as  to  the  course  to  be  taken  in  practical 
legislation. 

Mr.  H.  E.  brand  said,  he  regretted 
exceedingly  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Prime  Minister  had  not  been 
able  to  accept  the  Amendment  of  his 
noble  Friend  (Lord  Edmond  Fitz- 
maurice),  because,  in  so  doing,  the  right 


hon.  Gentleman  would  have  satisfied  a 
g^at  many  hon.  Members  who  were 
supporters  of  the  Government,  without 
in  the  least  degree  injuring  the  Bill 
which  was  now  under  the  consideration 
of  the  House.  What  were  the  argu- 
ments which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  used  in  opposing  the  Amendment  ? 
He  must  say  that  he  had  been  very 
much  surprised  at  the  vigour  of  the 
language  used  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, seeing  how  very  small  and  insig- 
nificant would  be  the  effect  of  the 
Amendment  on  the  working  of  the  Land 
Bill.  The  Prime  Minister  said  it  would 
be  impossible  to  exclude  the  class  of 
large  farmers  from  this  kind  of  legisU- 
tion ;  but,  in  point  of  fact,  the  House 
had  already  provided  in  the  Bill  one  ex- 
clusion of  the  class  of  large  farmers  from 
the  operation  of  the  measure.  The  16th 
clause,  as  far  as  regarded  the  future 
letting  of  land,  provided  that  the  farmer 
holding  land  valued  under  the  Acts  re- 
lating to  the  valuation  of  property  at 
£150  and  upwards  should  be  able  to  con- 
tract himself  out  of  the  operation  of  the 
Act.  The  question  he  had,  therefore,  to 
put  was  this — Why  should  it  be  held  that 
the  man  who  was  able  to  make  a  contract 
with  the  owner  of  his  holding  in  the 
year  1884  was  not  to  be  considered  to 
have  made  a  reasonable  contract  with 
his  landlord  in  1878  or  1879?  The 
right  hon.  Ghentleman  also  declared  that 
the  large  tenants  would  be  the  men  who 
would  prevent  the  working  of  the  Bill^ 
and  who  would  agitate  for  the  applica- 
tion of  the  principles  of  the  measure  to 
their  own  case.  ''  They  will  be  the 
centres  of  agitation  "  were  the  words 
used  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  and 
he  declined  to  make  any  dangerous  and 
invidious  distinctions  in  Ireland.  But 
he  (Mr. Brand)  would  ask  again  whether 
there  were  not  such  distinctions  in  the 
Bill  itself  already — whether  there  were 
not  distinctions  made  in  the  Bill  be- 
tween the  present  and  the  future  ten- 
ant ?  He  would  ask  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman to  bear  in  mind  that  the  Amend- 
ment of  his  noble  Friend  only  placed 
the  large  tenants  in  the  position  of 
future  tenants  under  the  Bill,  so  that 
if  this  language  was  deserved,  as  ap- 
plied to  the  Amendment  of  his  noble 
Friend,  it  was  equally  applicable  to  the 
case  of  the  future  tenant  under  the  Bill. 
There  was  only  one  other  point  in  the 
speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to 
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which  lie  would  allude.    The  right  hon. 
Qentleman  complained  that  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  Calne  had  quoted 
the  Act  of  1870  to  show  that  by  it  ten* 
ants  of  upwards  of  £  J  00  value  were  ex- 
cluded m)m  preferring  a  claim  to  com- 
pensation   for    disturbance,    and    had 
pointed    out  that  tenants  in  future  of 
more  than  £100  in  value  had  a  claim, 
under  that  Act,  to  compensation  for  dis- 
turbance.    But  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man failed  to  remind  the  House  that 
in  that  Act  there  was  a  dause  which 
gave  to  tenants  holding  a  farm  of  more 
than  £50  value  the  right  of  contracting 
themselves  out  of  the  Act.    What  he 
(Mr.  Brand)    held    in    regard    to    the 
Amendment  was  this.      As  far  as  re- 
garded the  future  letting  of  the  land, 
there  was  no  doubt  the  16th  clause  of 
the  Bill  sufficiently  met  the  case ;  but, 
as  regarded  present  tenants,  every  con- 
tract they  miffht  have  entered  into  with 
their  landloras  was  overridden  by  the 
Bill,  and  he  could  not  understand  how 
anyone  could  infer  that  a  large  tenant 
in  Ireland  would  be  so  foolish  as  to  ex- 
ercise his  right  of  contract  so  as  to  de- 
prive himself  of  the  advantage  of  the 
qualified  fixity  of  tenure  which  was  given 
to   him    in    this   Bill.      Therefore,   as 
far  as  regarded  present  tenancies  which 
might  last  for  ever,  this  right  of  con- 
tract was   of  very  little  use    indeed. 
He  confessed  that  he  was  unable  to  un- 
derstand the  speech  of  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Salford  (Mr.  Arnold). 
His  hon.  Friend  said  that  he  did  not 
support  the  Bill  on  the  ground  that  it 
was  necessary  to  protect  the  weakness  of 
the  Irish  tenant.    In  that  case,  why  had 
his  hon.  Friend  voted  for  the  second 
reading  of  the  Bill  ?    If  it  was  to  be 
defended  on  any  g^und — and  certainly 
the  only  g^und  upon  which  the  right 
hon.    Gentleman    the    Prime  Minister 
had    defended  it,    who    acknowledged 
it    to    be    a    necessary  evil — the  only 
^ound  on  which  it  could  possibly  be 
justified    was    that    it    was    necessary 
to    protect  and    defend  the  men  who 
needed  protection  in  making  their  con- 
tracts.    Of  course,  they  had  heard  the 
argument  on  the  other  side  as  to  the 
consolidation  of  farms;   but  he  would 
ask  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  to  explain 
how  it  would  be  possible  for  a  landlord 
under  the  Bill  forcibly  to  consolidate  his 
holdin&^s.     It  would  be  necessary,  in  the 
first  place,  that  the  contiguous  farms 
should  fall  in,  and  that  they  should  fall 
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in  together  within  a  very  short  space  of 
time.     He  could  understand  the  objec- 
tion of  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  to  con- 
solidation.    He   admitted    that  under 
the  Amendment  it  would  be    possible 
for    the    landlord    to    offer    a    very 
high  premium  to  a  certain  number  of 
tenants  to  go  out  with  money  in  their 
pockete  and  better  their  position  else- 
where.    But  the  miseries  of  these  poor 
men  in  Ireland  was  the  food  on  which 
the  Land  League  throve.    If  they  were 
to  go  out  with  money  in  their  pockets, 
and  in  order  to  bettor  their  condition, 
there  would  be  no  chance  for  agitation 
and  no  profit  for  agitators.     As  far  as 
regarded  the  figure  mentioned  in  the 
Amendment  of  his  noble  Friend,  he  did 
not  attach  any  importance  to  it  what- 
ever.    Let    them  make    it  what  they 
liked,  and  stete  what  figure  they  would, 
what  he  contended  for  was  the  principle 
of  the  Amendment — namely,  that  it  was 
necessary  in  this  matter  to  place  some 
limit  in  the  clause ;  that  there  were  oer- 
tein  men  in  such  a  position  of  inde- 
pendence and  strength  that  they  were 
able  to  take  care  of  themselveff  and 
make  their  own  bai^ains.    There  was 
another  point  he  hoped  the  House  would 
bear  in  mind — namely,  that  this  was  no 
proposal  to  interfere  with  the  right  of 
the  tenant  to  sell  his  interest.    It  did 
not  in  the  least  affect  the  rieht  of  the 
tenant  under  the  Ist  clause  of  the  BiU, 
although  even  there  a  distinction  miffht 
be  drawn.     He  was  glad  that  his  nrale 
Friend  had  placed  his  Amendment  on 
the  7th  clause,  because  he  (Mr.  Brand) 
had  foreseen  very  clearly  that  it  was 
impossible  to  touch  the  1st  clause  and  to 
minimize  the  tenant's  interest  without 
mutilating  the  Bill ;  and  in  supporting 
the  Amendment  he  had  no  desire  to  act 
in  a  spirit  of  hostility  towards  the  mea- 
sure itoelf  .  He  had  found  himself  unable 
to  vote  for  the  Amendment  of  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Great  Ghimsby 
(Mr.  Heneage),  on  the  ground  that  that 
Amendment  was  not  only  impracticable, 
but  unjust,  because,  having  voted  for 
the  second  reading  of  the  Bill,  he  had 
admitted  the  principle  that  every  tenant 
in  Ireland  had  a  right  of  occupancy,  the 
right  to  which  was  exclusive  of  the  value 
of  his  improvements ;  and  it  would  be 
unjust  to  prevent  him  from  selling  his 
interest  because  he  was  the  tenant  of 
an  English-manag^  estete.  Then  those 
who  thought  the  value  of  the  interest 
was  affected  came  to  the  question  ir he- 
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ther  they  should  oppose  the  Amendment 
or  fall  back  upon  the  question  of  com- 

Eensation.  He  felt  that  it  would  have 
een  impossible  to  raise  the  question  of 
compensation  directly,  because  it  was 
impossible  to  prove  that  the  landlords 
suffered  any  monetary  loss ;  and  al- 
though it  was  raised  indirectly,  he 
thought  his  hon.  Friend  in  charge  of 
that  Amendment  was  perfectly  justified 
in  withdrawing  it,  because,  after  the 
speeches  from  the  Treasury  Bench  and 
from  the  Front  Opposition  Bench,  it  was 
perfectly  clear  that  it  failed  to  meet 
general  support.  He  believed  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  Woodstock  (Lord 
Handolph  Churchill)  made  what  was 
called  a  ''slashing  attack  "  on  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  the  West  Hiding 
(Sir  John  Bamsden)  for  withdrawingthat 
Amendment.  The  noble  Lord  the  Mem- 
ber for  Woodstock  had  so  often  burnt  his 
fingers  in  withdrawing  the  chestnuts 
out  of  the  fire  that  he  would  probably 
not  have  been  disinclined  to  see  the 
hon.  Baronet  a  sufferer  from  the  same 
course.  But  in  regard  to  the  present 
Amendment,  he  (Mr.  Brand)  believed  it 
would  mitigate  some  of  the  evils  which 
were  likely  to  arise  in  Ireland  under  the 
Bill.  He  would  ask  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Prime  Minister  to  believe 
the  statement  that  this  was  a  friendly 
Amendment  to  the  Bill.  [Cnwo/^Oh !"] 
He  could  understand  the  sneers  of  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite.  Nevertheless,  he 
still  contended  that  it  was  a  friendly 
Amendment,  because,  as  he  had  said 
before,  he  did  not  take  his  stand  on  the 
figure  named  by  his  noble  Friend, 
whether  it  were  £100,  £150,  or  £200. 
It  was  an  Amendment  that  would  affect 
very  few  tenancies  in  Ireland.  What 
they  wanted  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
to  admit  was  that  there  should  be  a 
g^ding  principle  governing  the  action 
of  the  Legislature  in  interfering  be- 
tween landlord  and  tenant,  or  between 
any  other  class,  in  the  contracts  which 
they  might  make,  and  that  the  position 
of  the  parties — the  independence  of  the 
parties — should  be  some  evidence  of 
their  ability  to  make  contracts  with  their 
landlords.  He  would  only  add  that,  as 
far  as  regarded  the  Bill,  it  must  be  sup- 
ported on  the  ground  that  it  was  neces- 
sary for  the  protection  of  the  weakest  of 
the  tenants.  ["No  !  "1  The  interference 
with  free  contract  which  the  Bill  involved 
had  never  been  proposed,  except  on  cer- 


tain g^oudds,  either  for  the  prevention 
of  fraud,  as  was  the  case  in  the  Truck 
Acts ;  for  the  good  of  public  morals  and 
health,  as  was  the  case  in  regard  to  the 
Sanitary  Act ;  or  for  the  protection  of 
the  weak,  such  as  the  women  and 
children  who  were  legislated  for  in  the 
Factory  Acts.  That  was  the  only  ground 
on  which  they  could  defend  this  legis- 
lation ;  and,  therefore,  as  it  was  neces- 
sary, owing  to  the  weakness  of  the  small 
Irish  tenants  to  protect  them,  the  House 
should  accept  the  Amendment  on  that 
principle,  or  else  there  was  no  reason 
why  the  provisions  of  the  Bill  should  not 
be  applied  to  every  tenancy  in  England 
and  Scotland,  as  well  as  in  Ireland. 
Indeed,  he  could  not  understand  why, 
if  an  Irish  tenant  of  £1,000  a-year  was 
obliged  to  go  to  the  Court  to  have  his 
rent  fixed,  they  should  not  have  a  simi- 
lar Court  in  Northumberland  or  York- 
shire. It  was  with  deep  regret  that  he 
found  himself  obliged  to  support  the 
Amendment,  because,  in  supporting  it, 
he  found  that  he  was  opposing  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government.  AH  that  he  could 
.say  was  that  he  did  it  from  a  sense  of 
duty.  There  were  some  hon.  Members 
in  that  House  who  had  been  threatened 
by  some  obscure  individuals  for  express- 
ing their  opinion  in  favour  of  a  sound 
public  policy  long  acted  upon  by  the 
Liberal  Party.  He  believed  that  the 
Association  to  which  he  referred,  and 
which  had  made  itself  somewhat  noto- 
rious by  issuing  a  very  imprudent  Mani- 
festo, had  for  its  President  a  Member 
of  that  House.  ["  Name ! "]  All  he 
would  say  was  that  he  hoped  when  that 
hon.  Gentleman  went  back  to  a  well- 
earned  holiday  he  would  tell  his  friends 
that  in  the  House  of  Commons  there 
was  still  a  desire  to  preserve  the  cherished 
rights  of  every  section  of  the  Liberal 
Party,  and  of  every  Member  of  it — 
namely,  freedom  of  opinion  and  liberty 
of  speech. 

Me.  JESSE  OOLLINGS  said,  the 
greater  part  of  the  speech  they  had 
just  heard  had  nothing  to  do  with  the 
question  before  the  House.  If  the 
Manifesto  to  which  the  hon.  Member 
for  Stroud  (Mr.  Brand)  referred  came 
from  obscure  individuals,  he  did  not  see 
that  there  was  any  necessity  for  taking 
notice  of  it.  The  Amendment  of  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Calne  (Lord 
Edmond  Fitzmaurice)  appealed  distinctly 
to  hon.  Members  below  the  Gangway. 
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The  hon.  Member  who  had  iust  spoken 
said  decidedly  that  if  the  Qovemment 
would  accept  the  Amendment  many  of 
their  supporters  would  be  much  pleased 
and  crratified;  and  he  (Mr.  Ooilings), 
therefore,  thought  it  high  time  for  hon. 
Members  who  sat  below  the  Oaneway 
to  state  plainly  that  they,  at  least, 
would  be  seriously  disappointed  if  the 
Government  gave  way  and  agreed  to 
the  Amendment.  In  order  to  clear  the 
ground,  he, took  it  that  the  supporters 
of  the  Amendment  put  out  of  sight  alto- 
gether the  number  of  tenants  in  Ireland 
who  would  be  affected  by  the  adoption 
of  the  Amendment.  It  was  said  that 
they  would  number  only  13,000;  but 
this  number  represented  a  rental  of  more 
than  £1,250,000  per  annum.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Stroud  (Mr.  Brand)  had  also 
stated  that  a  proposal,  similar  in  prin- 
ciple to  that  whicn  was  contained  in  the 
Amendment,  had  already  been  included 
in  the  16th  clause  of  the  Bill.  He  (Mr. 
CoUings)  thought  the  reference  was 
most  unfortunate,  because,  if  he  remem- 
bered rightly,  that  was  a  case  in  which 
the  tenant,  of  his  own  free  will,  contracted 
himself  out  of  the  Bill  if  he  chose. 
Therefore,  that  was  quite  another  mat- 
ter, and  did  not  justify  the  conclusions 
which  the  hon.  Member  drew.  The 
noble  Lord  who  moved  the  Amendment 
stated  that  it  would  not  interfere  with 
the  right  of  free  sale ;  but  if  it  did  not 
interfere  with  the  right  of  free  sale  it 
would  interfere  very  much  with  the 
price  which  would  be  received  from  the 
sale.  It  seemed  to  him  that  the  noble 
Lord  was  enamoured  of  free  contract, 
but  only  in  cases  in  which  the  freedom 
was  all  on  one  side.  He  (Mr.  CoUings) 
very  much  regretted  that  the  proposi- 
tion now  before  the  House  had  oeen 
made.  They  had  spent  week  after  week 
in  labour  over  the  Bill,  such  as,  he 
thought,  was  almost  unparalleled  in 
ParHamentary  experience,  and  now  they 
had  reached  almost  the  last  stage  of  the 
measure,  an  Amendment  was  brought 
forward,  not  to  modify  the  Bill  in  any 
way,  but,  as  far  as  a  considerable  num- 
ber of  persons  were  affected  by  it,  it  would 
absolutely  destroy  the  benefits  of  the 
measure — namely,  to  every  tenant  in  Ire- 
land, at  this  moment,  who  was  rented 
at  £100  and  upwards.  Consequently,  a 
large  number  of  teoants  who  bad  been 
anxiously  expecting  the  Bill  would,  if 
the  Amendment  was  passed,  find  them- 
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selves  deprived  of  the  advantages  of  the 
Court  and  all  the  power  of  uing  fair 
rents.  He  called  that  destruction,  and 
not  modification;  and,  so  far  as  the 
question  of  principle  was  concerned, 
why  should  they  stop  at  £100?  Vflij 
not  go  down  to  £50,  and  even  lower 
than  that?  If  a  fair  rent  was  neces- 
sary for  a  farmer  who  paid  £90,  why 
should  it  not  be  equally  necessary  for 
one  who  paid  £110?  He  took  it  that 
the  noble  Lord  was  of  opinion  that  a 
fair  rent  was  not  necessary  when  a  ten- 
ant paid  a  rent  of  £100  or  upwards. 
The  JBill,  for  the  first  time,  established 
a  tribunal  in  Ireland  for  the  settlement 
of  disputed  accounts  between  landlord 
and  tenant ;  and  yet  the  proposition  of 
the  noble  Lord  was,  that  a  certain  num- 
ber of  the  Irish  tenants  should  have  no 
part  in  that  settlement.  Besides,  the 
Amendment  offered  an  inducement  to 
the  landlord  to  consolidate  his  holdings. 
It  must  be  borne  in  mind  that  the  ad- 
vantages of  being  out  of  the  Bill  might 
be  so  great  to  the  landlord  as  to  in- 
duce him  to  make  very  great  sacrifices 
for  the  purpose  of  securing  consolida- 
tion and  to  pay  a  very  high  price  for  it, 
if  he  could  secure  such  a  result.  If  the 
Amendment  had  come  from  the  Oppo- 
sition, no  one  would  have  been  as- 
tooished  at  it ;  but  it  would  have  been 
looked  upon  as  perfectiy  naturaL  It 
would  have  been  m  accordance  with  the 
course  they  had  uniformlv  and  consist- 
entiy  taken  in  regard  to  we  Bill,  and  it 
was  with  very  great  regret  that  he  saw 
such  an  Amendment  coming  from  the 
Liberal  Benches,  which  were  supposed 
to  support  the  Bill  and  Her  Majesty's 
Government.  He  had  very  little  fear 
that  the  Amendment  would  be  carried ; 
but  the  danger  was  that  it  gave  hints 
and  suggestions  which  might  increase 
the  difficulties  that  would  surround  the 
measure  in  ''  another  place."  To  his 
mind,  it  would  be  far  better  to  oppose 
the  Bill  directly,  and  to  vote  for  its 
rejection,  rather  than  to  ^ve  it  what 
he  would  call  these  *'  stabs  m  the  back." 
The  hon.  Member  for  Stroud  (Mr. 
Brand)  said  it  was  a  friendly  Amend- 
ment ;  but  if  so  Her  Majesty's  Q-ovem- 
ment  might  hope  to  be  saved  from  their 
friends.     The  Prime  Minister  made  a 

Sromise  when  the  Bill  was  first  intro* 
uced — ^namely,  that  the  measure,  being 
the  least  that  Ireland  could  aec«pt» 
he   would  not  consent  to   any   muti- 
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lation  of  it.  Up  to  the  present  mo- 
ment, the  right  non.  Gentleman  had 
redeemed  that  promise  in  a  manner  al- 
most unprecedented  on  any  previous 
occasion.  The  Bill  came  out  of  Com- 
mittee, after  having  undergone  an  op- 
position of  a  most  unusuid  character, 
almost  precisely  as  it  went  in.  He 
trusted  that  the  Prime  Minister  would 
on  this  occasion  put  down  his  foot  with 
more  than  his  customary  strength  and 
determination.  Hon.  Members  below  the 
Gangway,  on  that  (the  Liberal)  side  of 
the  House,  asked  this  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  because  hitherto  they  had 
supported  the  Government  staunchly, 
and  had  avoided  interfering  with  the 
progress  of  the  Bill  by  talking  about  it. 
Many  of  them  had  been  prepared  to 
propose  Amendments ;  but  they  had  re- 
membered what  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man told  them — that  if  the  ship  were  too 
heavily  laden  it  would  probably  become 
impossible  to  bring  it  into  port,  and  had, 
therefore,  refrained  from  moving  their 
Amendments.  He  trusted  that  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  would  in  the  most 
unmistakeable  manner  show  their  deter- 
mination not  to  allow  the  Bill  to  be  mu- 
tilated  or  stabbed  in  the  back  by  its 
friends. 

Mb.  OARTWRIGHT,  who  spoke 
amid  great  interruption,  said,  he  had 
listened  to  all  the  discussion  that  had 
taken  place  ;  and  he  thought  that  all  the 
arguments  were  in  favour  of  the  Amend- 
ment moved  by  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  Calne  (Lord  Edmond  Fitz- 
maurice).  He  could  not  admit,  even 
after  the  powerful  speech  that  had  been 
delivered  by  the  Prime  Minister,  that 
the  Amendment  was  in  the  slightest 
degree  contrary  to  the  spirit  of  the  Bill. 
His  main  reason  for  saying  that  was 
that  one  of  the  cardinal  features  which 
distinguished  the  Bill  as  originally  pre- 
sented to  the  House  was  the  distinction 
which  it  drew  between  present  and  fu- 
ture tenants ;  and,  therefore,  the  Amend- 
ment contained  nothing  that  was  foreign 
to  the  principle  of  the  measure.  There 
was  another  argument  which  induced 
him  to  support  the  Amendment  which 
had  not  hitherto  been  referred  to,  and 
It  was  this — that  inducements  should  be 
offered  to  the  tenants  to  acquire  the 
ownership  of  land  in  Ireland  ;  so  that,  in 
the  end,  a  kind  of  yeomanry  such  as 
that  which  existed  in  this  country  might 
be  created.     As  explained  by  the  right 

VOL.  OCLXni.    [thirp  sbbies.] 


hon  Gentleman  the  Prime  Minister,  the 
Bill  had  been  brought  forward  in  con- 
sequence of  the  exceptional  condition  of 
Ireland,  and  upon  that  ground  he  (Mr. 
Cartwright)  had  supported  the  measure. 
He  had  supported  it  in  every  provision 
he  believed  to  be  right ;  but  he  did  not 
understand  that  they  were  called  upon 
to  extend  protection  to  everyone,  what- 
ever his  financial  condition  might  be. 
Nor  was  it  necessary  that  they  should 
adopt  the  principle  of  protection  with- 
out limit ;  and  for  these  reasons  he  in- 
tended to  vote  in  support  of  the  Amend- 
ment. 

Mb.  gall  an  remarked,  that  he 
would  not  have  taken  part  in  the  debate 
if  it  w«re  not  for  the  assertion  of  the 
noble  Lord  who  moved  the  Amendment 
(Lord  Edmond  Fitzmaurice)  in  regard  to 
the  late  Mr.  Isaac  Butt.  He  (Mr.  Callan) 
and  other  hon.  Members  had  endeavoured 
to  correct  the  inaccuracies  of  the  noble 
Lord ;  but  the  noble  Lord,  nevertheless, 
persisted  in  his  assertion.  What  was  it 
that  the  noble  Lord  had  said  ?  With  that 
self-confidence  which  generally  charctoter- 
izedhim,  the  noble  Lord  asserted  that  Mr. 
Butt  had  introduced  a  Land  Bill  from 
the  benefits  of  which  the  large  farmers 
were  excluded.  The  noble  Lord  went 
further,  and  wantonly  introduced  the 
name  of  a  gentleman,  Mr.  Robertson, 
of  the  county  of  Kildare,  who,  although 
a  Scotchman,  was  as  honourable  and  as 
useful  a  member  of  society  as  the  noble 
Lord.  Mr.  Robertson  was  a  large  far- 
mer, and  a  generous  and  kindly  em- 
ployer, and  he  had  become,  like  many 
emigrants,  more  Irish  than  the  Irish 
themselves.  Adverting  to  Mr.  Butt's 
Bill,  the  noble  Lord  personally  taunted 
the  Government  with  having  changed 
their  front  since  1870;  and,  in  support 
of  his  assertion,  the  noble  Lord  quoted 
Tiord  Oarlingford  and  Mr.  Dowse.  Mr. 
Dowse  was  now  upon  the  Bench,  and 
Lord  Oarlingford  had  been  relegated  to 
''  another  place,"  so  that  neither  of  them, 
at  the  present  moment,  could  be  looked 
upon  as  representing  Irish  opinion.  The 
noble  Lord  said  the  Bill  of  Mr.  Butt  did 
not  include  the  large  farmers. 

Lord  EDMOND  FITZMAURICE 
said,  the  representation  of  the  hon. 
Member  (Mr.  Callan)  was  not  anything 
like  what  he  did  say.  What  he  said 
was  this — and  he  had  obtained  his  in- 
formation from  hon.  Members  better  ac- 
quainted with  the  history  of  Mr.  Butt's 
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Bill  than  the  hon.  Member — namely, 
that  in  the  first  draft  of  the  Bill  tenants 
of  £100  and  upwards  were  excluded. 

Mr.  CALLAN  said,  he  was  quite  cer- 
tain that  it  could  not  be  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber who  sat  next  to  the  noble  Lord  who 
was  his  authority  on  the  subject.  It  so 
happened  that  h6  (Mr.  Oallan)  was  Mr. 
Butt's  amanuensis  in  drafting  the  Bill  in 
question,  and  he  would  inform  the  House 
what  the  real  facts  were.  Mr.  Butt, 
in  1875  and  in  1876,  brought  in  Bills 
which  did  not  exclude  the  large  farmers ; 
but  in  1877,  instead  of  enlarging  the 
scope  of  the  Bill,  he  altered  it,  and  ex- 
cluded all  grazing  farms  rated  at  more 
than  £50  a-year,  and  also  all  grazing 
farms  on  which  the  tenant  did  not  reside. 
The  noble  Lord's  informant  must  have 
misled  him.  But  although  the  Bill  of 
1877  did  not  include  grazing  farms  of 
£50  and  upwards,  and  although  it  ex- 
cluded all  grazing  farms  on  which  the 
tenant  did  not  reside,  he  found  among 
the  list  of  Members  who  voted  against 
that  Bill  the  name  of  the  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  Oalne,  who,  neverthe- 
less, had  voted  for  the  second  reading  of 
the  present  Bill.     Many  things  had  hap- 

Eened  since  then.  The  state  of  Ireland 
ad  altogether  changed  ;  and  he  would 
recommend  the  noble  Lord,  when  he 
again  introduced  the  name  of  Mr.  Butt 
in  order  to  sanction  any  argument 
against  the  Irish  tenants,  to  take  care 
that  he  was  accurate  in  regard  to  his 
facts,  and  that  he  did  not  depend  for  his 
information  upon  some  third  person 
whose  name  he  studiously  concealed. 

Lord  EDWAED  CAVENDISH  said, 
he  would  not  occupy  the  time  of  the 
House  for  more  than  a  single  moment. 
He  feared  that  he  could  not  lay  claim  to 
having  given  a  very  cordial  support  to 
the  Bill,  because  he  had  had  grave 
doubts  about  it,  owing  to  the  interfer- 
ence it  proposed  with  freedom  of  con- 
tract. But  the  Bill  would  pass,  and  he 
took  it  that,  in  a  great  degree,  whether 
it  proved  to  be  of  advantage  to  Ireland 
or  not  would  depend  very  much  on  the 
spirit  in  which  it  was  passed.  He  be- 
lieved the  Amendment  now  before  the 
House  would  do  very  much  indeed  to 
destroy  the  benefits  to  be  derived  from 
the  passing  of  the  measure.  The  Prime 
Minister  considered  it  his  duty  to  send 
the  Bill  as  a  message  of  peace  to  Ire- 
land, and  it  was  desirable  that  it  should 
be  sent  with  a  good  grace.    Although, 
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Eerhaps,  it  was  not  for  him  to  say  so, 
e  believed  there  were  many  who  sat  on 
that  side  of  the  House  whose  objections 
to  the  measure  had  been  materially  di- 
minished, not  only  by  the  extraordinary 
ability  with  which  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  conducted  the  Bill,  but  also 
by  the  mastery  of  all  its  details  which 
he  had  exhibited,  and  which  made  them 
all  feel  the  fullest  confidence  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  thoroughly 
mastered  the  whole  matter.  Therefore, 
although  the  noble  Lord  the  Member 
for  Came  (Lord  Edmond  Fitzmanrice) 
might  have  good  reasons  for  the  Amend- 
ment he  had  moved,  it  was,  neverthe- 
less, one  which  he  (Lord  Edward  Caven- 
dish) could  not  support. 

Question  put. 

The    House    divided : 
Noes  241 :  Majority  36. 

ATES. 


—  Ayes    205 ; 


Alexander,  Colonel  G. 
Amherst,  W.  A.  T. 
Archdale,  W.  H. 
Ashmead-Bartlett,  E. 
Aylmer,  J.  E.  F. 
Bailey,  Sir  J.  R. 
Balfour,  A.  J. 
Baring,  T.  C. 
Bame,Ool.F.St.  J.  N. 
Barttelot,  Sir  W.  B. 
Bateson,  Sir  T. 
Beach,  rt.  hn.  Sir  M.  H. 
Beach,  W.  W.  B. 
Bectiye,  Earl  of 
Bentinck,  rt.  hn.  G.  G. 
Beresford,  G.  de  la  P. 
Biddell,  W. 
Birkbeck,  E. 
Blackbume,  Col.  J.  I. 
Blennerhassett,  Sir  R. 
Boord,  T.  W. 
Bourke,  rt.  hon.  R. 
Brand,  H.  R. 
Brise,  Golonel  R. 
Broadley,  W.  H.  H. 
Brodrick,  hon.  W.  St. 

J.  F. 
Brooke,  Lord 
Bruce,  Sir  H.  H. 
Bruce,  hon.  T. 
Brymer,  W.  E. 
Burghley,  Lord 
Bumaby,  Gen.  E.  S. 
Burrell,  Sir  W.  W 
Buxton,  Sir  R.  J. 
Cameron,  D. 
Campbell,  J.  A. 
Campbell,  Lord  C. 
Campbell,  Sir  G. 
Cecil,  Lord  E.  H.  B.  G. 
Chaplin,  H. 
Churchill,  Lord  R. 
Clarke,  E. 
Glive,  Col.  hoa.  G.  W. 


Qoee,  M.  C. 
Goddington,  W. 
Cole,  Viscount 
Colebrooke,  Sir  T.  E. 
Collins,  T. 
Compton,  F. 
Goope,  O.  E. 
Cony,  J.  P. 
Griohton,  Viscount 
Cross,  rt.  hon.  Sir  R.  A« 
Cubitt,  rt.  hon.  G. 
Dalrymple,  C. 
Davenport,  W.  B. 
Davies,  D. 

Dawnay,  Col.  hn.  L.  P. 
De  Worms,  Baron  H. 
Dickson,  Major  A.  G. 
Digby,  Col.  hon.  £. 
Dixon-Hartland,  F.  D. 
Donaldson-Hudson,  C« 
Douglas,  A.  Akers- 
Dundas,  hon.  J.  G. 
Dyke,  rt.  hn.  Sir  W.  H« 
Ecroyd,  W.  F. 
Egeiton,  hon.  W. 
Elcho,  Lord 
Emlyn,  Viscount 
Estcourt,  G.  8. 
Evans,  T.  W. 
Ewart,  W. 
Feilden,Major-Genenl 

R.  J. 
Fellowes,  W.  H. 
Fenwick-Bisset,  K. 
Filmer,  Sir  E. 
Finch,  G.  H. 
Fitzwilliam,  hn.  C.  W, 
Fletcher,  Sir  H. 
Foliambe,  F.  J.  S. 
Folkestone,  Visooimt 
Forester,  0.  T.  W. 
Fort,  R. 
Foster,  W.  H. 
Fowler,  R.  N. 
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Frexnantle,  hon.  T.  F. 
Gkurdner,  R.  HidiArd- 

son- 
Gamier,  J.  C. 
Gibson,  rt.  hon.  E. 
Giffard,  Sir  H.  8. 
Goldney,  Sir  G. 
Gordon,  Sir  A. 
Gore-Langton,  W.  S. 
Gorst,  J.  E. 
Goschen,  rt.  hon.  G.  J. 
Grantham,  W. 
Gregory,  G.  B. 
Grey,  A.  H.  G. 
Halsev,  T.  F. 
Hamilton,  Lord  0.  J. 
Hamilton,  I.  T. 
Hamilton,   right  hon. 

LordG. 
Hamilton,  J.  G.  C. 
Harconrt,  E.  W. 
Harvey,  Sir  R.  B. 
Hay,  rt.  hon.  Admiral 

Sir  J.  CD. 
Heneage,  E. 
Herbert,  hon.  8. 
Hicks,  E. 
Hill,  Lord  A.  W. 
HiU,  A.  8. 
Hinchingbrook,  Vise. 

Holland,  Sir  H.  T. 

Home,  Lt.-Col.  D.  M. 

Hope,  rt.  hn.  A.  J.  B.  B. 

Hubbard,  rt.  hon.  J.  G. 

Jackson,  W.  L. 

Kennard,  Col.  E.  H. 

Kingscote,  Col.  R.  N.  F. 

Knight,  F.  W. 

Knightley,  Sir  R. 

Lambton,  hon.  F.  W. 

Lawrence,  Sir  T. 

Lechmere,  Sir  E.  A.  H. 

Lee,  Major  V. 

Legh,  W.  J. 

Leigh,  hon.  G.  H.  C. 

Leigh,  R. 

Leighton,  S. 

Levett,  T.  J. 

Lewisham,  Viscount 

Lindsay,  Sir  R.  L. 

Loder,  R. 

Long,  W.  H. 

Macartney,  J.  W.  E. 

Mac  Iver,  D. 

Macnaghten,  E. 

M*Garel-Hogg,  Sir  J. 

Makins,  Colonel  W.T. 

Manners,  rt.  hn.  Lord  J. 

Master,  T.  W.  C. 

Maxwell,  Sir  H.  E. 

Miles,  Sir  P.  J.  W. 

Mills,  Sir  C.  H. 

Monckton,  F. 

Morgan,  hon.  F. 


Mo08,B. 

Newdegate,  0.  N. 
Nicholron,  W. 
Nioholson,  W.  N. 
Noel,  rt.  hon.  G.  J. 
Korthcote,  H.  S. 
Korthcote,  rt.  hon.  Sir 

8.  H. 
Onslow,  D. 
Paget,  R.  H. 
Palliser,  Sir  W. 
Pell,  A. 

Pemberton,  E.  L. 
Percy,  Earl 
Phipps,  C.  N.  P. 
Plunket,  rt.  hon.  D.  B. 
RaUi,  P. 
Ramsay,  J. 
Ramsden,  Sir  J. 
Repton,  G.  W. 
Ritchie,  0.  T. 
RodweU,  B.  B.  H. 
Rolls,  J.  A. 

Ross,  A.  H. 
Ross,  0.  0. 

Roth8child,SirN.  M.  de 

Round,  J. 

Sandon,  Viscount 

Schreiber,  C. 

Scott,  Lord  H. 

Scott,  M.  D. 

Selwin  -  Ibbetson,  Sir 
H.J. 

Seveme,  J.  E. 

Sinclair,  Sir  J.  G.  T. 

Smith,  rt  hon.  "W.  H. 

Stafford,  Marquess  of 

Stanhope,  hon.  E. 

Stanley,  rt.  hn.  Col.  F. 

Storer,  G. 

Sykes,  C. 

Talbot,  J.  G. 

Taylor,rt.  hn.  C0I.T.E. 

Thomson,  H. 

Thomhill,  T. 

ToUemache,  H.  J. 

ToUemache,  hn.  W.  F. 

Tottenham,  A.  L. 

Walrond,  Col.  W.  H 

Warburton,  P.  E. 

Warton,  C.  N. 

Watney,  J. 

Welby-Gregory,SirW. 

Whitley,  E. 

Wihnot,  Sir  H. 

Winn,  R. 

Wolff,  Sir  H.  D. 

Wroughton,  P. 

Wyndham,  hon.  P. 

Yorke,  J.  R. 

TBLLBRS. 

Cartwright,  W. 
Fitzmaurice,  Lord  E. 


NOES. 


Acland,  Sir  T.  D. 
Agar  -  Robartes,   hon. 

T.  C. 
A^ew,  W. 
Ains  worth,  D. 
Allen,  W.  S. 


Armitage,  B. 
Arnold,  A. 
Asher,  A. 
Ashley,  hon.  E.  M. 
Baldwin,  E. 
Balfour^  Sir  G. 


Balfour,  J.  B. 
Balfour,  J.  S. 
Barnes,  A. 
Barran,  J. 
Bass,  A. 
Bass,  H. 

Beaumont,  W.  B. 
Bellingham,  A.  H. 
Biggar,  J.  G. 
Blake,  J.  A. 
Blennerhassett,  B.  P. 
Bolton,  J.  0. 
Borlase,  W.  0. 
Brassey,  H.  A. 
Brassey,  Sir  T. 
Brett,  R.  B. 
Briggs,  W.  E. 
Bright,  J.  (Manchester) 
Broadhurst,  H. 
Brooks,  M. 
Brown,  A.  H. 

Bruce,  rt.  hon.  Lord  C. 

Bruce,  hon.  R.  P. 

Bryce,  J. 

Burt,  T. 

Buxton,  F.  W. 

Byrne,  G.  M. 

Caine,  W.  S. 

Callan,  P. 

Cameron,  C. 

Campbell,  R.  F.  F. 

Campbell  -  Bannerman, 
H. 

Carington,    hon.    CoL 
W.  H.  P. 

Causton,  R.  K. 

Cavendish,  Lord  E. 

Cavendish*  Iiord  F.  0. 

Chamberlain,  rt.  hn.  J. 

Chambers,  Sir  T. 

Cheetham,  J.  F. 

Childers,  rt.  hn.  H.C  JS. 

Clarke,  J.  C. 

Clifford,  0. 0. 

Cohen,  A. 

Ceilings,  J. 

Collins,  E. 

Colthurst,Col.D.  La  T. 

Corbet,  W.  J. 

Corbett,  J. 

Cotes,  0.  C. 

Oourtney,  L.  H. 

Cowan,  J. 

Cropper,  J. 

Cross,  J.  K. 

Cmm,  A. 

Cunliffe,  Sir  R.  A. 

Daly,  J. 

Davey,  H. 

Davies,  R. 

Davies,  W. 

Dawson,  C. 

Dilke,  A.  W. 

Dilke,  Sir  C.  W. 

Dillwyn,  L.  L. 

Dodds,  J. 

Dodson,  rt.  hon.  J.  G. 

Duckham,  T. 

Earp,  T. 

Edwards,  H. 

Edwards,  P. 

Egerton,  Adm.  hon.  F. 

Erringtoiiy  G. 


Fairbaim,  Sir  A« 
Farquharson,  Dr.  B. 
Fay,  C.  J. 
Ferguson,  B. 
Findlater,  W. 
Finigan,  J.  L. 
Flower,  C. 
Foljambe,  0.  G.  8. 
Forster,  Sir  0. 
Forster,  rt.  hon.  W.  E. 
Fowler,  H.  H. 
Fowler,  W. 

Gm,  H.  J. 
Givan,  J. 

Gladstone,  rt.  hn.  W.E. 
Gladstone,  H.  J. 
Gladstone,  W.  H. 
Gourley,  E.  T. 
Gower,  hon.  E.  F.  L. 
Grafton,  F.  W. 
Haroourt,  rt.  hon.  Sir 

W.  G.  V.  V. 
Hardcastle,  J.  A. 
Hartington,  Marq.  of 
Hastings,  G.  W. 
Hayter,  Sir  A.  D. 
Healy,  T.  M. 
Henderson,  F. 
Henry,  M. 
Herschell,  Sir  F. 
Hibbert,  J.  T. 
Holland,  S. 
Hollond,  J.  R. 
Holms,  J. 
Hopwood,  0.  H. 
Howard,  E.  S. 
Howard,  G.  J. 
Hughes,  W.  B. 
Hutchinson,  J.  D. 
Inderwick,  F.  A. 
James,  C. 
James,  W.  H. 
Jardine,  R. 
Jenkins,  D.  J. 
Johnson,  E. 
Johnson,  W.  M. 
^nnear,  J. 
Labouchere,  H. 
Laing,  S. 
Lalor,  R. 
Law,  rt.  hon.  H. 
Lawson,  Sir  W. 
Laycock,  R. 
Lea,  T. 
Leahy,  J. 
Leake,  R. 
Leamy,  B. 
Leatham,  E.  A. 
Leatham,  W.  H. 
Leeman,  J.  J. 
Lefevre,  right  hon.  G, 

J.  S. 
Macfarlane,  D.  H. 
Mackintosh,  C.  F. 
M'Arthur,  A. 
McCarthy,  J. 
M*Clure,  Sir  T. 
M*Coan,  J.  C. 
M*Kenna,  Sir  J.  N. 
M'Laren,  J. 
Magniac,  C. 
Mapping  F.  T. 
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MarjoribaakB,  Sir  D.  0. 
Maijoribanks,  E. 
Martin,  R.  B. 
Alarum,  E.  M. 
Mason,  H. 
Milbank,  F.  A. 
MoUoy,  B.  C. 
Monk,  0.  J. 
Moore,  A. 

Morgan,  rt.  hn.  G.  O. 
Mundella,  rt.hon.  A.  J. 
Noel,  E. 

Nolan,  lyiajor  J.  P. 
O'Beime,  Major  F. 
O'Brien,  Sir  P. 
O'Connor,  A. 
O'Connor,  T.  P. 
O'Conor,  D.  M. 
O'Donnell,  F.  H. 
O'Donoghae,  The 
O' Gorman  Mahon,  Col. 

The 
O'Kelly,  J. 
0*Shaaghne«y,  R. 
O'Shea,  W.  H. 
Otwav,  A. 
Paget,  T.  T. 
Pauner,  0.  M. 
Palmer,  G. 
Palmer,  J.  H. 
Parker,  C.  S. 
Pamell,  C.  8. 
Pease,  A. 
Pender,  J. 
Playfair,  rt.  hon.  L. 
Powell,  W.  R.  H. 
Power,  R. 
Price,  Sir  R.  G. 
Pugh,  L.  P. 
PuUey,  J. 
Rathbone,  W. 
Redmond,  J.  E. 
Reid,  R.  T. 
Rendel,  8. 
Richard,  U. 
Richardflon,  T. 
Roberta,  J. 


Rogers,  J.  E.  T. 
Roundell,  0.  S. 
Russell,  G.  W.  E. 
Russell,  Lord  A. 
Rylands,  P. 
Shaw,W. 
Smith,  E. 
Smithwick,  J.  F. 
Smyth,  P.  J. 
Spencer,  hon.  C.  R. 
Stanley,  hon.  E.  L. 
Stanton,  W.  J. 
Stewart,  J. 
Storey,  S. 
8tory-Ma8kelyne,M.H, 

Stuart,  H.  V. 
Sullivan,  A.  M. 
Sullivan,  T.  D. 
Summers,  W. 
SynaUf  E.  J. 
Talbot,  C.  R.  M. 
Taylor,  P.  A. 
Tennant,  C. 
Thomasson,  J.  P. 
Thompson,  T.  C. 
Tillett,  J.  H. 
Vivian,  A.  P. 
Walter,  J. 
Waugh,  E. 
Wedaerbum,  Sir  D. 
Whitbread,  S. 
Wigffin,  H. 
Wimams,  S.  0.  E. 
Williamson,  8. 
Willis,  W. 
Wills,  W.  H. 
Willyams,  E.  W.  B. 
Wilson,  C.  H. 
Wilson,!. 
Wilson,  Sir  M. 
Wodehonse,  E.  R. 
WoodaIl,W. 

TBLLBRS. 

Grosvenor,  Lord  R. 
Kensington,  Lord 


Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  7,  line  31,  after  the  word  **  applies," 
to  insert  the  words  *'  after  having  given  the  pre- 
scribed notice  to  the  landlord." — (ifr.  Warton.) 

Question,  ''  That  those  words  be  there 
inserted, '*  put,  and  negatived. 

On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  Attoexet  Ge- 
KBRAL  for  Ireland,  Amendment  made 
in  page  7,  line  35,  by  leaving  out  the 
word  ''  his/'  and  substituting  the  word 
•'*  the." 

Amendment  proposed, 

Li  page  7,  line  37,  to  leave  out  the  word 
"  intex^t,"  in  order  to  insert  the  word  ''  in- 
terests,"—(Jfr.  Warton,) 

—instead  thereof. 

Question,  "  That  the  word  *  interest ' 
stand  part  of  the  Bill/'  put,  and  agreed  to. 


On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  Attobkby  Gb- 
KEBAi.  for  Ibelaih),  Amendment  made 
in  page  8,  line  8,  by  leaving  out  "after," 
and  inserting  ''  from  the  rent  day  next 
succeeding  the  day  on  which." 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  8,  line  9,  to  leave  ont  the  word 
"determination,"  in  order  to  insert  the  word 
"  decision,"— (ifr.  Warton,) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question,  ''That  the  word  'determi- 
nation' stand  part  of  the  Bill,"  put,  and 
agreed  to. 

On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  Attorney  Ge- 
NEEAii  for  Ireland,  Amendment  made 
in  page  8,  line  21,  by  inserting  as  a 
separate  paragraph — 

"  Provided  also,  that  such  application  for  re- 
sumption may  be  entertained  by^  the  Court,  if  it 
is  satisfied  that  before  the  passing  of  this  Act, 
the  reversion  expectant  on  the  determination  of 
a  lease  of  the  holding  was  purchased  by  the 
landlord  or  his  predecessors  in  title  with  a  view 
of  letting  or  otherwise  disposing  of  the  land  for 
building  purposes  on  the  determination  of  such 
lease,  and  that  it  is  bonfi  fide  required  by  him 
for  such  purpose.*' 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  8, 
line  27,  to  leave  out  the  words  "  and 
not  by  the  tenant." — {Mr,  Warton.) 

Question,  "  That  the  words  proposed 
to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the  Bill," 
put,  and  agreed  to. 

Sir  THOMAS  BATESON  said,  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  had  stated 
not  long  ago  that  he  was  not  aware  of 
any  case  in  which  the  landlords  in  Ulster 
had  purchased  the  tenant  right  and  re- 
let the  holding.  Sir  Qeorge  Young  had 
also  written  a  letter  to  Tke  Times  stating 
the  same  thinfl^.  Now,  if  both  those 
Gentlemen  held  that  view,  it  was  not  at 
all  surprising  that  the  Prime  Minister 
should  have  also  stated  that  he  had  not 
heard  of  even  one  case  of  the  kind. 
This  Bill  was  framed  and  ready  to  be 
launched  towards  the  end  of  March  last ; 
it  was  introduced  to  Parliament  on  the 
7th  April,  and  in  the  beginning  of  June, 
seven  weeks  afterwards,  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Attorney  General  for  Ire- 
land, the  Prime  Minister,  and  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen opposite  were  not  aware  of  a  case 
in  which  the  Ulster  tenant  right  had 
been  purchased  by  the  landlord.  Tho 
Prime  Minister  had  challenged  him  (Sir 
Thomas  Bateson)  to  produce  cases  of  the 
kind ;  and,  in  response  to  that  appeal,  he 
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had  within  a  short  time  furnished  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  with  1 8  cases  which 
he  had  verified,  and  was  prepared  to  sub- 
stantiate.    He  had,  moreover,  informed 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  he  had  a 
list   of   200   cases  besides,  and  that  if 
he  would  depute  some  person  to  investi- 
gate  them,    every  facility   and    assist- 
ance should  be   afforded  on  his   part. 
The  right  hon.   Gentleman,    however, 
did  not  avail  himself  of  that  oflFer.    Irre- 
spective of  the  Ulster  cases,  there  were 
14   similar  cases  in    the    Province    of 
Leinster,  where  Dr.  Edge  had  purchased 
up   a  tenant    right   analogous    to   the 
Ulster  Custom ;  and  the  House  would  be 
surprised  to  hear  that  amongst  the  200 
cases  to  which  he  had  previously  referred 
there   were   65   relating  to  the   county 
which  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
himself  represented.     He  had  no  doubt 
that  had  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  visited  his  constituents  with 
the  regularity  that  was  usual  with  other 
Members  of  Parliament  in  the  case  of 
their  constituencies,  he  would  not  have 
made  the  statement  that  he  was  not  aware 
of  any  case  of  the  tenant  right  having 
been  bought  up  by  the  landlord,  seeing 
that  by  simply  writing  to  a  limited  num- 
ber of  friends  he  (Sir  Thomas  Bateson) 
had    ascertained    that    there   were    65 
cases   of   the   kind   in   the    right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman^s  own  county. 
In  sub- section   4   of  the    clause  under 
notice,  the  Court  was  empowered  to  dis- 
allow any  claim  which  might  be  put  for- 
ward where  the  landlord  had  made  the 
improvements    and    maintained    them. 
All   he  wanted   was  that  they  should 
give   the  same  power  to  the  Court  in 
the  case  where  the  landlord  had  pur- 
chased up  the  buildings  and  improve- 
ments in  Ulster  and  in  other  parts  of 
Ireland.     He  could  not  see  what  differ- 
ence there  was  between  a  landlord  him- 
self making  improvements  and  erecting 
buildings,  or  his  buying  them  from  some- 
one else.     He  (Sir  Thomas  Bateson)  had 
rented  a  piece  of  land  in  London,  and  had 
built  a  house  on  it,  whilst  his  next-door 
neighbour  had  bought  his  house  ftoxn 
the  person  who  had  built  it.      Surely 
the  position  of  the  one   was  identical 
with  that  of  the  other.    Putting  aside  the 
proprietors  in  the  Province  of  Leinster, 
who  had  bought  up   the  tenant  right 
custom  and  the  improvements  of  their 
tenants,  he  would  now  only  refer  to  the 


Ulster  cases.  He  was  sorry  the  Prime 
Minister  was  not  in  his  place ;  but  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  (Mr.  Law) 
was  in  the  House,  and  he,  no  doubt, 
would  say — **0h,  in  Ulster,  where  the 
landlords  have  purchased  up  the  tenant 
right,  we  give  them  the  same  power  and 
privileges,  and  we  put  them  in  iden- 
tically the  same  position  as  tenants  out- 
side Ulster."  But  was  that  so?  He 
(Sir  Thomas  Bateson)  maintained — 
without  intending  to  be  disrespectful — 
that  this  was  mere  special  pleading. 
Had  the  landlords  in  Leinster,  as  a  rule, 
purchased  up  the  whole  of  the  tenants' 
interest?  They  had  not,  although,  no 
doubt,  in  many  cases  they  had  done  so. 
Let  them  take  the  case  of  the  Duke  of 
Devonshire's  property.  On  it  the  land- 
lord had  done  all  the  improvements, 
and  the  tenants  were,' practically,  Eng- 
lish tenants.  There  were  other  cases 
where  the  landlords  had  done  half  the 
improvements,  and  others,  again,  where 
the  whole  of  them  had  been  effected  by 
the  tenants.  Therefore,  where  Ulster 
landlords  had  purchased  up  the  whole  of 
the  improvements,  and  had  re-let  the  ten- 
ancies to  other  tenants,  it  could  not  be 
said  that  those  tenants  were  put  in 
exactly  the  same  position  as  tenants  in 
Leinster  or  in  Munster.  As  he  had 
already  said,  the  Bill  gave  power  to 
exclude  tenancies  where  the  landlords 
had  made  all  the  improvements.  In 
Queen's  County,  on  Dr.  Edge's  pro- 
perty, there  were  14  such  cases,  and 
there  were  many  others  in  Leinster;  and, 
he  asked,  why  should  they  not  put  the 
proprietors  of  these  holdings  who  had 
invested  their  money  in  this  way  in  the 
same  position  as  the  Duke  of  Devonshire 
and  the  great  ab«rentee  proprietors  ?  He 
failed  to  see  how  the  Government  could, 
logically,  refuse  this  Amendment.  The 
Government,  he  maintained,  were  on  the 
horns  of  a  dilemma.  If  sub-section  4  was 
right,  they  were  bound  to  accept  the 
Amendment;  but  if  it  was  wrone,  in 
common  justice  they  ought  to  strike  it 
out  of  the  Bill.  But  he  doubted  very 
much  whether  the  great  proprietors, 
whose  estates  were  managed  on  the  Eng- 
lish system,  would  be  satisfied  to  have 
it  struck  out  of  the  Bill.  He  said,  and 
said  deliberately,  that  if  that  House 
perpetrated  a  grievous  injustice  like  this, 
with  much  more  reason  and  equity  might 
the  Demooratio  Party  introduc^^  ^  ^a^s^ 
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distant  date,  a  measure  to  give  fixity  of 
tenure  to  the  householders  on  the  Lon- 
don properties  of  the  great  Whig  mag- 
nates, the  Duke  of  Bedford,  Lord  Port- 
man,  and  the  Duke  of  Westnunster, 
upon  which  every  shilling  of  outlay  had 
been  made  by  the  tenants.  The  Bepre- 
sentatives  in  that  House  of  these  three 
leviathan  proprietors  had  been  steadily 
supporting  all  the  most  confiscatory  pro- 
visions of  this  Bill ;  but  let  them  beware 
lest  their  turn  might  come  next,  and 
should  it  come,  he,  for  one,  would  not 
pity  them. 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  page  8,  line  27,  after  the  word  **  tenant," 
to  insert  the  words  *'  or  that  the  Ulster  tenant 
right  custom,  or  the  benefit  of  any  usage  corre- 
spondinff  to  such  custom,  has  been  purchased  or 
acquired  by  the  landlord  or  his  predecessors  in 
title,  and  Uiat  no  permanent  imnroyements  have 
since  said  purchase  been  effected  by  the  tenant." 
— (^i>  Thomas  JBateson,) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

The  ATTOENEY  GENEEAL  fob 
IBELAND  (Mr.  Law)  said,  the  Oovem- 
ment  could  not  accept  the  Amendment  of 
the  hon.  Baronet.  Take  the  case  where 
a  landlord  had  bought  up  the  tenant 
right — that  was  to  say,  the  tenancy, 
and  had  relet  the  holding,  which 
was  a  thing  which  occurred  all  over 
Ireland.  No  one  denied  that  where  the 
landlord  in  Ulster  had  bought  up  the 
tenant  right  he  got  possession  oi  the 
land,  and  relet  it  if  he  thought  fit ;  but, 
having  bought  the  improvements  and  re- 
let the  land  with  those  improvements  on 
it,  it  might  fairly  be  supposed  that  he  had 
taken  good  care  to  ch^f^  a  higher  rent. 
It  was  hardly  credible  that  the  landlords 
who  had  bought  up  the  tenant  right,  in- 
cluding all  existing  improvements,  would 
stillrelettlielandattheformerrent.  Then 
if  there  were  no  houses  built,  or  no  land 
reclaimed,  and  the  new  tenant  put  his 
capital  into  the  holding,  he  needed  pro- 
tection as  much  as  did  the  man  who 
had  erected  buildings  or  reclaimed  land. 
He  had  heard  instances  of  the  kind  re- 
ferred to  by  the  hon.  Baronet  mentioned 
before  ;  but,  although  the  improvements 
were  set  forth,  in  no  case  was  the  new 
rent  specified.  The  landlord  would  surely 
not  be  BO  foolish  as  to  invest  his  money 
in  purchasing  up  the  possession  of  the 
land  and  then  relet  it  at  the  old  rent. 
The  tenant  required  protection  against 
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an  unfair  rent,  even  though  the  tenant 
right  might  have  been  bought  up.  Nay, 
even  where  he  had  made  no  permanent 
improvements,  the  farm  would  still  be 
his  home,  and  he  was  entitled  to  security 
against  an  exorbitant  rent. 

SiE  WALTER  B.  BAETTELOT 
could  not  agree  with  the  arguments  just 
used  by  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland. 
The  point  was  that  the  new  tenant 
coming  in  should  have  money  to  oulti- 
vate  his  farm  properly.  His  hon.  Friend 
moved  an  Amendment  dealing  with 
cases  where  the  landlord  had  bought  up 
the  tenant  right,  and  the  rent  was  a  fair 
one.  The  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman, however,  always  supposed  that 
the  rent  would  be  an  unfair  one.  His 
hon.  Friend  assumed  that  the  rents  were 
fair  and  reasonable,  especially  on  the 
large  properties.  The  proposal  before 
the  House  was  a  most  reasonable  one, 
that  where  the  buildings  on  the  holding 
belonged  to  the  landlord,  and  the  land- 
lord had  purchased  up  the  tenant  right, 
the  Oourt  might,  if  it  thought  fit — the 
Amendment  did  not  say  ''the  Oourt 
shall " — absolve  him  from  the  necessity 
of  appearing  before  it  to  have  the  rent 
fixed. 

LoBD  GEOEGE  HAMILTON  said, 
that,  if  he  understood  the  argument  of 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland,  it 
amounted  to  this — that  in  every  case 
where  the  landlord  had  bought  up  the 
tenant  right  of  any  particular  holding, 
and  had  relet  that  holding,  he  had  relet 
it  at  an  increased  rent.  He(Lord  George 
Hamilton),  however,  understood  his  hon. 
Friend  (Sir  Thomas  Bateson)  to  say  that 
there  were  many  cases  where  the  land- 
lord had  bought  up  the  tenant  right  and 
relet  without  charging  an  increased  rent. 
["  No,  no !  "]  Hon.  Gentlemen  who 
said  <<  No! "  did  not  Hve  in  the  North  of 
Ireland,  and  he  was  of  opinion  that  there 
were  many  oases  of  the  kind  he  had 
thus  described.  If  the  landlords  had 
raised  the  rents,  it  was  not  necessary  to 
make  provision  for  them;  but  if  they 
had  not,  they  should  deal  with  them  as 
his  hon.  Friend  proposed.  If  the  Amend- 
ment were  not  accepted,  there  was  only 
one  possible  means  oy  which  these  land- 
lords could  protect  themselves,  and  that 
was  by  taking  the  first  opportunity  they 
oouLd  of  raising  the  rent,  so  that  the 
new  tenants  might  not  dexire  all  the 
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advantage  from  the  improvements  they 
had  purchased.  He  was  very  sorry  Her 
Majesty* 8  Government  could  not  accept 
the  Amendment. 

Mr.  a.  M.  SULLIVAN  noticed  that 
the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Middle- 
sex (Lord  George  Hamilton)  had  not 
spoken  of  cases  within  his  own  know- 
ledge where  the  landlords  had  bought 
up  the  tenant  right  and  had  relet,  with- 
out charging  an  increased  rent.  No 
doubt,  the  House  would  have  accepted 
the  statement  if  the  noble  Lord  had 
stated  the  facts  as  having  come  within 
his  own  observation.  The  House  ought 
not  to  waste  time  in  discussing  the  case 
of  a  class  of  landlords  who,  with  all  re- 
spect to  the  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  Thomas 
Bateson),  were  a  class  up  in  a  balloon. 
He  had  never  before  heard  of  them,  and 
did  not  believe  they  existed. 

Mr.  GIBSON  said,  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  (Mr.  A.  M.  Sullivan) 
had  no  particular  means  of  knowing 
what  occurred  in  the  North  of  Ireland. 
His  hon.  Friend  (Sir  Thomas  Bateson), 
who  was  unable,  by  the  Rules  of  the 
House,  to  speak  again,  assured  him  that 
there  were  many  cases  of  the  kind  re- 
ferred to  capable  of  being  verified,  and 
he  ofifered  to  furnish  particulars  of  them 
to  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland.  There 
were  many  landlords  in  Ulster,  he  be- 
lieved, who  had,  under  express  pro- 
visions of  the  Act  of  1870,  purchased  up 
the  tenant  right  by  paying  a  substantijJ 
sum  of  money,  and  many  had  purchased 
under  certain  conditions,  although  he 
had  no  greater  personal  knowledge  of 
these  matters  than  had  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Meatb  (Mr.  A.  M. 
Sullivan).  It  would  be  in  the  last  de- 
gree unfair  to  such  landlords  if  they 
were  to  be  put  in  the  position  of  other 
landlords  who  had  not  spent  1».,  and  if 
they  were  not  to  have  the  chance  of  being 
paid  back  the  money  they  had  expended, 
or  if  they  were  not  to  be  excluded  froijd 
this  provision  of  the  Bill.  They  were 
not  excluded  in  any  shape  from  the  1st 
section  as  to  free  sale.  If  the  Amend- 
ment was  refused,  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland  (Mr.  Law)  would  be  unable 
to  point  out  any  single  clause  under 
which  the  landlord,  who  had  purchased 
the  tenant  right,  could  be  put  oack  into 
the  position  he  originally  occupied. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 


Mb.  PABNELL  said,  lie  hoped  the 
House  would  not  ask  him  to  move  his 
Amendment  as  to  absentees  at  that  late 
hour  of  the  night,  but  would  agree  to 
the  adjournment  of  the  debate.  The 
Amendment  would  raise  a  very  import- 
ant question.  He  had  been  precluded 
from  moving  it  in  Committee. 

Mr.  W.  E.  FOESTER  :  As  we  have 
to  meet  at  12  o'clock  to-morrow,  perhaps 
the  request  of  the  hon.  Member  is  not 
unreasonable. 

Further  Proceeding  on  Consideration, 
as  amended,  deferred  till  To-morrow, 

PETROLEUM  (HAWKING)  BILL. 
{Mr  Courtney.) 

[_Lord8.'\     [bill  222.]     committee. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
*'  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair." — {Mr.  Courtney.) 

Mr.  HOPWOOD  hoped  the  Govern- 
ment would  not  press  the  measure  on  at 
that  hour  of  the  morning.  It  only  came 
down  from  the  Lords  a  short  time  ago, 
and  it  was  hurried  through  a  secojid 
reading  last  night.  He  had  opposed  it 
that  day  at  the  Morning  Sitting,  and  he 
had  good  grounds  for  doing  so.  If  he 
was  in  Order,  he  would  say  that  he  had 
a  solid  objection  to  more  than  one  of 
the  clauses  of  the  measure.  He  would 
move  the  adjournment  of  the  debate. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned.*' 
— [Mr.  ITopwood.) 

Mb.  COUETNEY  hoped  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Stockport  would 
not  persist  in  his  Motion.  The  Bill  was 
a  very  simple  one,  and,  no  doubt,  if 
they  were  allowed  to  proceed  with  it, 
when  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
showed  that  he  had  a  really  serious 
objection  to  one  of  its  provisions,  Pro- 
gress would  be  arrested  in  due  time. 
He  (Mr.  Courtney),  however,  did  not 
apprehend  that  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  had  anything  to  object  to  but  a 

goint  of  detail  which  might  very  well 
e  considered  now.  If  they  found  that 
they  had  not  sufficient  time  to  consider 
it,  they  could  report  Progress,  and  re- 
sume the  discussion  of  the  clauses  on. 
another  occasion.  At  this  time  of  the 
year,  it  was  not  wise  to  ^oefc^Tvs^  \si55».« 
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Bures  unnecessarilj.  He  thought  hon. 
Members  would  agree  with  him  that  the 
GK>Temment  were  justified  in  pressing 
on  the  Bill.     

Mb.  DILLWYN  said  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend's  objection  was  not  a 
matter  of  detail.  The  Ooyemment  were 
seeking  to  take  power  to  modify  and 
rescind  and  alter  regulations  with  re- 
gard to  the  sale  of  petroleum.  Clause  3 
said  that  one  of  the  principal  Secre- 
taries of  States  might,  from  time  to  time, 
alter,  repeal,  and  add  to  the  regulations 
contained  in  the  Act ;  so  that,  in  point  of 
fact,  the  clause  gave  power  to  the  Go- 
vernment to  alter  the  law  which  they 
were  establishing  in  the  other  provi- 
sions of  the  Bill.  He  could  not,  there- 
fore, think  that  any  objection  taken  to 
the  clause  could  well  be  called  a  matter 
of  detail. 

Sm  WILLIAM  HAEOOURT  said, 
the  point  raised  was  obviously  a  single 
point  upon  a  single  clause,  and  at  that 
time  of  the  Session  he  hoped  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  would  allow  the 
Bill  to  proceed. 

Mb.  THOMA880N  said,  he  would 
withdraw  several  Amendments  he  had 
proposed  to  move^ 

Mb.  B.  N.  fowler  suggested  that 
Mr.  Speaker  should  leave  the  Chair, 
and  that  the  hon.  Gentleman  in  charge 
of  the  Bill  (Mr.  Courtney)  should  then 
Consent  to  report  Progress. 

Sib  JAMES  M'GAEEL-HOGG  urged 
that  the  Bill  should,  at  that  time  of  the 
Session,  be  allowed  to  proceed. 

Mb.  WHITLEY  said,  he  looked  with 
considerable  alarm  upon  the  notion  that 
men  should  be  allowed  to  go  about  the 
streets  with  petroleum  in  carts ;  and  he 
thought  it  would  be  well  to  report  Pro- 
gress now,  because  of  the  g^at  import- 
ance of  the  Bill.  The  principle  oi  the 
Bill  was  a  very  dangerous  one,  and 
he  considered  that  such  a  Bill  ought 
not  to  be  discussed  at  1  o'clock  in  the 
morning. 

Mb.  R.  H.  PAGET  also  thought  it 
unreasonable  to  go  on  with  the  Bill  at 
such  an  hour.  The  House  had  not  had 
an  opportunity  of  considering  the  Bill 
in  order  to  see  whether  it  in  any  way 
affected  the  amending  Act  passed  a  few 
years  ago  with  regard  to  petroleum.  He 
did  not  for  a  moment  desire  to  obstruct 
the  passing  of  Bills ;  but  this  was  a  Bill 
of  such  importance,  that  it  would  be  un- 
reasonable to  ask  the  House  to  discuss 
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it  without  knowing  beforehand  that  it 
was  coming  on. 

Mb.  WARTON  supported  the  pro- 
posal  to  defer  the  consideration  of  the  Bill, 
observing  that  the  point  to  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department  had  re- 
ferred, and  which  the  hon.  Member  for 
Swansea  (Mr.  Dillwyn)  had  raised,  was 
one  of  the  most  important  points  the 
House  could  have  to  consider.  It  was 
legislation  by  Secretaries  of  State.  The 
House  ought  to  regard  that  as  a  Consti- 
tutional question.  The  hawking  of 
petroleum  was  a  very  objectionable 
practice  altogether.  Petroleum  was  a 
favourite  engine  of  the  ultra-Radical 
Party,  and  the  House  did  not  know  for 
what  purpose  it  might  be  used.  They 
might  have  dynamite  hawked  about  in 
small  quantities.  Who  were  the  people 
who  were  expected  to  keep  the  stringent 
rules  proposed  ?  Common  pedlars,  who 
were  not  to  be  trusted.  They  knew  how 
reckless  men  were  with  gunpowder; 
these  pedlars  would  not  understand,  or, 
if  they  understood,  would  disreg^ard  and 
despise  the  rules.  They,no  doubt,  smoked, 
and  they  would  care  much  more  for  their 
smoke  than  for  the  public  safety. 

Mb.  DUCKHAM  complained  that  the 
Bill  had  been  sprung  upon  the  House. 
He  had  never  seen  or  heard  of  it  till  to- 
night, and  he  thought  an  opportunity 
of  reading  a  Bill  of  such  an  important 
character  should  be  given  to  the  House 
before  any  decision  was  taken  upon  it. 
He  should,  therefore,  support  the  Motion 
for  Adjournment. 

Mb.  COURTNEY  said,  there  was 
every  disposition  on  the  pi^  of  the  Go- 
vernment to  give  ample  consideration 
to  the  Bill ;  but  the  Government  were 
obliged,  at  that  time  of  the  yecur,  to  be 
guided  by  a  common-sense  view,  and  if 
the  Speaker  were  not  allowed  to  leave 
the  Chair  the  House  might  be  precluded 
from  considering  the  BiOU.  If  the  Motion 
to  go  into  Committee  was  agreed  to,  the 
Government  would  be  ready  to  stop  at 
any  moment  after  the  Speaker  had  left 
the  Chair.  Petroleum  was  at  present 
hawked  under  licence,  and  this  Bill  only 
proposed  to  allow  people  to  hawk  it 
from  one  county  into  another. 

Mb.  HOPWOOD  said,  he  would  ac- 
cept the  offer  of  the  hon.  (Gentleman, 
and  would  withdraw  his  Motion. 

Motion,  by  leave,  toUhdrawn, 
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Original  Question,  **  That  Mr.  Speaker 
do  now  leave  the  Chair,"  put,  and 
agreed  to. 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 

Committee  report  Progress ;  to  sit 
again  upon  Thursday. 


SUPERANNUATION   ACT     (POST    OFFICE  AND 

WOEKS)   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Lord  Frederick  Cavexdibh, 
Bill  to  extend  "  The  Superannuation  Act 
Amendment  Act,  1873,**  to  certain  persons 
admitted  into  subordinate  situations  in  the  De- 
partments of  the  Postmaster  General  and  the 
Commissioners  of  Her  Majesty*s  Works  and 
Public  Buildings,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by 
Lord  Frederick  Cavendish  and  Mr.  John 
Holms. 

BWlpresetited^  and  road  the  first  time.  [Bill  228.] 

House  adjourned  at  half 
after  One  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 
Wednesday,  '11  th  July,  1881. 


The  House  met; — And  having  gone 
through  the  Business  on  the  Paper , 
without  debate — 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  before  Five 

o'clock,  till  To-morrow,  a  quarter 

before  Five  o'clock. 


HOUSE    or    COMMONS, 
Wednesday,  27th  July,  1881. 


MINUTES.]— Select  Committee— TAiW  Re- 
port— Public  Accounts  [No.  360]. 
Public    Bills  —  Ordered  —  Firet    Beading  — 

Infectious  Diseases  (Notification)  *  [229]. 
Ctofnwi«w—i2<rpor<— Public  Works  Loans*  [211]. 
Committee  —  Report — Coneidered  as  amended  — 

Third  Reading— Alkfi]i,  &c.  Works  Regula. 

tion  {re-eomm.)  •  [186],  kuA  passed. 
Considered  as  amended  —  Land   Law   (Ireland) 

[226],  further  Proceeding  adjourned. 
Withdrawn  —  Judgments    (Inferior    Courts)  • 

[48] ;  County  Courts  •  [84]  ;  Vivisection  Abo- 

Ution*  [94]. 


NOTICE    OF  RESOLUTION. 

LAND  LAW  (IRELAND)  BILL. 

Lord  RANDOLPH  OHURCHILL 
gave  Notice  that  on  the  Motion  for  the 
third  reading  of  this  Bill  he  should 
move  the  following  Resolution : — 

*'  That  the  Land  Law  (Ireland)  Bill  as  origi- 
nally introduced  and  amended  in  Committee  is 
the  result  of  a  revolutionary  agitation,  encou- 
rages the  repudiation  of  contracts  and  liabilities, 
oficnds  against  individual  liberty,  is  calculated 
to  diminish  the  security  of  property,  will  not 
contribute  to  the  peace  or  prosperity  of  Ireland, 
and  tends  to  endanger  the  umon  between  that 
country  and  Great  Britain." 

ORDER  OF  TEE  DA  Y. 

*»i0--o^^ 

LAND  LAW  (IRELAND)  BILL.— [Bill  226.] 
{Mr,  Gladstone,  Mr*  Forster,  Mr,  Bright,  Mr. 

Attorney  General  for  Ireland,    Mr,  Solicitor 

General  for  Ireland,) 

CONSrOERATIOX.      [aDJOTTRNED  DEBATE.] 

[second  night.] 

Further  Proceeding  on  Consideration, 
as  amended,  resumed. 

Clause  7  (Determination  by  Court  of 
rent  of  present  tenancies). 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR,  in  moving,  in 
the  absence  of  Mr.  Parnell,  to  insert,  in 
page  8,  line  27,  after  the  worid  **  tenant," 
the  words — 

*'  Where  an  application  is  made  by  the  land- 
lord to  the  Court  under  this  section  in  respect  of 
any  tenancy  the  tenant  of  which  alleges  that 
the  landlora,  is  an  absentee,  the  Ck>iut  may 
refuse  to  accede  to  the  application  if  it  is  satis- 
fied that  the  absence  of  the  landlord  from  the 
estate  is  of  such  a  character  and  extent  as  to 
disentitle  him  to  an  increased  rent,'* 

said,  some  persons  seemed  to  imagine 
that  the  proposal  to  give  discretion  to 
the  Court  nad  been  rather  sprung  upon 
the  House  by  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Parnell).  The  ques- 
tion of  absentee  landlords  was  one  of 
many  questions  connected  with  the  land 
tenure  of  Ireland,  which  had  been  dis- 
cussed over  and  over  again,  and  intro- 
duced into  that  House  repeatedly,  but 
without  many  beneficial  results.  As  far 
back  as  1819,  when  a  Tory  Government 
was  in  full  vigour,  absenteeism  had  been 
so  great  an  evil  that  a  Select  Com- 
mittee of  this  House  was  appointed  to 
inquire  into  it.  That  Committee  re- 
ported at  that  time  that  it  was   thA 
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greatest  of  all  the  causes  which  tended 
to  distress  the  ag^cultural  prosperity  of 
Ireland.  He  had  seen  the  speeches  of 
Lord  George  Bentinck,  and  this  pro- 
posal did  not  go  so  far  as  the  policy 
which  the  Leader  of  the  Conservative 
Party  and  the  landed  interest  recom- 
mended to  be  adopted  with  respect  to 
Ireland  in  1846.  He  hoped  the  House 
would,  as  one  means  of  removing  this 
great  evil,  draw  this  distinction  between 
absentee  and  resident  landlords.  As  a 
matter  of  fact,  the  estates  of  absentee 
landlords  were  those  upon  which  the 
greatest  amount  of  rack-renting  existed ; 
and  he  thought  it  was  high  time  that 
something  should  be  done  to  stop  this, 
and  thus  to  improve  the  condition  of  the 
labouring  popiuation  of  Ireland. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  8,  line  27,  after  the  word  "tenant," 
to  insert  the  words  "  Where  an  application  is 
made  by  the  landlord  to  the  Court  under  this 
section  in  respect  of  any  tenancy,  the  tenant  of 
which  alleges  that  the  landlord  is  an  absentee, 
the  Court  may  refuse  to  accede  to  the  applica- 
tion if  it  is  satisfied  that  the  absence  of  the 
landlord  from  the  estate  is  of  such  a  character 
and  extent  as  to  disentitle  him  to  an  increased 
rent.**— (ifr.  T,  P.  O'Connor,) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Me.  W.  E.  FOESTER  said,  it  was 
impossible  for  the  Oovernment  to  accept 
this  Amendment ;  but  in  making  that 
statement  he  hoped  the  hon.  Member,  and 
the  House  generally,  would  not  consider 
that  the  Government  were  at  all  unaware 
or  forgetful  of  the  great  evil  of  the 
extent  of  absenteeism  which  existed  in 
Ireland,  and  he  supposed  there  was  a 
general  opinion  that  anything  that  could 
be  done  legitimately  to  check  absenteeism 
would  be  an  advantage.  But  it  was  al- 
most impossible  to  do  it  by  direct  legis- 
lation. They  might  hope,  by  getting 
Ireland  into  a  better  condition,  to  in- 
duce landlords  to  remain  more  in  that 
country,  and  perform  their  duties  with 
regard  to  property  more  thoroughly; 
but  that  was  a  matter  that  could  be  fur- 
thered a  good  deal  more  outside  the 
House  than  in  it.  He  thought,  in  fact, 
that  the  Amendment  itself  showed  the 
difficulty  of  checking  absenteeism  by 
direct  legislation.  The  Bill  provided 
that  the  Court  should  fix  a  fair  rent, 
and  the  hon.  Member  proposed  that  if 
the  landlord  wished  the  Court  to  fix  it, 

Mr.  T.  P.  0'  Connor 


it  was  not  to  do  so  because  he  waa  an 
absentee.  He  did  not  see  why  the  fact 
of  a  landlord  being  an  absentee  should 
disentitle  him  to  a  fair  rent  for  his 
holding.  According  to  tho  Amendment 
the  Court  was  to  be  satisfied  that  the 
absence  of  the  landlord  was  to  be 
of  such  a  character  and  extent  as  to 
disentitle  him  to  an  increased  rent. 
Those  words  clearly  proved  how  impos- 
sible it  would  be  to  work  the  Amend- 
ment. It  gave  the  Court  no  directions 
or  guidance  as  to  what  should  bo  the 
extent  and  character  of  absenteeism.  It 
was  an  Amendment  which  the  Govern- 
ment could  not  accept. 

Mb.  AETHUR  ARNOLD  remarked, 
that  absenteeism  was,  undoubtedly,  a 
great  evil  in  Ireland.  So  long  ago  as 
1846  a  former  Leader  of  the  Conservative 
Party  (Lord  George  Bentinck)  proposed 
that  there  should  be  two  poor  rates 
levied  in  Ireland,  one  on  the  occupiers, 
and  the  other  on  the  owners  of  land  who 
did  not  reside  in  Ireland  for  a  certain 
period  of  the  year.  That  was  a  definite 
proposition,  and  it  proceeded  upon  a 
principle  which  he  did  not  observe  in 
the  Amendment  now  before  the  House. 
He  agreed  very  much  with  the  remarks 
that  had  fallen  from  the  Chief  Secretary. 
It  could  not  be  contended  that  because 
a  landlord  was  an  absentee  he  should, 
therefore,  not  be  in  a  position  to  obtain 
a  fair  rent.  That  was  not,  in  his  opi- 
nion, a  just  proposition.  Irish  absen- 
teeism was  an  evil,  and  an  evil  which 
it  was  sought  to  get  at  by  legislation. 
He  believed  it  could  only  be  got  at  by 
the  compulsory  purchase  of  estates  of 
absentee  proprietors.  But,  be  that  as  it 
might,  he  could  not  consent  to  an  Amend- 
ment that  would  leave  to  the  Court  a 
vague  and  indefinite  reference  which  it 
would  be  impossible  for  the  Commis- 
sioners to  interpret  in  a  satisfactory 
manner. 

Mb.  p.  MARTIN  said,  he  was  of  opi- 
nion that  the  Amendment  was  both  wise 
and  reasonable.  Upwards  of  £6,000,000 
left  Ireland  annually  through  absentee 
landlords  ;  and  if  the  Amendment  was 
adopted  he  believed  it  would  have  the 
effect  of  diminishing  this  drain  on  the 
resources  of  the  country.  The  remedy 
suggested  by  the  Amendment  was  hoOi 
useful  and  just.  Indirectly  it  properly 
enforced  residence  as  one  of  the  oondi* 
tions  of  the  exercise  of  the  rights  con- 
ferred by  the  [Bill  on  the  entire  land- 
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lord  class.  It  was  not  unreasonable 
that  it  should  be  required  for  the  pro- 
tection of  tenants  that  the  proprietor 
should,  before  he  demanded  an  in- 
crease of  rent,  be  bound  to  show  of 
his  own  knowledge  the  claim  was  just. 
How  was  it  possible  that  an  absentee 
landlord,  who  demanded  an  increased 
rent,  could  tell  whether  the  rent  being 
paid  was  just  or  not,  or  that  the  tenant 
was  able  to  pay  it  ?  Every  endeavour 
should  be  made  to  discourage  the  ma- 
nagement of  Irish  estates  by  agents, 
who  were  the  most  detested  class  in 
Irish  society,  and  to  encourage  the  per- 
sonal supervision  of  landlords,  if  land- 
lords were  to  have  a  separate  existence. 
He  hoped  the  Amendment  would  be 
pressed  to  a  division. 

Mr.  SCHEEIBER  said,  that,  con- 
sidering the  quarter  from  which  it  came, 
the  Amendment  struck  him  as  the  most 
wonderful  proposal  which  had  yet  been 
made  in  connection  with  that  most  won- 
derful Bill.  As  far  as  he  had  been  able 
to  understand  the  policy  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Par- 
nell)  in  the  matter  of  Irish  landlords,  it 
had  been,  it  still  was,  and  it  would  be  in 
the  future,  to  make  Ireland  too  hot  to 
hold  them.  With  that  view  an  agitation 
had  been  set  on  foot — the  parent  of  this 
Bill ;  and  what  that  agitation  aimed  at 
that  Bill  would  undoubtedly  facilitate. 
Its  effect  would  be  to  increase  absentee- 
ism, and  generally  to  leave  Ireland  *'  to 
stew  in  her  own  gravy."  In  these  cir- 
cumstances, was  it  not  amazing  to  hear 
the  hon.  Member  come  forward  with  a 
proposal  to  punish  landlords  for  doing 
that  which  it  was  the  direct  tendency  of 
that  Bill  to  promote?  He  (Mr.  Schreiber) 
remembered,  when  Lord  Palmerston  re- 
presented the  borough  of  Tiverton,  a 
certain  butcher,  of  the  name  of  Row- 
cliffe,  used  to  put  him  yearly  to  the  ques- 
tion ;  and,  on  the  occasion  of  one  of  his 
visits,  asked  him  why  he  did  not  come  to 
see  his  constituents  of tener  ?  ' '  How  can 
my  hon.  friend,"  said  Lord  Palmerston 
— he  always  called  him  his  ''hon.  friend" 
— **  How  can  my  hon.  friend  expect  me 
to  come  down  oftener  unless  he  makes 
himself  a  little  more  agreeable  when  I  do 
come  ?  "  Well,  mutato  nomine t  the  story 
was  told  of  Irish  Members  and  Irish  land- 
lords. If  hon.  Gentlemen  from  Ireland 
would  only  make  themselves  a  little  more 
agreeable  to  landlords,  both  in  that 
House  and  out  of  it,  they  would  haTe 


less  cause  to  complain  of  absenteeism  in 
the  future. 

Mb.  DAWSON  contended  that  the 
opponents  of  the  Amendment  showed  by 
their  opposition  that  they  were  unaware 
of  the  evils  of  absenteeism  in  Ireland. 
In  an  article  in  The  Quarterly  Review  of 
1825,  he  found  that  at  that  time  the 
non-residence  of  Irish  landlords  was  re- 
gq.rded  as  the  gresU^est  evil  afflicting  the 
country.  Other  countries  exported  their 
produce  and  received  the  ordinary  ex« 
change  of  commerce.  Ireland  exported 
hers  to  the  extent,  at  that  time,  of 
£4,000,000  per  annum,  and  all  she  re- 
ceived in  return  was  rent  receipts.  The 
Conservative  Party,  and,  indeed,  all 
Parties,  had  lamented  the  evils  of  ab- 
senteeism. The  great  landlords  always 
resided  out  of  the  country,  and  only  the 
struggling  proprietors  remained.  The 
country  was  forced  into  a  sham  state  of 
society— it  was  the  agents  and  not  the 
land  proprietors  who  filled  the  high 
official  and  social  positions  in  Ireland, 
and  it  was  their  interested  and  hard- 
hearted representations  as  to  the  state  of 
the  country  that  were  accepted  as  accu- 
rate. The  connection  of  Ireland  with 
England  was  productive  of  many  shams, 
but  that  was  one  of  the  worst.  Taking 
his  own  county  (Limerick) — where  were 
the  owners  of  the  soil?  Lord  Lecon- 
field,  Lord  Lansdowne,  and  others,  who 
owned  practically  the  whole  county — 
none  of  them  were  resident,  none  of  them 
were  helping  to  push  back  from  the 
towns  of  Southern  Ireland  that  tide  of 
decay  which,  under  English  supremacy, 
was  advancing  upon  them.  The  inter- 
position of  the  agent  between  the  land- 
lord and  the  people  was  the  inevitable 
cause  of  much  evil.  He  regarded  the 
restoration  to  Ireland  of  her  Legislature 
as  the  one  great  solution  of  the  question. 
Then  the  law  where  it  was  now  weak 
would  be  firm ;  the  administration  of 
justice,  which  was  now  conducted  under 
the  taint  of  suspicion,  would  be  trusted 
by  the  peoj^e.  Following  this,  every 
social  inducement  would  come  naturally. 
He  would  not  impose  a  direct  tax  upon 
absentee  landlords ;  but  he  would  deprive 
them  of  the  benefits  under  this  Bill  to 
which  those  who  resided  in  the  country 
were  justly  entitled. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  could 
quite  undersftand  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  XMty  of  Cork  (Mr.  Pamell)  having 
brought  forward  tibiB  Motion,  as  a  i^«^ 
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test  in  favour  of  principles  which  he 
thought  it  material  to  bring  to  the  recol- 
lection of  the  House ;  and  he  had  before 
confessed  that,  to  a  certain  extent,  he 
sympathized  with  the  hon.  Member. in 
his  general  views  on  the  subject  of  ab- 
senteeism.   Were  it  a  question  on  which, 
in  the  first  place,  they  were  prepared 
with  a  statutory  definition,  and  with  re- 
spect to  which,  in  the  second  place,  they 
had  matured  their  views,  and  had  con- 
sidered the  precise  method  in  which  the 
absentee  landlord  was  to  be  dealt  with, 
he  could  quite  understand  it;   but  he 
submitted  that  this  was  not  a  time  when 
they  could  with  advantage  discuss  either 
the  creation  of  a  separate  Legislature  in 
Ireland,  or  of  the  questions  involved  in 
this  sub-section.     The  real  question  was, 
whether  it  was  necessary  to  delay  the 
progress  of  this  Bill  by  a  discussion 
which  really  must  be  purely  of  the  cha- 
racter which  was  called  academical  in 
contradistinction  to   discussions   which 
were  practical.     It  was  plain  that  the 
sub-section  bristled  at  every  point  with 
difficulties,  and  with  questions  of  the 
most  serious  nature,  which  required  very 
lengthened  examination.     Was  it  pos- 
sible that  there  could  be,  in  the  present 
circumstances,  any  fruit  from  that  exa- 
mination ?    Was  it  possible  they  could 
derive  any  benefit  from  the  prolongation 
of  this  debate  at  all  corresponding  to  the 
inconvenience  which  attended   further 
delay  in  the  progress  of  the  Bill  ?    He 
did  not  at  all  exclude  a  discussion  of  this 
kind  on  the  proper  occasion  ;  but  it  cer- 
tainly did  not  enter  into  the  essence  of 
the  mU.     The  questions  raised  were 
questions  of  policy,  and  he  was  bound  to 
say  that  he  did  not  think  the  distinction 
between  imposing  on  the  absentee  a  tax, 
and  withholding  from  him  a  benefit,  was 
a  distinction  that  could  be  maintained. 
He  denied  that  increased  rent  was  always 
an  advantage;  it  might  be  simple  justice. 
The  question  was  much  too  wide  and  too 
complex  to  be  discussed  in  an  Amend- 
ment on  the  Beport,  and  he  earnestly 
hoped  the  judgment  of  the  House  would 
not  at  once  be  taken  upon  it. 

Mb.  PAENELL  said,  he  had  no  in- 
tention of  prolonging  the  debate ;  but 
he  might  be  allowed  to  say  that  the 
Amendment  was  of  a  much  more  prac- 
tical character  than  the  Prime  Minister 
seemed  to  suppose.  In  fact,  he  thought 
it  the  most  practical  way  in  which  the 
queetion  of  absenteeism  had  been  at- 
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tempted  to  be  dealt  with  in  the  present 
Bill,  or  in  the  various  attempts  that  had 
been  made  to  deal  with  the  question 
since   1819.     The  Irish  Members  had 
brought  the  question  forward  over  and 
over  again  since  1819;  but  they  had  been 
always  met  by  the  same  reply  as  that 
which  the  Prime  Minister  had  just  given 
— namely,  that  the  question  was  un- 
doubtedly one  deserving  attention ;  that 
absenteeism  was  a  serious  evil,  but  the 
Government  did  not  see  their  way  to 
grapple  with  it.     The  Chief  Secretary 
was  wrong  in  saying  he  did  not  desire 
.that  absentee  landlords  should  have  a 
fair  rent.     What  he  desired  to  prevent 
was  that  they  should  have  an  increase  of 
rent.  In  other  words,  that  where  an  ab- 
sentee landlord  compounded  for  the  dis- 
charge of  his  duties  as  a  resident  land- 
lord by  allowing  his  tenants  to  hold 
farms  at  low  rents,  he  should  not  be 
permitted  to  come  in  and  take  advantag:e 
of  the  special  provisions  of  this  Bm, 
which  provided  an  easy  road  for  such 
persons  to  have  their  rents  raised,  and, 
at  the  same  time,  escape  from  the  odium 
that  formerly  attached  to  the  serving  of 
notices  to  quit.  Instead  of  incurring  that 
odium  they  would  take  advantage  of  the 
royal  road  provided  by  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter under  Clause  7.     The  House  would 
bear  in  mind  that  he   (Mr.    Pamell) 
asked  nothing  more  than  that  Clause  7 
should  be  restored  to  its  original  state, 
the  state  in  which  it  was  when  the  Bill 
was  read  a  second  time.  The  clause  had 
been  amended  in  Committee  so  as  to  give 
power  to  any  landlord  who  desired  to 
increase  his  rent  to  apply  to  a  Court  to 
have  a  judicial  rent  fixed.      He  was, 
therefore,  fairly  entitled  to  ask — and  he 
did  not  think  it  was  a  large  request 
coming  from  him — that  landlords  so  espe- 
cially circumstanced  as  absentees  should 
be  exempted  from  the  Amendment  which 
was  introduced  by  the  Government — an 
Amendment  which  would  take  away  the 
odium   from  rent-raising,   becaxise  the 
landlord  formerly  had  to  go  through  the 
ordeal  of  serving  a  notice  to  quit.     He 
thought  this  was  not  fair,  and  he  asked 
that  discretion  should  be  given  to  the 
Court  to  take  into  account  the  nature, 
character,  and  extent  of  the  absence  of 
landlords  when  they  were  asked  to  decide 
whether  those  landlords  were  entitled  to 
an  increase  of  rent  or  not.     The  most 
important  question    of    deciding   what 
was  a  fair  rent  had  been  left  to  tiie 
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OoQit — whj  uat  also  this  ?  He  knew 
Tei7  well  that  if  this  Amendment  was 
agreed  to  here  the  territorial  Lords  and 
Irish  Peers  in  "  another  place  "  would 
rise  up  as  one  man  against  it.  There 
was  not  the  slightest  chance  of  carrTing 
the  Amendment  there.  But  that  was  a 
matter  with  which  they  ought  not  to  con- 
cern themselves.  It  was  their  duty  to 
bring  forward  reasonable  propositions, 
and  throw  upon  "another  place"  the 
responsibility  of  rejecting  them. 

Us..  MACFARLANE  said,  it  was  ad- 
mitted on  all  hands  that  the  evil  of 
absenteeism  should  be  dealt  with  ;  but 
he  thought  that  if  the  Amendment  were 
adopted,  the  absentee  landlord,  who  took 
a  kindly  interest  in  his  tenants  and 
e:facted  low  rents,  would  be  unable  to 
raise  hie  rent,  while  the  rack-renting 
absentee  landlord  would  suffer  nothing. 
If,  however,  the  bon.  Member  went  to 
a  division  he  would  vote  with  him,  on  the 
principle  that  absenteeism  should  be 
taxed  in  some  way  or  another. 

Ms.  DALY  said,  he  thought  the  effect 
of  this  indirect  penalty  of  absenteeism 
would  be  an  inducement  to  absentee 
landlords  to  sell  their  estates  to  resident 
owners,  who  would  administer  the  pro- 
perty with  more  advantage  to  the  ooun- 
try. 

Mr.  T.  D.  SULUVAN  said,  that  the 
only  fault  he  had  to  find  with  the  Amend- 
ment waa  that  it  merely  touched  the 
&inge  of  a  very  important  question.  A 
ParHamentaryBetura  granted  in  August, 
1866,  showed  that  absentees  drew  from 
Ireland  one-quarter  of  the  total  rent  of 
the  whole  oountry.  He  thought  this  Bill 
should  impose  a  penalty  on  absentee 
laodlorde  in  order  to  mark  the  sense  of 
Parliament  and  of  the  country  of  their 
conduct.  The  total  drain  by  absentees 
was  nearly  £2,500,000;  and  with  this 
and  excessive  taxation,  and  other  drains 
upon  them,  how  was  it  possible  Ireland 
oould  thrive  or  be  contented  ?  Ho  trusted 
that  this  most  serious  grievance  would 
at  no  distant  day  be  dealt  with  by  Qo- 
vemment  and  the  House  iu  a  large  and 
comprehensive  manner. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided  : — Ayes  32  ;  Noes 
116:  MajoritySS.— (Div.List,  No.  337.) 

Tbk  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  foe 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  said,  that,  in  ac- 
cordance with  an  understanding  come  to 


in  Committee  respecting  the  landlord's 
purchase  of  a  tenancy,  the  value  of 
which  had  been  aecertained  at  the  time 
of  the  fixing  of  the  judicial  rent,  he 
begged  to  move  to  amend  the  clause  by 
adding  at  the  end  of  sub-section  5  the 
words — 

"  But  subject  to  deductioQ  in  reepect  of  any 
damage  cauaed  by  dilapidation  of  buildinn  or 
deterioration  of  soil  since  the  time  at  whioR  thn 
valuo  was  so  fixed." 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  pBge  B,  line  40,  after  "  fixed,"  insert  "  but 
snbject  to  deduction  in  respect  of  any  damage 
caused  bj'  dilapidation  of  buildings  or  deteriora- 
tion of  soil  since  tho  time  at  vhtcb  the  valns 
waa  so  fiied."— (Jfr.  Attorney  Gmeral  for  In- 
land.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mn.  HEALY  said,  the  Amendment 
was  utterly  unnecessary  and  contrary  to 
common  sense,  for  the  Court  would  ne< 
cessarily  be  assumed  to  make  allowance 
for  dilapidations.  He  could  only  regard 
it  aa  a  concession  to  the  Tory  opposition 
raised  on  bebalf  of  the  landlord  partyin 
the  House.  *He  only  wished  the  Qovem- 
ment  had  displayed  equal  sensitiveness 
for  the  tenant  a  interests. 

Question  put,  and  agrtti  to. 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  page  9,  line  2,   to  leave  ont  the  words 
"  except  during,"  in  order  to  insert  the  word 
"  before,"— (i(r.  Warlim,) 
— instead  thereof. 

Question,  "That  the  words  'except 
during '  stand  part  of  the  Bill,"  put,  and 
agreed  to. 

Mb.  HEIALY,  in  proposing  to  odd  the 
following  sub-section  to  Clause  7 — 

"  During  the  last  twelve  months  of  any  cur- 
rent statutory  tetm,  or  at  any  time  after  the 
expiration  thereof,  and  during  the  continuance 
of  the  tenancy,  the  tenant  for  the  time  being 
may,  whether  said  statutory  term  was  created 
on  application  to  tho  Court  under  this  section, 
or  by  increase  of  rent  under  the  third  section  of 


a  deal  with  such  applicatioi 


had  been  empowered  to  make  such  application 
under  this  section,  but  had  uotpreviouSy  made 
any  such  application.  The  judicial  rentier  any 
such  further  statutory  term  shall  not  exceed  the 
judicial  rent  for  the  next  preceding  statutory 
term  unless  in  respect  of  capital  expended  by 
the  landlord  on  such  holding  since  the  com- 
mencement of  such  preceding  term,  or  unleu 
BDch  holding  baa,   independently   of  any  im- 
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proremttiis  eflTeotod  hy  the  tenant  thereon,  in- 
creased in  value  since  the  commencement  of  the 
said  preceding  statutory  termi" 

said,  he  iras  demrous  of  guarding  the 
tenant  with  the  same  care  as  had  been 
displayed  in  protecting  the  rights  of  the 
landlord ;  and  with  regard  to  the  second 
part  of  the  Amendment  he  wished  to  see 
it  laid  down  that  unless  the  landlord  had 
made  improvements  during  the  last  term, 
or  some  unearned  increment  had  arisen, 
such  as  the  uprising  of  a  new  town,  or 
the  making  of  a  railway  or  canal,  there 
should  be  no  increasement  of  the  exist- 
ing rent.  Why,  he  asked,  should  the 
landlord  haye  the  power  to  increase  the 
rent  unless  there  had  been  some  such 
ground  for  it  ?  This  question  would  also, 
in  his  opinion,  include  that  of  a  rise  in 
the  price  of  produce.  The  Government 
had  adopted  a  needless  Amendment  in 
favour  of  the  landlord,  and  he  did  not 
see  why  the  Irish  Members  should  not 
do  everything  they  could  on  behalf  of 
the  tenants,  and  insist  on  the  insertion 
of  the  Amendment,  which  he  now  begged 
to  move. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  9,  line  3,  after  the  word  "  term,"  to  in- 
sert the  words — **  During  the  last  twelve  months 
of  any  current  statutoir  term,  or  at  any  time  after 
the  expiration  thereof,  and  during  the  continu- 
ance of  the  tenancy,  the  tenant  for  the  time  being 
may,  whether  said  statutory  term  was  created 
on  api)lication  to  the  Court  under  this  section, 
or  by  increase  of  rent  under  the  third  section  of 
this  Act,  apply  to  the  Court  to  fix  the  fair  rent 
to  be  paid  for  his  holding,  and  the  Court  shall 
have  power  to  deal  with  such  application,  and 
shall  deal  with  it  accordinglv,  as  if  sudi  tenant 
had  been  empowered  to  make  such  application 
under  this  section,  but  had  not  previously  made 
any  such  application.  The  judicial  rent  for  any 
such  further  statutory  term  shall  not  exceed  the 
judicial  rent  for  the  next  preceding  statutory 
term  unless  in  respect  of  capital  expended  by 
the  landlord  on  such  holding  since  the  com- 
mencement of  such  preceding  term,  or  unless 
such  holding  has,  independently  of  any  im- 
provements eflfected  by  the  tenant  thereon,  in- 
creased in  value  since  the  commencement  of  the 
said  preceding  statutory  term." — {Mr.  Healy.) 

Question  proposed,  *  *  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  said,  the  reason 
why  the  Government  inserted  the  last 
Amendment  was  because  there  was  no 
discretion  at  all  in  the  matter  left  to  the 
Court.  With  regard  to  the  first  part 
of  this  Amendment,  the  apprehensions 
which  the  hon. Member  entertained  were, 
he  submitted,  entirely  groundless.    The 
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Amendment,  in  his  opinion,  was  onne- 
cessarj ;  and  it  was  not  desirable,  by  the 
adoption  of  words  of  this  kind,  to  cast 
doubts  upon  what  was  absolutely  dear. 
With  regard  to  the  last  part  of  the 
Amendment,  it  was,  he  might  almost 
say,  absurd  to  suppose  that  under  the 
Bill  the  tenant's  improvements  could  be 
taken  into  account  against  him  in  fixing 
a  fair  rent. 

Mr.  BIGGAR  said,  it  would  be  veiy 
desirable  if  the  Government  would  make 
it  perfectly  dear  that  no  increase  of  rent 
should  be  imposed  in  respect  of  any  of 
the  tenant's  improvements. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  according  to 
the  full  belief  of  the  Gbvemment,  it  was 
absolutely  impossible  under  the  Bill  to 
bring  in  the  consideration  of  the  tenant's 
improvements  so  that  any  portion  of  the 
rent  might  be  charged  upon  them.  He 
would  go  even  a  step  further,  and  say 
that  if  any  hon.  Member  would  show 
that  under  any  portion  of  the  Bill  there 
was  any  reason  to  condude  that  he  was 
wrong  in  that  belief,  the  Goyemment 
would  be  prepared  to  insert  words 
amending  the  Bill  in  that  respect. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Mr.  healy  said,  that  the  reason 
why  he  asked  leave  to  withdraw  his 
Amendment  was  that  he  might  move 
another  to  the  following  efPeot : — 

"  That  the  judicial  rent  for  any  further  statu- 
tory term  shaU  not  exceed  the  judicial  rent  for 
the  preceding  statutory  term  in  respect  of  any 
improvements  made  by  the  tenant." 

He  thought  the  Prime  Minister  had  met 
the  matter  fairly,  and  agreed  with  him 
that  it  was  not  possible  to  put  a  finger 
on  any  part  of  the  Bill  that  would  afibrd 
ground  for  the  conclusion  that  a  judicial 
rent  could  be  leviable  on  the  tenant's 
improvements ;  but,  at  the  same  time,  it 
was  to  be  remembered  that  so  far  the 
Oourts  had  always  acted  on  landlord 
traditions,  and  had  interpreted  the  law 
on  their  side ;  and,  therefore,  he  thought 
it  very  desirable  that  the  intentions  of 
the  Government  should  be  made  dear. 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  page  9,  line  3,  after  the  word  '*  term,'*  to 
insert  the  words  "  The  judicial  rent  for  any 
further  statutory  term  shall  not  exceed  the 
judicial  rent  for  the  preceding  statutorr  tens 
in  respect  of  any  improvements  made  by  the 
tenant." — {Mr,  Healy.) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 
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Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  if  there  were 
occasions  for  providing  against  taking 
into  account  the  tenant's  improvements 
in  the  question  of  rent  it  ought  to  be 
under  a  stronger  proposal  than  the  one 
just  submitted,  and  one  that  must  apply 
to  all  occasions  on  which  rent  was  fixed. 
If  the  Amendment  were  withdrawn,  his 
right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  At- 
torney General  for  Ireland  would  be 
prepared  to  introduce  words  that  would 
meet  the  case. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  begged  to  pro- 
pose the  following  sub-section  : — 

*  *  No  rent  shall  be  made  payable  in  any  pro- 
ceeding under  this  Act  in  respect  of  any  im- 
provements made  by  the  tenant  or  his  predecessor 
in  title." 

He  hoped  these  words  would,  at  least, 
remove  all  apprehension. 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  page  9,  at  end,  to  add  the  following  sub- 
section— **  No  rent  shall  be^made  payable  in  any 
proceeding  under  this  Act  in  respect  of  any 
improvements  made  by  the  tenant  or  his  pre- 
decessor in  title.** — {^fr.  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland.) 

Question  proposed,  ^'  That  those  words 
be  there  added." 

Mr.  GIBSON  said,  the  Amendment 
came  on  him  by  surprise,  and  he  was 
not  sure  whether  the  words  chosen  by 
the  Government  were  the  best  calcu- 
lated to  effect  their  professed  object. 
This  matter  should  have  been  dealt 
with  earlier,  when  the  Court  was  asked 
to  determine  what  was  a  judicial  rent. 
He  thought  these  words  were  somewhat 
loose,  and  possibly  open  to  misconstruc- 
tion. That  was  the  first  time  they  were 
put  in  manuscript.  The  Government 
were  dealing  with  a  most  important 
clause.  They,  at  the  last  moment,  pro- 
posed words  governing  the  whole  clause, 
and  they  must  be  solely  answerable. 
He  thought  the  words  proposed  by  his 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  North 
Devon  (Sir  Stafford  Northcote),  in  re- 
ference to  the  same  subject  at  an  earlier 
stage  of  the  Bill,  were  better  chosen, 
but  he  repudiated  all  responsibility  for 
the  present  action  of  the  Government. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  the  Amend- 
ment alluded  to  by  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman    (Mr.  Gibson)  had 


been  rejected,  dn  the  grottnd  that  by  im- 
putation it  tended  to  the  dangerous  oon- 
elusion  that  the  tenant  had  no  interest  in 
his  holding  except  as  regarded  his  im- 
j]<rovements. 

Mr.  BEYCE  thought  the  Amend- 
ment  now  proposed  excellent,  and  one 
which  would  give  great  satisfaction. 

Mr.  MITCHELL  HENRY  said,  he 
firmly  believed  that  there  were  no  words 
in  the  Bill  which  would  give  such  satis- 
faction and  comfort  to  the  tenants  as 
these  words.  Many  parts  of  the  mea- 
sure they  would  not  be  able  to  under- 
stand; but  these  were  words  which 
would  be  learned  by  heart,  and  which 
would  become  household  words,  as  go- 
verning the  tenant's  interest  in  this  mat- 
ter of  improvements. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Mr.  LALOE  said,  the  Amendment 
which  stood  in  his  name  on  the  Paper 
pointed  out  the  consideration  to  be  borne 
in  mind  by  the  Court  in  fixing  a  judicial 
rent  after  the  expiration  of  the  first  or 
any  succeeding  statutory  term.  He 
proposed  that  the  rent  should  be  deter- 
mined upon  an  average  of  the  value 
of  the  crops  on  the  land  during  the 
then  expired  statutory  term.  His 
Amendment,  which  he  now  begged 
to  move,  detailed  at  length  the  means 
by  which  this  average  was  to  be  ascer- 
tained. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  9,  line  3,  after  the  word  **term," 
to  insert  the  words — 

"  Where  the  tenant  of  a  present  tenancy,  the 
rent  of  which  has  been  fixed  as  a  judicial 
rent,  either  by  the  Court  or  by  mutual 
agreement  between  landlord  and  tenant, 
applies  to  the  Ck)urt  for  an  alteration  of 
rent  at  the  termination  of  the  statutory  term, 
the  Court  shall  have  power  to  fix  a  rent  for 
the  next  statutory  term :  Provided,  That  in 
fixing  such  rent  the  Court  shall  not  take 
into  account  the  present  state  of  the  farm 
at  the  time  being,  but  only  take  into  account 
the  prices  of  the  farm  produce,  hereinafter 
designated,  at  the  time  when  the  first  judicial 
rent  was  fixed,  as  compared  with  the  average 

S rices  of  the  same  description  of  farm  pro- 
uce  during  the  whole  period  of  the  latest 
previous  statutory  term ; 
**  And  if  the  value  of  the  farm  has  decreased 
in  proportion  and  in  consequence  of  the 
fall  in  prices  of  the  same  description  of 
farm  produce,  hereinafter  designated,  then 
the  difference  between  the  present  value  of 
the  farm  and  the  rent  fixed  for  the  first 
statutory  term  shaU  be  ascertained,  and 
half  the  amount  so  ascertained  shall  b^ 
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dedaoted  from  the  preaent  rent,  and  the 
rent  so  fixed  shall  be  the  judicial  rent  dur» 
in^  the  next  statutory  term.    But  if  the 

Snces  of  the  same  description  of  farm  pro- 
uce,  hereinafter  designated,  shall  have 
increased,  and  in  conse<^uence  the  value  of 
the  farm  has  proportionately  increased, 
then  half  the  amount  of  such  increase  shall 
be  added  to  the  present  rent,  and  the  rent 
so  fixed  shall  be  the  judicial  rent  during 
the  next  statutory  term ; 

**  And  at  the  end  of  each  succeeding  statutory 
term  for  the  future,  the  tenant  of  everv  pre- 
sent tenancy,  and  the  tenant  of  every  future 
tenancy  shall,  on  application  to  the  Court, 
have  the  judicial  rent  fixed  during  the  en- 
suing statutory  term  on  the  same  principle 
and  m  the  same  way  as  in  the  loregoing 
sub-section ; 

"  For  the  purpose  of  fixing  in  future,  at  the  end 
of  each  statutory  term,  what  shall  be  a  fair 
rentforatenancy  duringthe  next  succeeding 
statutory  term  of  said  tenancy,  the  Land 
Commission  shall  appoint  a  competent  per- 
son, who  shall  be  an  officer  under  the  con- 
trol and  direction  of  said  Land  Commission, 
to  ascertain  what  has  been  the  average 
wholesale  prices  in  Dublin  of  the  following 
farm  products  during  every  week  of  the 
time  between  the  first  of  May,  one  thousand 
eight  hundred  and  eighty,  and  the  first  of 
May,  one  thousand  eight  himdred  and 
eighty-one,  namely : — 

Wheat  at  per  stone  of  fourteen  pounds. 

Oats 

Barley 

Beef 

Butter 

Mutton 

Wool 

Pork  „  „ 

And  the  prices  so  ascertained  shall  be  regis- 
tered in  a  book  for  that  purpose,  and  pre- 
served in  the  office  of  the  Land  Commission, 
and  a  copy  of  the  same  shall  be  forwarded 
to,  and  preserved  in,  each  of  the  County 
Land  Courts  of  Ireland ; 
**  And  it  shall  be  the  duty  of  the  said  officer 
of  the  Land  Commission  to  ascertain  during 
every  week  for  the  future,  commencing 
from  the  first  day  of  May,  one  thousand 
eight  hundred  and  eighty-one,  what  may 
be  the  average  wholesale  prices  in  Dublin 
of  the  afore-named  farm  products ; 
**  And  the  prices  so  ascertained  shall  be  regis- 
tered in  a  book  for  that  purpose,  and  pre- 
served in  the  office  of  the  Land  Commis- 
sion; 
''And  at  the  end  of  every  succeeding  year, 
from  the  day  on  which  the  first  entry  shall 
'  be  made,  the  average  of  such  prices  shall  be 
ascertained  for  the  entire  period  of  such 
year,  and  entered  at  the  end  of  each  year's 
account ; 
"  And  a  certified  copy  of  the  entries  in  said 
book  shall  be  forwarded  to,  and  preserved 
for  use  in,  each  of  the  County  Land  Courts 
in  Lreland.  Provided,  That  m  fixing  a  rent 
according  to  the  prices  of  the  hereinbefore 
mention^  farm  products,  the  Courts  shall 
distinguish  between  a  holding  which  is  a 
mixed  agricultural  farm  (partly  grazing  and 
partly  tillage)  and  a  holding  which  is  com- 
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monly  designated  by  the  term  *  feeding; 
land,  or,  in  other  words,  land  which  is 
chiefly  used  as  grass  land  for  fattening 
cattle,  or  feeding  cows  for  dairy  purposes ; 

*'  In  fixing  rent  for  mixed  agricultural  hold- 
ings the  Court  diall  be  guided  by  the  prices 
of  the  farm  products  hereinbefore  men- 
tioned (that  is  to  say) :  wheat,  oats,  barley, 
beef,  butter,  mutton,  wool,  and  pork ; 

''  In  fixing  rent  for  a  holding  which  is '  feed- 
ing land,'  that  is  to  say,  land  which  is 
chiefly  used  for  fattening  cattle  and  feeding 
milch  cows,  the  Court  shall  only  take  into 
consideration  the  prices  of  beef  and  butter; 

''  In  fixing  rent  the  Court  shall  have  the 
power  to  designate  the  holding  either  as  a 
*  mixed  agricultural  holding,'  or  as  *  feed- 
ing lajid,*  as  the  case  may  be,  or  the  Court 
may  otherwise  designate  the  holding,  and 
fix  the  rent  in  accordance  with  the  prices  of 
the  farm  produce  usually  raised  m>m  the 
land  composing  such  holding,  and,  in  the 
opinion  oi  the  Court,  suitable  to  its  natural 
capabilities,  and  included  in  the  herein- 
before mentioned  farm  producte." — {Mr» 
Lalor.) 

Question  proposed,  *'  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  hoped 
that  the  hon.  Member  would  spare  them 
the  necessity  of  considering  the  Amend- 
ment, which,  however,  he  acknowledged 
dealt  with  a  yery  important  matter.  He 
did  not  understand  how  a  Court  on 
which  devolved  the  interpretation  of  the 
words  just  adopted  could  possibly  take 
into  consideration,  in  fixing  a  judicial 
rent,  improvements  made  by  the  tenant. 
When  the  question  was  brought  before 
it  of  fixing  a  rent  for  the  second  or  any 
statutory  term,  the  Court  would  na* 
turally  take  as  its  starting  point  the 
judicial  rent  already  existing;  and  the 
Court  would  distinctly  throw  upon  the 
party,  be  he  either  landlord  or  tenant, 
desiring  to  have  that  judicial  rent  al- 
tered, the  burden  of  proving  his  case 
for  the  alteration.  It  could,  therefore, 
be  the  duty  of  the  landlord  or  tenant  to 
be  in  a  position  to  prove  clearly  what 
the  improvements  were  in  regard  to 
which  the  Court  was  not  to  enhance  the 
rent.  He  could  not  but  think  that  the 
security  given  by  the  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland's  Amendment  would  be  suffi- 
cient. He  objected  to  saddling  the  Court 
with  minute  directions,  both  on  account 
of  the  difficulty  of  fixing  upon  those 
directions  and  of  the  likelihood  that  they 
would  afterwards  find  they  had-  com* 
mitted  great  errors  of  omission  in  rela* 
tion  to  cases  not  present  to  their  mind  at 
that  time.  He  believed  that  the  Court 
would  consider  all  matters  bearing  upon 
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the  point  more  &ee1y,  more  satisfootoiily, 
and  moro  justly,  if  it  waa  not  bound 
in  the  manner  required  hy  the  Amend- 
ment. 
Amendment,  by  leave,  wUhdraum. 

Mb.  BBYOE  moved,  in  page  9,  line 
3,  to  add,  at  the  end,  the  following  sub- 
eection : — 

"  Whore  during  the  la«t  twelva  montha  of  a 
CDrrent  Bt&tutory  term,  or  nt  any  time  after  ths 
expiry  of  the  Bame,  an  application  i»  made  to 
the  Court  to  fix  a  judicial  rent,  the  Court,  in 
determicing  whether  any  and  what  variety 
■hall  bo  made  in  the  amount  of  the  rent  from 
the  amount  at  which  it  had  been  previously 
fiiod,  shall  have  regard  to  any  riae  or  fall  [as 
the  cane  may  be)  in  Uie  pricei  of  the  agricultmal 
produce  of  the  district  and  of  live  stock  eeti- 
mated  upon  au  average  of  the  Qve  years  last 
preceding  and  to  any  rise  or  taH  (as  the  case 
maybe)  in  the  wages  of  labour  or  otherwise  ia 
the  cost  of  pToduction,  estimated  upon  an 
average  of  the  like  period ;  but  the  rent  shall 
in  no  case  be  increased  in  respect  of  any  value 
which  may  have  been  added  to  the  holding  by 
any  improvementa  made  by  the  tenant." 

Question  proposed,  "That  those  words 
be  there  added." 

Thb  ATTOBNET  general  fok 
IRELAJJD  (Mr.  Law]  scud,  he  thought 
there  was  no  necessity  for  the  Amend- 
ment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Mb.  FABNELL  begged  formally  to 
move  the  following  Amendment  for  the 
purpose  of  explaining  why  he  did  not 
propose  to  proceed  with  it.     It  was — 

"  Whera  during  the  currency  or  after  the 
close  of  a  statutory  term  an  application  is  made 
to  the  Court  to  determine  a  judicial  rent,  the 
Court  in  determiiiing  such  rent  ahall  consider 
that  the  faoldjog  has  the  sams  produdng  capa- 
city that  it  had  at  the  commencement  of  the 
statutory  term  then  closing  or  cloaud." 

What  he  meant  to  explain  was  that  the 
Amendment  which  had  just  been  moved 
by  the  Attorney  Gener^  for  Ireland  to 
a  very  considerable  extent  carried  out 
the  object  of  his  Amendment,  as  it  pro- 
vided  that  no  rent  should  he  payabU  in 
respeot  of  any  improvements  made  by 
the  tenant  or  his  predeoessor  in  title. 
Under  these  oiroumstanoes,  as  Ms  object 
had  been  to  a  considerable  extent  met 
by  the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland,  he 
would  not  move  his  Ajnendment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdraten. 

Olanse,  as  amended,  i^fd  to. 

Olanfle  8  (Eqnitiea  to  be  administered 
by  Court  between  landlord  and  tenant). 

VOL.  OOLXm.    [lEiBS  RBixs.l 


Amendment  proposed,  in  page  9,  line 
5,  after  the  word  "tenant,"  to  insert 
the  words  "or  of  landlord  and  tenant 
jointly."— CJ/r.  Warton.) 


Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Olttuse  agrttd  to. 

Glauae  9  (Lease  approved  by  Court 
during  its  continuance  to  exclude  provi- 
sions of  the  Act). 

Mb.  GIBSON  (in  the  absence  of  Lord 
JoHK  Maititebs)  moved  in  page  9,  line 
25,  after  "  tenant,"  to  insert  the 
words— 


1870,'   the  interest  of  all   \ 

any  estate  or  interest  in  the  holding  subse- 

i^uent  to  the  estate  or  interest  of  saoh  limited 

The  object  of  the  Amendment  was  to 
insure  mat  the  Oourt  should  consider  the 
interest  of  other  persons  besides  the 
limited  owner  and  the  tenant,  and  t^ua 
to  prevent  injustice  being  done  to  pw- 
sons  who  mig^  not  be  befbre  Uie 
Oonrt. 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  page  9,  line  26,  after  "  tenant,"  insnt 
"and.where  such  lease  is  made  by  a  limited 
owner  as  de&ned  by  the  twenty-sixth  lectioD  of 
'The  Landlord  and  Tenant  (Ireland)  Act, 
1870/  the  interest  of  all  Denona  entitled  to  any 
estate  or  interest  in  the  Itolding  suhMqamt  to 
ths  estate  or  intereat  of  such  limited  owner." — 
{Mr.  Qiiion.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  worda 
be  there  inserted." 

Tbb  ATTOENBT  general  K)a 
ntELAlfD  (Mr.  Law)  suggested  that 
the  reCarenoe  to  the  Act  of  1 870  shoald 
be  omitted  from  the  Amendment. 

Amendment,  as  amended,  agr»ed  to. 

Thb  ATTOBNEY  GENEBAL  fob 
IBELAND  (Mr.  Law)  moved  an  Amend- 
ment, in  page  9,  line  30,  providing  that 
the  judioaf  leases  referred  to  in  the 
latter  part  of  the  dUuse  should  refer  to 
tenants  of  present  tenancies.  Theseoond 
paragraph  of  the  olauae  would  then  read 
— "At  the  expiration  of  the  jndioiai 
lease  made  to  the  tenant  of  a  present 
tenancy." 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  9,  line 
80,  after  "  lease,"  insert  "  ms£b  ^  <&ik 
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tenant  of  a  present  tenancy."  —  {Mr, 
Attorney  Oen&rai  for  Ireland.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mb.  HEALY  regretted  that  the  pro- 
visions of  the  clause  were  not  extended 
further.  It  would  probably  not  result 
in  more  than  a  dozen  judicial  leases  in 
the  whole  of  Ireland. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to, 

CHauQe  11  (Oonditions  of  fixed  ten- 
ancy). 

On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  Gibson  (in  the 
absence  of  Mr.  Bbodbick)  Amendment 
made,  in  page  10,  line  3,  by  inserting, 
after  **  tenancy,"  the  words — 

**  And  as  in  the  case  of  the  landlord  who  is  a 
limited  owner  the  Court  shall  approve  after  con- 
sidering the  interest  of  all  persons  entitled  to 
any  estate  or  interest  in  the  holding  subsequent 
to  the  estate  or  interest  of  such  limited  owner." 

Thb  ATTOENE Y  general  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  said,  that,  in  ac- 
cordance with  an  understanding  ar- 
rived at  in  Committee  on  the  Bui,  he 
begged  to  move  the  insertion  in  page 
10,  line  7,  after  "tenant"  of  the 
words — 

'*  The  rent  on  any  such  re^valuation  being  such 
as  the  Court,  after  hearing  the  parties  and  hav- 
ing regard  to  the  interests  of  the  landlord  and 
tenant  respectively,  and  considering  all  the  cir- 
cumstances of  the  case,  holding,  and  district, 
shall  determine  to  be  fair." 

Question  proposed,  "That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

• 

Mb.  GIBSON  said,  he  protested 
against  some  of  the  words  of  this  Amend- 
ment and  to  the  position  they  occupied, 
as  much  as  he  had  done  against  a  part 
of  the  original  drafting  of  the  Bill. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  12  (Regulations  as  to  sales 
and  applications  to  Court  to  ^  rent). 

Mb.  BIGKS'AR  moved  to  substitute 
IS  months  for  six  months  in  the  1st  sec- 
tion, with  reference  to  the  power  of  the 
tenant  to  sell  his  tenancy  at  any  time 
before,  but  not  after,  the  expiration  of 
six  months  from  the  execution  of  a  writ 
or  decree  for  possession  in  any  ejectment  I 


for  non-payment  of  rent,  when  proceed- 
ings were  taken  by  the  landlord  to  com- 
pel  a  tenant  to  quit  his  holding.  He 
said  the  tenant  should  be  allowed  more 
time  for  making  fresh  arrangements, 
and  for  getting  in  a  solvent  condition. 
He  hoped  the  Government  wonl4  9greo 
to  extend  the  period  with  regard  to  re- 
demption. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  10, 
line  16,  to  leave  out  the  word  ''six" 
and  insert  the  word  ''twelve." — (Mr, 
Biggar.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  word 
'  six '  stand  part  of  the  Bill." 

The  attorney  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law]  said,  he  hoped 
the  Amendment  would  not  be  pressed, 
aa  it  was  not  proposed  to  alter  the  gene- 
ral statute  law  of  Ireland  by  this  Bill, 
and  that  was  what  they  would  be  doing 
if  they  adopted  the  Amendment.  The 
clause  was  cdready  very  much  in  favour 
of  the  tenant. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Mb.  GIBSON  moved  to  insert  in  page 
10,  line  18,  after  the  word  "  rent,'^the 
following  words : — 

'*  Where  such  rent  is  not  a  judicial  rent,  and 
at  any  time  before  but  not  after  the  ezplxalion 
of  six  months  from  the  date  of  the  judgment  or 
decree  for  poflseaaion  in  an  ejectment  for  non- 
payment of  rent  where  such  rent  is  a  judicial 
rent." 

The  Amendment  was  one  which  he 
thought  would  commend  itself  to  the 
House.  The  six  months  allowed  to  tiie 
tenant  for  the  redemption  of  his  faxra 
under  a  decree  for  possession  in  an 
ejectment  for  non-pajrment  of  rent  had 
been  found  a  most  fruitful  source  ol 
strife,  because  the  landlord  was  in  poa« 
session  of  his  farm  for  six  uncertain 
months,  during  which  he  could  make 
no  definite  let  or  work  the  farm  to  any 
advantage.  If  the  country  was  dia* 
turbed,  as  it  had  been  of  late,  there  wa^ 
great  difficulty  experienced  in  executing 
the  decree,  owing  to  the  uncertain  date 
from  which  the  six  months  commenced  to 
run.  No  remedies  whatever  were  givexi 
to  the  landlords,  and  not  a  soutaxy 
provision  facilitating  the  recovery  ox 
their  rights.  He,  therefore,  now  pro- 
posed to  make  a  simple  and  moderate 
amendment  of  the  law  in  reference  to 
the  redemption  period,  and  to  aaj  to  fhe 
tenant^  if  he  came  under  the  qs§ap^fkm 
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of  that  Bill  and  obtained  a  judicial  rent  In  page  11,  line  86,  at  end,  by  inserting 
and  a  statutory  term,  and  if  he  then  as  a  separate  paragraph — 
failed  to  pay  and  his  landlord  brought  u  xhe  service  of  a  notice  to  quit,  to  enforce 
an  ejectment  and  the  tenant  did  not  sell,  which  no  proceedings  are  taken  by  the  landlord, 
in  that  case  the  redemption  period  or  the  proceedings  to  enforce  which  are  re- 
should  run  from  the  fixed  date  when  the  f^""^^  \  *^  ^^,»  ^^^^  ""^^  ^P^"**®  ^ 
ejectment  decree  was  pronounced,  and  ©t^rminet  e  tenancy, 
not  from  a  precarious  date.  He  hoped  In  page  1 1,  line  40,  by  leaving  out  from 
the  Government  would  accept  his  pro-  "Provided,"  to  **quit,"  in  page  12, 
posal.  line  2. 

Amendment  proposed,  ^^*^«^'  "  ^^^^^^'  y^"''"^  f^" 

In  page  10,  line  18,  after  the  word  "  rent,"  to  Clause  16  (Contracts  inconsistent  with 

insert  the  words  "  where  such  rent  is  nota  judi-  Act,  how  far  void). 

cial  rent,  and  at  any  time  before  but  not  after  « ,  ,--.-,,  *  t  tt  ji  rj.  a.\.  j 
the  expiration  of  six  months  from  the  date  of  ^K.  HHiALY  moved,  after  the  word 
the  judgment  or  decree  for  possession  in  an  ''pounds,"  to  insert  *' under  one  land- 
ejectment  for  non-payment  of  rent  where  such  lord."  It  was  merely  a  verbal  Amend- 
rent  is  a  judicial  rent.'*— (ifr.G'i**©^.)  ^^^4^  ^n^  1^^  l^op^^  ^^q  Government 

Question  proposed,  '*  That  those  words  ^^^^  *^°®P*  ^*- 

be  there  inserted."  Amendment  proposed,  in  page  12,  line 

39,  after  **  pounds,"  insert  **  under  one 

The  attorney   GENERAL    fok  landlord."— (i/r.  iZ;?a/y.) 

IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  said,  he  opposed  Question  proposed,  '*  That  those  words 

the  Amendment  on  the  same  ground  as  ^^  there  inserted." 
he    had    objected    to   the   Amendment 

of  the  hon.   Member  for  Cavan  (Mr.  Thb  ATTORNEY    GENERAL  fob 

Biggar).     He  did  not  propose  in  that  IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  said,  he  opposed 

Bill  to  alter  the  general  law  as  to  eject-  the  Amendment  on  the  ground  that  it 

ment  for  non-payment  of  rent.     If  no  was  unnecessary. 

new  remedi^es  were  given  to  the  landlord  Question  put,  and  nsffattved. 

by  the  Bill,  it  was  because  legislation 

was  required,  not  in  the  interest  of  the  Clause  agreed  to. 

landlord,  but  in  the  interest  of  the  ten-  Clause  17  (Powers  of  limited  owners). 

ant.     The  period  was  now  six  months  Qolonel  STANLEY  moved,  in  page 

from  the  time  when  the  ejectment  was  ^3  ^^  37,  at  end  of  clause,  t<;  ad(f  tEe 

practically  enforced;   and  it  would  be  f^]iowing  words:- 

very  inconvenient  and  a  source  of  much  ° 

confusion  to  have  two  periods  applicable  ,  *' Provided  always.  That  in  the  caae  of  any 

to  the  same  tenancy  under  different  cir-  ^^ai^faUnrtlS^f  LHS^l^ 

cumstances.  between  landlord  and  tenant,  or  proceedings 

affecting  such  holding  under  the  foregoing  pro- 

Question  put,  and  negatived,  yisions  of  this  Act,  shall  be  served  upon  the 

1.       ir     •  mortgagees,  and  the  mortgagees  shall  be  entitled 

On    the    Motion    of    the    Attorney  to  object  to  any  such  agreement  or  to  intervene 

General  for  Ireland  (Mr.  Law)  Amend-  ^  such  proceedings  in  the  prescribed  manner 

ments  made  in  page  11,  line  7,   after  and  subject  to  the  prescribed  conditions." 

''  and,"  by  inserting  «'  in  such  case ;  "  The  Amendment  was  intended  to  pre- 

page  11,  line  9,  after  *' appHcation  "  by  yent  anything  being  done  behind  the 

inserting  hd^ok  of  the  mortgagee.     He  understood 

"Provided,  That  proceedings  shaU  not  be  the  Government  were  prepared  to  accept 

taken  by  a  landlord  to  compel  a  tenant  to  quit  *t  m  principle . 

his  holing  for  breach  of  any  statutory  condi-  Amendrnfint  T^rot^osed 

tion,  save  as  foUows :—  Amenoment  proposea, 

In  page  13,  line  27,  after  the  word  '*  interest," 

"  (1.)  Where  the  condition  broken  is  a  con-  to  insert  the  words— "Provided  always,  That 

dition  relating  to  payment  of  rent,  then  in  the  case  of  any  holding  subject  to  mortgages 

by  ejectment  subject  to  the  provisions  of  the  prescribed  notice  of  any  agreement  affecting 

the  statutes  relating  to  ejectment  for  non-  such  holding  between  kndlord  and  tenant,  or 

payment  of  rent ;  and  proceedings  affecting  such  holding  under  the 

"  (2.2  Where  the  condition  broken  is  any  foregoing  provisions  of  this  Act,  shall  be  served 

other  statutory  condition,  then  by  ejectment  upon  the  mortg^eep,  and  the  mortgagees  shaU 

founded  on  notice  to  quit."  be  entitled  to  object  to  any  such  agreement  or 
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to  intdrvene  in  suoh  proceedings  In  the  pre- 
scribed manner  and  subject  to  the  prescribed 
conditions." — {Colonel  Stanley,) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

The  attorney  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  said,  lie  was  pre- 
pared to  accept  the  Amendment  in  prin- 
ciple ;  but  he  considered  it  required  some 
modification,  and  therefore  moved  that 
it  should  be  amended  so  as  to  read — 

'*  That  in  the  case  of  any  holding  subject  to 
mortgage  the  prescribed  notice  of  any  agreement 
between  landlord  and  tenant  for  granting  a 

Indidal  lease  or  creating  a  fixed  tenancy  of  such 
molding  nnder  the  foregoing  provisions  of  this 
Act  shall  be  served  on  the  mortgagee,  and  the 
mortgagee  shall  be  entitled  to  interveoe  in  such 
proceedings  in  the  prescribed  manner,  and  sub- 
ject to  the  prescribed  conditions.*' 

Amendment  ( Colonel  Stanley)  by  leaye, 
ipithdrawH. 

Amendment  {Mr.  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland)  agreed  to. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to, 

daase  18  (Letting  for  labourers'  cot- 
tages not  to  be  within  the  restrictions  of 
Act). 

Mb.  BELLINOHAM  proposed  to  in- 
sert in  page  13,  line  28,  the  following 
words : — **  or  by  the  terms  of  any  exist- 
ing leases,"  the  object  being  to  secure 
that  a  letting  for  labourers'  cottages 
should  not  be  deemed  to  be  a  sub-letting 
within  the  restrictions  of  the  Act,  or  a 
letting  prohibited  by  the  Act,  or  "by 
the  terms  of  any  existing  leases." 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  13,  line 
28,  after  the  word  ''Act,"  to  insert  the 
words  "or  by  the  terms  of  any  existing 
leases." — {Mr.  Bellingham,) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  tHs  would 
be  the  adoption  of  a  principle  which 
would  be  new  in  the  Bill.  Under  the 
Bill  power  was  taken  to  quash  certain 
leases  on  broad  grounds ;  but  the  Amend- 
ment made  a  suggestion  of  quite  a  new 
kind.  It  proposed  to  interfere  with 
leases  without  quashing  them.  Such  a 
proposal  ought  not  to  be  agreed  to  ex- 
cept upon  the  strongest  grounds,  or  some 
very  urgent  grievance,  which  had  not 
been  shown  to  exist  to  any  extent. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 


Mb.  GIBSON  proposed,  in  page  18, 
line  28,  after  "Court,"  insert  "after 
service  of  the  prescribed  notice  upon  the 
landlord."  This  would  provide  that  the 
period  of  redemption  should  run  from 
the  issue  of  the  process  of  ejectment,  in- 
stead of  from  the  date  of  the  execution 
of  the  decree.  He  thought  this  was  but 
fair  to  the  landlords,  of  whose  interests 
the  Bill  was,  on  the  whole,  neglectful. 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  page  13,  line  28,  after  '*  Court,"  insert 
"  after  service  of  the  prescrihed  notice  upon  the 
landlord.'M^''*  6^«m.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

The  attorney  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  said,  that  if  the 
Bill  appeared  to  neglect  the  landlords 
it  was  because  they  had  in  the  past 
taken  good  care  of  themselves.  He  de- 
clined to  accept  the  Amendment,  as  it 
introduced  an  innovation  into  the  state 
of  the  law. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  moved,  in  page 
13,  line  35,  to  leave  out  from  "Pro- 
vided" to  the  end  of  the  clause,  and 
insert — 

'*  Provided,  That  the  land  comprised  in  each 
letting  shall  not  exceed  half  an  acre  in  exient, 
and  that  where  the  holding  contains  not  more 
than  twenty-five  acres  of  tillage  land  the  num- 
ber of  Budi  lettings  shall  not  exceed  one ;  and 
that  where  the  holding  contains  more  than 
twenty-five  acres  of  tillage  land,  but  not  more 
than  fift^  acres  of  such  land,  the  number  of 
such  lettmgs  shall  not  exceed  two ;  and  so  in 
proportion  to  the  acreage  of  tillage  land  in  the 
holding  after  fifty  acres." 

The  object  of  the  Amendment  was  simply 
to  make  the  views  of  the  GK)vemment 
on  the  question  of  the  labourers'  dwell- 
ings penectly  clear. 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  page  13,  line  35,  leave  out  from  '*  pro- 
vided," to  end  of  Clause,  and  insert  **  Provided, 
That  the  land  comprised  in  each  letting  shall 
not  exceed  half  an  acre  in  extent,  and  that 
where  the  holding  contains  not  more  than 
twenty-five  acres  of  tillage  land,  the  number  of 
Bjxch.  lettings  shall  not  exceed  one,  and  that 
where  the  holding  contains  more  than  twenty- 
five  acres  of  tillage  land,  but  not  more  than 
fifty  acres  of  such  land,  the  number  of  sach 
lettings  shall  not  exceed  two ;  and  so  in  pro- 
portion to  the  acreage  of  tillage  land  in  the 
holding  after  fifty  acres."~(j|fr.  Attorney  Otne^ 
ralfor  Ireland.) 
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Question,  ''That  those  words  be  there 
inserted,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Sib  HERVEY  BRUCE,  in  moving 
the  insertion,  at  the  end  of  the  clause, 
of  the  following  words : — 

*'  Where  labourers  are  at  present  in  posses- 
sion, the  labourers  or  tenants  may  apply  to  the 
Court  to  fix  a  fair  rent," 

said,  that  although  the  Bill  did  do  some- 
thing for  one  class  of  tenants,  he  felt  it 
his  duty  to  bring  forward  this  Amend- 
ment in  the  interest  of  labourers  who 
were  now  the  tenants  of  cottages,  and 
paid  a  higher  rent  for  them  than  they 
ought.  As  the  Bill  dealt  with  the  pre- 
sent tenants  of  holdings,  he  did  not  see 
why  it  should  not  deal  with  the  present 
labourer  tenants. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  13,  line  39,  after  the  word  ''hold- 
ing,** to  insert  the  words  ''  where  labourers  are 
at  present  in  possession,  the  labourers  or  tenants 
may  apply  to  the  Court  to  fix  a  fair  rent." — 
{Sir  Servey  Bruce.) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mk.  W.  E.  FORSTER  hoped  the  hon. 
Baronet  would  not  press  the  Amend- 
ment, as  the  Government  could  not 
accept  it.  This  was  a  Bill  for  settling 
the  occupation  of  land  between  landlord 
and  tenant,  and  they  did  not  profess  by 
its  clauses  to  meet  the  labourers'  ques- 
tion. They  meant,  however,  to  take 
care  that  by  the  action  of  the  landlord 
or  tenant  the  labourers  should  not  be 
injured,  but,  if  possible,  benefited.  The 
Amendment  might,  as  proposed,  go  a 
great  deal  further. 

Sib  HERVEY  BRUCE  supposed  it 
would  be  useless  to  persevere  with  the 
Amendment,  and,  therefore,  asked  leave 
to  withdraw  it. 

Mr.  EOROYD  said,  that  the  labourers 
of  Ireland  were  the  worst  treated  class, 
and  he  was  sorry  the  Government  had 
not  seen  their  way  to  do  something  for 
them.  Interference  for  their  protection 
would  be  more  justifiable  than  in  regard 
to  any  other  class,  while  improved  dwell- 
ings would  largely  contribute  to  their 
content  and  self-respect. 

Mb.  LALOR  said,  he  was  sorry  the 
Government  had  made  up  its  mind  to 
leave  the  labourers  of  Ireland  out  in  the 
cold.  No  class  in  Ireland  needed  so 
much  protection  as  the  labourers — most 
of  them  held  their  small  plots  of  land  at 
extraordinary  high  rent,  and  it  was  not 


fair  they  should  be  denied  the  benefit 
granted  to  tenant  farmers  under  the  Bill. 

Mr.  VILLIERS  STUART  regretted 
that  the  labourers  should  be  excluded 
from  the  protection  of  the  Bill.  Hon. 
Members  who  were  not  acquainted  with 
Ireland  could  not  imagine  how  shame- 
fully rack-rented  were  many  of  the 
agricultural  labourers.  The  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  Woodstock  (Lord  Ran- 
dolph Churchill)  had  quoted  from  The 
Times  a  statement  that  it  was  usual  in 
the  County  Cork  to  charge  at  the  rate 
of  £12  per  acre  for  allotment  land.  He 
himself  knew  a  district  where  £15  per 
acre  was  not  an  uncommon  rent.  Of 
course,  such  a  state  of  things  must  lead 
to  a  g^evous  amount  of  discontent ;  and 
it  was  ffreatly  to  be  regretted  that  the 
Bill  did  not  include  the  entire  agricul- 
tural population.  He  trusted  the  Go- 
vernment would  hold  out  some  hope  that 
something  would  be  done  next  Session 
for  the  class  now  excluded. 

Mb.  GIVAN  said,  he  must  condemn 
the  waste  of  golden  moments  on  such 
an  untenable  proposition. 

Mb.  p.  martin  said,  that  the  Bill 
substantially  did  nothing  for  the  la- 
bourers. He  urged  the  Government  to 
g^ve  a  pledge  to  deal  with  the  labourers^ 
question  next  Session. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  20  (Advances  to  tenants  by 
Commission  for  purchase  of  holdings). 

LoBD  GEORGE  HAMILTON  moved, 
in  page  14,  lines  39  and  40,  leave  out 
^'afair  rent  for,"  and  insert  **the  full 
letting  value  of." 

Question  proposed,  ''That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
BilL" 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  was  will- 
ing to  admit  that  in  this  clause,  as  it 
stood  in  the  first  part  of  the  Bill,  the 
language  was  not  accurate  or  satisfac- 
tory, inasmuch  as  it  did  not  correspond 
with  the  language  used  in  Clause  7  about 
a  fair  rent.  But,  undoubtedly,  the  inten- 
tion always  was  the  same— namely,  that 
the  limit  of  the  sum  advanced  should  be 
in  the  proportion  of  three-fourths,  or 
whatever  rent  might  be  fixed  under 
Clause  7.  He  was  sorry  it  would  not 
be  possible  to  introduce  here  such  a 
phrase  as  the  ''full  letting  value"  of 
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the  holdiogy  because  tliat  would  bring  a 
new  subject  under  the  view  of  the  Com^. 

Atnendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn, 
blause  agreed  to. 

Gause  23  (Purchase  of  estates  by 
Oommission,  and  re-sale  in  parcels  to 
tenants). 

On  the  Motion  of  the  Attoexsy  Gene- 
ral fot  iRELAin)  (Mr.  Law),  Amend- 
ment made,  in  page  17,  line  2,  by  leav- 
ing out  from  "thereof,"  to  end  of 
clause,  and  inserting — 

'*  Or  may  pre-pay  any  instalxnentB  thereof  in 
such  manner^  and  on  such  terms  as  is  provided 
by  section  fifty-one  of '  The  Landlord  and  Ten- 
ant (Ireland)  Act,  1870,'  or  in  such  other  nuui- 
ner,  and  on  such  other  terms,  as  the  Treasury 
may  from  time  to  time  approve,  having  regard 
to  the  due  repayment  of  the  loan  and  the  pro- 
tection of  the  I^d  CommiBsion  against  loss  by 
the  said  loan." 

CHause,  as  amended,  agreed  to, . 

Clause  24  (Sale  to  public  of  parcels 
not  purchased  by  tenants). 

On  the  Motion  of  the  Attobney  Gene- 
ral for  Ibelakd  (Mr.  Law),  Amendment 
made,  in  page  17,  line  82,  by  leaving 
out  from  the  first  <'the  Bail  ways  Act 
(Ireland),"  to  '*  Act,"  in  line  34. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  25  (Terms  of  repayment  of 
advances  made  by  Commission). 

On  the  Motion  of  the  Attobney  Gene- 
Bix  for  Ibelakd  (Mr.  Law),  Amendment 
made  in  pase  18,  line  12,  by  leaving 
out  ''sells;"  and  in  page  18,  at  end, 
by  adding — 

' '  Provided,  That,  in  respect  of  any  holding 
which  is  subject  to  any  charse  in  respect  of  an 
annuity  in  favour  of  the  Board  of  Works,  created 
in  pursuance  of  '  The  Landlord  and  Tenant  (Ire* 
land^  Act,  1870,'  the  said  Board  may,  if  they 
shall  see  fit,  at  any  time  during  the  continuance 
•  of  such  charge,  upon  the  application  of  the  per- 
son for  the  time  being  liaole  to  pay  the  same, 
declare  such  holding  to  be  subject  to  the  condi- 
tions imposed  by  this  Act  on  a  holding  subject 
to  any  charge  in  respect  of  an  annuity  m  favour 
of  the  Land  Commission;  and  thenceforth  so 
much  of  the  forty-fourth  and  forty-fifth  sec- 
tions of  the  said  Landlord  and  Tenant  (Ireland) 
Act,  1870,  as  prohibits,  without  the  consent  ox  \ 
the  Board!,  the  alienation,  assignment,  sub-divi- 
sion, or  sub-letting  of  a  holding  charged  as  in 
the  said  section  mentioned,  and  declares  that  in 
the  event  of  such  prohibition  being  contravened 
the  holding  shall  be  forfeited  to  the  Board ;  and 
also  so  much  of  section  two  of  '  The  Landlord 
and  Tenant  (Ireland)  Act,  1872,*  as  relates  to 
the  sale  of  holdings  in  lieu  of  forfeiture,  shall, 
as  to  the  holding  in  respect  of  which  such  a 
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declaration  has  been  made,  be  repealed,  and  the 
conditions  imposed  by  this  Act  on  a  holding 
subiect  to  any  charge  in  respect  of  aa  annui^ 
in  mvour  of  the  Land  Commission  shall  apply 
to  the  holding  in  respect  whereof  the  said  di^ 
claration  has  been  made  in  the  same  manner  as 
if  the  said  conditions  had  been  made  applicable 
to  the  said  last-mentioned  holding  by  tne  said 
Acts  of  one  thousand  eight  hundred  and  seventy 
and  one  thousand  eight  hundred  and  seventy- 
two,  and  the  said  Board  had  thereby  been 
autiiorized  to  enforce  the  said  conditions." 

Olanse,  i^  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  26  (Hedamation  of  land). 

Mr.  BIGGAB  proposed,  in  page  19, 
lines  8  and  4,  leave  out  ''to  Oom- 
panies." 

Question  proposed,  ''  That  tbe  words 
'  to  Companies '  stand  part  of  the  BilL" 

Mr.  HEALY  suggested  that  "Com- 
panies and  others  "  should  be  inserted. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  should 
oppose  the  Amendment. 

Mr.  BIGGAB  said,  that,  seeing  that 
the  majority  of  the  House  approved  of 
squandering  the  public  money,  he  would 
withdraw  the  Amendment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

On  the  Motion  of  the  ArroBmY  Oenb- 
RAL  for  Irelakd  (Mr.  Law),  Amendment 
made,  in  page  19,  line  6,  after  "land," 
by  inserting  "  or  foreshores." 

Mr.  WABTON  proposed,  in  page  19, 
line  7,  after  the  word  "  improvement," 
to  insert  the  words — 

'*  Provided  always,  That  no  advance  shall  be 
made  to  any  such  Company  in  respect  of  any 
scheme  for  the  reclamation'of  fewer  than  fifty 
acres  of  land.'* 

Question  proposed,  "That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

The  attobney  GENEBAL  tob 
IBELAND  (Mr.  Law)  thought  the  Trea- 
suxy  might  be  trusted  in  this  matter. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

On  the  Motion  of  the  Attorney  Gene- 
ral for  Ireland  (Mr.  Law),  Amend- 
ment made,  in  page  19,  line  13,  by  in- 
serting as  a  separate  paragraph  at  end 
of  sub-section  (2) — 

"Any  advance  to  an  occupier  under  this  sub- 
section shall  he  subject  to  the  provisions  of  the 
Landed  Property  Improvement  (Ireland)  Acta, 
so  far  as  the  Troasur>'  may  dedaie  the  same  to 
be  applicable,  and  shall  have  priority  over  aU 
charges  and  incumbrances  whatever  upon  the 
tenancy  of  such  occupier,  except  rent,  onleos 
the  landlord  is  a  party  to  the  advance,  and 
agrees  to  postpone  the  rent  to  It;  hut  ^(Bfbt4 
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Buoli  advance  I0  made  one  month'i  pteyiona 
notice  thereof  shall  be  given  in  a  newspaper 
circulating  in  the  district  within  which  the  said 
holding  is  sitaated,  and  in  such  other  manner 
as  the  Board  of  Works  may  prescribe ;  and  such 
advance  shall  not  have  priority  over  any  charge 
or  incumbrance  of  whidi  the  Board  01  Works 
may  have  had  notice  in  writing  given  them 
before  making  the  advance.*' 

And  in  page  19,  line  19,  after  ''sec- 
tion," insert — 

**  Nor  any  advances  without  proper  secnrity 
that  those  advances  shall  be  expended  for  such 
purposes  as  aforesaid,  in  addition  to  the  sums 
advanced  or  expended  by  the  company  oat  of 
their  own  moneys." 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  27  (Emigration). 

Mr.  PAENELL  (on  behalf  of  Mr. 
Healy),  in  moving  the  omission  of  the 
clause,  said,  that,  taking  into  considera- 
tion the  very  late  perioa  of  the  Session 
at  which  they  had  arrived,  he  and  his 
Friends  did  not  intend  to  occupy  the 
House  at  any  length  on  the  subject.  He 
wished  to  point  out  that  they  were  very 
much  influenced  in  confining  themselves 
to  one  division  and  a  strong  protest 
against  the  clause  by  the  fact  that  the 
clause  as  it  originally  stood  in  the  Bill 
had  been  very  materially  modified. 
As  the  clause  originally  stood,  it  pro- 
vided that  emigration  should  only  take 
place  to  Canada  and  the  British  Colo- 
nies ;  but  they  felt  firmly  convinced  that 
those  who  did  emigrate  under  the  Bill 
should  be  perfecUy  free  to  select  the 
country  themselves.  They  had  also 
fixed  £60,000  as  the  limit  which  should 
not  be  exceeded  in  any  year  in  assisting 
emigration  under  the  clause.  These 
alterations  were,  of  course,  from  their 
point  of  view,  very  important.  In  pro- 
testing still  against  the  clause  as  it 
stood,  he  should  record  his  opinion 
against  the  necessity  for  such  a  clause 
at  idl.  The  object  of  the  Bill  was  pro- 
fessedly to  improve  the  relations  between 
landlord  and  tenant  in  Ireland;  but  had 
the  House  and  the  Government  had 
time  to  go  into  the  question  of  emi- 
gration, which  they  had  not  been  able 
to  raise  in  any  but  a  tentative  manner, 
they  would  have  been  able  to  show  the 
House  that  there  was  not  the  least 
necessity  whatever  for  emigrating  a 
single  human  being  from  Ireland.  He 
comd  prove  by  statistics  to  the  full  con- 
viction of  Members  of  that  House  that 
the  population  of  Ireland  was  less  in 


proportion  to  itti  area  than  iihdi  of  Vd^ 
other  country  in  Eurobe,  and  the  evi- 
dence of  Professor  Baldwih  showed 
clearly  isnough  that  there  was  a  suffi- 
cient Quantity  of  fairly  improvable  land 
in  Ireland,  the  letting  value  of  which 
did  not  (exceed  5«.  an  acre,  which  might, 
by  a  small  expenditure  per  acre,  be 
raised  to  a  letting  value  of  £1  per 
acre  to  support  all  the  tenants  in  Ire- 
land. He  had  brought  forward  an 
Amendment  in  another  portion  of  the 
Bill,  and  he  had  some  nope  that  the 
Government  would  consider  the  Ques- 
tion of  giving  extended  powers  to  local 
authorities  for  the  purpose  of  purchas- 
ing land;  and  he  tnuBted  thAt  when 
they  obtained  a  system  of  representa- 
tive county  government  for  Ireland 
the  House  would  see  its  way  to  giving 
such  representative  bodies  powers  which 
would  enable  them  to  improve  the  indus- 
trial resources  of  the  country.  It  was 
true  that  at  present  they  had  not  in 
Ireland  a  sufficiently  reprcQentative 
body  to  undertake  this  work;  and  in 
proposing  an  Amendment  to  g^ve  such 
powers  to  the  Boards  of  Guardians  he 
should  say  that,  as  at  present  constituted, 
they  were  unsatisfactory  bodies  for  the 
discharge  of  such  duties.  Before  the 
condition  of  the  congested  districts  came 
before  the  House  again  he  hoped  some 
practical  legislation  would  have  taken 
effect  in  the  direction  he  had  just  indi- 
cated. In  the  operation  of  this  Bill  he 
trusted  that  many  of  the  smaller  tenants 
who  had  actually  cut  their  holdings  out 
of  the  bog  would  obtain  suitable  reduo- 
tions  of  rent,  and  he  considered  that  on 
such  tenants  this  Bill  would  confer 
greater  benefits  than  on  any  other;  and 
he  hoped  that  it  would  be  possible, 
without  resorting  to  emig^tion,  to 
make  these  poor  people  live  in  their 
small  holdings  still  longer,  until  the 
unoccupied  and  unreclaimed  land  had 
been  brought  into  a  state  of  cultivation, 
and  he  hoped  the  Government  would 
not  find  it  necessary  to  spend  one  single 
penny  on  emigration.  Emigration  went 
against  every  feeling  in  the  Irish  cha- 
racter, and  it  was  associated  with  many 
of  the  most  painful,  deplorable  recollec- 
tions in  the  nistory  of  the  country.  They 
believed  there  was  no  necessity  what- 
ever for  the  departure  from  their  coun- 
try of  one  single  man  or  woman  or 
child  ;  and  he  trusted  that  in  the  division 
about  to  be  taken  they  would  shorn  i^^^ 
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Prime  Minister  and  {he  Ohanoellor  of 
the  Dnohy  of  Lanoaeter  that  the  majority 
of  the  Irish  Bepresentatiyes  were  against 
the  proposed  legislation.  He  begged  to 
move  the  rejection  of  the  clause. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  19, 
line  83,  leave  out  Clause  27. — {Mr. 
PamtU.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  words 
'The  Land  Commissioners  may  from 
time  to  time '  stand  part  of  the  Bill." 

M&.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  accepted 
thankfully  the  assurance  of  the  non. 
Gentleman  and  his  Friends  that  they 
did  not  think  it  necessary  to  revive  the 
prolonged  discussions  upon  this  question 
that  took  place  in  Committee.  He 
thought  it  necessary,  however,  to  say  to 
the  hon.  Gentleman  that  he  certainly 
misunderstood  the  efiPect  of  the  clause  as 
it  was  first  introduced  —  although  he 
would  admit  it  had  been  improved  in  its 
wording — as  it  was  devised  entirely  for 
the  purpose  of  insuring  that  emigration 
should  be  carried  out  m  any  quarter  of 
the  globe  without  any  restriction  what- 
ever. The  Government  acceded  very 
freely  to  the  limitation  of  the  money, 
as  they  did  not  believe  that  wholesale 
proceedings  would  or  ought  to  arise 
under  this  clause.  He  should  point  out, 
in  conclusion,  that  the  Government  had 
acceded  willingly  to  the  Amendment 
which  limited  the  operation  of  the  clause, 
and  which  rendei^  it  necessary  that 
they  should  again  apply  to  that  House 
ana  obtain  its  consent  before  any  exten* 
sion  of  the  powers  g^ranted  by  the  clause 
could  be  obtained.  He  need  only  say 
that  the  Government  would  adhere  to 
the  clause  as  it  stood. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided  :  —  Ayes  238 ; 
Noes  37  :  Majority  201.— (Div.  List, 
No.  338.) 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  19, 
line  41,  after  the  word  ''families,"  to 
insert  the  words  *'  and  poor  persons." — 
{Mr.  JFarton.) 

Question,  **  That  those  words  be  there 
inserted,"  put,  and  negatived. 

Mb.  ECBOYD,  in  moving,  in  page 
19,  line  42,  after  the  word  *'Lreland," 
to  insert  the  words  ''to  any  British 
Colony  or  Dependency,"  said,  he  must 
protest  against  employment  of  taxes 
raised  from  the  "Rngl^flh  population  for 
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the  purpose  of  sending  emigrants  to  a 
country  where  they  would  not  be  allowed 
to  be  customers  for  British  manufac- 
turers. 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  page  19,  line  42,  after  the  word  ''Ire« 
land,*'  to  uuert  the  words  ''to  any  Britidi 
colony  and  dependency." — {Mr.  Eeroyd.^ 

Question  proposed,  "That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mr.  PABNELL  said,  he  wished  to 
point  out  to  the  hon.  Member  who  had 
just  sat  down  that  it  was  the  English 
Members  who  were  doing  this,  and  not 
the  Lrish  Members.  As  a  proof  of  that, 
he  would  mention  the  fact  that  in  the 
division  which  had  just  taken  place  34 
Lrish  Members  voted  against  the  clause, 
and  only  22  of  all  sections  voted  in  its 
favour.  It  had  been  stated  on  a  pre- 
vious occasion  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  of 
Lancaster  that  they  dared  not  take  a 
division  ag^nst  the  clause;  and  since 
he  had  expressed  that  opinion  a  majority 
of  Lrish  Miembers  had  twice  voted  against 
it.  He  reminded  the  Prime  Minister  of 
his  declaration  that,  in  including  or 
striking  out  the  Emigration  Clause,  he 
would  be  guided  by  the  preponderating 
view  of  Insh  Members ;  and  he  there- 
fore asked  that  the  Prime  Minister, 
having  reg^ard  to  the  opinion  of  the  ma- 
jority of  Lrish  Members,  would  have  this 
clause  struck  out  in  the  House  of  Lords. 

LoBD  JOHN  MANNERS  said,  that 
34  was  not  a  majority  of  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers. 

Mr.  parnell  explained  what  he 
meant  was  that  a  majority  of  the  Irish 
Members  voting  had  opposed  the  dause. 

Ma.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  trusted 
their  time  would  not  be  occupied  in  such 
discussions.  The  majority  of  the  Irish 
Members  were  in  favour  of  the  dause, 
and  he  therefore  hoped  they  would  hear 
no  more  of  this  boasted  Irish  majority. 

Mb.  a.  M'ABTHUB  wished  to  enter 
his  protest  against  the  alteration  of  the 
clause,    which    limited   the    assistance 

given  to  persons  emigrating  to  British 
olonies,  and  said  he  sympathixed  veiy 
much  with  the  Mover  of  this  Amend- 
ment. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  SSa  (Exceptional  proviaoDS 
for  certain  officers). 


On  the  Uotion  of  the  Attobkbt  Gbite- 
EAL  for  Irslaxd  (Mr.  Law),  Amend- 
ment made,  in  page  34,  line  33,  after 
"  1877,"  by  inserting — 

"  And  ftlio  to  Clerk*  of  the  Crowii  and  PeaM 
who,  under  the  provinooa  of  the  nxteenth  sec. 
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applitsatione  to  Farlifunent  on  this  mb- 
ject,  if  they  could  be  avoided ;  and  he 
thought  the  difficulty  which  would  arise 
if  the  Land  Oommiasion  had  not  oom> 
pleted  its  work  within  the  time  for  which 
it  was  to  be  appointed  would  be  beet  ob- 
viated b;  his  propoeal. 
Amendment  propoeed, 
In  page  33,  line  40,  after  the  word  "  Act," 
to  inBert  the  wordi— "  Provided  alwayi,  Th«t 
in  case  At  anj  time  after  the  expiration  of  & 
period  of  six  years  from  the  pasdng'  of  thii 
Act  a  CommiMion  ahall  hare  been  luued  bj 
Her  Majeety  under  Her  Royal  Sign  Manual  to 
aicettain  and  report  whether  the  businesa  of  the 
Land  Conuniiaion  makes  it  Tequisite  or  not  re- 
quisite that,  after  the  oxpinition  of   the  laid 


In  page  34,  line  30,  bTleavingout  para- 
graph from  "ETory,  to  "  office,"  in 
page  35,  line  9,  both  inoluaiTe;  and  in 
page  35,  line  14,  by  leaving  out  &om 
"and  until,"  to  "  twenty- one,"  in  line 
15,  both  inclutdve. 
Clause,  aa  amended,  agrMd  to, 
ClauBo  35  [CoDstitutionof  Land  Com- 
mission). 

Mk.  W.  H.  smith,  in  moying,  in 
pa^  23,  line  40,  after  the  word  "  Act," 
to  insert  the  words — 

"  Provided  always.  That  in  case  at  any  time 
after  the  expiration  of  a  period  of  dx  yean  from 
the  pauing  of  this  Act  a  CommiMion  shall  have 
been  isauod  by  Her  Majesty  nnder  Her  Boyal 
Sign  Manual  to  ascertain  and  report  whether  the 
business  of  the  Land  Commismon  makes  it  re- 
quisite or  not  requisito  that,  after  the  expiration 
of  the  said  period  of  seven  years  from  the 
passing  of  this  Act,  there  shonla  be,  in  addition 
to  the  Judicial  Comniilsioner,  one  or  two  other 
CommiMioDere ;  and,  in  ca«e  such  Oommission 
shall  report  that  the  business  of  the  Land  Com- 
tntsaion  makes  it  requisite  that  there  should  be, 
in  addition  to  the  Judicial  CommisBioner,  ons 
or  two  other  Commissioners,  and  that  such  other 
Commissioner  or  Cummisdoners  should  be  ap- 
pointed for  a  period  to  be  stated  by  suoh  Com- 
mission. In  such  report  Her  Majesty  may  by 
Warrant  under  the  Royal  Sign  "«""«!  from 
time  to  time  appoint  soma  fit  parson  or  fit 
persons  to  be  sui^  other  Commissioner  or  Com- 
missioners to  hold  office  during  the  period  stated 
in  such  retort. 

"  If  such  Commission  report  that  the  bnsnoM 
of  the  Land  Commission  does  not  reqoire  that 
there  should  be  any  Commisdoner  in  addition 
to  the  Judicial  Commissioner,  tiien  npoa  the 
expiration  of  the  said  period  of  seven  years 
after  the  passing  of  this  Act,  all  the  jurisdiction, 
powers,  privileges,  and  authorities  by;  this  Act 
conferrad  upon  the  Land  Commission  shall 
thereafter  be  exercisable  and  eqjoyable  by  the 
Judicial  Commisuoner  alone," 
said,  that  the  provision  at  present  em- 
bodied in  the  meaaure  lacked  the  ele- 
ment of  stability,  for,  if  it  were  pre- 
served unchanged,  the  Land  Commission 
must  come  to  an  end  after  a  period  of 
seven  years,  when  it  would  be  necessary, 
supposing  the  continuance  of  the  Com* 
mission  to  be  desirable,  to  make  &esh 
applications  to  Parliament.  It  was  un- 
desirable that  there  should  be  repeated 
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the  business  of  the  Land  Commission  makes  il 
requisite  that  there  should  be,  in  addition  to  the 
Judicial  Commissioner,  one  or  two  other  Com- 
missioners, and  that  9ucb  other  Commitstooer 
or  Commisdoners  should  be  appointed  for  a 
period  to  be  stated  by  such  CommissiOD.  In 
such  report  Her  Majesty  may  by  Womint  under 
the  Royal  Sign  Manual  from  time  to  time  ap- 
point some  fit  person  or  Qt  persons  to  be  such 
other  Commissioner  or  Commissioners  to  hold 
office  during  the  period  stated  in  such  report. 

"  If  such  Commission  report  that  the  busi- 
ness  of  the  I^nd  Commission  does  not  require 
that  there  should  be  any  Commisaionar  in  addi- 
tion to  the  Judicial  Commissioner,  then  upon 
the  expiration  of  the  said  period  of  seven  yean 
after  the  passiDg  of  this  Act,  all  the  jurisdiction, 
powers,  privileges,  and  anthoritiea  by  this  Act 
confsrred  upon  the  Land  Commisaioa  shall 
thereafter  be  exercisable  and  enjoyable  by  the 
Judicial  Commissioner  alone."— (Jfr.  WiUUait 
Hitiry  Smilh.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Ub.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  regretted 
that  the  House  generally  had  not  had 
an  opportunity  of  carefiuly  considering 
this  Amendment ;  but  he  and  Ms  Ool- 
leagues  had  had  that  opportunity,  and 
he  was  bound  to  say  that  he  felt  in- 
debted to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  for 
his  suggestion.  The  Qovemment  were 
extremely  desirous  to  avoid  the  risk  of 
having  an  unnecessary  number  of  offices 
and  officers,  and  they  also  wished  that 
there  should  be  an  opportunity  of  call- 
ing in  the  discretion  of  Parliament,  as 
opposed  to  granting  unlimited  discretion 
to  the  Executive  Oovemment.  Upon 
the  whole,  the  Amendment  was  a  pm- 
dent  provision,  and  the  Government 
were  prepared  to  accept  it.  The  crea- 
tion of  a  Boyal  Commission  in  aocord- 
anoe  with  the  viewa  oC  tVt«  i^-'^^  'W(^< 
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Gentleman  would  do  away  with  the 
neoessitj,  which  the  Government  would 
otherwise  be  under,  of  applying  to  Par- 
liament for  fresh  powers  at  the  end  of 
seten  years. 

Mb.  PABNELL  said,  as  the  House 
had  not  had  an  opportunity  of  consider- 
ing this  Amendment,  and  those  hon. 
Members  who  sat  round  him  were  not 
quite  dear  as  to  its  meaning,  he  thought 
it  would  be  better  if  the  Gt)yemment 
would  adjourn  this  discussion  until  the 
Amendment  was  in  print.  The  matter 
was  too  important  to  be  disposed  of 
hurriedly ;  and,  as  the  ordinary  time  for 
adjournment  had  almost  arrived,  he 
begged  to  move  the  adjournment  of  the 
debate. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." — 
{Mr.  ParneU.) 

Mb.  GIBSON  said,  the  Amendment 
contained  nothing  suspicious  whatever. 
His  right  hon.  Friend  thought  on  the 
termination  of  seven  years  to  prevent 
what  might  be  a  deadlock,  by  enabling 
the  Government  in  the  last  year  to  ap- 
point a  Boyal  Oommission  to  consider 
the  whole  state  of  the  business  under 
the  Oommissioners,  and  to  recommend, 
after  due  inquiry,  whether  one  Commis- 
sioner or  two  should  be  appointed.  He 
must  add  that  the  Amendment  would 
merely  restore  to  the  Bill  the  meaning 
of  provisions  originally  contained  in  it 
with  regard  to  the  durability  of  the 
Commission.  The  Amendment  would 
obviate  the  possibility  of  jobbery  and 
prevent  the  multiplication  of  offices. 

Mb.  SHAW  said,  he  saw  no  reason 
for  objecting  to  the  Amendment.  It 
would  never  do,  at  the  expiration  of  the 
seven  years  for  which  two  of  the  Com- 
missioners were  appointed,  to  allow  the 
whole  business  of  the  Commission  to 
come  to  a  deadlock,  and  such  a  contin- 
g^ency  would  be  prevented  by  the  adop- 
tion of  the  Amendment.  At  the  same 
time,  it  would  be  a  good  thing  to  post- 
pone the  consideration  of  the  Amend- 
ment, in  order  that  hon.  Members  might 
have  an  opportunity  of  thoroughly  un- 
derstanding it.  He  would,  however,  sug- 
gest that  the  Amendment  should  be 
inserted  in  the  Bill  when  it  got  to 
'*  another  nlace,"  and  be  dealt  with 
afterwards  by  the  House  of  Commons. 

Sir  JOSEPH  M*KENNA  said,  he 
strongly  objected  to   this  Amendment 

Mr.  Gladstone 


being  sprung  upon  the  House  at  the 
eleventh  hour.  Such  a  provision  might 
have  a  tendency  to  paralyse  and  minimisse 
the  action  of  the  Commissioners,  two  of 
whom  would  have  a  species  of  notice 
that  it  was  contemplated  to  get  rid  of 
them  as  soon  us  possible. 

Mr.  speaker  :.  It  appears  to  me 
very  doubtful  whether,  at  this  stage  of 
the  Bill,  a  proposal  of  this  kind  can  be 
considered  by  the  House.  Certainly,  it 
does  involve  a  possible  charge  on  the 
Exchequer,  and  any  proposition  of  that 
character  should  be  brought  forward  in 
Committee.  The  balance  of  my  opinion 
is  decidedly  adverse  to  the  regularity  of 
the  proceeding. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  hoped  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  would  not  press  tiiis 
proposal  under  these  circumstances,  be- 
cause the  Government  could  not  think 
of  attempting  to  press  or  carry  it  by  a 
mere  majority. 

Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH  said,  that,  after 
what  had  fallen  firom  Mr.  Speaker,  it 
would  be  out  of  the  question  to  perse- 
vere with  the  Amendment  at  this  stage ; 
but  it  was  so  important  that  he  gave 
Notice  that  he  would  move  to  re-commit 
the  Bill  with  a  view  of  having  it  in- 
serted. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  that,  how- 
ever favourably  they  viewed  the  Amend- 
ment, he  could  not  undertake  to  be  a 
party  to  such  a  course. 

Mr.  GIBSON  said,  he  was  of  opinion 
that  the  Amendment  did  not  involve  the 
question  of  a  charge  upon  the  Exche- 
quer, there  being^  no  words  in  it  re- 
ferring to  the  Biuaries  of  the  Oommis- 
sioners. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  did  not 
think  the  argument  of  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  relieved  them 
of  the  difficulty  in  which  they  wore. 

Sir  STAFFOBD  NOETHCOTE 
pointed  out  that  if  the  suggestion  of  his 
right  hon.  Friend  really  partook  of  the 
character  which  had  been  ascribed  to  it 
by  the  Speaker,  it  followed  that  it  was 
a  provision  which  could  not  be  intro- 
duced into  the  Bill  in  the  House  of 
Lords ;  and  if  nothing  were  done  ttey 
would  be  under  the  necessity  of  having 
another  Land  Bill  at  the  end  of  seven 
years.  The  only  way  of  solving  the 
present  difficulty  would  be  hr  re-eom- 
mitting  the  Bill ;  and  as  they  had  made 
^eat  progress  that  afternoon,  the  Mo- 
tion for  the  third  liaaOiiig  tni^ht  ndt 
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unreasonably  be  expected  to-morrow, 
when  the  step  contemplated  by  his  right 
hon.  Friend  could  be  taken  with  advan- 
tage. 

Motion,  and  Amendment,  by  leave, 
withdrawn. 

Sib  WALTER  B.  BAETTBLOT  said, 
he  would  again  impress  upon  the  (Go- 
vernment the  necessity  of  giving  some 
more  specific  and  definite  information  as 
to  their  determination  with  regard  to 
the  functions  of  the  Assistant  Commis- 
sioners. It  was  a  matter  of  the  utmost 
importance  to  Ireland,  and  absolutely 
necessary  that  information  should  be 
given  as  to  the  numbers  and  the  class 
of  persons  to  be  appointed.  They  would 
have  most  important  functions  to  per- 
form, and  it  was  not  desirable  to  leave 
the  House  in  the  dark  on  the  subject. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  it  was  im- 
possible to  fix  the  number  of  Commis- 
sioners, because  they  did  not  know  what 
the  work  would  be.  As  to  the  choice  of 
individuals,  it  would  be  a  breach  of 
duty  for  the  Government  to  do  so  with- 
out consulting  the  Commission,  and  the 
Commission  could  not  exist  imtil  the 
Act  had  passed. 

Mr.  PAENELL  inquired  whether  the 
Commission  would  have  power,  pending 
an  application  for  a  judicial  rent,  to 
stay  proceedings  which  a  landlord  might 
take  under  a  writ  oifi  fa. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  said,  the  Govern- 
ment could  not  stop  a  landlord  from 
proceeding  like  any  ordinary  creditor. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  41  (Powers  of  the  Commission). 

On  the  Motion  of  the  Attobney  Genb- 
BA.L  for  Ibeland  (Mr.  Law),  Amendment 
made  in  page  25,  line  16,  by  leaving  out 
from  **  for  the  purposes  of  this  Act,"  to 
**High  Court,"  in  line  18,  inclusive, 
and  altering  the  numbers  of  the  succeed- 
ing paragraphs. 

Sib  HERVEY  BRUCE  moved  the 
omission  of  sub-section  2. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  25, 
line  19,  to  leave  out  from  the  word  **  for," 
to  the  word  '*  Court,"  in  line  24.—{8ir 
Hervey  Bruoe.) 

Question  proposed,  ''  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 


Thx  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  pob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  said,  he  could 
not  affree  to  this,  because  this  sub-seotion. 
was,  m  the  opinion  of  the  Government, 
essential  to  the  Bill. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  mthdratcn. 

Clause  43  (Jlules  for  caprying  Act  intq 
effect). 

On  the  Motion  of  the  Attobney  Gbte- 
BAL  for  Ibblaitd  (Mr.  Law),  Amendmeni 
made,  in  page  27,  line  24,  by  leaving  out 
from  '*  the  mode  of  service,"  to  "judi- 
cial rent,"  in  line  25  inclusive,  and  in- 
serting— 

<*  The  attendance  and  discharge  of  duties  of 
the  Civil  BiU  Oonrts  before  the  Land  Oommis- 
sion  and  Sub-Commissions  when  holding  sittuigi 
under  this  Act." 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  44  (Service  of  civil  bill  pro- 
cesses and  limitation  of  costs). 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  28, 
lines  2  and  3,  to  leave  out  tne  words 
' '  andfor  recovery  of  rent." — ( Mr.  JSeafy.) 

Question  proposed,  *'  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdraum. 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  page  28,  line  8,  after  the  word  '^  when- 
ever," to  insert  the  words  **  after  the  making  of 
such  rules  and  orders."— (Jfr.  Oibson.) 

Question,  ''  That  those  words  be  there 
inserted,"  put,  and  negatived. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  28, 
line  8,  after  the  word  "  action,"  to  insert 
the  words  **  for  the  recovery  of  rent  or." 
--{Mr.  Eealy.) 

Question  proposed,  ''  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mb.  TOTTENHAM  said,  as  this  mat- 
ter was  of  g^eat  importance,  he  moved 
the  adjournment  of  the  debate. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
*'  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." 
—{Mr.  Tottenham.) 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  the  Govern- 
ment  proposed  to  take  the  further  con- 
sideration of  the  Bill  on  Beport  as  the 
first  Business  to-morrow  (Thursday).  As- 
suming that  only  a  limited  portion  of 
the  Sitting  would  be  required  for  that 
purpose,  and  that  there  would  be  a 
general  acceptance  by  the  House  of  the 
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Amendment  of  the  right  hon.  Gentlentan 
(Mr.  W.  H.  Smith),  who  proposed  the 
re-committal  of  the  Bill  for  tne  consi- 
deration of  his  proposal,  it  was  not 
improbable  that  these  preliminary  pro- 
ceedings would  be  got  over  at  an  early 
hour.  If  so,  die  Gk>yemment  would 
wish  to  proceed  to  move  the  third  reading 
of  the  Bill  the  same  evening. 

Sib  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE 
thought  there  would  be  a  general  dis- 
position to  forward  Business,  and  if  the 
stage  of  the  third  reading  were  reached 
at  a  reasonable  hour,  giving  opportunity 
for  some  observations  that  would  na- 
turally be  made,  there  would  be  no 
objection  to  the  course  proposed  by  the 
Fnme  Minister. 


It  being  a  quarter  of  an  hour  before 
Six  of  the  dock,  further  Proceeding  on 
Oonsideration  of  the  Bill,  as  amended, 
stood  adjourned  till  To-morrow, 

MO  no  If. 


INFBCnOTTS  DISEASES  (NOTIFIGjLTION)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Hastinos,  Bill  for  the 
better  Notification  of  Infectious  DiBeases,  ot" 
dered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Hastinos,  Sir 
Trbvok  Lawkbmcb,  Dr.  Fabqvhabson,  and 
Mr.  BaiNTOif. 

hiUpr^entedt  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill 229.] 

House  adjourned  at  fire  minutes 
before  Six  o'dook. 
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Wild  Birds  Protection  Act,  1880,  Amendment, 
Comm.  cL  I,  Amendt.  1100 

AcLAND,  Sir  T.  D.,  Dsvomhirs,  iV. 

Land  Law  (Ireland),  Comm.  add,  el,  1664 ; 
Consid.  el,  4,  Amendt.  1929 

Afghanistan — Civil  War 

Observations,  The  Marquess  of  Hartington 
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Africa  (South) 

CoiOCONS 

Muobllanbous  Qobstions 

Natal — Promised  Liberation  of  Langalibalelet 
Question,  Mr.  Georse  Palmer ;  Answer,  Sir 
Charles  W.  Dilke  J^ly  14,  840 ;  Question, 
Hr.  Summers;  Answer,  Mr.  Gladstone 
July  18,1136 

The  Cape  Colony — The  Administration  of  Ba- 
stttoland.  Question,  Mr.  Cropper;  Answer, 
Sir  Charles  W.  DUke  JtUy  23,  1616 

The  Orange  Free  State  -  The  Murder  of  Dr, 
Barber,  Question,  Sir  Stafford  Nortboote ; 
Answer,  Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke  July  15,  1006 

Zululand — Alleged  Removal  of  the  Remains  of 
the  late  King  Panda,  Question,  Mr.  R.  N. 
Fowler;  Answer,  Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke 
July  8,  859 

The  Transvaal 

The  Transvaal  War— The  Portuguese  Consul, 
Question,  Sir  Stafford  Northoote ;  Answer, 
Ifr.  Gladstone  Jul^  5^  2X 
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Africa  (5<»iM)— Commoni— mmiI. 

The   Transvaal  Anuterdam  Loan,  Qaestlon, 

Baron    Henry  Be  Worms;    Answer,   Mr. 

GUdstone  July  7,  253 
The  Tranwaal  Fapers-^Busineu  of  the  House, 

Qaestioni,  Sir    Michael   Uicks-Beaoh,   Sir 

Stafford  Northcote  ;  Answers,  Mr.  Gladstone 

July  7,  256 
The    Transvaal    Commission,    Question,  Sir 

Henry   Holland;    Answer,   Sir  Charles  W. 

Dilke  July  6,  358 
The  Railway  Loan,  Qoestion,  Baron  Henry  De 

Worms;    Answer,  Mr.  Gladstone  July   11, 

528 
Prospects  of  Peace  under  the  New  Oovemment, 

Qoestion,  Sir  Henry  Holland  ;  Answer,  Sir 

Charles  W.  Dilke  July  15,  1003 
The'CapUulaiion  of  Potehefstroom,  Questions, 

Sir  Wilfrid  Uwson,  Sir  John  Haj.  Sir  Staf^ 

ford  Northeote ;    Answers,   Mr.  Gladstone 

July  21,  mo 
mUiary     Expenditure,    1879-80,    Question, 

Baron    Henry  De    Worms ;    Answer,   Mr. 

Gladstone  Jttiy  21,  1476 

AfriM  {84nahy~Tke  TrmmoiU  Rising— 

Th$  Resolution  of  Sir  Michsel  Hioks- 

Beach 
Question,  Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach;  Answer, 
Mr.  Gladstone ;  Observations,  Sir  Michael 
Hicks-Beach,  Mr.  Gladstone  July  15, 1009  ; 
Observations,  Sir  Michael  Uicks* Beach ; 
Reply,  Mr.  Gladstone  July  20, 1868 

MoTcd,  "  That  the  Orders  of  the  Day  be  post- 
pMied  until  after  the  Notiee  of  Motion  re- 
lating to  the  Transvaal"  (Hr.  OladsUme) 
July  25  ;  Motion  agreed  to 

Moved,  **  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House, 
the  course  pursued  by  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment with  respect  to  the  rising  in  the 
Transvaal,  so  far  as  it  has  yet  been  explained 
to  Parliament,  has  resulted  in  the  loss  of 
yaluable  lives  without  Tindicating  the  autho- 
rity of  the  Crown,  is  fraught  with  danger  to 
the  future  tranquillity  and  safety  of  Her 
Majesty's  dominions  in  South  Africa,  and 
&ils  to  provide  for  the  fulfilment  of  the 
obligations  contracted  by  this  Country  to- 
wards the  European  settlers  and  native 
population  of  the  Transvaal "  (Sir  Michael 
StckS'Beaeh)  July  25,  1756 

Amendt.  to  leave  out  from  "That,"  and  add 
*' this  House,  believing  that  the  continuance 
of  the  War  with  the  Transvaal  Boers  would 
not  have  advanced  the  honour  or  the  inte- 
rests of  this  Country,  approves  the  steps 
taken  by  Her  Majesty's  Government  to 
bring  about  a  peaceful  settlement,  and  feels 
confident  that  every  care  will  be  taken  to 
ffuard  the  interests  of  the  natives,  to  provide 
lor  the  full  liberty  and  equal  treatment  of 
the  entire  white  population,  and  to  promote 
harmony  and  good  will  amomr  the  various 
races  in  South  Africa"  {Mr,  Rathbone)  v, ; 
Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words,  Ac. ;" 
after  long  debate,  Question  put;  A.  205, 
N.8U;  M.  109 

DiT.  List,  A.  and  N.  1876 

Words  added ;  main  Q«estioDy  m  MMnded, 
put,  and  agreed  t9 


Africa  ( West  Coast) 

Mortality  at  the  Oold  Coast,  Question,  Obser- 
vations, Viscount  Bury ;  Reply,  The  Earl  of 
Morley  ;  short  debate  thereon  July  11,  491 

The  War  with  Ashantee — Payment  of  the  War 
IwUmniiy  by  the  King,  Questions,  Mr. 
Richard,  Mr.  Healy  ;  Answers,  Sir  Charles 
W.  Dilke  JWy  7,239 ;  Questions,  Mr.  Healy, 
Mr.  T.  D.  Sullivan ;  Answers,  Sir  Charles 
W.  Dilke  July  14,  843 

AiBLiE,  Barl  of 

Claims  of  Peerage,  ^.  Motion   for  a  Seleet 

Committee,  344,  352,  357 
Turkey  and  Greece— The  Frontier  Qnestion, 

208 

AjUfiXANBEB,  Oolonel  0.,  Ayrshire^  8. 

Poor  Relief  and  Audit  of  Acooonts  (Scotland), 

Nomination  of  Select  Committee,  Motion  for 

Adjonmment,  754,  755,  758 
Removal    Terms    (Scotland),  Comm.    1598 ; 

Motion  for  reporting  Progrsss,  1599, 1603 
Summary  Prooedure  (Scotland)  Amendment, 

2R.  1230  ;  Motion  for  Adjonmmeiit,  1331 

Allcali,  fte-  Works  Regalation  Bill  [h.l.] 

{Mr,  Dodson) 

e.  Considered  •  Jtdy  26  [Bill  186] 

Bill  re-committed  *  ;  Committee ;  Report ; 
Considered ;  read  3*  Jufy  27 

Alsager  Chapel  dCarriafipes)  Bill  [h.l.] 

{The  Lord  Archbishop  of  York) 

L  PreMuted  :  read  1*  •  July  8  (No.  159) 

Read  2'  •  July  14 

Committee  *  ;  Report  July  15 

Read  3*  *  July  18 
e.  Read  1*  •  July  21  [Bill  231] 

Read2<'*  July  25 

Committee* ;  Report ;  read  3*^  July  26 

Andbbsok,  Mr.  Q.,  Glasgow 
Brasii— Claims  of  British  Snbjeets,  1747 

Annbslbt,  Earl  of 

Government  and  the  Land  League,  16 

Aboyll,  Duke  of 

India— Cooper's  nUl  College  for  Civil  Engineers, 
Addrees  for  Papers,  997 

Abmy 

Army  Veterinary  Surgeons— Warrant  of  187S, 
Questions,  Major  O'Beime ;  Answers,  Mr. 
Childers  July  11, 507  ;  July  21, 1463 

Coast  Defences,  Question,  Mr.  J.  Stewart; 
Answer,  Mr.  Childers  ytciy  32,  1610 

Colonel  TyrwhiU,  Question,  Mr.  Biggar ;  An. 
swer,  B4r.  Childers  J^ly  26, 1806 

Dealhs  by  Sunstroke  ai  Alder^ket,  Qaeetloa, 
The  Earl  of  Camperdown ;  Answer,  The 
Rari  of  Morley ;  Observations,  The  Duke 
of  Cambridge  July  5,  2  ;  Question,  The  Earl 
of  Camperdown;  Answer,  The  Earl  of 
Morley  July  7,  209  ;  Qoestiona,  Mr.  H.  R. 
Brand,    l(r.    MaoforlMke;  Aniweriy   Mr. 
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Childert,    235;    QaeitioD,    Sir    Alexander 

Gordon  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Childers  July  11,  606 
Deeecued  Soldiers*  Effects,  Question,  Mr.  P. 

A.  Taylor;   Answer,  Mr.  Childers  Juljf  7» 

247 ;    Question,    Mr.    Fraser-Mackintosh ; 

Answer,  Mr.  Childers  Juii/  18,  1116 
Rauai    Hibernian  MiliUxry    Sehoolt    Dublin, 

Question,  Mr.  W.  J.  Corbet;  Answer,  Mr. 

Childers /u/y  21,  1459 
TJie  Army  Hospital  Corps,  Question,  Mr.  A. 

Moore;    Answer,    Mr.    Childers  July   14, 

846 ;   Question,  Mr.  O'Donnell  ;    Answer, 

Mr.  Childers  July  18,  1134 
Widows'  Pensions— The  New  Royal  Warrant, 

Question,    Mr.  J.   Cowen ;    Answer,    Mr. 

Childers  July  18,  1124 

The  Auxiliary  Forces 

Adjutants  of  Militia,  Question,  Mr.  Tborn- 
hill;  Answer,  Mr.  Childers  July  21,  1455 

The  Worcester  Militia,  Question,  Mr.  A. 
Moore  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Childers  July  18,  1 123 

The  Volunteer  Review  ai  Windsor,  Questions, 
Mr.  H.  R.  Brand,  Mr.  Maefarlane ;  An* 
swers,  Mr.  Childers  July  7,  235 ;  Ques- 
tions, Mr.  Sohreiber,  Mr.  Labouohere,  Mr. 
T.  P.  O'Connor,  Mr.  Maodonald,  Mr.  A. 
M.  Sullivan;  Answers,  Mr.  Childers,  Mr. 
Shaw  Ijefevre,  245  ;  Notice  of  Question, 
Mr.  Sohreiber  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Childers,  260 ; 
Observations,  Earl  Granville,  The  Lord 
Chancellor  July  8,  357;  Questions,  The 
O'Donoghue,  Mr.  Sohreiber ;  Answers,  Mr. 
Childers,  360;— 7^  Metropolitan  PoHee, 
Questions,  Mr.  Carington,  Mr.  Gorst;  An- 
swers, The  Marquess  of  Ilartington  July  12, 
642 

Volunteer  Officers — Optional  Examination  in 
Modem  Tactics,  Question,  Mr.  Summers ; 
Answer,  Mr.  Childers  July  19,  1251 

Army  Organizaiion 

Army  Organization  Scheme — Rule  77  — 
Compulsory  Retirement,  Question,  Major 
O'Beirne ;  Answer,  Mr.  Childers  July  7, 
238 ;— Half-Pay  Colonels,  Question,  Captain 
Aylnier;  Answer,  Mr.  Childers  July  21, 
1463 

General  Order  No,  70, 1881— Historic  Titles  oj 
Regiments^  Question,  Captain  A jlmer ;  An- 
swer, Mr.  ChUders  July  15, 1007 

Quartermasters,  Question,  Mr.  Cochran-Pa- 
trick ;  Answer,  Mr.  Childers  July  14,  851 

The  Auxiliary  Forces — Sergeant-Majors  of 
Volunteers,  Question,  Colonel  Kennard  ;  An- 
swer, .Mr.  Childers  July  7,  288 

The  Militia  and  the  Line,  Question,  Mr.  Justin 
McCarthy;  Answer,  Mr.  Childers  July  14, 
839 

The  Royal  Warrant,lSSl— Purchase  Captains, 
Question,  Mr.  H.  ToUemaohe ;  Answer,  Mr. 
Childers  July  14,  839 

The  Royal  Warrant,  1881-- Artillery  Officers, 
Question,  Mr.  Cobbold ;  Answer,  Mr. 
Childers  July  26, 1900 

Army  Discipline  and  Regulation  Act 

Question,  Viscount  Emljn;  Answer,  Mr. 
jDhilders  July  7, 248 


Arnold,  Mr.  A.,  Sal/ord 

Armv  (Auxiliary  Forces) — Windsor  Review, 

261 
Croker  ^stote,  2R.  1735 
French  General  Tariff.  The  New,  80 
Land  Law  (Ireland),  Comm.  el.  22,  431  ;  cl.25, 

563,  573 ;  el.  26,  769,  771,  777,  901  ;  cl  36, 

1050;   cl.  39,   1067;    Consid.  el.  7,  1940, 

1042,  1972 
Rivers   Conservancy  and   Floods  Prevention, 

Comm.  1229 
Turkey  and  Greece— The  Frontier  Question, 

243 
Water  Supply  (Metropolis),  1456 

Ashmead-Babtlett,  Mr.  E.,  Hf/e 

Central   Asia — Russian  Advance,  636,  1008, 

1009, 1895 
Free  Trade  (British  Empire),  1617 
Turkey  — Midhat  Pasha— Fulfilment  of  Sen- 

tence,  1621 

Asia  (Central) — The  Russian  Advance 
Questions,  Mr.  Ashmead-Bartlett ;  Answers, 
Sir  Charies  W.  Dilke  July  12,  636  ;  July  15, 
1008;  Questions,  Mr.  E.  Stanhope,  Mr, 
Ashmead-Bartlett ;  Answers,  Sir  Charles  W. 
Dilke  July  26,  1894 

Attorney Q-eneral,  The  (Sir  H.  James) 

Taunton 
High  Court  of  Justice — The  Court  of  Appeal, 

233 
Judicature  Acts — Report  of  the  Committee, 

238 
Parliament — Election    Petitions  —  Scheduled 

Persons,  1745 
Parliamentary  Elections  (Corrupt  and  Illegal 

Practices),  2R.  621 
Solicitors'  Remuneration,  Comm.  cl,  1,  138 
Statute  Law  Revision  and  Civil  Procedure, 

2R.  1595 
Telegraph   Acts,  1868    and   1868— Telegraph 

Wires  over  Public  Thoroughfares,  362,  527, 

1615 

AustrO' Servian  Commercial  Treaty 

Question,  Sir  H.  Drummond  Wolff  Answer, 
Sir  Charies  W.  Dilke  July  5,  49  ;  Question, 
Lord  Randolph  Churchill ;  Answer,  Sir 
Charles  W.  Dilke  July  19, 1261  ;  Questions, 
Lord  Randolph  Churchill,  Sir  H.  Drummond 
Wolff,  Mr.  Caine ;  Answers,  Sir  Charles  W. 
Dilke  July  22,  1612 ;— TA^  Commereial 
Papers,  Question,  Sir  H.  Drummond  Wolff; 
Answer,  Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke  July  14,  856 

Aylher,  Oaptain  J.  E.  F.,  Maidstone 
Army  Organiiation — Compulsory  Retirement 
— Half-Pay  Colonels,  1463 
General    Order   No.    70,    1881— Historic 
Titles  of  Regiments,  1007 
Land  Law  (Ireland),  Comm.  cL  9,  Amendt. 
97,  99,   101,  108;   el.   13,  Amendt.   148; 
Oonsid.  d.  4,  1928,  1931 
Newfoundland    Fisheries— French    Right    of 
Fishing,  1121, 1132, 12ea 
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Balfottb  of  Bttbley,  Lord 

Claims  of  Peerage,  Ao.  Motion  for  a  Seleoi 

Committee,  Amendt.  847 
Endowed  Institations  (Sootland),  Aot,  1878— 

The  Provisional  Order,  217 
Summary  Procedure  (Scotland)  Amendment, 

Comm*^;  Report  of  Amendts.  211 ;  Amendt. 

688 

Balfoub,  Mr.  A.  J.,  Kwiford 

Land  Law  (Ireland),  Comm.  cl,  7,  82 ;  ei,  18, 
188  ;  el.  16,  275  ;  d,  17,  288  ;  el.  25,  472, 
570;  add.  el.  1496,  1575,  1588;  Consid. 
el.  4, 1931 

Publio  Loans  (Ireland)  Remission,  Comm. 
1594 

Removal  Terms  (Scotland),  Comm.  474 ;  Mo- 
tion for  reporting  Progress,  1597,  1598, 
1599, 1602, 1782 

Banloraptcy  Bill 

(Jfr.  Chmmberktiny  Mr.  Attorney  Oeneral,  Mr. 

Solieitor  Oentral,  Mr.  Ashley) 

.  e.  2R.  deferred,  after  short  debate  July  11,  621 
Bill  withdrawn  •  July  18  [Bill  187] 

Banlcniptcy  and  Cessio  (Scotland)  Bill 

{^The  Earl  of  Camperdoum) 
l  Royal  Assent  July  18    [44  A  45  Viei.  0.  22] 

Babolay,  Mr.  T.  W.,  Forfarthirs 

Educational  Endowments  (Scotland) — Shaw's 
HospiUl.  1609 

Basing,  Mr.  T.  0.,  Fuex,  8. 

Land  Law  (Ireland),  Comm.  el.  26,  878 

.  Babne,  Colonel  F.  St.  J.  N.,  Suffolk,  E. 
Fisheries — North  Sea  Fisheries — Depredations 

on  English  Fishermen,  1899 
France  and  England— Newfoundland  Fisheries 

Treaty,  1268 
Land  Law  (Ireland),  Comm.  el.  14,  265,  268; 

cl  17,  279  ;  el.  44,  1154;  add.  el  1489 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  257,  259 
Railways— Railway  Carriages,  1262 

Bajelran,  Mr.  J.,  Z^eds 
Land  Law  (Ireland),  Comm.  el,  25,  677 

Babby,  Mr.  J.,   JFsxford  Co. 

Land  Law  (Ireland),  Comm.  el  18,  Amendt. 
200 ;  el  22,  434 

Babttblot,  Colonel  Sir W. B. ,  Sussex,  W. 
Africa  (South)— Transvaal  Rising,  Res.  1848 
Land  Law  (Ireland),  Comm.  ei.  9,  120  ;  d.  IS, 
171 :  Amendt.  178,  190,  198:  eL  26,  684; 
el  88,  1034;  d.  36,  1041;   d.  45,  1IH5; 
el  46,  Amendt.  1278;  Postponed   «/.  84, 
1898;    add.   d.    1505,   1663,   1681,   1686, 
1704;   Consid.  1902;  d.  7,  1964;  d.  85, 
2005 
Parliament— Public  Business,  1618 
^eguUtion  of  the  Foroes,'2R.  690 


Batesok,  Sir  T.,  Dermsi 

Land  Iaw  (Ireland),  Consid.  d.  7,  Amendt. 

1960 
Parks  (Metropolis),  1189;— Ride  in   Rotten 

Row,  1895 

Baztbb,  Bight  Hon.  W.  E.,  Ifantrose,  i^e. 
India— Chaplains  in  the  Bengal  Establishment, 

1464 
Treaty  of  Berlin— Article  61— Armenia,  1453 

Beaoh,  Bight  Hon.  Sir  M.  £.  Hioxs- 

Gloucestershirs,  E. 

Africa  (South>— Transvaal  Papers,  256 

Africa  (South)—- Transvaal  Rising,  1009,  1010, 
1868  ;  Res.  1756,  1791,  1798,  1846,  1848, 
1862 

Land  Law(Ireknd),  Comm.  d.  11, 134  ;  d.  12, 
Amendt.  136, 187, 148;  el  13,  166 

Parliament — Business  of  the  Uoase,  Minis- 
terial SUtement,  1268, 1269 

Beotiye,  Earl  of,   Westmorshnd 
France  and  Tunis  (Political  Aflkirs),  25,  26 

Reported  Insurrection,  26 
Tunis,  Ai&irs  of— Land  Sales,  855,  856 

Alleged  Confiscation  of  Ground  Belonging 
to  the  English  Church,  526,  527 

BsLLiNonAM,  Mr.  A.  H.,  Louih 

Ireland,  State  of—*'  English  Demoeratie  Con- 
federation," 1004,  1005 

Land  Law  (Ireland),  Comm.  d.  26,  800 ; 
add.  cl  1505,  1515  ;  Consid.  d,  18,  Amends. 
1991 

Law  and  Police — Revolutionary  Congress  in 
London,  1462,  1742, 1748 

Protection  of  Person  and  Property  (Ireland) 
Act,  1881— Violent  Language,  1259,  1260 

Seisnre  of  Explosive  Machines  at  Liverpool, 
1758 

Belkobb,  Earl  of 
Claims  of  Peerage,  Ac.  Motion  for  a  Select 

Committee,  350 
Railways  (Joint  Stations),  Res.  1245 

Belpeb,  Lord 
India — Cooper's  Hill  College  for  Civil  Engineers^ 
Address  for  Papers,  996 

BxNTiKCK,  Bight  Hon.  G.  A.  F.  Oaren- 
dish,  Whitehaven 
Land  Law  (Ireland),  Comm.  d.  19,  377,  378 
Water  Supply  (Metropolis),  1269 

Bebesfobd,  Mr.  Q.  De  La  Poor,  Arwiogh 
Land  Law  (Ireland),  Comm.  el  13, 173 ;  Consid. 
el  4, 1927 

Biqqab,  Mr.  T.  O.,  Cavan  Co. 

Army— Colonel  Tyrwhitt,  1896 

Ireland— Miscellaneous  (Questions 
Constabulary — Andrew  Price,  1736 
Evictiona— Case  of  Ellen  Olwill,  1748 
Protection  of  Person  and  Property  Aol| 
|8SI-4mi(s  lA  Code,  525 
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BxaoAB,  Mr.  J.  G. — eant. 

Ireland,  State  of— Alleged  Outrage  in  CaTan, 
1737 

Judges'  Charges  (Ireland),  Motion  for  an  Ad- 
dress, 1219 

Land  Law  (Ireland),  Gomm.  el.  7,  84 ;  cL  8, 
Amendt.  85,  86,  88;  cl,  9,  96,  97,  109; 
cL  10,  Amendt.  133 ;  cl  11,  Amendt.  134, 
136  ;  cL  12,  137;  el  13,  Amendt.  H4,  145, 
147,  151,  152,  154,  172,  173,  189,  199,  200, 
201,203:  cl  16,  272;  el  17,  282;  el  19, 
288,  289,  305,  386,  381 ;  el  21,  401 :  el,  22, 
425,  452  ;  el  24.  462  ;  el  25. 545.  554,  565, 
556,  566,  569  ;  Amendt.  589,  678  ;  cL  26, 
691,  724,  738;  Amendt.  739,  740,  742, 
744 ;  Motion  for  reporting  Progress.  760, 
764 ;  Amendt.  765,  767,  768,  780,  782.  795, 
802,  803 ;  Motion  for  reporting  Progress, 
804,  805, 806,  807,  820.  828,  829,  866,  867, 
895,  899,  919,  923,  936;  el  31,  Amendt. 
1015,  1016,  1018,  1019;  el  36,  1045; 
cl  39,  1070;  el  45,  1164,  1169;  cl  46, 
1278,  1279 ;  Postponed  el  34,  1420,  1421  ; 
add,  cl,  1516,  1536.  1680  ;  Consid.  add.  el 
Amendt.  1005,  1908;  el  1,  Amendt.  1914, 
1916  ;  cl  2,  Amendt.  1919  ;  d.  4,  Amendt. 
1921,  1930, 1931,  1932 ;  el.  7, 1980 ;  el  12, 
Amendt.  1987  ;  el  26,  Amendt.  1996 

Mr.  Northoote  and  Mr.  Biggar,  858,  859 

Turkey— Midhat  Pasha— Fulfilment  of  Sen- 
tence, 1625 

Bills  of  Exchange  Bill 

{Sir    John    Lubbock^  Mr,   Arthur   Cohen,  Mr. 

Lewis  Fry,  Sir  John  ffolker,  Mr.  Monk) 
e.  Ordered ;  read  1»*  July  19  [Bill  218] 

Bills  of  Sale  Act  (1878)  Amendment  {re- 

commuted)  Bill 
(Mr.  Monk,  Mr.  Serjeant  Sitnon,  Mr.  Fry,  Mr, 

Barran) 
e.  Report  of  Select  Comm.*  July  22  [No.  341] 

BiRKBEOK,  Mr.  E.,  Norfolk,  N. 

Fisheries — North  Sea  Fisheries— Depredations 
on  English  Fishermen,  1899,  1900 

BiBLEY,  lAx,  H.,  Manchester 

France  and  England— New  Commercial  Treat/ 
(Negotiations),  362 

Blake,  Mr.  J.  A.,   Water  ford  Co. 

Land  Law  (Ireland),  Gomm.  el,  26,  707|  778, 
787,  923,  930;  el,  31,  1023,  1024;  Post- 
poned el  84,  1403,  1421 ;  add,  el  1704 

Blantyre,  Lord 

Claims  of  Peerage,  die.  Motion  for  a  Select 
Committee,  361 

BoRLASB,  Mr.  W.  C,  ComwaU,  E. 

Refolutionary  Congress  in  London,  1461 

BouBKE,  Bight  Hon.  E.,  Lynn  B^ie 
Coxoinercifd  TrefttjT  with  Fnuioe,  50 


BnAio),  Eight  Hon.  H,  B.  W.,  (w# 
SfbakeBj  The) 

Brand,  Mr.  H.  E.,  Stroud 

ArmjT — Deaths  by  Sunstroke  at  Aldershot— 

Windsor  Review,  236,  238 
Land    Law    (Ireland),    Comm.   el   11,  134 ; 

el   12,  166;  el.   17,  283;  cl.   86,  1043; 

el  44,  1158,  1159;  el   46,  1189;  Consid. 

el  4,  1927  ;  el  1, 1945 

Brazil — Claims  of  British  Subjects 
Qoestions,  Mr.  Anderson  ;  Answers,  Sir  Charles 
W.  DUkeJttiy25,  1747 

Bbbtt,  Mr.  E.  B.y  Penryn,  Sfc. 
Egjpt— Slave  Trade  in  the  Soudan,  526 

BEianT,  Eight  Hon.  J.  (Ohancellor  of 
the  Duchy  of  Lancaster),  Birming^ 
ham 
Land  Law  (Ireland),  Comm.  el  19,  818,  371 ; 
el  22,  441  ;  el  25,  556 ;  el  36,  903,  904; 
el  47, 1830 ;  add.  el  1532,  1670 

British  Hondnras   (Conrt  of  Appeal) 

Bill  [H.L.]         ( The  Earl  of  Kimberley) 

I  Presented ;  read  !•  •  July  82         (No.  167) 
Read  2*  July  26, 1889 

Bboadhurst,  Mr.  H.,  Stoke-on-Trent 
France— Commercial  Treat/— The  <*  Tariff  & 
Discuter,"  852 
New  General   Tariff— Joint    Commission, 
846 
Metropolitan  Board  of  Works  (Honey),  Comm* 

el  9, 1729 
Nayj — Miscellaneous  Questions 
Fitters  in  H.M.  Dockyards,  1271 
H.M.S.  "  Mntine  "  and  "  Espiegle,"  841 
H.M.S.  **  Polyphemus,*'  841 
Rivers  Conservancy  and  Floods  Prevention^ 
Comm.  1229 

Bbodriok,  Hon.  W.  St.  J.  F.^  Surrey,  W. 

Land  Law  (Ireland),  Comm.  el.  9,  108,  109; 
el  19,  332  ;  el.  25,  580;  el  31,  Amendt. 
1025,  1028  ;  el.  36,  Amendt.  1053;  d.  4», 
1177;  el  46,  Amendt.  1294;  add.  el. 
Amendt.  1503,  1507,  1510,  1579,  1582 

Bbitce,  Hon.  T.  0.,  Portsmouth 
Franoe  and  Tunis  (Administration),  248 

Bbttgb,  Sir  H.  H.,  Coleraine 

Land  Law  (Ireland),  Comm.  cl.  19,307  ;  d,  86, 
811;  Oonsid.  el,  1,  Amendt.  1917;  el,  4, 
Amendt.  1922,  1926 ;  d.  6,  1935 ;  el  18, 
Amendt.  1993  ;  61.  41,  Amendt.  2005 

Bbyob,  Mr.  T.,  Tower  Hamlets 

Land  Law  (Ireland),  Consid.  el.  7,  1982; 
AniMidt.  1985 
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Bulgaria  (PoUUed  Affairs) 
Question!,  Mr.  Laboaohere ;  Answers,  Sir 
Charles  W.  Dilke  /u/y  5,  22  ;  July  12,  637  ; 
Questions,  Mr.  Labouchere,  Hr.  J.  Gowea  ; 
Answers,  S\r  Charles  W.  Dilke ;  Qaestion, . 
Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor  [no  reply]  JtUy  18, 
1132;  Question,  Mr.  J.  Cowen  ;  Answer, 
Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke  Jtdy  21, 1467 

BuRGHLET,  Lord,  NorthampUm»hir$,  N. 
Land  Law  (Ireland),  Comm.  ^.  20,  387 

Burial  GronndB  (Sooilaiid)  Act  (1855) 
Amendment  Bill 

{The  Earl  of  Cdmperdown) 

I  Read  2»  Jufy  5,  4  (No.  131) 

Committee  •  July  18 
Report* /uZy  19 
Read  3*  *  July  21 

BuBT,  Mr.  T.,  Morpeth 
Ireland,  State  of— "'English  Demooratio  Con- 
federation/' 1006 

BuBY,  Yiscoimt 

Afrioa  (West  Coast)— Mortality  at  the  Gold 
Coast^  491 

Btbhs,  Mr.  O.  M.,  Wexford  Co. 
Land  Law  (Ireland),  Comm.  et,  22,  426,  427 

Gains,  Mr.  W.  S.,  Scarborough 
Austro-Servtan  Commercial  Treaty,  1618 
Land  Law  (Ireland),  Consid.  d,  4,  1980 
Wimbledon  Common  Preserfation  Act — Birds- 
Nesting,  1617 

Oairns,  Earl 

Claims  of  Peerage,  Ac.  Motion  for  a  Select 

Committee,  361,852 
Lord  Hatherley,  The  late,  478 
Boyal  UnlTersity  of  Maud— Scheme  of  the 

Senate,  1109, 1111 
Supreme  Court  of  Judicature,  IR.  14 ;   9R. 

623,  632;   Conun.   1234;   Report,   el.  21, 

Amendt.  1448 


Callan,  Mr.  P.,  Louth 

Ireland — Land  Law— Emigration  Clause,  864 
Magistracy— Mr.  CliflTord  Lluyd,  R.M.  639, 
1254,  1255 

Land  Law  (Ireland),  Comm.  cl.  26,  753,  778, 
786,  792,  793,  803,  883  ;  Amendt.  886,  887, 
888,  889,  890,  895,  922, 923,  924,  925,  926, 
930,  931,  932, 933,  936  ;  d.  36, 1054  ;  cl  40, 
1078;  eL  47,  1337;  add.  cl.  1430,  1440; 
Amendt.  1442, 1443,  1444, 1478, 1486, 1487, 
1489,  1491,  1492,  1508,  1514,  1515,  1518, 
1716,  1719 ;  Consid.  el.  4, 1926  ;  el.  7, 1954, 
1955 


Oaicbbidox,  Duke    of   (Field  Marshal 

Oommanding-in-Ohief) 
Army— Deaths  by  Sunstroke  at  Aldorshot|  8 


Oakbbor,  Dr.  0.,  GlatgfHt 
Merchant  Shipping  Act,  1875 — ^Imprisoanienft 

of  British  Sailors  Abroad,  250 
Poor  Relief  and  Audit  of  Acoounto  (Soolla&d)^ 

2R.  341 

Oaiobos',  Mr.  D.,  InvemetS'ihire 
Removal  Terms  (Scotland),  Comm.  474 

OAiiPBBLL,  Sir  O.,  EtrkeaUVf  Sfc. 

Land  Law  (Ireland),  Comm.  i,  9,  10S»  111, 
118, 181 :  eh  10,  Amendt.  182 ;  el.  12, 141» 
142  :  cl.  13,  171, 185  ;  el.  17,  Amendt.  276 ; 
cl.  19,  298.  336 ;  cl.  20.  391 ;  Ameodi.  394, 
395 ;  el.  23,  457  ;  d.  26,  Amendt.  679,  866, 
873,  880  ;  cl.  28,  1015 ;  cl.  83, 1035  ;  d.  40, 
1077:  d.  41,  1081  ;  el.  42,  1091,  1146; 
cl.  43,  1149;  eL  44,  1159;  d.  45,  1161, 
1163, 1167 ;  cl.  47,  1347 ;  Postponed  el.  15, 
1380;  add.d.  Amendt.  1584,  1585,  1643| 
1662 

Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  1271 

Oampbell,  Mr.  J.  A.|  Gla^ow,  S^e.  Uni^ 
veriUies 
Royal  University  of  Ireland — Scheme  of  the 
Senate,  1469 

Oampbbdowk,  Earl  of 
Army — Deaths  by    Sunstroke   at   Aldershotf 

2,  209 
Burial  Grounds  (Scotland)  Act,  1855,  AmenH- 

ment,  2R.  4 

Canada^  Dominion  of— Alleged  Commtf^ 
eial  Troatg  with  Franco 
Question,  Sir  H.  Ihimimond  Wolff;  Aaswir, 
Sir  Charles  W.  Diike  JtOy  14,  840 

Oaittsbbuby,  Archbialiop  of 
Union  of  Benefices  [(City  of  London),  Motion 
for  an  Address,  488 

Oabbittt,  Mr.  E.  H.,  Monmouth^  Sfo. 
Pnblio  Works  Depnrtment  (India)— Civil  En* 
gineers,  509 

Oabinqton,  Lord 
Census  of  England  and  Wales,  1881— Prelimi- 

nary  Report,  16 
Water  Supply  (Metropolis),  1249 

Oabikqton,  Hon.  B.,  Bueks 
Army— Auxiliary  Forces— Volunteer  Retiew 
at  Windsor— Metropolitan  Police,  642 

Carlikoford,  Lord  (Lord  Privy  Seal) 
Rojal  University  of  Inland — Scheme  of  tke 

Senate,  1110, 1111,  1112 
Seed  Supply  and  other  Acts  (Irslaad)  AmsBd- 

ment,  2R.  1892 
Ways  and  Means— Inland  ReTonoe— Fotftd 

Stamps  (Ireland),  1247 

Oabnaryon,  Earl  of 

Africa  (South)— The  Transvaal,  Affairs 
Royal  Commission,  979»  Ml»  964,  M» 
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Oabvabtov,  Earl  of-^mU. 

Africa  (West  Coast)— Mortalitj  at  the  Gold 

Coast,  494 
Sugar    Industriea — Petition    from    Island    of 

Barbadoes,  228 

Oaetwrioht,  Mr,  W.  0.,  Oxfordshire 
Land  Law  (Ireland),  Comm.  cl,  20,  734,  875, 
018;  cl,  47, 1335  ;  Consid.  cl,  7,  1953 

Cavendish,  Lord  P.  0.  (Secretary 
to  the  Treasury),  Yorkshire ^  W.JR., 
iyr.  Div. 

■    Civil  Service — Clerks  in  the  Lower  Division, 
249 
Customs — Clerks  in  the  Warehousing  Depart- 
ment, 1128 
Collectors  of  Customs,  1901 
Ireland — Miscellaneous  Questions 
Board  of  Works,  1004 
Commissioners  of  Publio  Works — Report 

for  1880.81,  1135 
Piers  and  Harbours — Bumatrosham    Pier, 
1113  ;— Co.  Clare,  244 ;— Outlay  on  Piers, 
857 
Judges'  Charges  (Ireland),  Motion  for  an  Ad- 
dress, 1217 
Land  Law  (Ireland),  Comm.  el.  24, 463  ;  el.  25, 

549 ;  Consid.  d.  7,  1955 
Metropolitan  Board  of  Works  (Monej),  2R. 
1226;  Comm.  1726;  el.  11,  1730;  Consid. 
1882 
Parliamentary  Elections  Aots — Election  Com- 
missions— Expenses,  504 
Post    OflSce —  Telegraph    Department— Sub- 
marine Cables,  1462 
Transferred  Telegraph  Clerks,  850 
Public    Loans    (Ireland)     Remission,    Comm. 

1594,  1595 
Supply — Civil  Services  and  Revenue  Depart- 
ments, 1223,  1224 
Ways  and  Means — Inland  Revenue — Affidavit! 
of  Executors,  504 

Cecil,  Lord  E.  H.  B.  G.,  Essex,   W. 

Army   Estimates— Natal   and   the  Transvaal 
Military  Expenditure,  607 

Census  of  England  and  Wales,   1881 — 

Preliminary  Report 
Observations,  Lord  Carington  July  5,  16 

Central  Criminal  Conrt  (Prisons)  Bill  [h.l.] 

{.The  Earl  of  Dalhomie) 
L  Presented ;  read  1*  *  Jtdy  14  (No.  162) 

Ceylon — Constitutional  Reforms 
Question,  Sir  David  Wedderbum  ;  Answer,  Sir 
Charles  W.  Dilke  July  12,  637 

Chamberlain,  Bight   Hon.  J.  (Fteai- 
dent  of  the  Board  of  Trade),  Bir- 
mingham 
Africa  (South)— The  Transvaal  Biting,  Res. 

1780, 1816,  1825,  1867 
French  General  Tariff,  The  New,  35,  234 
Mercantile  Marine— Pilotage  at  Swaniea»  348 
Hailways^Railway  Carriages,  1262 


Chanoellob,  The  Lord  (Lord  Selbobnx) 

Army — Auxiliary    Forces — Windsor    Review, 

368 
Claims  of  Peerage,  &o.  Motion  for  a  Select 

Committee,  353 
Lord  Ilatherley,  The  late,  475 
Presumption  of  Life  ^Scotland),  2R.  497 
Railways  (Joint  Stations),  Res.  1246 
Supreme  Court  of  Judicature,  IR.  0,  15  :  2R. 

629;  Comm.  1236;    cl  2,  Amendt.   1239; 

cl,  6,  Amendt.  1240;  d.  12,  Amendt.  ib,; 

el.  13,  Amendt.  ib.;   d.   15,   1241,    1242; 

cl.  20,  Amendt.  ib.;  el.2\,  Amendt.  1243; 

cl.  23,  Amendt.  ib. ;  d.  27,  Amendt.  1244  ; 

Report,  d.  31,  1446 

Chancellor   of   the   Excheqxter — See 
Gladstone,  Bight  Hon.  W.  E. 

Chaplin,  Mr.  H.,  Lincolnshire,  Mid. 

Judges'  Charges  (Ireland),  Motion  lor  an  Ad- 
dress, 1213 

Land  Law  (Ireland),  Comm.  d.  7,  52,  54,  56, 
57,  71,  7T,  85;  d.  12,  137;  cl  22,  421; 
el  25,  613,  664  ;  el  26,  747,  748 ;  cl  42, 
1100;  el  45,  1183;  el  46,  1203;  cL  47, 
1360  ;  add.  el  Amendt.  1580, 1581 ;  Amendt. 
ib.  1583 ;  Motion  for  reporting  Progress, 
1586,  1589,  1590,  1659,  1660,  1661,  1662, 
1663,  1667,.l722 

Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  Minis- 
terial Statement,  1306 

Rivers  Conservancy  and  Floods  Prevention, 
Comm.  1228 

Charitable  Tmsts  Bill  [u.l.] 

c.  Read  1«  •  July  8  [Bill  209] 

Question,  Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler  ;   Answer,  Mr. 

Gladstone  Jxdy  15,  1013;  Questions,  Mr. 

Firth,  Mr.  Puleston  ;  Answers,  Sir  William 

Harcourt/u/^  18,  1134  ;  Question,  Mr.  H. 

H.  Fowler  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gladstone  JiUy  19, 

1364 
BiUwitlidrawn*  /ttfy31 

Ohilders,  Bight  Hon.  H.  C.  E.  (Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War),  Pontefraoi 
Army — Miscellaneous  Questions 

Army  Discipline  and  Regulation  Act,  343 

Army  HospiUl  Corps,  846,  1185 

Army    Veterinary    Surgeons — Warrant  of 

1878, 507 
Coast  Defences,  1610 
Colonel  Tyrwhitt,  1897 
Deaths  by  Sunstroke  at  Aldershot^-Wind- 

sor  Review,  336,  338,  506 
Deceased  Soldiers'  Effeoto,  247, 1116 
Royal  Hibernian  Military  School,  Dublin, 

1459 
Veterinary  Surgeons,  1463 
Widows'  Pensions—New  Royal  Warrant, 
1124 
Army — Auxiliary  Forces — Miscellaneous  Ques- 
tions 
Adjutants  of  MUitia,  1455 
Volunteer  OflBeers^Optional  Eiamination 

in  Modem  Tactios,  1251 
Windsor  Review,  34ft.  ^Vl^^iftft^'^^.'^^^^ 
I  ^«T<Ma\Acl&JSki\Aa^\V)kV 
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Chudbbs,  Right  Hon.  H.  0.  E.~^cont. 

Anojr  Organiiation — Miaoellaneous  QQMtions 
Auxiliary    Forcei  —  Sergeant-Majors    of 

Volunteers,  288 
Compnlsor  J  Retirement — Half*  Pay  Colonels, 

1464  :^RoIe  77,  239 
General   Order,   No.    70,    1881— Historic 

Titles  of  Regiments,  1007 
Militia  and  the  Line,  889 
New  Warrant — Purchase  Captains,  889 
Quartermasters,  861 
Royal  Warrant,  1881— Artillery   Officers, 

1900 

Army  Estimates — Natal  and  the  TransTaal 
Military  Expenditure,  607 

French  Commercial  Treaty  —  Petition  from 
Bradford,  18 

Ireland,  State  of— Refusal  to  Senre  Liquor, 
836 

Parliament — Order— Un-Parliamentary   Lan- 
guage—England and  Senria,  1449 
.  Public  Business,  1618 

Protection  of  Person  and  Property  (Ireland) 
Act,  1881— Royal  Artillery-^Seisnres  for 
Rent,  841 

Regulation  of  the  Forces,  2R.  620 

Scotland— Edinburgh  Volunteer  RcTiew,  1018 

OHiraoHiLL,  Lord  B.,  Wbbdstoek 

Austro-Servian  Commercial  Treaty,  1261, 1262, 

1612,  1614 
Free  Trade  (British  Empire),  1617 

Ireland,  State  of— Agrarian  Crime  in  Kerry, 

1131 
Italy »  France  and  Tunis,  23,  24 

Judges'  Charges  (Ireland),  Motion  for  an  Ad- 
dress, 1208 

Land  Law  (Ireland)— Clause  84— The  Com- 
mission, 368 

Land  Law  (Ireland),  Comm.  el.  8,  89,  92  ;  d.  ^, 
99,  101,  HI,  126;  el.  10,  Amendt.  182; 
d,  11,  186;  ei.  12,  Motion  for  reporting 
Progress,  186,  187,  140,  141 ;  d.  18,  166, 
168  ;  d.  14,  Amendt.  206,  206,  264,  267, 
268  ;  d.  17.  281,  282,  288;  el  19,829, 830 ; 
d.  21,  Amendt.  402 ;  d.  22,  406,  409,  410, 
461  ;  d,  26,  472,  640,  648,  644,  676 ; 
Amendt.  679 ;  d.  26,  710 ;  Amendt.  713, 
781,  789,  790,  798,  807,  881,  882  ;  cl  36, 
1048,  1048 ;  d.  40, 1078, 1077  ;  cL  42,  1141, 
1142;  d.  48,  Amendt.  1148  ;  el.  46,  1177 ; 
d.  47,  1802,  1808;  Amendt.  1808,  1842, 
1846,  1347,  1348;  Postponed  d.  27,  1889; 
add.  el.  1426 ;  Amendt.  1492,  1496.  1499, 
1644,  1646,  1688,  1686,  1687,  1690 ;  Motion 
for  reporting  Progress,  ib.  1639,  1678,  1686, 
1714,  1970 

Parliament — Order — Un-Parliamentary  Lan- 
guage—England and  Serfia,  1449, 1460 

ParliamenUry  Oath  (Mr.  Bradlangh)— The 
Order  of  the  10th  Mi^,  46,  47,  48,  49 

Public  Loans  (Ireland)  Remission,  3R.  1674 

Tunis— Miscellaneoos  Questions 
AflUrs  of— Land  Sales,  866 
British  Colonists  and  Trade,  24 
Political  AiEiirs,  1766 

Tunis  and  France— Bombardment  of  Sfiix,  26 


Church  of  EnglttmdSeeUttMtieat  OrmU 

in  ^  Colonist 
Question,    Mr.  A.    M* Arthur;    Answer,   Sir 
Charles  W.  Dilke  July  21, 1468 

Church  Palronoffc  Bili 
Questions,  Mr.  E.  Stanhope,  Mr.  IlliDgw<»th ; 
Answers,  Mr.  Gladstone  j¥ly  14,  863 

Church  Patronage  {No.  2)  BiU 

Question,  Mr.  lUUngworth  ;  Answer,  Mr.  01ad« 
stone  My  19, 1272 


CiM  Service — Clerki  in  the  Lower 
iion 
Question,  Mr.  Otway ;  Answer,  Lord  Frederiok 
CaTcndish  July  7,  249 

Glarkb,  Mr.  E.  O.,  Plsfm^ntih 
Land  Law  (Ireland),   Comm.  d.  47»   1829  ; 
Amendt.  1844, 1346 

GoBBOLD,  Mr.  T.  0.9  Ipewich 
Army  Organiiation — Royal  Warrant,  1  SSI- 
Artillery  Officers,  1900 

OoLLDTOS,  Mr.  J.,  Ipiwich 
Land  Law  (Ireland),  Comm.  d.  26,  793  ;  Con- 
lid.  d.  7, 1960 

OoLLDTS,  Mr.  E.,  IRmale 
Land  Law  (Ireland),  Comm.  d.  26, 660 ;  add. 

el.  1708 

Collins,  Mr.  T.,  Knareehorough 

Land  Law  (Ireland),  Comm.  d,  23,  466 ;  «l.26, 
689 ;  d.  26,  946 

Ck>LTHT7B8T,  Ool.  D.  La  Zouohe,  Cork  Co. 

Land  Law  (Ireland),  Comm.  d.  20,  892 ;  d.  ^^ 
467,  696  ;  d.  26,  706,  882,  888 ;  c/.  46, 
1177;  d.  47,  1804;  add.  d.  1427,  1489, 
1699, 1714 

OOLVJLLB  of  0(7LBO86,   Lord 
Railways— Continuous  Brakes,  1106 

CommoiiB  Begnlatioii  ProTiBioiial  Order 
(EOieiifleld)  Bill 

/.  Read  2>  •  Jtdy  14  (No.  182) 

Committee* ;  Report  Jvdy  16 
Read  8»  •  JuKiy  18 

Companiee  Act,  1874— iS^^A  Banks 
Question,  Sir  Stafford  Norihcote ;  Answer,  Mr. 

Gladstone /tily  21, 1468 

CoiiTeyaiiciiig   and   Law   of  Piropar^ 

Bill  [b-il.]  {Mr.  H.  S.  IbwUr) 

e.  Select  Committee   nominated ;    List   of  the 
Committee  July  6,  208 

OooPB,  Mr.  0.  E.,  MiddUssx 
National  Gallery— Admissioo  of   ArtisU  oa 
Wednesdays— Depositing  Stioks,  Ac.  888 
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Copyhold  Enfranchisement  (re-eonmitud) 

{Mr.  Waughy  Mr,  George  Howard^  Mr.  Stafford 

Howard,  Mr,  Airuworth,  Mr,  Fergus^) 
e.  Bill  withdrawn  *  July  d2  [Bill  195] 

Corbet,  Mr.  W.  J.,  Wteklow  Co. 

Agrioultaral  Distress  (Ireland)— Report  of  the 

Duke  of  Richmond's  Commission,  241 
Army—  Royal    Hibernian    Military    School, 

Dublin,  1460 
Ireland — Lunatic  Asylums— Annual  Report  of 
the  Inspectors,  845 
National  Education — School  Children,  241 
Ireland,  State  of— Sheriff's  Sale  at  Red  Cross, 

1117 
Land  Law  (Ireland),  Comm.  cL  20,  Amend t. 

388  ;  add.  cl.  1640 

Cork  and  Orrery,  Earl  of 

Coroners  (Ireland),  Comm.  d^  8,  1801 

Com  Retoms  (No.  2)  Bill 

{Mr,  Athley,  Mr,  Chamberhin) 
c.  BUI  withdrawn  •  July  8  [BiU  76] 

Coroners  (Ireland)  Bill 

( Viscount  Liffbrd) 
I,  Committee ;  Report  July  26,  1800    (No.  184) 

Cottiers  and  Cottars  (]>welling8)  Bill 

{The  Lord  JFaveney) 
L  Presented  ;  read  I>  July  22, 1604  (No.  174) 

Connty  Courts  Bill 

{Mr,  Norwood,  Mr,  Rowley  Hill,  Mr,  Benjamin 

T,  Williams,  Sir  Eardley  JTilmot) 
c,  BUI  withdrawn  •  July  27  [BiH  84] 

Courtney,  l^r.  L.  H.  (Under  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department), 
Liekeard 
Petroleum    (Hawking),    2R.    1880;    Comm. 
1066,  1068 

Conrt  of  Bankruptcy  (Ireland)  (Officers 
and  Clerks)  Bill 

{2'he  Lord  Carlingford) 

I.  Committee  *  ;  Report  July  7         (No.  188) 
Read8**/M?y8 
Royal  Assent  July  18  [44  h  45  Vict.  0.  28] 

CowEN,  ]^r.  J.,  NewcastU'On-Tyne 
Army— Widows'  Pensions— New  Royal  War- 
rant, 1124 
Bulgaria— Political  Affiiirs,  1188, 1467 
Free  Trade  (British  Empire),  1617 
Parliament — Business  of  the  Hooae,   Minis- 
terial Sutement,  1260 
Protection  of  Person  and  Property  (Ireland) 
Act,    1881— Crime   and    Oatmge— Co.   of 
WAterford,640,  641 
Turkey— Midhat  Pasha— Fulfilment  of  Scn- 
tenoo,  1928 


Criminal  Law 
Case  0/ Edmund  Galley,  Question,  Sir  Eardley 

Wilmot ;   Answer,    Sir   William    Uarcourt 

July  II,  505 
Inadequate  Sentences,  Questions,  Mr.  H.  H. 

Fowler ;   Answers,   Sir  William   Harconrt 

July  10, 1255 ;  short  debate  thereon 

Croker  JSttaU  Bill  [Lords'] 

e.  Read  2°,  after  short  debate  July  25,  1785 

Cropper,  Mr.  J.,  Kendal 

Africa  (South) — Cape  Colony — AdministratioD 

of  Basutoland,  1616 
India — Cnltlfation  of  Opium,  1452 

Cross,  Bight  Hon.  Sir  B.  A.,  Lanea- 
shire,  8.W. 

Bankruptcy,  2R.  622 

Land  Law  (Ireland),  Comm.  ^.  10,  188  ;  cl,  18, 
102;  cl,  25,576;  d,  26,  045,  046;  cl,  86, 
1042,  1047,  1051  ;  e^  41,  1084 ;  el.  42, 
1000,  1002,  1007;  el.  46,  1201;  el,  47, 
Amendt.  1880,  1840,  1841 ;  add.  el.  1481, 
1561, 1570 

London  City  (Parochial  Charities^,  2R.  478 

Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  Minis- 
terial Statement,  1206 

Parliamentary  Elections  (Corrupt  and  Illegal 
Praotioes),  2R.  621 

Cross,  Mr.  J.  K.,  Bolton 
Commercial  Treaty  with  France  (Negotiations), 

1188 
Law  and  Justice— Justices  in  Boroughs,  1789 

Currency 
International  Monetary  Conference  at  Paris--' 
Bi'MetaUism,  Questions,  Mr.  Magniao,  An 
hon.  Member  ;  Answers,  Mr.  Gladstone,  The 
Marquess  of  Hartiogton  July  7,  254 ;  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Williamson;  Answer,  Mr.  Glad- 
stone July  18,  1187 
The  Scotch  Chartered  Banks,  Questions,  Mr. 
Macliver,  Sir  Stafford  Nortlioote ;  Answers, 
Mr.  Gladstone  July  18, 1187 

Customs 

Clerks  in  the  Warehousing  Department,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Lalor ;  Answer,  Lord  Frederick 
Cavendish  July  18,  1128 

CoUectcrs  of  Customs,  Question,  Mr.  Jackson  ; 
Answer,  Lord  Frederick  Cavendish  July  26, 
1000 

The  Tobacco  Duties,  Question,  Sir  U.  Drum- 
mond  Wolff;  Answer,  Mr.  Gladstone  July  25^ 
1748 

Customs  Benevolent  Fund^-The  "  Bill  of 
Entry  ^' 
Question,  Baron  Henry  De  Worms ;  Answer, 
Mr.  J.  Hohns  July  25,  1780 

Cnstoms  (Officers)  Bill 

(Mr.  John  Hohns,  Lord  Frederick  Cavendish) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  1«  •  July  11  [BiU  210] 

Read  2^* /illy  10 
Committee*  ;  Rav^tt*,  t^kA^''  SmX^^IX 
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Cypnu — P$U  of  Zoctuts 

4^oeition,   Mr.  A.  M'Arthar ;    Answw,   Sir 
Obarlos  W.  DUke  July  21,  1461 


DAiiHotTfliB,  Earl  of 
Endowed  InstitntioDt  (Scotland)  Act,  1478 — 

The  Provisional  Orders,  216 
Indnstrial  Schools,  3R.  1886 
Lonaoy  Dtftricta  < Scotland),  2R.  8  ;  Comm. 

210,  211 
Metallic  Mince  (Gunpowder),  2R.  1890 
MetalliferoQS    Mines  —  Inspectors*    Reports, 

1880, 1251 
Pedlars  (Certificates),  2R.  1890 
Precognitions  (Scotland),  Motion  for  Returns, 

843 
Summary  Jarisdiction  Act — Industrial  Schools, 

124i 
Sammarj  Procednre  (Scotland)  Amendment, 

(Tomm.  4;  ReportofAmendts. 211, 812^218, 

638 

Daly,  Mr.  3.,  Cork 

Land  Law  (Ireland),  Comm.  el,  19,311  ;  eL  20, 
892  :  el.  22,  415  ;  el,  25,  61 1,  643  ;  cl.  26, 
737 ;  €l.  81,  1023 ;  0^.  40,  1077 :  d.  46, 
1288  ;  Postponed  cl.  34, 1401 ;  add.  el  1668, 
.1702  ;  Gonaid.  cl,  7, 1977 

Protection  of  Person  and  Propertj  (Ireland) 
Act,  1881 — Arrests  in  Cork,  Motion  for 
Adjoarnment,  510 

Dayet,  Mr.  H.|  Chri»tchurch 

Land  Law  (Ireland),  Comm.  cl  40, 1077,  1078 

Dawsok,  Mr.  C,  Carlow 

Agriooltnral  Distress  (Ireland) — Report  of  the 
Dake  of  Richmond's  Commission,  242 

Commission  on  Technical  Ednoation,  1474 

Land  Law  (Ireland),  Comm.  cl,  19,  296,  368  ; 
cl.  22,  423  ;  el.  24,  462 ;  el,  25,  572,  685, 
611 ;  cl,  26,  732,  733,  740,  763,  801,  803, 
804,  830,  879,  885,  033,  950,  951,  958; 
cl.  46, 1279  ;  add.  el,  1655, 1680, 1703, 1713, 
1714,  1722;  Consid.  add.  el.  1908;  el.  1, 
1916 ;  cl.  4,  1924 ;  el.  6, 1936 ;  el.  7,  1974 

Metropolitan  Board  of  Works  (Monej),  Comm. 
1726 

Protection  of  Person  and  Property  (Ireland) 
Act,  1881— Arresto  in  €k>rk,  515 

Rojal  University  of  Ireland — Scheme  of  the 
Senate,  844 

Db  La  Wabb,  Earl 

Railways— Continaons  Brakes,  1101 
Tripoli,  Address  for  Papers,  5 
Wild  Birds  Protection  Act,  1880,  Amendment, 
Comm.  el,  1, 1109 

DsNMAK,  Lord 

Supreme  Court  of  Judicature,  2R.  628  ;  Comm* 
1885 ;  d.  5,  Amendt.  1839 ;  Report,  cl.  21, 
1447 

Union  of  Benefices  (City  of  London),  Motion 
ibr  |m  Address,  i90 


Db  Wobhs,  Baron  H.,  Greenwich 

Africa  (South)— The  Transtaal — MiscoU«neons 
Questions 
Amsterdam  Loan,  253 
Military  Expenditure,  1879-80,  1476 
Railway  Loan,  598 
Africa  (South)— Transvaal  Risinr,  Res.  1777 
Customs    Benevolent   Fund— The  "Bill   of 

Entry,"  1789 
Russia,  Foreign  Jews  in— Expulsion  oi  Mr.  L. 
Lewlsohn,  a    Naturalised  British   Subject^ 
240 


DiLKB,  Sir  0.  W.  (ITnder  Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  AiEairs),  Chdeea, 
ire. 
Afiica  (South)— Miscellaneous  Queetiona 
Cape  Colony — The  Adminittratiott  of  Ba- 

sutoland,  1616 
Natal^P remised  Liberation  of  Laagalt- 

balele,  840 
Orange  Free  State^Murder  of  Dr.  Barber. 

1006 
TransTaal— Prospects  under  the  New  Go- 
vernment, 1008 
.  Transvaal  Commission,  359 
Zululand — Alleged   Removal  of    the   late 
King,  Panda,  359 
Africa  (West  Coast)— War  with  Aehantee— 

Payment  of  Fine,  839,  840,  843,  844 
Asia  (Central) — Russian  AdTanoe,  636,  1006  ; 

— Knohan,  1894,  1895 
Austro-Serrian  Commercial  Treaty,  49, 1261, 

1613, 1614 
Brazil— Claims  of  British  Subjecta,  1747,1748 
Bulgaria -PoUtieal  Affiurs,  638,  1132,  1138» 
1467 
Prince  Alexander  of  Battenberg,  2B 
Canada,  Dominion  of — Alleged  Commercial 

Treaty  with  France,  840 
Ceylon — Constitutionid  Reforms,  637 
Church  of  England — Eoolesiastieal  Grant*  in 

the  Colonies,  1468 
Commercial  Treaty  with  France — Misoellaneoos 
Questions 
50 

Negotiations,  239, 1138, 1264, 1865,  1901 
New  French  General  Tariff,  34,  44,  846 
Cyprus — Pest  of  Locusts,  1461 
Egypt— Slave  Trade  in  the  Soudan,  526 
Fisheries— North  Sea  Fiaheries — Depredationa 

on  English  Fishermen,  1899 
France — Miscellaneous  Questions 
French  Commercial  Treaties,  503 
'  French  Marriage  Laws,  1118 
Mobilixation  of  an  Army  Corps,  501 
France  and  Tunis — Miscellaneona  Questions 
Administration,  248 
Bombardment  of  Sfax,  25 
PoUtical  Af&irs,  25,  1466 
Italy— France  and  Tunis,  23, 24 
MalU— Taxation— Food    and    Grain   Taxei, 

1128 
Merchant  Shipping  Act,  1875^Impriaoomeoi 

of  British  Sailors  Abroad,  251 
Newfoundland    Fisheries— French    Right    of 

Fishing,  1122,  1263,  1457 
Nicanfua — Award  of  the  Emperor  of  Anstris, 

1754 
Parliament— Order— Un-Pariiamentaiy    Lao- 
goage— Snj^d  and  SerTifty  litf 
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DiLKv,  Sir  C.  W. — conl. 

Rass'ia,  Foreign  Jews  in^-Expolsion  of  Mr.  L. 

Lewisohn,  a  Naturalized  British  Subject,  241 

Seizure  of  Ezplosifo  Machines  at  Liverpool, 

1902 
Seryia — Commercial  Papers,  856 
Spain— Commercial  Treatj,  851, 1611 
Spain    and    England  —  Gibraltar  —  Neutral 
Ground    and    Maritime   Jurisdiction,  284, 
1740 
Trade  and   Commerce— Foreign    Commercial 

Treaties,  244 
Treaty  of  Berlin—Article  61— Armenia,  1454 
Tunis — Miscellaneous  Questions 
Affaira  of— Land  Sales,  855,  856 
Alleged  Confiscation  of  Ground  belonging 

to  the  English  Church,  527 
British  Colonists  and  Trade,  24 
Conference  at  Vienna,  1272 
Treaties  of  1662,  1716,  and  1875, 19 
Turkey — Asiatic    Territories   of  the  Sultan, 
1132 
Murder  of  Abdul  Aiiz — Condemnation  of 
Midhat  Pasha,  259,  501,  1475, 1618 
Turkey  and  Greece — Frontier  Question,  243 
West  Indies — Island  of  Barbadoes,  849 

Jamaica— Administration   of    the    Law — 
Flogging,  1121 

DiLLWYN,  Mr.  L.  L.y  Swansea 

French  General  Tariff,  The  New,  42 

Land  Law  (Ireland),  Comm.  d,  26, 782 

Parliament — Public  Business,  259 

Parliamentary  Oath  (Mr.  Bradlaugh)— Order 
of  the  10th  May,  49 

Petroleum  (Hawking),  Comm.  1967 

Post  OflBce — Tranuerred  Telegraph  Clerks, 
850 

Removal  Terms  (Scotland),  Comm.  1608 

Rivera  Conserranoy  and  Floods  Prevention, 
Comm.  1229 

Statute  Law  Revision  and  Civil  Procedure, 
2R.  1596 

Supply — Civil  Services  and  Revenue  Depart- 
ments, 1222 

DoDDS,  Mr.  J.|  Stockton 

Judges'  Charges  (Ireland),  Motion  for  an  Ad* 

dress,  1214 
Riven  Conservancy  and   Floods  Prevention, 

Comm.  1229 

DoDsoN,  Eight  Hon.  T.  O.  (President 
of  the  Local  Gk>yemment  Board), 

Searhorottgh 
nighway   Rates — Assessment  and  Power  of 

Compounding,  1252 
Parliament — ^Business  of  the  House,  Ministerial 

Statement,  1206 
Public  Health— Hop-Picking  Season^Small- 

Pox,  1896 
Water   Supply  (Metropolis),    1270,    U56  ;— 

Southwark  and  Vauxhall  Water  Companies, 

1741 

Drainage  (Ireland)  Proviflional  Order  Bill 

{Mr,  John  Molmtf  Lord  Frkhriek  Oavindiih) 
c.  Ordered  ;  read  1<>*  July  21  [Bill  220] 


DxjOEHAK;  Mr.  T.,  jff&refordshtre 
Land  Law  (Ireland),  Comm.  el.  86, 1055 
Petroleum  (Hawking),  Comm.  1968 
Riven  Conservancy  and   Floods  Prevention^ 
Comm.  1230 

Earl  o/JSTardwiek^i  JSstate  Bill  ILariB] 
c.  Read  8^  after  short  debate  July  22,  1609 

EoROYD,  Mr.  W.  F.,  PresUm 

Land  Law  (Ireland),  Comm.  el,  19,  376; 
add,  eh  1510;  Consid.  eU  18, 1998  ;  el  27, 
Amendt.  1999 

Education 

Elementary  Educatum  Aet,  1980-^  The  Stan- 
dard  of  EgempUon — Bye^Laws  for  School 
AtUnactneCf  Question,  Mr.  Snmmera ;  An- 
swer, Mr.  Mundella  July  8,  859 

ComnUtiion  on  Teehnieci  Education,  Ques- 
tions, Mr.  Macdonald,  Mr.  Dawson;  An- 
swers, Mr.  Mundella  Ju/y  21,  1473 

Education  Department —  VohmUxry  Sehodlc, 
Question,  Lord  George  Hamilton;  Answer, 
Mr.  Mundella  July  25,  1744 

Educational  Mdoummti  {Scotland)  BiU 

— Shawns  Hospital  Scheme 
Question,  Mr.  J.  W.  Barclay ;  Answer,   Mr. 
Mundella  JM^y ,22,  1609 

EgebtoN;  Hon.    Wilbraham,  Cheshire. 
Mid 
Public  Health--The  Wool  Sortera'  Disease^ 
1746 

Egypt^Slave  TVade  in  the  Soudan 
Question,  Mr.  Brett ;  Answer,  Sir  Charles  W. 
DilkeJti/jf  11,  526 

Eloho,  Lord,  Haddingtonshire 

Land  Law  (Ireland),  Comm.  d,  21,  404  ;  Post- 
poned el  84,  1407,  1410,  1411  ;  add.  el 
1500 

Elementary  Education  Provisional  Order 
Confirmation  (London)  Bill  [h-x-] 

(The  Lord  Pre$ident) 

I  Committee*  July  7  (No.  68) 

Report  *  July  8 

Read  3*  *  July  11 
c.  Read  l""  •  July  15  [BiU  215] 

Read  2°  *  July  26 

Emly,  Lord 

Reformatory  Institutions  (Ireland),  2R.  1784 
Royal  Unfyersity  of  Ireland — Scheme  of  the 
Senate,  nil 

Emlyn,  Viscount,  Carmarthenshire 
Army  Discipline  and  Regulation  Act,  243 

Ebtfield,  Viscount  (Under  Seoretaiy  of 
State  for  India) 
India^Cooper'sHill  College  for  Ci?il  Engineers^ 
Address  for  Pa^atu^  ^'^ 
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EntaUed  Estates  Conversion  (Scotland) 

Bill  (^7^  ^ord  Advocate,  Seertiary 

Sir  WiUiam  Mareourt)  [Bill  203] 

e,  2R.  deferred,  after  short  debate  July  21,  1591 

Erne  Longh  and  Biver  {re-eommiued)  Bill 

(Jfr.  John  SblmSf  Lord  Frederick  Cavendish) 

e.  Read  3°  •  Jtdy  5  [Bill  200] 

/.  Read  1**  (Earl  of  Dalhotme)  July  7  (No.  149) 
Read  2*  *  July  15 

Ebrikgton,  ISiir.  G.,  Longford  Co. 

Land  Law  (Ireland),  Gomm.  cl.  11,  Amendt. 

134, 136  ;  el.  10,  339  :  cL  20,  Amendt.  383  ; 

cl.31,  1022;  eL  36,  1038  ;  el.  39,  Amendt. 

1061, 1063  ;  add.  d.  1520, 1522 
Post  Offloe  (Ireland)— Sub-Postmaaters,  498 
West  Indlee^Island  of  Barbadoes,  249 

EwABT,  ]y[r.  W.,  B$lfa»t 

Land  Law  (Ireland),  Comm.  el.  26,  719 

EwiNG,  Mx.  A.  0.|  Dumbarton 

Poor  Relief  and  Audit  of  Aeoounts  (Sootland), 
Nomination  of  Select  Conunittee,  756,  757, 
759 

Removal  Terms  (Sootland),  Comm.  Motion  for 
Adjournment,  474,  1597,  1598,  1600  ;  Mo- 
tion for  reporting  Progress,  1601 

FAWOBTTy  Bight  Hon.  H.  (Postmaster 
General),  HaehMy 
Post    Offloe— Telemph    Senrice — Post  Offloe 

Savings  Banks— Female  Clerks,  252 
Post    Office   (Ireland)— Miscellaneous    Ques- 
tions 
Mail  Trains  to  the  South  and  West— Stop- 
page at  Thurles,  240 
Post  Office,  Doneycamej,  Co.  Meath,  834, 

835 
Sub-Postmasters,  498 

Fay,  ]y[r.  C.  J.,  Cavan  Co, 

Land  Law  (Ireland),  Comm.  el.  25, 607  ;  cl.  26, 

819  ;  Postponed  el.  34,  1409 
Parliament — Public  Business — Urgency,  1007 

FiNDLATBB,  Mr.  W.,  Monoghan 

Land  Law  (Ireland),  Comm.  el.  25,  564  ;  el.  32, 
Amendt.  1081 ;  el.  40,  1073,  1076  ;  el.  41, 
1088;  el.  44,  Amendt.  1149;  el.  45, 
Amendt.  1159 ;  el.  46,  1282  ;  Postponed 
el.  34, 1405 ;  add.  el.  1631 ;  Consid.  add.  el. 
1907 

FiNiQAN,  Mr.  J.  L.,  EnnU 

Land  Law  (Ireland),  Comm.  el.  26,  734,  780, 

8J5,  916 
Protection  of  Person  and  Property  (Ireland) 

Act,  1881— Arresta  in  Cork,  521 

FiBTH,  Mr.  J.  F.  B.,  Cheh$a 

Charitable  Trusts,  1184 

MetropoliUn  Board  of  Works  (Money),  2R. 

1226  ;  Comm.  1726 ;  cl.  8,  Amendt.  1727f 

1728 ;    c(.  9,  1729 ;   el.  12,  1780 ;   el.  16, 

1731 ;  add.  el.  ib. 
West  Indies — Jamaica— Administration  of  the 

Law— Flogging,  1121 


Fiiherui — North    8$a   FUheriu — Depr^^ 

datioHB  on  English  Fishermen 

Questions,  Colonel  Barne,  Mr.  Birkbeek; 
Answers,  Sir  Charles  W,  Dilke,  Mr.  Tro- 
Telyan  July  26, 1899 

FrrziLiTmiOE,  Lord  E.,  Coins 

Land  Law  (Ireland),  Comm.  d.  17, 280  ;  el.  45, 
1170;  add.  d.  1427,  1430;  Consid.  §L  7, 
Amendt.  1986,  1954 

FiTZFATBioK,  Hon.  B.  E.,  Portarlington 

Land  Law  (Ireland),  Comm.  d.  13,  Amendt. 

155,  159  ;  d.  19,  813  ;  add.  el.  1632,  1642 
Turkey — Asiatic   Territories  of  the    Soltao, 

1131 

Folkestone,  Yisoount,  Wilts,  8. 

Land  Law   (Ireland),  Comm.  add.  d,   1506f 

1509,   1581;  Consid.  d.  4,   1927;    d.  6, 

1935 
Parliament — Business  of  the   House,    Minis- 
terial Sutement,  1207 
Rules  and  Orders  (Mr.  Bradlaugh),  865 
Rivers  Conserfancy  and  Floods  PreTention, 

1136 
Turkey— The  late  Sultan  Abdul  Asic— Trial 

of  Midhat  Pasha,  500 

FonsTEB,  Bight  Hon.  W.  E.  (Chief  Se- 
cretary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Lreland),  Bradford 

Ireland — ^Miscellaneous  Questions 

Agricultural  Distress^ Report  of  the  Duke 

of  Richmond's  Commission,  242 
ETiotions— Mrs.  Blake's  Estate  at  Benvyle, 

1119 
Labourers'  Cottages,  831 
Landlord    and    Tenant    Act,    1870— -The 

Bessborough  Commission — The   Report 

and  Evidence,  832, 833,  854,  1122 
Law    and   Justice  —  Dispoeal    of    Petty 

Sessions'  Fines  for  Drunkenness  at  Tid- 

lamore,  838 
Lunatic  Asylums— Annual  Report  of  the 

Inspectors,  845 
Magistracy— Mr.  CliflTord  Lloyd,  R.M.  638, 

639,  1253,  1254,  1255,  1611 
National  Education — School  Children,  241 
Peace  Preservation    Act,   1881 — Gun  U. 

cences,    27; --Prisoners  in   Maas  G«ol» 

250 
Petty   Sessions    Clerks'    Registry    Ofllee, 

Dublin  Castle,  1002,  1008 
Printing  the  '*  Annals  of  Ulster,"  232 
Royal   Irish    Constabulary— Removal    of 

Head  Constable  Fraxer  from  Banbridge, 

20 
Royal   University    of  Ireland  —  Degreei. 

1127 ;— Scheme  of  the  Senate,  844, 1006 
Seeds  Act,  1880 — Postponement  of  Special 

Rate,  851 
Ireland — Protection  of  Person  and  Property 

Act,  1881 — Miscellaneous  Questions 
Arrests  in  Cork,  510,  513, 514 
Arrests  in  Co.  Limerick— Tht  Qvinlaia* 

686  ^Amiti  at  KUflBM^  1000, 1001 
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F«B8TBB,  Right  Hon.  W.  E. — cont. 

Citj  of  Waterford,  845 

Crime   and  Ootrage^Co.    of  Waterford, 

640,  641 
Limerick    Gaol — Persons   Confined  under 

the  Act,  848,  849 
Mr.  Cnnningbam,  of  Longhrea,  a  Prisoner 

under  the  Act,  24ff 
Mr.  F.  O'Gallagher,  a  Prisoner  under  the 

Act,  1893, 1894 
Mr.  H.  Higgins,  a  Prisoner  under  the  Act, 

1467 
Mr.  H.  O'Mahonj,  a  Prisoner  under  the 

Act,  1451 
Mr.  J.  A.  Maoaulay,  a  Prisoner  under  the 
Act— Conditional   Release,  1119,   1120, 
1121 
Mr.  Marshall,  Case  of,  232,  238 
Naas  Gaol,  504 

Prisoners  under  the  Act — Regulations  as 
to  Visitora,  503 ; — Travelling  Expenses, 
502 
Prisons,  1458 

Undertakings  hj  Prisoners  Released,  232 
Violent  Language,  1261 
Ireland,  State  of—- Miscellaneous  Questions 
Agrarian  Crime  in  Kerry,  1 131 
Co.  Limerick — Sheriff's  Seizure  for  Rent, 

508 
English  Democratic  Confederation,  1005 
Sheriff's  Sale  at  Redoross,  1117 
Judges'  Charges  (Ireland),  Motion  for  an  Ad- 
dress, 1212 
Land  Law  (Ireland),  Comm.  cl,  7,  77 ;  el.  0, 
96,  101  ;  el.  12.  188 ;  el.  13,  147,  160,  167, 
168,  169, 170, 171  :  el.  21,  402  ;  c{.22,  417  ; 
el.  25,  470,  472,  578,  585 ;  el.  26,  713,  714, 
720,  729.  742.  750.  763.  768.  784,  812  ; 
Amendt.  829,  830,  869,  875,  876,  878,  879, 
880,  882,  888,  890.  891,  893,  896,  898,  899, 
900.  908,  921.  922,  923,  924,  925,  939,  955, 
956,  957,  958,  959,  960,  901,  962,  977  ; 
el.  36,  1048  ;  cl.  39,  1066,  1068 ;  el.  42, 
1090,1092,1096,  1098,  1099.  1100.  1143, 
1147  ;  el.  44,  1157  ;  Postponed  el.  34, 1390, 
1398.  1410  ;  add.  el.  1423, 1436, 1439, 1442, 
1443,  1488,  1491,  1492,  1495,  1496,  1499, 
1505,  1506,  1509,  1511,  1517,  1518,  1530, 
1531,  1534,  1535,  1536,  1538,  1550,  1557, 
1571,  1574,  1676,  1579,  1580,  1581,  1582, 
1583;  Amendt.  1584,  1585,  1586,  1587, 
1688,  1589.  1590;  add.  cl.  1684,  1721; 
Consid.  1903  ;  add.  d.  1913 ;  el.  6,  1934 ; 
el.  7,  1966,  1971  ;  el.  18,  1993 
Potato    Crop   Committee,   1880,   Res,    1363, 

1365, 1366 
Seed  Supply  and  other  Acts  (Ireland)  Amend- 
ment, Leave,  1233 
Supply— Civil  Services  and  Revenue  Depart- 
ments, 1225 
Veterinary  Surgeons,  2R.  1225 


FoESTEE,  Sir  C,  WaUall 

Commercial  Treaty  with  France  (Negotiations), 
239 


FowLEE,  Mr.  H.  H.,  Woherhampton 

Africa  (South)^Transvaal  Rising,  Rei«  1801 
«lnrhirit^l9  Triit|iy4013»  13M 


FowLiB,  Mr.  H.  H.— tfOftf. 

Criminal  Law — Inadequate  Sentenoes,  1255; 
Motion  for  Adjournment,  1257,  1259 

Land  Law  (Ireland),  Comm.  el.  22,  408 ;  el,  86, 
1044 

Lord  Chief  Justice,  <bc.  (Patronage) — The  Re- 
turn, 1898 

Parliamentary  Elections  Acts — Election  Com- 
missioners— Expenses,  504 

Ways  and  Means — Inland  Revenue — AfBdavits 
of  Executors,  504 


Fowxss,  Mr.  H.  N.,  Limdan 

Africa  (South)— Transvaal  Rising,  Res.  1839 
Africa    (South) — Zululand — Alleged   Removal 
of  the  Remains  of  the  late  King  Panda,  859 
Judges'  Charges  (Ireland),  Motion  for  an  Ad- 
dress, 1218 
Land  Law  (Ireland),  Comm.  el.  89,  1060, 1061 
London  City  (Parochial  Charities),  2R.  478 
Metropolitan  Board  of  Works  (Money),  Comm. 

add.  el.  1732 
Parliament — ^Business  of  the   House,   Minis- 
terial Statement,  1206,  1265 
Petroleum  (Hawking),  Comm.  1967 
Removal  Terms  (Scotland),  Motion   for  Ad- 
journment, 1599 
Rivers  Conservancy  and  Floods  Prevention, 
Comm.  1229 


France 

MiSOBLLANXOUS  QUXSTIONS 

The  New  Commereial  Treatf^ — PetiHon  from 
Bradford,  Ohservations,  Mr,  Mao  Ivor 
July  5, 17 

The  Treaty  of  Commeree  with  France  (Nego* 
tiationt)t  Question,  Mr.  Bonrke;  Answer, 
Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke  July  5,  50  ;  Question, 
Sir  Charles  Forster;  Answer,  Sir  Charles 
W.  Dilke  July  7, 239  ;  Question,  Mr.  Birley  ; 
Answer,  Mr.  Gladstone  July  8,  362 ;  Ques- 
tion, Lord  John  Manners ;  Answer,  Mr. 
Gladstone  July  11,  629;-^  The  "  Tarif  A 
JXseuter,"  Questions,  Mr.  W.  H.  Smith, 
Mr.  Broadhurst;  Answers,  Mr.  Gladstone 
July  14,  851 : — Question,  Mr.  J.  K.  Cross; 
Answer,  Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke  July  18, 
1138;  Questions,  Mr.  Jackson;  Answers, 
Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke /tt/y  19,  1264;  Ques- 
tion,  Mr.  Mao  Iver ;  Answer,  Sir  Charles 
W.  Dilke /u/y  26,  1901 

The  New  French  Omeral  Tariff,  Ohservations, 
Viscount  Sandon  July  5,  29  ;  Moved,  "  That 
this  House  do  now  adjourn  "  ( Viicount  San» 
don) ;  after  short  debate.  Motion  withdrawn  ; 
Notice  of  Question,  Mr.  Monk  ;  Answer,  Sir 
Charles  W.  Dilke,  44  ;  Question,  Mr.  Jack- 
son ;  Answer,  Mr.  Chamberlain  July  7,  234  ; 
Questions,  Mr.  Monk,  Viscount  Sandon  ; 
Answers,  Mr.  Gladstone,  258; — The  Joint 
CommisHon,  Question,  Mr.  Broadhurst ; 
Answer,  Sir  Charles  W.  DUke  July  14,  846 

Mobilisation  of  an  Army  Corpi,  Question,  Mr. 

Northoote ;  Answer,  Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke 

July  l\,50\ 
The  French  Marriage  Laws,  Questions,  Mr. 

Leeman ;    Answers,  Sir  WilUam.  UASft&>»Vx 


\ 


FBA 


GIB 


(INDEX] 


QIB 


GHA 


Frane0   and    B$lgiHm — NegoiufH<m9  for 

Camm&reial  TreMeo — Presence  of  an 

EnglUh  Repreeentative 
Qaestion,  Mr.  Jackson  ;  Answer,  Sir  Charles 
W.  Dilke  Jtdy  11,  508 

France  and  England — Th$  Newfoundland 

Fisheries  Treaty 
(^aettions,  GapUin  Aylmer  ;  Answers,  Sir 
Charles  W.  Dilke  Jii/y  18,  1121  ;  (Questions, 
Captain  Aylmer,  Colonel  Bame ;  A  nswers. 
Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke /ttZy  19,  1262;  Qaes- 
tion,  Captain  Price ;  Answer,  Sir  Charles 
W.  Dilke /u/y  31,1457 

IVanee  and  Tunis 

MiSCSLIiAHSOUS  QUSSTIOHS 

Adminittration,  Question,  Mr.  T.  Bruce ; 
Answer,  Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke  Jtdy  7,  248 

Military  C^Mroliottt — Bombardment  of  Sfax, 
Question,  Lord  Randolph  Churohill ;  An- 
swer, Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke  July  A,  25 

PeUtioal  AfaxrM,  Question,  The  £arl  of  Beo- 
ti?e  ;  Answer,  Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke  JtUy  6, 
25;  Question,  Sir  H.  Drummond  Wolff; 
Answer,  Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke  July  21, 
1466 

Reported  Jneurreetion,  Question,  The  Earl  of 
Beotive ;  Answer,  Mr.  Trevelyan  Juiy  5,  26 

The  Conference  at  Vienna^ The  Protocol, 
Question,  Mr.  Otway  ;  Answer,  Sir  Charles 
W.  Dilke  July  19,  1372 

[See  title  Tunis] 

Free  Idlnrariee  Bill 

{Sir  John  Lubbock,  Lord  George  Hamilton^  Sir 

Charles  Beed) 
0.  BiU  withdrawn  •  July  1 1  [Bill  48] 

Free  Trade  {British  Empire) 

Questions,  Mr.  Ashmead-Bartlett,  Mr.  J. 
Cowen ;  Answers,  Mr.  Gladstone  July  22, 
1617 


Galloway,  Earl  of 

Claims  of  Peerage,  &o.  Motion  for 
Committee,  857 


Seleot 


Oas  Provisional  Orders  BiU 

{The  Earl  of  Dalhowie) 

I.  Read8**/u2y5  (No.  97) 

Rojal  Assent  July  18   [44  A  45  Vict.  o.  oiii] 

GiBSOK,  Bight  Hon.  E.,  Dublin  Univer- 
sity 

Land  Law  (Ireland),  Comm.  el,  8,  Amendt. 
86;  e^9,  118,  118,  126,  130;  el,  12,  187, 
142;  el  18,  147,  149,  150;  Amendt.  151, 
154,  156,  176,  177,  178.  180,  184,  185,  196, 
200,  204,  205  ;  el  14,  206,  264  ;  eL  15, 269 ; 
el  16,  Amendt.  270,  272,  278,  274 ;  c^.  17, 
285  ;  el  18,  Amendt.  286,  287  ;  el,  25, 472  ; 
el  26,  766;  cl  82,  1080,  1082  ;  0^86,1088, 
1048;  Amendt.  1058,  1057;  c).  87,  Amendt. 
ih.  1058  ;  el  89,  1059,  1060,  1067  ;  el  40, 
1071,  1075  ;  Amendt.  1076,  1078  ;  cl  41, 
Amendt.  ib,  1079,  1082  ;  el  42,  Amendt. 
1085,  1088, 1098.  1099, 1140  ;  el,  44,  1150, 
\\l^ ;  cl  45, 1150,  1160,  1107, 1179, 1186; 
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GiBsov,  Right  Hon.  R    eenk 

el  46,  1276,  1279,  1281,  1883,  1295;  el  47. 
1296;  Amendt.  1802,  1803,  1306,  1318, 
1888,  1848  ;  Postponed  d,  15,  1877  ;  d,  34, 
1892;  Consid.  add.  eL  1904,  1911;  d.  1, 
Amendt.  1915;  d.  3.  1919,  1920;  cl  4, 
1925.  1926  ;  cl  6.  1938  ;  d.  7,  1965,  1981 ; 
cl  9,  Amendt.  1986;  el  11,  1987:  d.  12, 
Amendt.  1988  ;  d.  18,  Amendt.  1992:  d.S5, 
2008,  2004 ;  d.  44,  2006 

Gill,  Mr.  H.  T.,  Westmeath 

Land  Law  (Ireland),   Comm.  el    45,    1165 ; 
cl  46,  1280  ;  add.  cl  1680 

GiVAK,  Mr.  J.,  Mbnaghan 
Land  Law  (Ireland),  Comm.  cl  8,  Amendt.  88 ; 
d.9,99,  125;  cl  18,  184;  Amendt.  185; 
el  14,  206;  «/.  16,  278,  275;  d.  17.  ib.; 
c2.  19,  316,  388  ;  el  22.  407 ;  cl  25,  463, 
555  ;  Amendt.  561, 562, 563  ;  cL  26,  Amendt. 
806 ;  Consid.  add,  el  1007.  1912 ;  d.  4, 
1921 ;  cl  6, 1934 ;  d.  18,  1994 

Gladstohb,  Right  Hon.  W.  B.  (Firat 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  and  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer),  Edinburgh- 
shire 
Africa    ( South)  —  Transfaal  —  Misoellaneoos 
Questions 
Amsterdan  Loan,  254 
Capitulation  of  Potohefttroom,  1470, 1471 
Military  Expenditure  1879-80,  1476 
Natal — Promised   Liberation  of   Lanfali- 

balele,  1136 
Papers,  257 
Railway  Loan,  528 
Rising— Resolution  of  Sir  M.  E.  Hicki. 

Beaoh,  1009, 1011. 1869, 1870 
War — Portuguese  Consul,  27 
Afrioa  (Sooth)— Transvaal  Rising.  Res.  1767, 

1833,  1845, 1847,  1848,  1862,  1867 
ChariUble  Trusts,  1013,  1264 
Church  Patronage,  853,  1272 
Commercial    Treaty  with    Franee^-Miseeila- 
neous  Questions 
Negotiations.  362,  529 
New  French  General  Tariff,  37,  358,  259 
<«  Tariff  ft  Disouter,"  852 
Commissioners  of  Woods  and  Forests— Windsor 

Park  and  Woods,  529 
Companies  Act.  1874— Sootch  Banks,  1468 
Currency — International  Monetary  Conlerenee 
at  Paris— Bi-MeUUism,  255. 1137 
Scotch  Chartered  Banks,  1187 
Customs — Tobacco  Duties,  1749 
Endowed  Institutions  (Scotland),  1616 
Free  Trade— British  Empire,  1617 
India  (Finance,  Ac.)— Indian  Budcet,  1755 
Land  Law  (Ireland)— Clause  84 — The  Commis- 
sion,  863,  364,  530,  1138 ;  — Emigration 
Clause,  862,  864;— CUuae  26,  1013;  Re- 
port, 1618 
Land  Law  (Ireland),  Comm.  d.  7,  53,  56  ;dL  8, 
91  ;cl  9,  Motion  for  reporting  Progress,  95, 
106,  113.    115,   118,   121,   124,  128,  131  ; 
cl  10,  182;  cl  11,  185  L  d,  12,  141,  149, 
143  :  cl  13, 172,  198.  2SiQ  i  d.  17,  378.  atil ; 
cl  19,  289,  329,  382,y334,  336,  838,  365, 
867 ;  Cl.  20^  W6^  «^|«|  m  «?A  P^ ; 
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GukDSTONE,  Right  Hon.  W.  E.— oonl. 

cl.  32,  408,  410,  423,  449,  450,  451  ;  el  23, 
454,  456  ;  el.  24,  Amendt.  458,  462  ;  el.  25, 
465,  542,  543,  554,  502,  563,  564,  566  ; 
Amende.  569,  570,  572, 574,  575,  576,  577, 
580,584,588,594,597,603,  605,  612,  613, 
618,657,  659,  661,  662,  669,  675;  el.  26, 
685,  762,  763,  776,  780,  790,  793,  806,  827, 
866,  867,  868,  871,  877,  881,  887,  888,  889, 
890,  892,  920,  930.  931,932,  933,  941,  942; 
cL  27.  1014  ;  el.  28,  Amendt.  xh. ;  cL  31, 
1017,  1018,  1020,  1023,  1025  ;  el,  32,  1031  ; 
el.  36,  1037,  1040,  1042,  1053,  1057;  eU  43, 
1149  ;  el.  44,  1151,  1152,  1158  ;  el,  45,  1160, 
1161,  1171,  1173,  1185  ;  d.  46,  1193;  Mo- 
tion for  reporting  Progress,  1200,  1201, 
1202,  1203,  1276,  1288,  1291,  1293  ;  el  47. 
1309,  1324,  1340,  1346,  1348,  1353,  1359; 
Postponed  el  12,  1376 ;  el  15,  1380  ;  el  27, 
1381,  1387,  1889  ;  el  34,  1390,  1391,  1393, 
1396,  1400,  1417,  1422;  add,  el  1521, 
1563,  1564,  1625,  1627,  1628,  1636,  1642, 
1647,  1660,  1661,  1662,  1666,  1693,  1709, 
1710,  1712,  1716;  Consid.  add,  el.  1904, 
1910;  el  1,  1914,  1916,  1917;  el  3,  1919; 
el  4,  1928  ;  cl  7,  1942,  1974,  1980,  1981, 
1984  ;  el  18.  1991 ;  d.  20,  1994  ;  el  26, 
1996;  el  27,  1999,  2000;  el.  35,  2002, 
2004,  2005  ;  el,  44,  2006 

Landlord  and   Tenant  (Ireland)  Act,   1870— 
The  Bessborough  Commission,  1468 

Mr.  Northcote  and  Mr.  Biggar,  860 

Parliament — Miscellaneous  Questions 

Business  of  the  House,  29,  257,  259,  1271, 
1475  ;— Ministerial     Statement,    1204, 
1206,  1207,  1266,  1268,  1269 
Public  Business — Urgency,  1008 
Rules  and  Orders — Answers  to  Questions, 
253 

Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  Ret.  1756 

Parliamentarj  Oath  (Mr.  Bradlaugh) — Order 
of  the  10th  May,  49 

Parliamentarj  Oaths  Bill,  1755 

Protection  of  Person  and  Property  (Ireland) 
Act,  1881— Arrests  in  Cork,  522 

Rivers  Conserrancy  and  Floods  Prevention, 
1136 

Rojal  University  of  Ireland — Scheme  of  the 
Senate,  1469 

Tunis  (PoliUcal  Affairs),  1755 

Turkey — Midhat  Pasha — Fulfilment   of   Sen- 
tence, 1622 

Ways  and  Means — Miscellaneous  Questions 

Budget  Proposals,  1272 

Inland  Revenue — Benefit  Building  Societies 
— Stamps  on  Cheques,  1750; — Succes- 
sion Duty  (Ireland),  254 

Revenue  Returns » Decrease  in  the  Excise, 
28 


GoLDNET,  Sir  G.,  Chippenham 
Land  Law  (Ireland),  Comm.  el,  22,  415 

Gordon,  General  Hon.  Sir  A.  H.,  Aber- 
deenshire, E. 

Army — Deaths  by  Sunstroke    at   Aldershot, 

506 
Land  Law  (Ireland),  Comm.  add,  el  1504, 

1508, 1590 ;  Amendi,  1579 


Gk)BST,  Mr.  J.  E.,  Chaiham 

Africa  (South)— Transvaal  Rising,  Res.  1881 

Army — Auxiliary  Forces — Volunteer  Review 
at  Windsor — Metropolitan  Police,  642 

Bankruptcy,  2R.  621 

Islands  of  the  Western  Pacifie — Solomon  Is- 
lands— Punishment  of  Natives,  1126 

Land  Law  (Ireland) — Emigration  Clause,  803 

Land  Law  (Ireland),  Comm.  el  19,  867  ;  el  25, 
473,  572  ;  el  26,  698,  700,  701,  817  :  ei.  46, 
1202 

Pacific. Islanders'  Protection  Act,  1873 — Juris- 
diction of  Sir  Arthur  Gordon,  1454 

Parliament — Rules  and  Orders — Answers  to 
Questions,  258 

Parliamentary  Oath  (Mr.  Bradlaugh)— Order 
of  10th  May,  48 

Removal  Terms  (Scotland),  Comm.  474 

GosoHEN,  Bight  Hon.  G.  J.,  Eipon 
Land  Law  (Ireland),  Comm.  el  22,  414 

Grant,  Mr.  D.,  Marylehane 
Land  Law  (Ireland),  Comm.  el  25,  Amendt. 
597,  598 

Granville,  Earl  (Secretary  of  State  for 

Foreign  Affairs) 
Africa  (South) — Transvaid,  Affairs  of— Royal 

Ck>mmission,  984 
Army — Auxiliary    Foroes —Windsor    Review, 

857 
lx>rd  Hatherley,  The  Lata,  478 
Sugar  Industries — Petition  from  the  Island  of 

Barbadoes,  229 
Tripoli,  Address  for  Papers,  8 
Turkey  and  Greece — The  Frontier  Question, 

208 
Union  of  Benefioes  (City  of  London),  Motion 

for  an  Address,  489 
United  States — Attempted  Assassination  of  the 

President,  15 

Gray,  Mr.  E.  D.,  Carlow  Co. 
Land  Law  (Ireland),  Comm.  el  9, 107 

Greer,  Mr.  T.,  Carriehfergua 

Land  Law  (Ireland),  Comm.  el  19,  303; 
Amendt.  334 

Gregory,  Mr.  G.  B.,  Sustexy  S. 

High  Court  of  Justice — Court  of  Appeal,  233 
Judicature  Acts — Report  of  the  Committee, 

233 
Land  Law  (Ireland),  Comm.  el  9, 112 ;  el  10, 

133;  el    11,  Amendt.  t5. ;  el    22,  436; 

cl   25,  575  ;  el.   26,  894 ;  cl   32,  Amendt. 

1029,  1031;  cl   36,  1035;  Amendt.  1036, 

1045,  1055;  el   37,  1058;  cl   39,  1066; 

d.  40,  1074;  add,  el  1648 

Hamilton,    Eight  Hon.  Lord  G.  F., 

Middleeex 
Education    Department — Voluntary   Schools, 

1744 
Land  Law  (Ireland),  Coram,  d.  19,385  ;  el  20, 

Amendt.  389,  391  ;  el.  25,  572  ;  cl.  46,  1190, 

1287;    add.   el    1568,    1640,    1661,   1700; 

Consid.  el,  7,  1964  ;  c/.  20^  Am««i^«V^'^^. 
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Haioltov,  Mr.  L  T.,  JDubUn  Co. 
SootUnd—  Edinburgh  Volunteer  ReTiew,  1018 

Haboodtrt,  Bight  Hon.  Sir  W.  Q.  V. 

gleoretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
epartment),  J)erhy 
Army-^ Auxiliary  Foroei^  Volunteer    Renew 

At  Windsor— MetropoUton  Polioe,  642,  648 
CbariUble  Trusta,  1184 
Oriminal  Law— Case  of  Edmund  Galley,  506 

Inadeonate  Senteneee,  1256,  1257, 1958 
France— French  Marriage  Law,  1118 
Land  Law  (Ireland),  Oonim.  el.  26,  966 
Law  and  Justice — Miscellaneous  (^estions 

Contempt  of   Court— Mary  Ann   Trower, 

1261 
Justices  in  Boroughs,  1740 
Magistracy — Cornish  Maffistrates,  1129 
RcTolutionary  Congress  In  London,  1462, 
1742, 1748 
Law   and   Police— Murder  on   the  Brighton 

Railway,  284,  285 
Lord  Chief  Justice,  Ao.  (Patronage)  —  The 

Return,  1898 
Merchant  Shipping  Act  —  Case  of   William 

Lynch,  1458 
Metalliferous  Mines — Inspectors*  Reports,  1880, 

836 
Metropolis— Parochial  Charities  of  the  City  of 

London,  1740 
Metropolitan  Board  of  Works  (Money),  Comm. 

cl  9, 1729 
Metropolitan  Police — Case  of   Mr.  Edward 

Shell,  1458 
Parliament  —  Petitions  —  Bradlangh  Petition, 

1898 
Parliamentary   Elections  —  Registration   and 

Qualification  of  Voters,  1268,  1264 
Petroleum  (Hawking),  Comm.  1967 
Poor    Allotments    Management  Act,   1878 — 

Allotment  Committees,  850 
Poor  Relief  and  Audit  of  Accounts  (Scotland), 

Nomination  of  Select  Committee,  755,  757 
Removal  Terms  (Scotland),  Comm.  1597, 1602 
Rivers   Conservancy  and  Floods  Prevention, 

Comm.  1591 
Seisure  of  Explosive  Machines  at  Liverpool, 

1751,  1758 
Statute  Law  Revision  and  Civil  Procedure, 

2R.  1696 
Wimbledon  Common  Preservation  Act — Birds- 
Nesting,  1617 

Habtington,  Bight  Hon.  Marquess  of 
(Secretiuy  of  State  for  India),  Lan- 
oathire,  N.E. 
Currency — International  Monetary  Conference 

at  Paris— Bi-Metallism,  256 
India — Miscellaneous  Questions 
AfghanUtan— Civil  War,  1472 
Chaplain   in   the    Bengal    Establishment, 

1464 
Cultivation  of  Opium,  1458 
Field  OfBoers  in  Native  Regiments,  1465 
Finance,  ^.—Indian  Budget,  1900 
Forest  Department,  252 
Indian  Army  Staff,  1189 
Indian  Vernacular  Press  Act,  1878,  1127 
Public  Works  Departmenfr^Civil  Engineers, 
509 


Hatlmhy,  Lord,  Th»  hie 
Observations,   The    Lord    OhaaoaUor,    Earl 
Cairns,  Earl  GFanville  July  11,  475 

Hay,  Admiral  Bight  Hon.  Sir  J.  0.  D., 

Wigtown,  Sfe. 
Africa  (South)— The  Transvaal— Capitulation 

of  Potchefstroom,  1471 
Naval  Discipline  Act  Amendment— Flogging, 

504,  505 
Navy  —  Dockyard    Establishment,  Gibraltar, 
1610 
French  and  English  Fleets  in  the  Mediter- 
ranean, 842 

Healy,  Mr.  T.  M.,  Woxford 
Africa  (West  Coast)— War  with  Ashantee— 

Payment  of  Fine,  240,  848 
Criminal  Law— Inadequate  Sentences,  1359 
Ireland — Miscellaneous  Questions 
Board  of  Works,  1004 
Magistracy— Mr.  Clifford  Lloyd,  R.M.,1955 
PeUy  Sessions  Clerks'  Registry  Office,  Dub- 
lin Castle,  1001, 1002, 1008 
Public- [looses    (Ireland)    Act— Poblieans' 
Licences,  1451,  1452 
Ireland — Protection  of  Person   and  Property 
Act,  1891 — Miscellaneous  Questions 
Arrests  in  Cork,  528 

Arrests  in  Co.  Limerick- The  Quinlan'a,  685 
Crime   and    Outrage — Co.    of   Waterford, 

640,  642 
Limerick  Gaol — Persons  Confined    under 

the  Act,  847,  848,'649 
Mr.  H.  O'Gallagher,  a  Prisoner  under  the 

Act.  1898,  1894 
Mr.  H.  O'Mahony,  a  Prisoner  under  the 

Act,  1450 
Mr.  J.  A.  Macaulay,  a  Prisoner  under  the 
Act-<k>nditional  Lease,  1119. 1120, 1121 
Mr.  J.  Uiggins,  a  Prisoner  under  the  Aei, 

1467 
Mr.  Marshall,  Case  of,  282,  288 
Prisoners  under  the  Act — Travelling  Ex- 
penses, 502  ;— Regulations  as  to  Visitors, 
502,  508 
Prisons,  1458 

UnderUkings  by  Prisoners  Released,  282 
Violent  language,  1260 
Ireland,  State  of— Car  Owners— Renewal  of 

Licences,  500 
Judges'  Charges  (IreUnd),  Motion  for  an  Ad- 
dress, 1216 
Land  Law  (Ireland)— Definition  of  the  Tonn 
"  Town  Park,"  1185  ;— Emigration  Clause. 
862 
Land  Law  (IreUnd),  Comm.  el.  17,  278  ;  d.  19, 
865  ;  el.  25,  470,  547,  571,  587,  646,  658  ; 
el.  26,  687,  727.  728,  784 ;  Amendt.  785, 
737;  Motion  for  reporting  Progress,  758, 
754,  761,  768,  771,  778,  782 ;  Amendt.  788, 
784, 798,  804,  815,  829,  879,  898.  896,  899, 
901,  902,  904,  917,  988,  984,  987,  942,  9«1, 
952,  955,  957;  el.  81,  1017,  1018,  1025; 
el.  86,  1057  :  el.  89,  1059,  1061,  1069 : 
Amendt.  1064,  1065,  1066,  1069,  1070; 
el*  40,  1075,  1076 ;  el.  41,  1079 :  Amendk 
1081,  1082,  1088,  1084.  1085;  ctf.  42, 
Amendt.  1086, 1087,  1088,  1089,  1098, 1095. 
1144  ;  el.  48,  1148 ;  el.  44,  Amendt.  1150, 
1152;  d.  4fi,  1100;   Amtodt.  U  67,.  1168^ 
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Hbilt,  Mr.  T.  M.^-MfO. 

1160, 1186  ;  d.  46. 1196,  1201,  1275,  1278, 
1270;  Amendt.  1281,  1280,  1203,  1204; 
el,  47,  Amendt,  1810 ;  Postponed  cL  15, 
Amendt.  1370.  1380;  el,  34,  1807.  1417, 
1422;  add.  el  1521,  1527.  1532,  1537; 
Amendt.  1576,  1584,  1500,  1620,  1632; 
Contid.  add,  el,  1004,  1007  :  Amendt.  1008; 
cl,  1,  1014  ;  Amendt.  1017,  1018 ;  el.  4, 
1028 ;  el.  7,  Amendt.  1078,  1080 ;  el.  0, 
1087  ;  el,  16,  Amendt.  1000;  el.  26,  1006; 
el,  44,  Amendt.  2006 

Poor  Relief  and  Audit  of  Accoanta  (Sootland), 
2R.  341 ;  Nomination  of  Select  Committee, 
757 

Potato  Crop  Committee,  1880,  Res.  1364 

Public  Loans  (Ireland)  Remission,  Comm. 
1594, 1505 

Statute  Law  Revision  and  CiTil  Procedure,  2R. 
1506 

Supply— Civil  Services  and  RoTenne  Depart- 
ments, 1223,  1224, 1225 

Veterinary  Surgeons,  2R.  1226 

HeneagEi  Mr.  E.,  OrMt  Or%m»hy 

Land  Law  (Ireland),  Comm.  el,  25,  473 
Parliament— Business  of  the  House,  Minis- 
terial Statement,  1208 

Heitbt,  Mr.  Mitchell,  Oaiway  Co. 

Land  Law  (Ireland),  Comm.  el.  13, 182, 101, 
107  id.  14,  268  ;  d,  17,  283  ;  d.  10.  303, 
332  ;  el,  21,  403  ;  d.  22,  451,  452  ;  d,  25, 
551,  563 ;  Amendt.  565,  567,  560,  588,  605, 
617,  610,  678;  d,  26,  054,  068;  el,  36, 
1047  ;  d,  30, 1065,  1067,  1068 ;  d,  46, 1280, 
1285;  d.  47,  1337;  aid.  el,  1408,  1530, 
1533,  1534,  1663 ;  Consid.  add.  d,  1007 ; 
cl.  4,  1027 ;  el,  6,  1035 ;  el.  1, 1082 

Potato  Crop  Committee,  1880,  Res.  1364 

Hebsohell,  Sir  F.  {900  Solioitob  Genb- 
BAL,  llie) 

HiBBEBT,    Mr.    J.    T.    (Parliamentary 
Secretary  to  the  LociEil  QoTemment 

Board),  Oldham 
Rivers  Conservancy  and  Floods  Prevention, 
2R.  1230 

HiGES,  Mr.  E.,  Cambr%dgeshir0 
Highway  Rates — Assessment  and    Power  of 

Compounding,  1252 
Judges  Charges  (Ireland),  Motion  for  an  Ad- 
dress, 1218 

Mighway  Eatei — A980ummU  and  Powor  of 
Compounding 
Question,  Mr.  Hicks;  Answer,  Mr.  Dodson 
My  10,  1252 

Hill,  Lord  A.  W.,  DoumahWo 

Ireland,  State   of— The   Down    Conservative 

Flute  Band,  837 
Royal  Irish  Constabolary— Religious  iPersua- 
sions,  1743 
Removal  of  U^ad  Conatahle  Fraier  from 
Banbridf  e,  10 
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Hill,  Mr.  A.  S.,  SU^dthire,  W. 
Turkey— The  late  Sultan  Abdul  Asis— Con- 
demnation of  Midbat  Pasha,  250 

HoLKEB,  Sir  T.,  Preston 
Land  Law  (Ireland),  Comm.  add.  el.  1531 
Solicitors'  Remuneration,  Comm.  d.  1,  138  ; 
el.  2,  Amendt.  130  ;  el,  5,  Amendt.  i&. 

Holland,  Sir  H.  T.,  Mtdhuni 

Africa  (South) — Transvaal  Commission.  358 
Transvaal^  Prospects  under  the  New  Go* 
vemment,  1003 
Africa  (South)— Transvaal  Rising,  Res.  1807, 

1825 
Land  Law  (Inland),  Comm.  el.  40, 1073, 1073 
Parliament — Basinees  of  the  House,   Minis- 
terial Statement,  1260 

HoLLOND,  Mr.  T.  B.,  Brighton 
Poor  Allotments   Management    Act,   1873— 
Allotment  Committees,  840 

Holms,  Mr.  T.  (Lord  Oommissioner  of 
the  Treasury),  Sdcknog 
Customs  Benevolent  Fund— «  Bill  of  Entry," 
1730 

H0LIC8,  Mr.  W.,  Paisley 
Removal  Terms  (Scotland),  Comm.  1508, 1500 

Hope,  Eight  Hon.  A.  J.  B.  Bereeford, 
Cambridge  Univereitg 
Royal  University  of  Ireland— Scheme  of  the 
Soiiftte,14e0 

HoFWooD,  Mr.  0.  H.,  Stookport 
Petroleum  (Hawking),  Comm.  Motion  ibr  Ad- 
journment, 1066,  1068 

Houghton,  Lord 

Industrial  Schools.  2R.  1880 
Railways — Continuous  Brakes,  1107 
Union  of  Benefices  (City  of  London),  Motion 
for  an  Address,  480 

Ilukgwoeth,  Mr.  A.,  Bradford 

Charoh  Patronage,  853 

Inoombents  of  Benefices  Loans  Extension,  2R. 

1232 
Land  Law  (Ireland),  Comm.  d.  10,  312 

IndoBnre  Sroviflioiial  Order  (Thurstaston 
Common)  Bill 

{The  Earl  of  Dalhoutie) 
I  Royal  Aseent  July  18      [44  h  45  Viet,  e.  c] 

Incumbents  of  Benefices  Loans  Extent 
sion  Bill  Ih.l.] 

{The  Lord  Arehbiihi^  of  Canterbury) 
L  CommitUe  • ;  Retton  Juitu  ^         V^t^.X^^ 
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Jncumbinii  of  BentficM  Loam  Extenticn  BiU — 
oont. 

e.  Read  l""  •  (Mr.  Monk)  July  1 3       (BUI  218] 
MoTed,  "That  the  Bill  be   now  read  3«'* 

July  18,1381;  MoTed,«That  the  Debate 

be  DOW  acyonraed"  {Mr.  T.  P.  (/ Connor)  ; 

after  short  debate,  Motion  withdrawn 
Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to;  BiU 

read3« 
Committee*;  Report /i«^  31 
Read8«*/ti2y  33 


India 

,  MiaoiLLAHioua  Qmnoiia 

Chaplains  on  the  Bengal  Eitabliohmont,  Qaea- 
tion,  Mr.  Baxter;  Answer,  The  Marqaess 
of  Hartington  July  3 1 ,  1464 

Cultivation  of  Opium,  Qaeation,  Mr.  Cropper ; 
Answer,  The  Marquess  of  Hartington 
July  31, 1453 

Finance,  ire, — The  Indian  Budoei,  Qoettion, 
Mr.  O'Donnell;  Answer,  Mr.  Gladstone 
July  35,  1755;  Question,  Mr.  E.  SUn- 
hope ;  Answer,  The  Marquess  of  Hartington 
Jidy  36, 1900 

Mills  and  Factories — Legislation,  Question, 
The  Earl  of  Shaftesbury ;  Answer,  Visoount 
Enfield /u^sr  18, 1108 

PuhUe  Worts  Departsnent^The  CivU  Engi- 
neers, Question,  Mr.  Oarbutt ;  Answer,  The 
Muqness  of  Hartington  July  11, 500 

The  Forest  Department,  Question,  Mr.  Round  ; 
Answer,  The  Marquess  of  Hartington 
Juby  7,  353 

The  Indian  Army  Stag,  Qnettion,  An  hon. 
Member ;  Answer,  The  Marquess  of  Hart- 
ington July  18,  1180;— ^VMtf  O/ieers  in 
Native  Regiments,  Question,  Sir  Treror 
Lawrenoe  ;  Answer,  The  Marqaess  of 
Hartington  July  31, 1465 

The  Indian  Vernacular  Press  Act,  1878,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Summers ;  Answer,  The  Marquess 
of  Hartington  July  18^  1137 

India — Cooper*  s  Sill  College  for  CivU  En- 
gineers 
Address  for.  Copy  of  the  new  soheme,  and  also 
a  oopy  of  any  eorrespondenee  that  may  have 
taken  plaee  between  the  6o?enior  General 
in  Couneil  and  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
India  on  the  subjeot ;  also  for  a  Return  of— 
1.  The  annual  expenditure  of  the  oollege 
sinoe  its  foundation;  3.  Annual  reoeipts 
from  the  students ;  8.  The  number  of  stu- 
dents who  haTO  entered  the  college  in  eaoh 
year  sinoe  its  foundation  ;  4.  The  number  of 
students  in  eaoh  year  who,  having  passed 
through  the  oollege,  have  recei?cd  appoint- 
ments as  civil  engineers  in  India  ( The  Lord 
Bdper)  July  15,  096 ;  after  short  debatCi 
Return  amended,  and  agreed  to 

Indnttrial  Sdioola  BiU  [h.l.] 

{The  Lord  Norton) 

I  Presented  ;  read  U  •  July  13        (No.  158) 
Head  3»,' after  short  dehsUiJuly  3(^  1884 


Infectiaas  DiBeaaes  (9otiilcatloii)  BOl 

( Jfr.  Rastingt,  Sir  Trevor  Lawrence,  Dr.  Farqur 

hereon,  Mr.  Brinton) 
e.  Ordered ;  read  1»  •  July  37  [Bill  320] 

International  Law — Detention  of  British 

Buhjeets  on  Board  a  Russian   War- 

Ship 
QuesUon,  Mr.  J.  Stewart ;  Answer,  The  Lord 
AdTocate  July  5,  31 

Ibelaitd 
MnoxLLAxxous  QnssnoNS 

Agricultural  Distress— Report  of  the  Duke  of 
Richmond's  Commission,  Question,  Mr.  W. 
J.  Corbet ;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  E.  Porster 
July  7,  341 


Board  of  fVorks^  Scheme  of  Reform, 

Mr.  Healy ;  Answer,  Lord  Frederick  CaTcn- 
dish  Jtdy  15,  1004 

Labourer^  Cottages,  Obserration,  Mr.  W.  E. 
Forster  July  13,  881 

LunaHe  Asykms—Annual  Report  of  the  In" 
specters,  Question,  Mr.  W.  J.  Corbet ;  An- 
swer, Mr.  W.  E.  Forster  July  14, 845 

Printing  the  <'  Annals  of  Ulster,"  Qucsiioo, 
Mr.  A.  M.  Sullivan;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  E. 
Forster  July  7,  381 

Publie  Bouses  (Ireland)  Act  —  PubUcantT 
Licences,  Questions,  Mr.  Healy,  Mr.  Par- 
nell;  Answers,  The  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland /11/v  31, 1451 

The  Royal  University  of  Ireland^S^eme  ef 
the  Senate,  Question,  Mr.  Dawson :  Answer, 
Mr.  W.  E.  Forster  July  14,  844;  Question, 
Mr.  J.  G.  Talbot;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  E.  For- 
ster July  15, 1006 ;  Questions,  Eari  Cairns, 
Lord  Emly;  Answers,  Lord  Carlingford; 
short  debate  therson  July  18,  1109  ;  Qoec* 
tions,  Mr.  Beresford  Hope,  Mr.  J.  A.  Gamp- 
bell;  Answers,  Mr.  Gladstone  July  31^ 
1469 ;- -I>0^#«,  Question,  Mr.  O'Shaugfa- 
nessy ;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster  July  18, 
1136 

The  Cfommissumers  of  PubUe  Works-^RepoH 
for  1880-81,  Question,  Mr.  Arthur  O'Coo- 
nor;  Answer,  Lord  Frederick  Cavendisfa 
July  18, 1185 

The  Government  and  the  Land  League,  Qoea- 
tion,  The  Earl  of  Annesley ;  Answer,  Earl 
Spencer  July  5, 16 


1 


National 

School  ChUdrenyQMoeiiwx,  Mr.  W.  J.  Coriiei ; 
Answer,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster  July  7,  341 

LoMO  and  Juetiee 

Disposal  of  Petty  Sessions' Fines  fir  DnuJbei^ 
ness  at  Tullamore,  Qoestion,  Mr.  Molloy: 
Answer,  Mr.  TV.  E.  Forster  July  14,  833 

PeUy  Sessions'  Clerks  Reaistry  Ofee,  DMin 
Qistle,  Questions,  Mr.  Healy  ;  Answen,  Mr. 
W.  E.  Forster  July  15, 1001 

lAsmore  and  Carnck^on-Shannon  Quarter 
Sessions,  Questions,  Mr.  Tottenham,  Mr.  A. 
M.  SulliTan ;  Answers,  The  Solicitor  Geii^ 
ral  for  Ireland  July  31, 1455 

Waiefford  Triniiy  Sessions,  Qnestions,  Mr. 
O'Donnell,  Mr.  Tottenham;  Answeta,  Tho 
Solicitor  Qenena  for  IrelMid  July  18, 1118 
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The  MaffUtraey 

Mr,  Clifford  Lloyd,  R.M,,  Questioni,  Mr. 
O'Sullivan,  Mr.  Parnell,  Mr.  Gallan ;  An- 
swers, Mr.  W.  E.  Forster  July  12,  638; 
Questions,  Mr.  O'Sullivan,  Mr.  Gallan ; 
Answers,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster ;  Question,  Mr. 
Healjr  [no  reply]  July  19,  1252  ;  Questions, 
Mr.  O'Sullivan,  Mr.  Parnell ;  Answers,  Mr. 
W.  E.  Forster,  The  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland /u/y  22,  1611 

Post  Office 

Mail  Trains  to  the  South  and  West^ Stoppage 
at  Thurlest  Question,  Mr.  A.  Moore ;  An* 
swer,  Mr.  Fawcett  July  7,  240 

Sub-Postmasters,  Question,  Mr.  Errington ; 
Answer,  Mr.  Fawoett  Jufy  11,  498 

The  Post  Offiee,  Doneyeamey,  Co,  Meath, 
Questions,  Mr.  A.  M.  SnlliTan ;  Answers, 
Mr.  Fawcett  July  14,  833 

The  Telegraph  Service,  Question,  Mr.  A .  M. 
Sullivan  ;  Answers,  Mr.  Fawcett  JtUy  7,  251 

Piers  and  Hitrbours 

Bumatroshan  Pier^  Question,  Mr.  O'Doonell ; 
Answer,  Lord  Frederick  GaTcndish  July  18, 
1112 

Co,  Clare,  Question,  Mr.  O'Shea ;  Answer, 
Lord  Frederick  Garendisb  July  7,  243 

Outlay  on  Piers,  Question,  Mr.  Artliur  O'Gon- 
nor;  Answer,  Lord  Frederick  CaTOndish 
July  14,  857 

Royal  Irish  Constabulary 

Andrew  Price,  Questions,  Mr.  Biggar ;  An- 
swers, The  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
July  25,  1736 

Religious  Persuasions,  Question,  Lord  Arthur 
Hill ;  Answer,  The  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland  July  25,  1743 

Removal  of  Bead  Constable  Fraier  from 
BanbridgCf  Questions,  Lord  Arthur  Hill, 
Mr.  Macartney,  Mr.  T.  P.  O'Gonnor ;  An* 
swers,  Mr.  W.  K.  Forster  July  5, 19 

Landlord  and  Tenant  (Ireland)  Act,  1870 

The  Bessborough  Commission,  Questions,  Sir 
William  Palliser  ;  Answers,  Mr.  Shaw 
Jtily  21,  1459  ;  Question,  Sir  William 
Palliser  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gladstone,  1468  ; — 
The  Report  and  Evidence,  Questions,  Sir 
William  Palliser,  Mr.  Tottenham  ;  Answers, 
Mr.  W.  E.  Forster  July  14,  832  ;  Questions, 
Sir  William  Palliser ;  Answers,  Mr.  W.  E. 
Forster,  854  ;  July  18,  1 122 

State  of  Ireland 

Evictions — Case  0/  Ellen  Olwill,  Question,  Mr. 
Biggar ;  Answer,  The  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland  July  25,  1748 

Mrs.  Blake^s  Estate  at  Renvyle,  Question,  Mr. 
T.  P.  O'Gonnor ;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster 
July  18,  1118  ;  Question,  Mr.  Justin 
McCarthy ;  Answer,  The  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland  July  25, 1737 


Requisition  0/ Horses  and  Cars,  Question,  Mr. 
T.  P.  O'Connor;  Answer,  The  Attorney 
Gcnernl  for  Ireland /i#iy  5,91  -  i       •  \ 


Jhilaitd— «(ml. 

Renewal  of  Lieenees,  Questions,  Mr.  Lalor, 
Mr.  Healy  ;  Answers,  The  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland /«^  11,  499 

Refusal  of  a  PMiean  to  Serve  Liquor  to  a 
Person  Employed  by  the  Police,  Question, 
Mr.  Tottenham ;  Answer,  Mr.  Ghilders 
July  14,  835 

Sheriff* s  Seizure  for  Rent—Co,  Limerick, 
Question, Mr.  O'Sullivan;  Answer,  Mr.  W. 
B.  Forster  JM/y  11,  508 

The  Down  Conservative  Fhtte  Band,  Questions, 
Lord  Arthur  Hill,  Mr.  Parnell ;  Answers, 
The  Attorney  General  for  Ireland  July  14, 
837 

'*  English  Democratic  Confederation,**  Ques- 
tions, Mr.  Bellingbam,  Mr.  J.  W.  Pease, 
Mr.  Maodonald ;  Answers,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster 
July  15,  1004 

Sheriffs*  Sale  at  Red  Cross,  Question,  Mr.  W. 
J.  Gorbet;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster 
July  18,  1117 

Agrarian  Crime  in  Kerry,  Questions,  Mr. 
Tottenham,  Mr.  O'Donnell ;  Answers,  Mr. 
Speaker,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster;  Question, 
Lord  Randolph  Ghurchill  [no  reply]  July  18, 
1129 

AUeged  Outrage  in  Cavan,  Question,  Mr. 
Biggar ;  Answer,  The  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland  July  25,  1737 

Peace  Preservation  {Ireland)  Ast,  1881 

Oun  Licences,  Question,  Mr.  O'Sullivan ;  An- 
swer, Mr.  W.  £.  Forster  Jultf  5,  27 

Prisoners  in  Naas  Gaol,  Question,  Mr.  Lalor ; 
Answer,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster  July  7»  250 

Protection  of  Person  and  Property  (Ireland) 
Act,  1881 

Ccue  of  Mir,  Marshall,  Questions,  Mr.  Bealy  ; 

Answers,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster  July  7,  232 
Ondertakings  by  Prisoners  released.  Question, 

Mr.  Healy;    Answer,    Mr.  W.  B.   Forster 

July  7,  232 
Mr,    Cunningham,  of  Loughrea,  a  Prisoner 

under  Hie  Act,  Question,  Mr.  T.  P.  O'Gonnor ; 

Answer,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster  July  7,  245 
Mr,  J,  A,  Macaulay,  a  Prisoner  under  the  Act, 

— Conditional     Release,     Questions,     Mr. 

Healy  ;  Answers,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster  July  18, 

1119 
Mr,  H,  O^Mahony,  a  Prisoner  under  the  Aet^ 

Question,  Mr.  Healy ;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  £• 

Forster  7tt/y  21,  1450 
Mr,  F.  O  Gallagher,  a  Prisoner  under  the  Act, 

Questions,  Mr.  Healy ;  Answers,  Mr.  W.  E. 

Forster  July  26,  1893 
Health  of  Mr,  James  Biggins,  a    Prisoner 

under  the  Act,  Questions,  Mr.  T.  D.  Sullivan, 

Mr.  Healy  ;    Answers,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster 

/ii/y21,  1467 
Prisoners  under  the  Act —  Travelling  Expenses, 

Question,  Mr.  Healy  ;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  E. 

Forster  July  11,  602 ;— Regulations  as  to 

Visitors,   Questions,  Mr.  Healy ;  Answers, 

Mr.  W.  E.  Forster  July  11,  502  ;-.7Wa<- 

ment  of  Prisoners,  Question,  Mr.  Charles 

Russell ;  Answer,  The  Attorney  General  for 

Ireland  July  25, 1745 
Naas  tfaei,   Qjq«iXV!V[v^  l&x.  \jii^k»t\  Kssaw^* 

Mr.  N<l .  1.,  Yot^\At  Jvfc^  W^ti^'^ 


ntE 


JAM 


IINDEX) 


JAM 


LAL 


laxLm^ProtecHon  of  Person  and  Froporiy  Aei, 
1881— eofrf. 

Persom  Conjlned  under  the  Act  in  Zimerick 
Oaol,  QaeBtioQf,  Mr.  Healy ;  Aniwera,  Mr. 
W.  E.  Forstcr  July  U,  847 

PritonM — litue  of  Secret  ReguLaticm,  (Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Heal7  ;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster 
July  21,  1458 

Arrettt  in  Cork,  (^estions,  Mr.  Daly ;  An- 
swers, Mr.  W.  E.  Forster  Julji  11,  010 

Arrestt  in  Co.  Limerick — The  Quifdans,  Qoes- 
tion,  Mr.  Healy ;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster 
Jufy  13,  685 

Arreete  at  Kilfinane,  Co,  Limerick^  Questions, 
Mr.  O'SulliTsn ;  Answers,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster 
July  15, 1000 

Crime  and  Outrage— The  County  of  Waierford, 
Qaestioos,  Mr.  J.  Cowen,  Mr.  Healj,  Mr. 
Leamy,  Mr.  R.  Power;  Answers,  Mr.  W. 
E.  Forster  July  12,  640 

The  City  of  WaUfford,  Questions,  Mr.  R. 
Power,  Mr.  Leamy ;  Answers,  Mr.  W.  E. 
Forster /ti/y  14,844 

Seisurei  for  neni — Employment  of  the  Royal 
Artillery  at  Bailift,  Question,  Mr.  O'Snlli- 
▼an  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Childers  July  14,  840 

Violent  Language^  Questions,  Mr.  Bellingham, 
Mr.  Healy ;  Answers,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster 
July  19, 1250 

Ireland  —  Law  and  Jusiiee  —  Jndgetf 
Chargee 
Amendt.  on  Committee  of  Supply  Juiy  18, 
To  lea?e  out  from  '<Tbat,"  and  add  "an 
humble  Address  be  presented  to  Her  Ma- 
jesty, praying  that  Her  Minesty  will  cause 
to  be  procured  and  to  be  laid  before  this 
House,  Oopies  of  the  Charges  of  Judges 
Harrison  and  Lawson,  of  the  Lord  Justice 
Fitsgibbon,  and  of  Chief  Justice  May,  at  the 
recent  Summer  Assize  in  Ireland/'  (Lori 
Randolph  Churchill)  v.,  1208;  Question 
proposed,  **  That  the  words,  ^. ; "  after 
debate,  Question  put,  and  agreed  to 

IMy — Dranee  and  Tunte 
Questions,  Lord  Randolph  Churohill ;  Answers, 
Sir  Charles  W.  DIUlc  July  5,  23 

jAOXSOir,  Mr.  W.  L.,  Zeede 
Commercial  Treaty  with  France  (Negotiations), 

1204,  1265 
Customs  Department— Collectors  of  Customs, 

1900 
French  Commercial  Treaties,  503 
Fiynch  General  Ttitt^  The  New,  234 
Spain— Commercial  Treaty,  850 
Trade  and  Commerce— Foreign  Commercial 

Treaties,  244 

Jamaica — AdminUiratum  of  the  Law — 
Flogging 
Question,  Mr.  Firth ;  Answer,  Sir  Charles  W. 
Dilke/tf/yl8, 1121 

Jaioes,  SirH.  («««  Attobnby  General. 
The) 


Jambs,  Mr.  W.  H.,  GaUehead 
Metropolitan  Board  of  Works  (Honey),  Comm« 
a.  8,  1728 

Johnson,  Mr.  W.  M.  (Solicitor  General 

for  Ireland),  MaUow 
Ireland — Law  and  Justice — Lismore  and  Car- 

rick-on-Shannon  Quarter  Sessions,  1455  ;— 

Waterford  Trinity  Sessions,  1114,  1115 
Ijtnd  Law  (Ireland),  Comm.  el,  25, 562,  579, 

583  ;  add,  a,  1678 


Judgments  dnfiarior  Coorts)  BiH 

(Mr,  Norwood,  Mr,  Anderton,  Mr.  Litton,  Mr, 

Monk,  Mr,  Beid,  Mr,  Serjeant  Sinum) 
e.  Bill  withdrawn  •  July  27  [Bill  48] 

EIennabd,  Oolonol  E.  H.,  LymingUm 
Army  Organisation  (Auxiliary  Forces) — Ser> 
geant-Msjors  of  Volunteers,  238 


KiMBBBLET,  Earl  of  (Seoretaiy  of  State 
for  the  Colonies) 

Africa  (South)— TransTaal,  Aflkirs  of^Royal 

Commission,  084,  080,  095 
Africa  (West  Coast}— Mortality  at  the  Gold 

Coast,  495 
British  Honduras— Court  of  Appeal,  2R.  1889 
Sunr    Industries — Petition    from    Island    of 

Barbadoes,  225,  226 


Labouohb&b,  Mr.  H.,  Northampton 
Anny   (Auxiliary   Forces) — Windsor   Reri^w, 

246 
Bulgaria— Political  Aflkirs,  637, 1132 

rrince  Alexander  of  Battenberg,  22 
Earl  of  Hardwicke's  EsUte,  Sli.  1609 
Parliament  — PriTilege—" Clarke   v.    Brad- 
laugh,"  1476, 1477 
Rules  and  Orders,  1012, 1013 
ParliamenUry  Oath  (Mr.  BFadlangh)— Order 
of  the  10th  May,  48 

Laing,  Mr.  8.,  Orhneg^  ^e. 
Land  Law  (Ireland),  Comm.  el,  22,437 ;  (d.  36, 

1044  ;  add,  d.  1586 
Poet   Office    (Telegraph    Department)— Snb- 

marine  Cables,  1462 
Ways  and  Meao»— Re?enae  Returns— DaeraMt 

in  the  Excise,  28 

Lalob,  Mr.  B.,  Qaeen^e  Co, 

Customs— Clerks  in  the  WarehonslBg  Depnri- 
ment,  1123 

IreUnd— Peace  Presemttion  Act,  1881— Pri- 
soners in  Naas  Gaol,  250,  503 

Ireland,  State  of— Car  Ownert— Renewal  of 
Licences,  499 

Land  Law  (Ireland),  Comm.  cL  8,  90 ;  eL  9» 
97  :  cl,  13, 158, 165 ;  el.  21,  Amendt.  401 
cl.  24,  Amendt.  458,  462,  463  ;  d.  26,  778 
«!,  15,  1181,  1186 :  add.  cl  1506,  U16 
Consid.  add  el,  1903 ;  «l.  1,  1916 ;  cl.  7« 
1940;  AnoDdt  1982.;. A  18»  1993 
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Land  Drainage  Provisional  Orders  Bill 

{Ths  Earl  of  Dalhousie) 
I  Royal  Assent  July  18    [44  A  45  Vict,  o.  oi] 

Land  Law  {Ireland)  Bill 

MUCXLLANEOUB   QUXBTIONB 

Clmite  26,  Qaestion,  Sir  Eardlej  Wilmoi ;  An- 
swer, Mr.  Gladstone  July  15, 1019 

Clause  34 — Names  oj  the  Land  Commisnoneri, 
Questions,  Lord  Randolph  Gburehill,  Sir 
Stafford  Northcote ;  Answers,  Mr.  Gladstone 
July  8,  863 

Ccmlitution  of  the  Court  of  Land  Commis* 
sioners,  Question,  Sir  Stafford  Northcote ; 
Answer,  Mr.  Gladstone  July  11,  530 

Definitionl  of  the  term,  *'  Town  Park**  Ques- 
tion,  Mr.  Healy ;  Answer,  The  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  July  18,  1185 

Mr,  Pamell,  Personal  Explanation,  Mr.  Long ; 
Observations,  Mr.  Pamell  July  1 1,  580 

Notice  of  Resolution,  Lord  Randolph  Churchill 
July  27,  1970 

The  VommUsion,  Notices,  Mr.  Gladstone,  Mr. 
O'Donnell  July  18,  1138 

The  Emigration  CUmte,  Questions,  Mr.  Shaw, 
Mr.  R.  Power,  Mr.  Healy,  Mr.  Parnell,  Mr. 
Gorst,  Mr.  Gallan,  Sir  Joseph  M*Kenna; 
AnswersJMr.'.Gladstone,  Mr.  Speaker /Wy  14, 
862  ,—Mr.  yorthcote  and  Mr.  Biggar,  Ob- 
servations, Mr.  Northcote,  Mr.  Biggar,  Mr. 
Gladstone  July  14,  857 

The  Report,  Question,  Sir  George  Campbell ; 
Answer,  Mr.  Gladstone  July  22,  1618 

Land  Law  {Ireland)  IConsoltdated  IktfuT] 

Considered  in  Committee  July  18 

Resolved,  That  it  is  expedient  to  authorise  the 
payment  out  of  the  Consolidated  Fund  of 
the  United  Kingdom,  of  the  Salaiy  and 
retiring  Pension  of  the  Judicial  Commis- 
sioner of  the  Land  Commission,  to  be  ap- 
pointed in  pursuance  of  any  Act  of  the  pre- 
sent Session  relating  to  the  Land  Law  of 
Ireland 

Resolution  reported  July  19 

Land  Law  (Ireland)  Bill 

(Mr.  Oladstone,  Mr,  William  Edtoard  Forster, 

Mr,    Brightj    Mr,    Attorney    General  for 

Ireland,  Mr,  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland) 

€,  Committee— B.P.  July  5,  52  [Bill  185] 

Committee — b.p.  July  5,  96 
Chairman — R.P.  July  6,  140 
Committee— B.P.  July  7,  261 
Chairman— B.P.  July  8,  364 
Committee — b.p.  July  8,  427 
Committee — b.f.  July  11,  534 
Chairman — b.p.  July  12,  643 
Committee — b.p.  July  12,  710 
Chairman — b.p.  July  13,  760 
Committee — b.p.  July  14,  865 
Chairman— B.P.  July  15,  1014 
Committee— B.P.  July  15,  1058 
Committee— B.P.  July  18,  1139 
Chairman— B.P.  July  19,  1278 
Committee— B.P.  Juiy  19,  1813 
Chairman — b.p.  July  20,  1374 
Committee^B.p.  July  21, 1478 
Chairman— bjp.  July  22, 1625 
Report  July  22, 1674 

^eoiU. 


•\ 


Land  Law  (Ireland  BiU^-omiU 

Considered  July  26,  1902 ;  after  debate,  far- 
ther Proceeding  deforred 

Farther  Proceeding  resumed  July  26,  1992; 
after  debate,  further  Proceeding  deferred 

Farther  Proceeding  resumed  July  27,  1970; 
after  debate,  farUier  Proceeding  adjourned 

Law,  Bight  Hon.  H.  (Attorney  General 
for  Ireland),  Londonderry  Co, 
Ireland— Miscellaneoos  Questions 

Evictions— Case  of  Ellen  Olwill,  1748  ;— 

Renvyle  EsUte,  1738 
MagUtracy  —  Mr.    Oliflbrd  Lloyd,    R.M. 

1611,  1612 
Protection  of  Person  and  Property  Act, 
1881 — Treatment   of    Prisoners    under 
the  Act,  1746 
Public  Uouses  Act — Poblicans'   Licences, 

1452 
Royal  Irish  Constabulary — Andrew  Price, 
1736,    1737 ;— Religious    Persuasions, 
1744 
Ways  and  Means — Inland  RcTenue — Forged 
Stamps,  1138 
Ireland,  State  of— Miscellaneons  Questions 
Alleged  Outrage  at  Cavan,  1737 
Car  Owners — Renewal  of  Licences,  500 
Down  Conservative  Flute  Band,  937,  838 
Requisition  of  Horses  and  Cars,  22 
Land  Law  (Ireland) — Definition  of  the  Term 

"Town  Park,"  1135 
Land  Law  (Ireland),  Comm.  el,  8,  86,  87,  94 ; 
<;{.  9,  98,  99,  101, 1U2,  104,  119,  121,  126; 
cl  10,132,  133;  el,  11,  134,  136  ;  el,  12, 
137 ;  eL  13,  144,  146,  147.  148;  Amendt.t6. 
150,  152,  153,  156,  157,  174,  176,  178,  179, 
180,  182,  185,  19U,  193,  196,  197,  199,  200, 
205  ;  c/.  14,  206  ;  Amendt.  ib,  265,  266, 
267,  268  ;  el.  15,  Amendt.  209,  270  ;  el,  16, 
273 ;  Amendt.  275 ;  el,  17,  ib.  Amendt.  276, 
280,  282,  284,  285  ;  cl,  18, 286,  287  ;  el,  19, 
366  ;  el,  20,  Amendt.  391,  394,  400  ;  el.  21, 
403 :  el,  24,  Amendt.  463 ;  el.  26,  763 ; 
el,  31,  1016,  1024,  1026;  Amendt.  1028; 
el,  32,  1030,  1032  ;  el,  33,  1034 ;  el,  36, 
1036,  1045,  1046,  1048,  1049,  1053; 
Amendt.  1055,  1056;  el,  37,  1058;  el,  39, 
Amendt.  1059,  1060, 1061, 1062, 1064, 1065, 
1069;  el.  40,  1071,  1073;  Amendt.  1074, 
1075, 1076, 1078  ;  el,  41,  1079,  1080,  1082, 
1083,  1085  ;  el,  42,  Amendt.  t^.  1087,  1140, 
1141,  1148;  el.  43,  ib;  el.  44,  Amendt. 
1149,  1153,  1154,  1155,  1156;  d.  45,  1166, 
1167,  1168,  1169,  1174,  1178;  Amendt. 
1185;  d,  46,  1188,  1189,  1274,  1275; 
Amendt.  1277,  1278,  1279,  1280,  1298, 
1295  ;  el,  47,  Amendt.  1296,  1302,  1306, 
1313,  1314.  1319,  1338,  1339,  1340,  1341, 
1342,  1844,  1845,  1361 ;  Postponed  el.  12, 
1376;  d,  15,  Amendt  ib.,  1377,  1378, 
1379,  1880;  add,  el.  1519,  1521,  1522, 
1528,  1525,  1527,  1530,  1629,  1631,  1641, 
1642,  1643,  1658,  1674,  1718,  1714,  1715, 
1719,  1720 ;  Consid.  add,  el,  1903,  1904, 
1905,  1906,  1908,  1911;  el,  \,  Amendt. 
1915,  1918  ;  cl,  2,  Amendt.  ib. ;  d,  3,  1919  ; 
d,  4,  Amendt.  1920,  1921,  1922, 1024,  1025, 
1926,  1928,  1929,  1930,  1031,  1932 ;  el.  6, 
Amendt.  ib,  1959,  19Q^,  V^<^^\  ^\«  *Vx 
XuiftikdX.  \^11,  V^l^.  \^'^\.  V«^\   ^V.  ""^^ 
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Law,  Right  Hon.  H.— tfOfil. 

Amendt.  1986;  el.  11,  AmendL  1087; 
eh  12,  1988;  Amendt.  1989;  el.  16,  1990; 
el.  17,  Amendt.  1991  ;  el  18,  Amendt. 
1992  ;  el.  23,  Amendt.  1995  ;  el.  24,  Amendt. 
ib. ;  el.  25,  Amendt.  ib.  ;  el.  26,  Amendt. 
1996 ;  el.  83%  Amendt.  2001 ;  el.  35,  2005 ; 
el.  il,  ib.  2006  ;  el.  43,  AmendL  ib. 

Law  and  Justice 

Contempt  of  Court — Mmy  Ann  Trower,  Qom- 
tion,  Mr.  Maodonald  ;  Answer,  Sir  William 
Haroonrt  July  19,  1260  - 

High  Court  of  Juttico—TTie  Court  of  Appoal, 
Qnesiion,  Mr.  Gregory ;  Answer,  The  At- 
tornej  General  Jidy  7,  233 

Summary  JuritdieHon  Act — Induitrial  Sehoolt, 
Qoeation,  Obeervations,  Lord  Norton  ;  Reply, 
The  Earl  of  Dalhousie  July  19,  1244 

Tke  Judicature  Actt — Report  of  the  Committee, 
Question,  Mr.  Gregory ;  Answer,  The  At- 
torney General  July  7,  233 

The  Maoiitraey'^  ComUh  MagistrateCf  Qnes- 
tions,  Mr  Brydges  Willyaros,  Mr.  A.  ViTian, 
Mr.  Maedonald ;  Answen,  Sir  William  Har- 
oourt  July  18, 1 128  i-^Juttioii  in  Boroughs, 
Qnestion,  Mr.  J.  K.  Cross;  Answer,  Sir 
William  Harconrt  July  25,  1739 

ZatP  and  Police 

Case  of  Mr.  Edward  Shiel,  Qaestion,  Mr. 
A.  M.  SoUiTan;  Answer,  Sir  William  Ilar- 
oourt  July  21, 1458 

Revolutionary  Congress  in  London,  Qaee- 
tions,  Mr.  8orlase,  Mr.  Beliinffham  ;  An- 
swers, Sir  William  Haroonrt  Jjy  21, 1461 ; 
Questions,  Mr.  Bellingham  ;  Answen,  Sir 
William  Harconrt  July  25,  1742 

7%«  Murder  on  the  Brighton  Railway,  Ques- 
tions. Mr.  J.  G.  Talbot ;  Answers,  Sir  Wil- 
liam Haroonrt  July  7,  234 

Lawbbkge,  Sir  J.  J.  T.,  Surrey^  Mid. 
India— Field  Offloen  in  Natiye  Regents,  1465 

Lawsok,  Sir  W.,  Carlisle 

Africa  (South)— The  TraiisTaal— Capitulation 

of  Potchefttroom,  1470,  1471 
Africa  (South)— Transvaal  Rising,  Res.  1838 
Land  Law  (Ireland),  Consid.  cL  4,  AmendL  1930 

Lba,  Mr.  T.,  Donegal 

Land  Law  (Ireland),  Oomm.  d.  46»  1198 

Lbamy,  Mr.  E.|  Waier/ord 

Land  Law  (Ireland),  Comm.  el.  13,  152, 153  ; 
cl.  14,  268 ;  el.  19,  367 ;  el  22,  431  ;  el  25, 
588  :  cl  26,  739,  742,  762,  782,  801,  876, 
885,  890,  895,  896,  917,  918,  923,  924,  925. 
926,  927,  984,  938,  939 ;  Motion  for  report- 
ing Progress,  941,  953.  955 ;  Amendt.  959 ; 
el.  46,  1282,  1290;  el  47>  1329;  add.  el. 
1485.    1522,    1529,    1531,    1720;    Consid. 
add.  el  1907, 1908 
Protection  of  JPerson  and  Property  (Ireland) 
Act,  1881 — Miscellaneous  Questions 
Arrests  at  Cork,  524 
City  of  Waterford,  846 
Crime  and  Outrage— Co.  of  Waterford,  641 


LeaaesBill 

(Mr.  Baoey,  Mr.   Gregory,  Mr.  M'CuOagh 
Torrens,  Mr.  Lewis,  Mr.  Chitty) 
e.  Bill  withdrawn  •  July  20  [BiU  108] 

Lreman,  Mr.  J.  J.,   York 
Franoe— French  Marriage  Laws.  1117.  1118 
RiTcn  Conservanoj  and  Floods   Prefeniion, 
Comm.  1229 

LsFEVRB,  Bight  Hon.  Q.  J.  Shaw  (Chief 

Clommiasioner  of  Works),  Eeaiing 
Army  (Auiiliary  Foroes)— Windsor   Rvmw, 

247 
Land  Law  (Ireland),  (3omm.  d.  19,  309 ;  d.  28, 

405 
Metropolis— The  Parks— Hyde  Park,  1450  ;— 
Ride  in  Rotten  Row,  1805 
St.  James's  Park— Damage  to  Trees,  1133 
National  Oallery  —  Admission  of  Artists  on 
Wednesdays— Depositing  Sticks,  ^.  888 

Lbybb,  Mr.  J.  0.,  OaUoay 
Land  Law  (Iraland),  Comm.  add.  d.  1718 

Lewis,  Mr.  0.  E.,  Londandony 
Land  Law  (Iraland).  Comm.  d.  36,  1036,  1046. 

1054 ;  el  39,  1059, 1062 
Nary- Royal  Marines— The  Order  of  the  Bath, 

231 

LufSBiCK,  Earl  of 
Coronera  (Iraland),  Comm.   el   2,    Amendt. 

1890,  1891 
Ways  and  Means— Inland   Revenue— Focfsd 

Stamps  (Iraland),  1246 

LiiTOK,  Mr.  E.  F.,  I^ano 
Land  Law  (Iraland),  Comm.  d.  B,  90;  eL  9, 
Amendt  95,  96,  97,  112;  d.  13.  AsModt. 
147.  159,  165,  174,  181.  183.  185 ;  0L  18^ 
Amendt.  285 ;  d.  19,  Amendt.  288,  989» 
311,  332,  305,  868 ;  d.  20,  Amendt.  391 ; 
el  23,  Amendt.  454,  458  ;  d.  25.  AmeadI* 
563,  589,  597;  el  26,  761,  662 


Ldvorpoolf  Seiaiure  of  BxplossM  MuekktM  s4 

Questions,  Viscount  Sandon,  Mr.  BeUingkaBs  ; 

Answera.  Sir  William   Uareouri  My  95, 

1750;  Question,  Viseosnt  Sandon ;  Amwst, 

Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke  July  26, 1902 

Local  GoTemment  FrovitioiiAl  Ordan 
(Acton,  te.)  Bill 

(The  Barl  0/ 2>Mousie) 

I  Committee  •  July  7  (No.  121) 

Report  •/trfy  12 
Read  3«  • /n/y  14 

Local  GoTemment  FrofiiUnial  Ordva 
(AikonD,  te.  Bill 

{The  Lord  l)reddent) 
I  Royal  Assent  July  18  [44  A  45  VUt.  €.  MfittJ 
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Local  Government  Provisional  Orders 
(Birmingham,  Tame,  and  Bea,  ftc-) 

Bill  ( The  Earl  of  Dalhousie) 

I  Royal  Assent  Jidy  18    [44  A  45  VxH,  o.  cii] 

Local  Government  Provisional  Orders 
(Horfield,  ftoO  BiU 

{The  Lard  Pretident) 
L  Rojal  Assent  July  18  [44  A  45  Vict.  c.  xoiz] 

London,  Bishop  of 

Union  of  Benefices  (City  of  London),  Motion 
for  an  Address,  486 

London  City  (Parochial  Charities)  Bill 

(Mr.  BryeCt  Mr,  Cohen,  Mr,  Walter  JameSy  Mr, 

Davey)  [Bill  13] 

e.  Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjoarned  Debate  on 
Amendt.  on  2R..  [26th  May],  and  which 
A  mendt.  was,  to  leave  out  <*  now,"  and  add 
''upon  this  day  six  months"  {Mr,  R,  N, 
Fowler) ;  Question  again  proposed,  *'  That 
'  now,'  &o.  ;"  Debate  resumed  July  8,  473  ; 
after  short  debate,  Debate  further  adjourned 

Long,  Mr.  W.  H.,   WilUy  K 

Land   Law  (Ireland)— Mr.  Parnell,  Explana- 
tion, 530,  532 

Lord  Chief  Justice,  See,  {Patronage) — The 
Return 
QuoBtion,   Mr.   H.  H.   Fowler ;  Answer,  Sir 
William  Haroourt  July  26, 1898 

Lord  Lientenants  of  Connties  (Ireland) 

Bill  (Mr.  Litton,  Mr,  Findlater,  Mr, 

James  Biekeon,  Mr.  Lea) 
e.  Bill  withdrawn  •  July  20  [BUI  180] 

LuBBOGE,  Sir  J.,  London  University 

Land  Law  (Ireland),  Comm.  el,  25,  581,  584 ; 

cl.  26,  949 
PoUto  Crop  Committee,  1880,  Res.  1365 

Lunacy  Districts  (Scotland)  Bill  [h.l.] 

(The  Earl  of  Dalhousie) 

I.  Read  2*  July  5,  3  (No.  108) 

Committee  JtUy  7,  210 
Order  for  Report  discharged  *  July  19 

Lunacy  Law  Assimilation  (Ireland)  Bill 

( Jfr.  Litton,  Mr.  Findlater,  Sir  Thomas  M'Clure) 
c,  BUI  withdrawn  •  July  6  [BUI  75] 

Lyminoton,  Viscount,  Barnstaple 

Land  Law  (Ireland),  Comm.  cl.  26,  691,  692, 
693 

Lyons,  Dr.  B.  D.,  Dublin 

Land  Law  (Ireland),  Comm.  cl.  12, 143 ;  c^.20, 
393 ;  el.  25,  563;  Amendt.  598,  599,  663 ; 
el,  S3,  Amendt.  1083,  1035 

Veterinary  Surgeons,  2R.  1225 


MoAbthub,  Mr.  A.,  Leicester 

Ohuroh  of  England — Eooleaiastical  Grants  in 

the  Colonies,  1408 
Cyprus — Pest  of  Loonsts,  1461 
Land  Law  (IreUnd),  Consid.  cl.  27,  2000 

Maoabtney,  Mr.  J.  W.  E.,  Tyrone 
Judges'  Charges  (Ireland),  Motion  for  an  Ad- 
dress, 1216,  1219 
Land  Law  (Ireland),  Comm.  d.  0,  131 ;  el.  13, 
168, 169,  178,  184  ;  el.  26,  956,  968  ;  cl.  45, 
1184;    cl.   46,   1291,   1294;    el.   47,   1300, 
1338;    add.  cl,  1508,    1578,   1589,   1673; 
Consid.  cl.  1,  1916 ;  cl,  4,  Amendt.  1920, 
1921 
Protection  of  Person  and  Property  (Ireland) 
Act,  1881— Arrests  in  Cork,  521 


M'Cabthy,  Mr.  Justin,  Longford 

Army  Organisation — Militia  and  the  Line,  839 
IreLind— Evictions — Renvyle  Estate,  1737 
Land  Law  (Iichind),  Comm.  el,  19,  309  ;  cl.  25, 

647,  630,  059  ;  el,  26,  907;  add.  cl.  1698 
Protection  of  Person  and  Property  (Irelatid) 

Act,  1881— Arrests  at  Cork,  515 


M'OoAN,  Mr.  J.  0.,  Wicklow 

Land   Law    (Ireland),    Comm.   cl.    22,    445 ; 

Amendt.  448,  451 ;  cl.  26,764  ;  cl.  47, 1295, 

1316 
Turkey— The  late  Sultan  Abdul  Axis— Trial  of 

Midhat  Pasha,  501, 1475,  1618 ;  Motion  for 

Adjournment,  1619, 1625 

Maodonald,  Mr.  A.,  Stafford 

Army  (Auxiliary  Forces) — Windsor    Review, 

247 

Commission   of  Technical    Education,   1473, 
1474 

Ireland,  State  of^"  English  Democratic  Con- 
federation,'* 1005 

Land  Law  (Ireland),  Comm.  cl.  25,  613 ;  cl.  26, 
703,  761,  763 

Law  and  Justice— Contempt  of  Court— Mary 
Ann  Trower,  1260 
Magistracy — Cornish  Magistrates,  1129 

Metalliferous    Minei  —  Inspectors'    Reports, 
1880,  885,  837 


Maofablane,  Mr.  D.  H.,  Carlow  Co. 
Army — Deaths  by   Sunstroke  at  Aldershot  — 

Windsor  Review,  236 
Criminal  Law — Inadequate  Sentences,  1258 
Land  Law  (Ireland),  Comm.c^  12, 141  ;  d.  13, 

146,  167,  170;  cl.   22,  413;  d.   25,  679; 

cl.  26,  728 ;  el.   28,  Amendt.  1014  ;  cl.  44, 

1152;  cl.   46,  1292;  el.   47,  1296,  1314; 

Amendt.  1361;  Postponed  cl,   12,  1374; 

el,   34,  1416;  add.  cl.   1508,  1640,  1705, 

1710, 1713  ;  Consid.  el.  6,  1935 ;  cl.  7, 1977' 

MoGabel-Hogo,  Sir  J.  M.,  Truro 

Metropolitan  Board  of   Works  (Money),  2R. 
1227  ;  Comm.  1724, 1726  ;  el,  8, 1727, 1728  i 
el,l\,  1730;  0^.16,  1731 


\ 


ICAO 


MAO 


(INDEX) 


MAO 


MSB 


Mao  Iveb,  Mr.  D<,  BirJankiod 

Frenoh    Commereial    Treaty  —  NegoiUtions, 
1901, 1902 
PetitioQ  from  Bradford,  17,  18 
Land  Law  (Ireland),  Comm.  c/.  26, 726  ;  Motion 

for  reporting  Progrem,  727,  729,  771,  793, 

822,  914,  915,  953  ;   a.  36,  1052 ;  d.  46, 

1196 
Malt»— Taiation -- Food  and    Gxftin  Taxes, 

1197 
Parliament— Order^Threataniog  a  Member, 

50,  51,  b2 


MoKsNKA,  Sir  J.  N.,  Toughal 

Land  Law  (Ireland),  Comm.  0^.  18,  182,  185  ; 

d.  19,  366 :  el  20,  391,  399 ;  el  21,  401 ; 

cl.  22,  405 ;   el  25,  585.  589,  592.  595  ; 

el  26,  820,  865,  866 ;   Amendt.  867,  868, 

869,  872,  873,  876,  879,  898,  919,  927; 

U.  31,  1027;  el  33,  1035;   el  45,  1186; 

el  46.  1192, 1275.  1276,  1280,  1281.  1294: 

Postponed  el  84,  1412,  1421 ;  add,el  1488, 

1485, 1643, 1655, 1662, 1704  ;  Conaid.  el  35. 

2003 
Parliament  — Pririlege  —  **  Clarke   t.    Brad- 

laogh,"  1477 
Proteoiion  of  Person  and  Property  (Ireland) 

Act,  1881— Arrests  in  Cork,  514 


Mackintosh,  Mr.  C.  Fraseb-,  Invern099j 

Army— Deoeased  Soldiers'  EflSraU,;  1116 
Magistracy  (Scotland)— Sheriff  Clerk  of  Fife, 

1741 
RemoTal  Terms  (Scotland),  Comm.  1599. 1601, 

1603 


MoLagak,  Mr.  P.,  Idnlithgowihire 
RemoTal  Terms  (Scotland),  Comm.  1598 


McLaben,  Bight  Hon.  J.,  (Lord  Ad- 
vocate), Mdinhurgh 

Entailed  Estates  ConTorsion  (Scotland),  2R. 
1591 

International  Law — Detention  of  British  Sob- 
jeoU  on  Board  a  Russian  War  Ship,  21 

Poor  Relief  and  Audit  of  Accounts  (Scotland), 
2R.  340;  Nomination  of  Select  Committee, 
758 ;  Addition  to  Select  Committee,  1366 

RemoTal  Terms  (Scotland),  Comm.  el  3, 
Amendt.  1732, 1733 ;  el  5.  Amendt.  i6. 

Scotland — Court   of  Session  —  Admission    of 
Reporters,  20 
Magistracy- Sheriff  Clerk  of  Fife,  1742 

Summary  Procedure  (Scotland)  Amendment, 
2R.  1230,  1231 

McLabibn,  Mr.  0.  B.  B.,  Stafford 

Ways  and  Means — Inland  RcTenue— Benefit 
Building  Societies  — Stamps  or  Cheques, 
1749 

Macuvxb,  Mr.  P.  S.,  Plymouth 

Cnrrenoy— Scotch  Chartered  Banks,  1137 
Land  Law  (Ireland),  Comm.  ei.  22,  427  | 


Maoviao,  Mr.  0.,  Bedford 

Oorrency — International  llonetary  Conference 
at  Parts— BUMetaUiflm,  254 

Makins,  Oolonel  W.  T.,  EgeoXj  8. 

Parliamentaiy  Oath  (Mr.  Bradlangk)— (M« 

of  the  10th  May,  45 
Parliamentary  Oaths,  1755 

Malta — Taxation — Food  and  Oram  TaxM 
Qaestion,  Mr.  Mac  Iter ;  Answer,  Sir  Cbarlee 
W.  Dilke  Jtd^  18, 1127 

Makneks,  Biffht  Hon.  Lord  J.  J.  B., 

ZeicestorMref  JS', 
Commercial  Treaty  with  France  (  Negotiations)^ 

529 
Land  Law  (Ireland),  Coma.  e<.  8,  93 :  el,  18, 

183, 194  :  <^.  17,  Amendt.  284 ;  ci.  20. 398 ; 

el  25,  562,  609  ;  el.  36. 1055 ;  el  44, 1156  ; 

el  46,  1190  ;  add.  el  1481, 1517,1641, 1642, 

1653,  1654,  1664 ;   Conaid.  el  8,  AoMBdl. 

1919 ;  ei.  27, 2000 

Married  Women's  Property  (Scotbuid) 

Bill  (T%e  Lord  CkaneeUar) 

I  Royal  Assent  Jtdy  18    [44  A  45  FmI.c.21] 

Mabtik,  Mr.  P.,  KUkmny  Co. 
Land  Law  (Ireland),  Comm.  el  13, 177 :  c^  14, 
206,  261  ;  e^  25,  538,  572  ;  d.  26, 908,  909, 
910 :  d,  36, 1051 ;  el  41, 1084 ;  el.  44, 1154, 
1157 ;  el  46,  1189, 1190,1197,  1285 ;  d.  47, 
1326 ;  add,  d.  1439 ;  Consid.  el  7,  1972 ; 
d.  18,  1994 

Mabum,  Mr.  E.  F.  M.,  JOlionnjf  Co. 

Land  Law  (Ireland)^  Gomm.c^.  13,  158, 177» 
179,  197  :  d.  25,  552  ;  el  26,  819  :  eL  81, 
1017, 1027, 1028  ;  d.  45, 1179, 1186  ;  d.  46, 
Amendt.  1187,  1276,  1277,  1280;  d.  47. 
1305;  Postponed  d.  15.  1378;  add.  d. 
1484,  1657,  1659  ;  Consid.  add.  d.  1906 ; 
el  4. 1925 

MaxwblLi  Sir  H.  E.,  Wtgton 

Land  Law  (Ireland),  Comm.  d.  19,  Amendt* 
868,  880  ;  add.  d.  1697 

Mbldon,  Mr.  0.  H.,  Kildaro 

Land  Law  (Ireland),  Comm.  c{.  19, 299  ;  el  22, 
419 ;  d.  41, 1083 

Mmreantile  Marine — Pilotage  at  Swatuea 
Question,  Mr.  Puleston ;  Answer,  Mr.  Chaui- 
berlain  Jtdff  7,  248 

Merchant  Shipping  AeU 
Case  of  Wil&am  Lgneh,  Question,  Mr,  A.  M. 

Sulliran ;   Answer,  Sir  William   Hareovrl 

July  21, 1458 
Impriionment    of  BritUh    SaUort    Ahroad^ 

Questions,   Dr.    Cameron;    Answers,    Sir 

Charlei  W.  DUke  Jafy  7, 250 
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Metallic  Mines  (Gunpowder)  Bill 

(Jfr.  Joseph  Pease,  Mr,  Maedonald,  Mr,  Charles 
FahneTf  Mr,  Burt) 

e.  Read  2''  •  July  15  [BUI  106] 

Committee*  ;  Report ;  read  3°  July  18 

I.  Read  !•*  ( The  Earl  of  Dalhautie)  July  19 
Read  2*  July  26,  1890  (No.  169) 

Metalliferoui  Mines — Inspeetort^  Iteparts, 
1880 
Question,  Mr.  Maodonald ;  Answer,  Sir  Wil- 
liam Harcourt  July  li,  QS6  ;  Qaestion,  Tlie 
Earl  of  Mount  Edgoumbe;   Answer,  The 
Earl  of  Dalhousie  JiSy  19, 1250 

Jfetropoli9 

MlSCELLANXOUS    QUSSTIOHS 

Parochial  Charities  of  the  City  of  London, 
Question,  Sir  Uenrj  Peek  ;  Answer>  Sir 
William  Harcourt  July  25,  1740 

Union  of  Benefices  {City  of  London),  Motion 
for  an  Address,  The  Earl  of  Onslow  July  11, 
479  ;  after  short  debate,  Motion  withdrawn 

The  Park* 

Byde  Park,  Question,  Mr.  Repton ;  Answer* 
Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre/ti/y  21, 1450  i^TheRide 
in  Rotten  Row,  Notice  of  Question,  Sir 
Thomas  Bateson  July  18,  1189;  Question, 
Sir  Thomas  Bateson ;  Answer,  Mr.  Shaw 
Leferre  July  26, 1895 

St.  James* s  Park  —  Damage  to  the  Trees, 
Question,  Mr.  Monk ;  Answer,  Mr.  Shaw 
Lefevre  JWy  18, 1133 

Water  Supply 

Question,  Observations,  Viscount  Powersoourt ; 
Reply,  Lord  Carlingford  July  19,  1247; 
Questions,  Mr.  W.  H.  Smith,  Mr.  Carendish 
Bentinck ;  Answers,  Mr.  Dodson  July  19, 
1269;  Question,  Mr.  Arthur  Arnold;  An- 
swer, Mr.  Dodson  July  21,  1456 

Southwark  and  Vauxhall  Water  Company, 
Question,  Mr.  Thorold  Rogers;  Answer, 
Mr.  Dodson  July  25,  1740 

Metropolitan  Board  of  Works  (Money) 
Bill 

(Lord  Frederick  Cavendish,  Mr,  John  Holms) 

c.  Read  2<',  after  short  debate  July  18, 1226 

[Bill  204] 
Order  for  Committee  read  ;    Mored,  "  That 

Mr.   Speaker    do   now    leare  the  Chair" 

July  22,  1723 
Amendt.  to  leare  out  from  "  That,**  and  add 

'*  the  Bill  be  referred  to  a  Select  Committee  " 

(Jfr.  Monk)  v, ;  Question  proposed,  "  That 

the  words,  Ac. ;"  after  short  debate,  Amendt. 

withdrawn 
Main    Question,    "  That  Mr.   Speaker,  Ac," 

put,  and  Mreed  to ;  Committee ;  Report 
Question,  Mr.  Monk ;  Answer,  Mr.  Speaker 

July  25, 1754 
Moved,  **  That  the  Bill  be  now  considered  ** 

July  25, 1880 
Amendt.  to  leave  out  "  now  considered,"  and 

insert  '*  referred  to  a  Select  Committee  to 

be  nomisAttd  hj  the  COfflinlttee  of  8«i«oUon 

[Milt, 


\ 


Metropolitan  Board  of  Works  (Money)  BiU-^wmk, 

in  like  manner  as  Private  Bills"  (Mr. 
Monk)  ;  Question  proposed,  "  That  '  now 
considered,'  Ao,  ;**  after  short  debate,  Ques- 
tion put,  and  agreed  to 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to  ;  Bill  oon- 
sidered 

Read  3«  • /tt(s^  26 

Metropolitan  Open  Spaces  Act  (18T7) 
Amendment  Bill 

(Mr,  JFalter  James^  Mr,  Bryes) 

e.  Considered  •  July  11  [Bill  9] 

Read  30* /t%  12 
I,  Read  l^*  (Lard  Mount  Temple)  July  14 

(No.  164) 

MiDLETON;  Viscount 

Union  of  Benefices  (Citj  of  London),  Motion 
for  an  Address,  485 

Mnrro,  Earl  of 
Precognitions  (Scotland),  Motion  for  Returns, 
342,  348 

MoLLOY,  Mr.  B.  G.|  king's  Co. 
Law  and  Justice  (Ireland)-~Disposal  of  Petty 
Sessions'  Fines  for  Drunkenness  at  Tnll»- 
more,  833 

MoiTE,  Mr.  G.  J.,  Gloucester  City 
French  General  Tariff,  The  New,  44,  258 
Incumbents  of  Benefices  Loans  Extension,  2R. 

1231,  1232 
Metropolis — St.  James's  Park— Damage  to  the 

Trees,  1133 
Metropolitan  Board  of  Works  (Money),  2R. 

1227 ;  Comm.  1723, 1727 ;  d.  11,  Amendt. 

1729, 1754  ;  Consid.  Amendt.  1881 

MooBEi  Mr.  A.  J.,  Clonmel 

Army — Army  Hospital  Corps,  846 

Auxiliary  Forces— Worcester  Militia,  1123 
Land  Law  (Ireland),  Comm.  el,  19,302  ;  cl,  20, 

400  ;  cl,  26,  789, 818, 889, 921 ;  el.  31, 1018, 

1023:  cl.  45,  1177;  el,  46,  1290;  add.  cl. 

1491,  1512,  1518,  1519,  1701,  1714 
Post  UfBce    (Ireland)— Mail    Trains    to    the 

South  and  West — Stoppage  at  Thurles,  240 

MoBLEY,  Earl  of 

Africa  (West  Coast)— Mortolity  at  the   Gold 

Coast,  492 
Army — Deaths  by  Sunstroke  at  Aldershot,  2, 

209 

Mount  Edooumbe,  Earl  of 

Metalliferous  Mines  —  Inspectors'  Report!, 
1880,  1250 

Mtjlholland,  Mr.  J.,  Doumpatriek 
Land  Law  (Ireland),  Comm.  el.  9,  121 ;  cl.  26, 
731,  818  ;  cl.  36.  1044,  1055  ;  cl,  42,  1091. 
1100 ;  el,  44,  1159;  el,  45,  1182;  Amendt. 
1184 ;  el.  46»  ITOft,  VWkV\  eAA.  *V  ^»afc^ 
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MuiTDEiiLA,  Bight  Hon.  A.  J.  (Vice Pre- 
sident of  the  Committee  of  Oouncil 
on  Education),  Sheffield 

GommiMion  on  Teohnioal  Eduoatioo,  1478, 
U74 

Education  Department — Yolantary  Schools, 
1744 

Educational  Endovments  (Scotland) — Sbaw'e 
Hospital,  1609 

Elementary  Ednoation  Act,  1880— TheStandard 
of  Exemption — ^Bye-Laws  for  School  Attend- 
ance, 859 

Parliament— Public  Business,  1618 

Public  Health— Wool  Sorters'  Disease,  1747 

Veterinarj  Surgeons,  2R.  1226 

Vayal  BiBcipline  Act  Amendment  Bill 

{Mr,  TrevdyoHf  Mr.  Brattey) 

c.  Flogging^  Question,  Sir  John  Hay  ;  Answer, 
Mr.  Troyelyan  July  11,  504 
Bill  withdrawn  •  JWy  13  [BiU  $2'\ 

Navy 

MlSOXLULHSOUl  QUSSTIOHB 

Dockyard  Ettablithtneni,  Oibraltar,  Question, 

Sir   John    Hay ;    Answer,    Mr.   Trerelyan 

July  22, 1610 
FUierg  in  Her  Majetty'i  Dockyards,  Question, 

Sir  H.    Drummond    Wolff;    Answer,    Mr. 

Broadhurst  July  19,  1270 
HM.S, "  Mutine  "  and  "  EepUgU**  Question, 

Mr.  Broadhurst ;   Answer,  Mr.  Treyelyan 

July  14,  841 
H,M£,  "  Polyphemut,*'  Question,  Mr.  Broad- 

hurst ;  Answer,  Mr.  Trevelyan  July  14,  841 
BM,S.  «<  Vanguard,"  Questions,  Mr.  O'Sulli- 

▼an ;  Answers,  Mr.  Trerelyan  July  11,  498  ; 

/tiZylS.  1115 
Powder  Magcunnei  in  the  Mersey,  Question, 

Mr.    Summers ;    Answer,    Mr.    Trerelyan 

Jtdy  25,  1741 
Retired  Chief  Ounnere,  fc.  Question,  Sir  H. 

Drummond  Wolff;  Answer,  Mr.  Trevelyan 

July  25,  1746 
The  French  and  Englieh  Fleets  in  the  Mediter- 

ranean.  Question,  Sir  John  Hay  ;  Answer, 

Mr.  Trevelyan  July  14.  842 
The  Royal  Marines-^The  Order  of  the  Bath, 

Question,  Mr.  Lewis ;   Answer,  Mr.    Tre- 

▼elyan  July  7,  281 

NBWDBGATEy  Mr.  0.  N.|  Warwiohshire,  N. 

French  General  Tariff,  The  New,  42,  48 
Land  Law  (Ireland),  Gomm.  el,  19,  875 
Parliament  — PriTiiege  —  **  Clarke    ▼.    Brad- 
laugh,"  1477 
Rules  and    Orders— Bradlaugh   Petitions, 
1011 
Turkey— Midhat  Pasha— Fulfilment  of  Sen- 
tence, 1619 

Kewspapen  Bill 

(  H^  Earl  of  Dunraven) 
l  Royal  Assent  July  18  [44  A  45  Vict,  0.  19] 

J^ioaragua — Award  of  the  Emperor    of 

Austria 
Question,    Mr.   P.   J.  Smyth;    Answer,  Sir 
Cliarles  W.  Dilke  July  25,  1754 


Nolan,  Major  J.  P.,  Qakoay  Co, 

Land  Iaw  (Ireland),  Gomm.  d.  18,  166,  168» 
172  ;  d.  19,  288,  821 ;  Amendt.  328,  839, 
880  :  cl,  20,  888,  894,  898 ;  cL  21,  401  ; 
el  22,  451 ;  cl.  24,  461 ;  el.  25,  567,  569, 
578,  578,  592,  668,  669 ;  el.  26,  969  ;  U.  46, 
Amendt.  1188,  1189,  1198,  1200;  add.  el. 
1560, 1679, 1721 ;  Consid.  d.  6, 1983 

PoUto  Crop  Committee,  1880,  Res.  1862, 1864, 
1865, 1866 

NoBTHOOTE,  lUght   Hon.    Sir  S.    H., 

DevoHf  i\r. 

Africa  (South)— Miscellaneous  Questions 
Orange  Free  State^Mnrder  of  Dr.  Barber, 

1006 
The  Transvaal  Papers,  257  ;  —  Gamtnla- 
tion   of   Potchefstroom,  1471 ;— War^^ 
Portuguese  Consul,  27 

Africa  ( South)— Trans?aal  Rising,  Res.  1863, 
1867 

Currency — Scotch  Chartered  Banks,  1137, 
1468 

Land  Law  (Ireland) — Clause  84 — ^The  Commis- 
sion, 864, 580 

Land  Law  (Ireland),  Comm.  cl.  7,  80 ;  el,  9, 
121  ;  cl.  18,  165;  el.  19,  800,  878  ;  cL  28, 
446 ;  cL  28,  457  ;  cl.  24,  460  ;  cl.  25.  464, 
471,  472,  549,  574,  575,  579,  612,  616,  676  ; 
d.  26,  782,  972  :  d.  42,  1142  ;  d.  45,  1168, 
1175  ;  el.  46,  1197,  1200,  1202,  1208  ;  cl  47, 
1807,  1332,  1856;  Postponed  d.  27,  1387; 
cl  84,  1895;  add.  d.  1498.  1555.  1557, 
1564,  1580,  1566,  1690 ;  Consid.  add.  cL 
1903 :  d.  4,  1921 ;  d.  35,  2004 ;  d.  44, 
2007 

Parliament — Business  of  the   House.   Minis- 
terial Statement,  1205 
Public  Business,  1475 

Parliamentary  Oath  (Mr.  Brmdlaugh)— The 
Order  of  the  10th  May,  49 

Protection  of  Person  and  Property  (Ireland) 
Act,  1881— Arrests  at  Cork,  524 

Ways  and  Means— Budget  Proposals,  1273 

NoBTHOOTE,  Mr.  H.  S.,  Exeter 

France— Mobilization  of  an  Army  Corpe,  501 
Land  Law  (Ireland),  Comm.  cl  26,  680 
Mr.  Northcote  and  Mr.  Biggar,  857,  861 
Ways  and  Means — Inland  Reyenue — Suooenion 
Duty  (Ireland),  254 

NoBTOK,  Lord 

Industrial  Schools.  2R.  1884 
Railways — Continuous  BrakeSi  1107 
Summary  Jurisdiction  Act — Industrial  Schools, 
1244 

O'Beibnb,  Major  F.,  I^itrim 

Army  denization  Scheme — Rule  77 — Com- 
pulsory Retirement,  238 

Army  Veterinary  Surgeons — Warrant  of  1878, 
507,  1468 

Land  Law  (Ireland),  Comm.  cl.  19,  331  ;  cl.  32, 
430;  d.  26,  793;  cl  31,  1022;  add.  cL 
1548, 1704 

O'Bbiew,  Sir  P.,  King's  Co. 
Land  Law  (Ireland),  Comm.  d.  86,  822,  8S4  ; 
d.  40, 1077 ;  Postpcmd  d.  34, 1406 
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O'CoNNOB,  Mr.  A.,  Quem^s  Co. 

Commissioners  of  Woods  and  Forests — Windsor 
Park  and  Woods,  539 

Ireland  —  Piers  and  Harbours  ^  Outlay  on 
Piers,  857 

Judges'  Charges  (Ireland),  Motion  for  an  Ad- 
dress, 1213 

land  Law  (Ireland),  Comm.  d,  26,  830,  973» 
974  ;  cl  46, 1202, 1203 

Poor  Relief  and  Audit  of  Accounts  (Scotland), 
2R.  341 

Supply — Civil  Senrioes  and  Revenue  Depart- 
ments,  1222 


O'OoNNOB,  Mr.  T.  P.,  Qalway 

Army   (Auxiliary  Forces)— Windsor   Review, 

246 
Bulgaria  (Political  Affairs),  1133 
Incumbents  of  Benefices  Loans  Extension,  2R. 

1231  ;  Motion  for  Adjournment,  1332,  1233 

Ireland — Miscellaneous  Questions 

Evictions — Mrs.  Blake's  Estate  at  Renvyle, 

1118,1119 
Protection  of  Person  and   Property  Act, 

1881  ^  Arrests  at   Cork,    518  ;  —  Mr. 

Cunningham,  of  Loughrea,  a   Prisoner 

under  the  Act,  245 
Royal    Irish  Constabulary  — -  Removal  of 

Head  Constable  Frazer  from  Banbridge, 

20 

Ireland,  State  of— Agrarian  Crime  in  Kerry, 
1130,  1131 
Requisition  of  Horses  in  Cars,  21 

Judges'  Charges  (Ireland),  Motion  for  an  Ad- 
dress, 1215,  1216 

Land  Law  (Ireland),  Comm.  cL  7,  84 ;  el.  13, 
145;  Amendt.  148,  156,  158,  170;  eL  19, 
323 ;  cl.  23,  Motion  for  reporting  Progress, 
455,  457 ;  el.  24,  462  ;  el.  25,  Amendt.  555, 
571,  588,  608,  671 ;  el.  26,  799,  804,  868 ; 
Amendt.  891,  892,  896,  898,  901,  940,  943, 
946,  959,  961,  966,  978 ;  el.  39,  1059,  1060, 
1069  ;  cl,  43,  1148  ;  Postponed  el.  27,  1390 ; 
el.  34,  1399;  add.  el  1540,  1546,  1551, 
1651,  1652, 1653, 1654, 1697  ;  Consid.  el.  7, 
Amendt.  1970 

Removal  Terms  (Scotland),  Comm.  1602 

Statute  Law  Revision  and  Civil  Procedure, 
2  R.  Motion  for  Adjournment,  1595 

O'CoNOB,  Mr.  D.  M.,  8Ugo  Co. 
Pouto  Crop  Committee,  1880,  Res.  Amendt. 
1365 

O'DoNNELL,  Mr.  F.  H.,  Dungarvan 

Africa  (South}— Transvaal  Rising,  Res.  1873 

Army — Army  Hospital  Corps,  1134 

India  (Finance,  Ac.) — Indian  Budget,  1755 

Ireland-^Miscellaneous  Questions 

Law   and    Justice  —  Waterford    Trinity 

Sessions,  1113, 1115 
Piers   and  Harbours — Bnmatroehan  Pier, 
1112 

Ireland,  State  of— Agrarian  Crime  in  Kerry, 

1130 
Islands  of  the  Western  Pacific— Solomon  Is- 

landi^Punishmcnt  of  Natives,  1 126 
Land  Law  (Ireland}-^Tlie  Oommission,  1138 

[eotO. 


I 


O'DoNNSLL,  Mr.  F.  H. — cent. 

Land  Law  (Ireland),  Comm.  d.  19,  331,  334; 
d.  25,  554,  561,  586,  619  ;  el.  26,  701,  721, 
733,  734,  735,  739,  740,  743,  832,  823,  830, 
912,  949,  955,  957,  958,  961,  964,  975  ; 
el.  46,  1190,  1194,  1198;  Amendt.  1199 

O'DoNOGHUB,  The,  Tralee 

Army — Auxiliary  Forces — Volunteer  Review 
at  Windsor,  360,  361 

Land  Law  (Ireland),  Comm.  el.  26,  690  ;  el.  46, 
1280;  el.  47,  1324;  add,  el.  1436,  1675, 
1680 

Turkey— Midhat  Pasha— Fulfilment  of  Sen- 
tence, 1621 

O'Kellt,  Mr.  J.,  Roscommon 

Land  Law  (Ireland),  Comm.  el.  26,  691,  948 
Removal  Terms  (Scotland),  Comm.  1590 

Onslow,  Earl  of 
Union  of  Benefices  (City  of  London),  Motion 
for  an  Address,  479 

Onslow,  Mr.  D.  B.,  Guildford 

Land  ]>aw  (Ireland),  Comm.  el.  25,  613 
Metropolitan  Board  of  Works  (Money),  Comm. 
.  el.  8,  1728:  eZ.  11,  1730 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  Ministerial 

SUtement,  1207 
Regulation  of  the  Forces,  2R.  620 

O'Shauohnesst,  Mr.  B.,  Limerick 

Land  Law  (IreUnd),  Comm.  el.  13, 153 ;  el.  22, 
410 ;  el.  24,  461 ;  d.  25,  467,  552 ;  d.  26, 
735,  737,  776, 777,794,885 ;  Consid.  add.  el. 
1910 

Royal  University  of  Ireland — Degrees,  1126 

O'Shka,  Mr.  W.  H.,  Clare 

Land   Law   (Ireland),  Comm.  d.   47,    1322 ; 

Consid.  add.  d.  Amendt.  1909,  1912  ;  d,  4, 

1927 
Piers  and  Harbours  (Ireland) — Co.  Clare,  243 
Potato  Crop  Committee,  1880,  Res.  1363 
Spain  and  England — Gibraltar — Neutral  Ground 

and  Maritime  Jurisdiction,  233, 1740 
Spain,  Commercial  Treaty  with  (Negotiations), 

1611 

0' Sullivan,  Mr.  W.  H.,  Limerick  Co. 
Ireland — Peace  Preservation  Act,  1881 — Gun 
Licences,  27 
Protection  of  Person  and  Property  Act, 
1881 — Arrests  at  Kilfinane,  Co.  Lime- 
rick. 1000, 1001 
Ireland,  State  of—Miscellaneous  Questions 
Co.  Limerick^-SherifiTs  Beiiore  for  Rent, 

508 
Magistracy— Mr.  Clifibrd  Lloyd,  R.H.,'  638, 

639,  1252,  1254,  1255,  1611,  1612 
Royal  Artillery— Seiiores  for  Rent,  840 
Land    Law   (Ireland),    Comm.  d.  13,  205 ; 
el.  20,  399 ;  el.  22,  424  ;  d,  26,  804,  805, 
955;  <??.  46,  1192,  1274,  1277,  1278,  1279, 
1280,  1282,  1290;   el.  47,  1353;  add.  el. 
1437, 1675,  1678, 1679 
Navy-.H.M.S.  "  Yautsjiax'^r  S«^  A\^^ 
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Otway,  Mr.  A.  J.,  RoeKeBter 
OWi\  SerTioe — Clerks  in  the  Lower  DiTision, 

240 
Tanie — Oonferenoe  at  Vienna,  1273 

Paeijie  Islands — The  Solomon  Islands — 
Murder  of  Britwh  Subf'eeis 
QaostioDB,    Mr.    Richard,    Mr.    Gorst,    Mr. 
O'Donnell ;  Answen,  Mr.  Treveljan  July  18, 
1124 

Paeifio  Islanders  Protection  Act,  1672 — 
Jurisdietunn  of  Sir  Arthur  Gordon 
Qneetion,  Mr.  Gorst ;  Answer,  Mr.  Trereljan 
July  91,  1404 

Paget,  Mr.  B.  H.,  Somersetshire,  Mid 

Parliament — Basinese  of  the  Hoose,  Miniaterial 

Statement,  1208 
Petroleam  (Hawking),  Oomm.  1007 

Palliseb,  Sir  W.,  Taunton 

Land  Law  (Ireland),  Comm.  Poetponed  d,  84, 
1410 ;  add.  el  1705, 1709,  1710 

Landlord  and  Tenant  (Ireland)  Act,  1870 — 
The  Besiborongh  Commission — Report  and 
ETidenoe,  882,  854,  1122, 1459,  1400,  1408 

Palicbb,  Mr.  O.,  Meaiing 

Afrioa  (Sonth)— Natal—- Promised  Liberation 
of  Langalibalele,  840 

Palmsb,  Mr.  J.  H.,  Lincoln 

Land  Law  (Ireland),  Comm.  cl,  18,  182, 188, 
190 

PabkeRi  Mr.  0.  S.,  Perth 
Land  Law  (Ireland),  Comm.  el,  20,  778 

^Parliament 

LORDS— 

Parliament — Claims  of  Peerage,  ^e. 
Moved,  that  a  Select  Committee  be  appointed 
to  inquire  into  the  present  state  of  the  law 
as  to  claims  and  assumptions  of  titles  of 
peerage  in  the  United  Kingdom  and  in  Scot- 
land and  Ireland  respectiveTj,  and  the  means 
of  proving  and  establishing  the  same ;  and 
ai  to  the  proceedings  and  claims  to  rote  at 
elections  of  Representative  Peers  of  Scotland 
and  Ireland  respeotirelj  ;  and  as  to  the  posi- 
tion and  order  of  preoedence  of  Scotch 
peerages  upon  the  Roll  called  the  Union 
Roll,  and  in  the  Decreet  of  Ranking  of  1000  ; 
and  whether  it  is  desirable  that  the  present 
state  of  law  or  practice  as  to  any  of  the 
matters  aforesaid  should  be  amended:  And 
also  to  inquire  into  the  present  procedure  and 
practice  of  this  Honse  in  its  Committee  of 
Privileges  ;  and  whether  snch  procedure  and 
practice  can  be  amended  so  ai  to  diminish 
the  deUy  and  expense  incident  to  the  deter- 
mination of  claims  of  peerage  and  claims  to 
Yote  at  elections  of  Representative  Peers  of 
Scotland  and  Ireland  respectiyelj  (  The  Marl 
of  Airlie)  July  8,  84i 

[•Oflf. 


Parliameni — Claims  ofPeeroffe,  jre.^-eont, 

Amendt.  To  leaye  out  ("  and  as  to  the  position 
of  order  of  precedenoe  of  Scotch  peerages 
upon  the  Roll  called  the  Union  Roll,  and  in 
the  Decreet  of  Ranking  of  1000")  (The 
Lord  Balfour  of  Burleigh) ;  after  short  de- 

.  bate,  on  question,  that  the  words,  Ac.,  re- 
solved in  the  negative ;  motion,  as  amended, 
agreed  to 

Select  Committee  nominated;  List  of  the 
Committee  July  14,  882 

COMMONS— 

MlSOILLAMXOUS   QUISTIOIVS 

Order 

DebaU — Un-Parliamentary  Language — Eng- 
land  oftd  Servw,  Notice  of  Queetion,  Lord 
Randolph  Churchill ;  short  debate  thereon 
July  21,  1449 

Threatening  a  Member,  Questions,  Observa- 
tions,  Mr.  Mao  Iver ;  Replj,  Mr.  Speaker  ; 
Personal  Explanation,  Mr.  Ljulph  Stanley 
July  6,  50 

Rides  and  Orders  of  the  Souse 

Petitions—The  Bradlaugh  Petitions,  Question, 
Mr.  Newdegate  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Speaker 
Jtdy  15,  1011  ;  Question,  Mr.  Warton  ;  An- 
swer, Sir  William  Uarcourt  July  20,  1807 

Questions,  Question,  Mr.  Labouchere  ;  Answer, 
Mr.  Speaker  July  15, 1012 

Answers  to  Questions,  Question,  Mr.  Gorst ; 
Answer,  Mr.  Gladstone  July  7,  258 

ParUamentairy  Oath  {Mr,  Bradiaughy-^The 
Order  oflOth  May,  Question,  Colonel  Makins; 
Answer,  Mr.  Speaker ;  short  debate  thereon 
July  5,  45 

7%e  ParUamenkuy  Oath—Mr.  Bradlaugh, 
Question,  Viscount  Folkestone;  Answer, 
Mr.  Speaker  July  14,  805 

• 

Privilege 

"Clarke  v.  Bradlaugh,**  Questions,  Mr.  La- 
bouchere, Sir  Joseph  M'Kenna ;  Answers, 
Mr.  Speaker  July  21, 1470 

Adioumment— Orders  of  the  Day — Entries  on 
Notice  Paper,  Question,  Mr.  Warton ;  An- 
swer, Mr.  Speaker  July  5, 189 

Business  of  the  Bouse  and  Publie  Business 

Queetion,  Mr.  Stevenson ;  Answer,  Mr.  Glad- 
stone July5,  20  ;—The  Beer  BiU,  Question, 
Colonel  Bame;  Answer,  Mr.  Gladstone 
July  7,  257;  — Questions,  Mr.  Dillwyn, 
Colonel  Bame;  Answers,  Mr.  Gladstone 
Jtdy  7,  250  i^Urgeney,  Question,  Mr.  Fej  ; 
Answer,  Mr.  Gladstone  Julu  15,  1007;— 
Ministerial  Statement,  Mr.  Gladstone ;  short 
debate  thereon  July  18,  1204;  Question, 
Mr.  R.  N.  Fowler  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gladstone  ; 
short  debate  thereon  July  19,  1285  ; — Cou^ 
meneement  of  PubUe  Business^  Questions, 
Earl  Percy,  Mr.  Healy,  Sir  George  Camp- 
bell ;  Answers,  Mr.  Gladstone /u/y  19, 1271  ; 
— Questions,  Sir  Stafford  Northcote ;  An- 
swers, Mr.  Gladstone  July  21,  1475 ;  Quee- 
tions.  Sir  Walter  B.  Barttelot,  Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith;  Answers,  Mr.  Chllders,  Mr.  Tre* 
▼elyan  July  22, 1018 
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PaRLIAMBNT — COICMOWI— tfOftf  . 

Parliamentary  ElecHont  Acts — The  EUeUon 
Camtnusions — Eaepenus,  Question,  Mr.  H.  H. 
Fowler  ;  Answer,  Lord  Frederick  CaveDdish 
Jxdy  11,504 

RegiHration  and  QuaHfioation  of  VUerSt  Qaes- 
tions,  Mr.  Puleston,  Sir  Joseph  M'Kenoa  ; 
Answers,  Sir  William  llaroourt  July  19, 
1263 

Ekction  Petitions — Scheduled  Periom,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Warton ;  Answer,  The  Attorney 
General  July  25,  1745 

Parliament — Bimnese  of  the  Housb 

Moved,  "  That  the  Orders  of  the  Day  be  post- 
poned until  after  the  Notice  of  Motion  re- 
lating to  the  Transvaal"  (Jfr.  QladsUme) 
July  25  ;  Motion  «igreed  to 

Faruament — House  of  Lords 

JVJw  Peer 

July  5— The  Right  Honourable  Sir  Odo  Wil- 
Ham  Leopold  Russell  (commonly 
called  Lord  Odo  William  Leopold 
Russell),  6.C.B.,  6.C.M.6.,  Her 
Majesty's  Ambassador  Extraordi- 
nary and  Plenipotentiary  to  the 
Emperor  of  Oermany,  created 
Baron  Ampthill  of  Ampthill  in  the 
county  of  Bedford 

Farliahent — House  of  Oommoks 

New  Member  Sworn 

July  18 — Alexander  Asher,  esquire,  Elgin  Dii^ 
trict  of  Burghs 

Parliamentary   Elections   and  Cormpt 
Practices  (Consolidation)  Bill 

{Mr,  Hardcastle,  Sir  Alexander  Gordon) 
c.  Bill  withdrawn  •  July  26  [Bill  176] 

Parliamentary  Elections  (Corrupt  and 
niegal  Practices)  Bill 

(Mr.  Attorney  General^  Sir    William  Hareourt, 

Mr,  Chamberlain,  Sir  CharUa  W,  J)ilke,Mr, 

Solicitor  General) 

e.  Order  for  2R.  discharged :  Bill  withdrawn,  after 
short  debate  July  1 1 ,  62 1  [Bill  1] 

Parliamentary  Elections  (Expenses  and 
Second  Election)  BiU 

{Mr.  Aahton  Dilke,  Mr.  Barran,  Mr,  Burt) 
e.  BiU  withdrawn  •  July  12  [BiU  03] 

Parliamentary  Oaths  Bill 

Notice  of  Question,  Colonel  Makins ;  Answer, 
Mr.  Gladstone  July  25, 1755 

Parliamentary  Beyision  (Dnblin  County) 

Bill         {Mr.  Attorney  General  for  Ireland, 
Mr,  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland) 


\ 


Farnbll,  Mr.  0.  S.,  Cork 
Ireland — MisoeUaneous  Queslions 

Magistracy  —  Mr.  Clifford  Lloyd,  R.M.y 

689, 1611,  1613 
Protection  of  Person  and  Property  Aot» 

1881— Arrests  in  Cork,  511 
Public  Houses  Act — Publicans*  Licences, 
1452 
Ireland,  State  of— Down   Conserrative  Flote 

Band,  838 
Land  Law  (Irelandy— Emigration  Clause,  863, 
864  ;— Mr.  PameU,  Explanation,  532,  534 
Land  Law  (Ireland),  Comm.  el,  0,  105,  106 ; 
el.  19,  317 :  eh  20,  389,  393 ;  d.  23,  449 ; 
el,  23,  456 ;  d,  24,  459  ;  tL  25,  Motion  for 
reporting  Progress,  471,  534,  542,  558; 
Amendt.  561,  562,  565,  592 ;  Motion  for 
reporting  Progress,  610,  612,  614,  672; 
d.  26,  729,  730,  738,  747,  748^  869,  877, 
883,  886,  899,  900,  904,  920,  921,  922,  025, 
931,  945,  954;  Amendt  957,  958,  960,  962, 
963,  074,  975,  977  :  el.  42, 1091, 1099, 1146 ; 
cl,  47,  1333;  add,  el.  1433,  1444,  1483, 
1484  ;  Amendt.  1523,  1527,  1536,  1578, 
1588,  1650,  1655,  1657,  1660;  Consid. 
add.  d.  1906 ;  d.  4,  Amendt.  1923,  1025, 
1926,  1928,  1929  ;  d.  7,  1966,  1975  ; 
Amendt.  1985 ;  d.  27,  Amendt.  1097,2000 ; 
el.  36,  2003,  2005 


Fatbick,  Mr.  E.  W.  Ooohban-,  Ayrshire^ 

N. 

Army  Organisation — Quartermasters,  851 
Land  Law  (Ireland),  Comm.  d.  25,  Amendt. 
580,  587 

Patriotic  Fund  Bill  L^-^l 

(The  Earl  of  Northbrook) 
I.  Presented  :  read  1**  July  25  (No.  183) 

Fbase,  Mr.  J.  W.,  Durham^  8. 

Ireland,  State  of—"  English  Democratic  Con- 
federation," 1005 
Land  Law  (Ireland),  Comm.  cl.  25,  645,  652 


Fbddib,  Mr.  T.  Diok-,  Sjhnamoek,  ^e. 

Court  of   Session  (Scotland)— Admission   ot 

Reporters,  20 
Poor  Relief  and  Audit  of  Aoooants  (Scotland), 

2R.  340 
Removal  Terms  (Scotland),  Comm.  1601 
Summary  Procedure  (Scotland)  Amendment, 

2R.  1230, 1231 


Pedlars  (Certificates)  Bill  [h.l.] 

( The  Earl  of  Balhouaie) 

I.  Presented  ;  read  l^*  July  14        (No.  163) 
Read  2*  July  26,  1890 

Feek,  Sir  H.  W.,  Surre!/,  Mid. 
MetroDolis— Paroobial  Charities  of  tbo  Olt^  cl 
liondoui  W^ 
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Fbll,  Mr.  A.y  Leiee9UrBhir$y  8, 

Land  Law  (Ireland),  Comm.  el,  25,  573,  578 ; 

add.  el  1581 
RiTera  Conaenranoj  and    Floods  Prevention, 

Comm.  1591 

Pbrot,  Eight  Hon.   Earl,  Northumher- 

land,  N. 
Land  Jaw  (Ireland).  Comm.  cl  46,  1202 
Parliament  —  Business  of  the  Hoose,  1271 ; 

Ministerial  SUtement,  1207 
Poor  Relief  and  Audit  of  Aeooants  (Sootland), 

Addition  to  Seleot  Committee,  1866 
Removal  Terms  (Sootland),  Comm.  1601, 1603 
Rivera  Conservanoy  and  Floods  Prevention, 

Comm.  1230 

Petroleum  (Hawkiiig)  Bill  [hl.] 

{The  Earl  of  Dalhoueie) 

I  Read  2»  •  July  7  (No.  189) 

Committee  * ;  Report  Jvli/  14 

Read  8*  • /uZy  19 
e.  Read  1«*  (Mr,  (>mrtney)  July  21    [Bill  222] 

Read  2''  July  25,  1880 

Order  for  Committee  read  ;  Moved,  **  That  Mr. 
Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair  "  July  26, 
1966 ;  Moved,  **  That  the  Debate  be  now 
adjourned "  (Mr.  Hopwood) ;  after  short 
debate,  Motion  withdrawn 

Ori^nal  Questiony  "  That  Mr.  Speaker,  4o." 
put,  and  agreed  to  ;  Committee — b.p. 

Pier  and  Harbour  Orders  Confirmation, 
eontolidated  with  the  Pier  and  Harbonr 
Orders  Confirmation  (No-  2)  Bill 

I.  Read  2*  •  July  5  (No.  122) 

Committee  *  July  7 
Report*  July  8 
Read  3*  •  July  11 
Rojal  Assent  July  18  [44  <fc  45  Viet  o.  oiv] 

Playfaib,    Bight    Hon.     Mr.    Lyon 

(Ohairman  of  Oommittees  of  Ways 

and  Means  and  Deputy  Speaker), 

JEdinburgh  and  St.  Andreto^t  Uhi- 

vertitiei 
Land  Law  (Ireland),  Comm.  el,  7,  53,  54,  56, 
83,  84,  85  ;  0/.  0,  100, 118,  125  ;  el.  12,  140, 
141,143;  el,  13,  151,  155,  159,  165,  171, 
178, 182 :  el.  16,  275  ;  el.  19,  287,  288, 289, 
829,  330,  333,  334,  378 ;  el,  20,  388,  389, 
399 ;  el.  21,  400,  403,  404  ;  el,  22,  447,  448, 
451,  452 ;  eL  23,  453,  454,  455  ;  cl,  25,  469. 
555,  565,  566,  568,  569,  589,  598,  599,  650  ; 
el,  26,  683,  691.  692,  700,  701,  710,714, 
720,  727,  728,  730,  733,  734.  738,  740,  749, 
762,  763,  766,  767,  768,  771.  773,  776,  777, 
778,  788,  786,  793,  799,  808.  804,  805,  806, 
807,  823.  829,  830.  866,  867,  871, 874,  879, 
889,  896,  902,  909,  914,  915,  916,  917, 
918,  919,  925,  926,  927,  931,  933,  934,  939, 
943, 945,  948,  949,  951,  952,  959,  960,  974  ; 
el.  36,  1035,  1042,  1047,  1050  ;  el.  39, 1059, 
1061,1064,  1065,  1066,  1067,  1068,  1069; 
el.  42,  1141,  1142;  d.  43,  1148;  el,  46, 
1189, 1190.  1191.  1201,  1202.  1203 ;  cl.  47, 
1295,  1302,  1814,  1318,  1361;  Postponed 
cl.   12.  1375;  cl.   34,  1409,  1421;  add.  cL 

[Mitf. 


Pljltvair,  Right  Hon.  Mr.  L70&— eonl, 

1430,  1438,  1491,  1510,  1511,  1515,  1644» 
1652,  1653,  1654,  1657,  1674,  1675,  1713, 
1714,  1715, 1722 

Flunkst,  Bight  Hon.  D.  B.,  Dublin 
UniverBity 
Land  Law  (Ireland).  Comm.  tH,  9,  98,  100, 
101 ;  Amendt.  102,  105,  109  ;  d.  IS, 
Amendt.  174.  175  ;  d.  17,  Amendt.  276, 
279  ;  el.  26,  785,  786 ;  d.  31,  1027  ;  d.  39, 
Amendt.  1063,  1064,  1065 ;  eL  40,  Amendt. 
1070.  1073.  1078;  el.  41,  1084;  el,  42, 
1088;  d.  45,  1178;  d,  46,  1282;  d,  47, 
1340 ;  Consid.  add,  d.  1906  ;  eL  4,  Amendt. 
1922  ;  d.  6,  1935 

Poor  AUotmenU  Management  Aet,  1873 — 
Allotment  Committeei 
Question,  Mr.  HoUond ;  Answer,  Sir  William 
flaroonrt  July  14,  849 

Poor  Law  Officers  (Scotland)  Snperan- 

nnation  Bill  (Th$  Lard  Advoeate, 

Secretary  Sir  William  Hareourt) 
e.  Bill  withdrawn  •  July  7  [BiU  113] 

Poor  Belief  and  Audit  of  Accounts  (Scot- 
land) Bill  (The  Lard  Adpoeate,  Mr. 
Solicitor  Oeneralfor  Scotland) 

e.  Read  2*.  and  committed  to  a  Select  Committee, 
after  short  debate  July  7,  340     [Bill  182] 

Moved,  "  That  the  Select  Committee  do  oonsist 
of  Nineteen  Members  "  July  12, 754  ;  MoTed, 
*<That  the  Debate  be  now  adjonmed" 
(Colond  Alexander) ;  after  short  debate. 
Motion  withdrawn 

Original  Question  pat.  and  agreed  to;  Com- 
mittee nominated ;  List  of  the  Committee, 
760 

Sir  Edward  Colebrooke  and  Mr.  Arthmr 
Balfour  added  July  19, 1366 

Post  Offiob 

MiBoaLLAintous  Qussnoiis 

Poet  Ofiee  Savingt  Banke^Female  Clerks, 
Qoestion,  Mr.  O'Connor  Power ;  Answer,  Mr. 
Fawoett,  JtUy  7,  251 

Telegraph  Department 

Submarine  Cablet,  Question,  Mr.  Laing  ;  An- 
swer, Lord  Frederick  Cavendish  Jufy  31, 
1462 

Tdegraph  Acts,  1863,  1868,  and  ISIB^Tele^ 
graph  Wiree  ever  Public  Tharou/ghfaree^ 
Question,  Sir  Henrj  Tyler;  Answer,  The 
Attorney  Oeneral  July  8,  862;  QuesUona, 
Mr.  W.  H.  Smith ;  Answers,  The  Attorn^ 
General  JuXy  11,  527  ;  July  22, 1614 

Tranieferred  Tdegraph  Clerktt  Question,  Mr. 
Dillwjrn ;  Answer,  Lord  Frederick  Caven- 
dish JtiZy  14,850 

Post  Office  (La2Ld)  BiU 

{The  Lord  Thurlow) 
U  Boyal  Aaaent  July  18  \iHe  iff  ¥itt.^.  90]« 


{SESSION     18S1 
.63. 


Potato  Crop  CommiltM,  1880 

Moved,  "  That,  In  the  'opinion  of  thii  Honio 
it  is  expedient  that  Iler  Msjeitj'*  GoTarn. 
ment  abould  tnhe  ttep*  to  anrj  Into  effeol 
iQoh  of  tbe  reoommendftlloni  of  tho  FoUto 
Crop  ComroittM  of  1S8Q  Bi  ralkEa  to  Its- 
land,  hy  promoting  the  creation  and  Mtab- 
iiahmenl  of  new  rariatioi  of  tb«  PoUM  ;  b; 
faoilitatlng  the  progreM  of  fartber  eiperi- 
menta  aa  to  tbe  beat  meana  of  leaieoing  tbe 
gpread  of  the  Potato  Diieaae  ;  and  bj  bring- 
ing within  the  reach  of  amali  brmera  (ap- 
plies of  aound  aeed  to  be  obtained  for  oaab 
pajment*  "  {Major  Nolxn)  July  19,  1383 

After  abort  detwie,  Amandt.  lo  leave  ont  from 
"Diaeaw"  to  end  {Mt.  Deait  (yConm): 
Qaeatloa  propoaed,  "  That  tbe  word*,  Ad.  ;  " 
after  farther  abort  debate,  Amendt.  nod 
Motion  withdrawn 

Reaolved,  That,  in  the  opinion  of  tbla  Honw, 
it  i*  expedient  that  Her  Majeatj'a  QoTem- 
ment  ehoald  take  iteps  to  earrj  into  efleat 
BQob  of  the  recommendation*  of  the  Potato 
Crop  Conimittee  of  1880  a*  relate  to  Ire- 
land, bf  fnoilitating  the  progreaa  of  farther 
eiperimenta  ai  to  tlie  beil  means  of  IcHening 
the  aproad  of  the  Potato  Diacasa,  and  pro- 
moting ibe  creation  and  eatabliahment  of 
new  Tsrielie*  ol  the  Potato  (Mr.  William 
Edward  FortUr)  July  90 

PoTBH,  Mr.  J.  O'Connor,  Mayo 
Ireland — Miseellaneotia  Qusationa 

Poit  Office— Telegraph  Service— Poat  OfBoe 

Savings  Banks— female  Clerka,  353 
Protection   of  Fenon  and   I'ropartjr   Aot, 

1881— Arreat*  at  Cork,  B17 
Seeds  Aer,  1880 — Poslponement  of  Speoial 
Rate,  801 
Und  Uw  (Ireland),  Comm.  el.  iB.  flSB,  fiSS, 
073,  691,  S9S.  aOl,  S03,  600,610,  603,  661, 
SS3  ;  a.  38,  738  ;  et  81,  lOIB,  1031 

Power,  Mr.  R.,  Wattrford 

Land  Uw  (Ireland)— Emigration  Clanae,  863 

Land  Uw  (Ireland),  Comm.  cl.  30,  610  ;  H.  36, 

T30,  740,  871,  881,  891,  900,  031,  930,  934  ; 

Amendt.  S39,  STO :  (tdd.   ct.   Amendt.  1611, 

1619,  166S 

Protection  of  Person   and  Property   (IraUnd) 

Aot,  ISBl— Citj  of  Waterford,  811 

Crime  and  Outrage— Co.  of  Waterford,  S41 

FoVEBBCOUBT,   YieCOUQt 
Water  Soppl;  (Metropcdia),  )3«7 

PowiB,  Earl  of 

Supreme  Court  of  Jodicalare,  311.  633 ;  Comm. 
tt.  10,  Amendt,  1341,  1343 

Prenunptioii  of  Life  (Scotland)  Bill 

(7%«  Lord  Walton} 
I.  Read  2*,  after  abort  deUte  Juiv  11, 196 

(No.  113} 

PsiOE,  Captain  Q.  E.,  Dtvonport 

NewfonndUnd  FUbarlm — Aoglo-FreiMh  Com- 
tniMiDn,  1U7 


Proteetien  of  Pwun  and  Proptrtf  {Ir^ 
Im^  Ml,  ISSl— See  under  Ir$iMd 

PuUie  Baallh 

Tli«  Hep-Pieking  Saaon — Smatt-Por,  Qaea- 

tion,  Mr.  J.  O.  Talbot ;  Antwer,  Mr.  D»dwm 

July  3S,  1806 
The    Wool   Sorttrt"    Dittatt,   Qoeation,   Mr. 

Wilbraham  Egerton  ;  Anawer,  Hr.  Mandella 

July  30,  1716 

Public  HonwB  (Cloaioff  on  Simd&y)  Bill 

{Mr.  Pmn,  Viumml  Caitlmagh) 
e.  Bill  withdrawn  ■  Ju/y  13  [Bill  61] 

Public  Loans  (Ireland)  BemisBion  Bill 
(Mr.  CkaneiOor  of  tht  Bxeliepur,  Lord  Fndtritk 

CavendUh) 
Resolatton  considered  in  Commitlee  Jviy  II, 


633 


BUI 


Reeolution   reported,    and    agreed 

orderm) ;  read  !••  7iJy  13        [BUI  3131 
Read  3°  ■  Jtdy  18 
Committee  :  Report  July  31,  1093 
ReAd  3°  Jvlv  33,  1674 
(.  Read  1*  ■  (Lorrf  TKurbnc)  July  SO    (Ko.  IIS) 

PuhUe  Work*  Loam  \_AAi!amae*\ 
e.  Reaolutioo  considered  io  Oommittaa  July  3S, 
1731  [Honsa  eoaoted  ont] 

Reaolation  reported,  and  agreed  to  July  33 
Instmotion  to  the  Committee  on  the  Pablic 
Works  Loans  Bill,  That  thej  have  power  to 
make  provision  tbersin  pnranant  to  the  said 
Resolution  ;  also  to  make  prorisioa  for  the 
erection  and  maintananee  of  a  Ughthonae 
on  tho  Island  of  Miniooj  ;  and  for  amending 
"The  Labonring  CUsmm  Lodging  HousM 
and  Dvreliinga  Aot  (Ireland)  1866  " 

Public  Worka  Loane  Bill 

(Mr.  CkatutUor  of  tht  Bxehttutr,  Mr.  Dedton, 

Lord  Rtdtriek  Oamtdith) 
e,  Resolations  conaideredin  Committee /uiy  11, 
639 
Resolntioni    reported,    and  agreed    to ;    Bill 

ordered  ;  read  1>*  July  13         [Bill  311] 
Read  3°  ■  July2\ 
Committee*  ;  Report  Jti/y  37 

Fdleston,  Mr.  J.  H.,  Dtvonport 
Cbaritabte  Tmita,  1181 

Meroantiie  Marine— Pilotage  at  Swanaea,  318 
PBrllamenlarr   Elections  —  Registration   and 
Quaiifloation  of  Voters,  1363 

Bailteat/i 

Conlinuoui   Brakei.    ObMrvationt,   Q,D«stion, 

Earl  Da  La  Warr;  Keplf,  Lord  Sudelef; 

short  debate  thereon  July  18,  ItOI 
Raiiviay  Carriigti,  Question,  Colonel  Bame  ; 

Answer,  Mr.  Chamberlain  July  10,  1363 

Railways — Joint  Station* 
Rewlution,   Tbe  Earl  of  Belmoi*  Jilt   Ift, 


BAM 
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Bahbay,  Mr.  J.,  Falkirk,  Sec. 

Land  Law  (Ireland),  Comm.  d.  26, 696 ;  add,  el 
1491  ;  Amende.  1511 

Bathbonb,  Mr.  W.,  Camarv&nshire 
Africa  (SoQth)— Transvaal  RislDg,  ld7S  ;  Res. 

Amende.  1784. 1791,  1793 
Land  Law  (Ireland),  Comm.  el.  26, 683  ;  el  36, 
1052 

Bbdbsdale,  Earl  of  (Ohairman  of  Oom- 

mittees) 
Claims  of  Peerage,  dra..  Motiim  for  a  Seleot 

Committee,  357 
Railways  (Joint  Sutions),  Res.  1246 

Bbdicokd,  Mr.  T.  E.,  JV&w  Roi$ 

Land  Law  (Ireland),  Comm.  el  46, 1192, 1283 ; 
Postponed  el  34, 1414 ;  add.  el  1668,  1720, 
1722 

Beformatory  Inititations  (Lreland)  Bill 

{Mr.  (fShaugJmeny^  Mr.  Oobbett,  Mr,  Gray) 

e.  Committee  *  (on  re-eomm.)  ;  Report  July  13 

Considered*  July  15  [Bill  190] 

Read8»*/tf/yl9 
/.  Read  l**{The Lord Emly)  July  20  (No.  172) 

Read  2>  Jukf  25,  1784 

Committee*;  Report /ti^  26 

Begnilation  of  the  Forces  Bill 

{Mr.  Secretary    CHilden,   The  Judge  Advocate 

General,  Mr.  CampheU^Bannerman) 

e.  Read  2^,  after  short  debate  July  11,  620 

[BUI  103] 

Bemoval  Terms  (Scotland)  Bill 

{Mr.  Jamee  Stewart,  Dr.  Cameron,  Mr,  Patrick, 
Mr.  Frater-Maekintoth) 

e.  Order  for  Committee  read  ;  Moved,  **  That  Mr. 
Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair "  July  8, 
474 ;  Moved,  *<  That  the  Dehate  be  now  ad- 
joamed  *'  {Mr,  Orr  Ewing) ;  after  short 
debate,  Question  put,  and  agreed  to ;  Debate 
adjourned 
Debate  resumed  July  20,  1444  ;  Question  put, 

and  agreed  to ;  Committee — ^b.p.    [Bill  8] 
Committee— R.p.  July  21,  1597 
Committee  ;  Report  July  22, 1732 
Considered  ;  read  S**  July  25 
I  Read  1*  *  {Ecarl  of  Camperdown)  July  26 

(No.  184) 

EsPTON,  Mr.  G.  W.  J.,  Warwiek 
Parks  (Metropolis)— Hyde  Park,  1450 

BiOHABD,  Mr.  R.y  Merthyr  Tydvil 

Afrioa  (West  Coast)— War  with  Ashantee— 

Payment  of  Fine,  239,  240 
Islands  of  the   Western    Paoiflo  —  Solomon 

IsUnd8«->Punishment  of  Natives,  1124 

BiOEABDSOK,  Mr.  T.  N.y  Armagh  Ca. 
Land  Law  (Ireland),  Comm.  el  19, 372  ;  el.  26, 

816;  Amendt.  921,  928;   el  44,  Amendt. 

1152,  1155,  1158 ;  Postponed  d.  34, 1410 
Protection  of  Person  and  Property  (Ireland) 

Aot,  1881— Arrests  at  Cork,  620 


BiomcoND  AHD  Gk>BD0ir,  Duke  of 

Afrioa  (West  Coast)— Mortality  at  Um  Gold 

Coast,  494 
Endowed  Institutions  (Scotland)  Act,  1878^ 

The  Provisional  Orders,  213 
Lunacy  Districts  (Scotland),  Comm.  210,  311 
Summary  Procedure  (Scotland)  Amendment, 

Report  of  Amendto.  212,  634 

BiDLEY,  Sir  M.  W.,  N&rthumharUmd,  K. 
Land  Law  (Ireland),  Comm.  el.  18,  Amendt. 

178 

BiTOHiB,  Oaptain  0.  T.,  Tower  HamiaU 
Land  Law  (Ireland),  Comm.  el  22, 452  ;  d.  26» 
744 


(re-eommitted)  Bill  [h.l.]   {Mr.  Ihdeon) 

c.  Questions,    Mr.     Evans    Williams,    ViMsount 

Folkestone;  Answers, Mr.Glad8tone./tf/y  18, 

1136 
Committee  deferred,  after  short  debate  July  18, 

1228  [BUI  120] 

Committee  deferred,  after  short  debate  July  21, 

1591 

Roads   Provisioiial   Order  (Edmbnrgli) 

Bill  {Secretary  Sir  WiUiam 

Eareowrt,  The  Lord  Advocate) 
e.  Bill  withdrawn  •  July  IS  [BiU  185] 

B00SB8,  Mr.  J.  E.  Thorold,  Southwark 
Water  Supply  (Metropolis) — Southwark  and 
Vanzball  Water  Company,  1740 

BoBEBEBY,  Earl  of 
Claims  of  the  Peerage,  dra.  Motion  for  a  Seleot 
Committee,  356 

BouiTDy  Mr.  T.,  S$9ex,  E. 
Indi»— Forest  Department,  352 

Royal  Prineee,  His — Fahe  Rumomra 
Question,  Mr.   W.  H.  Smith;    Answer,   Mr« 
Trevelyan  July  5,  28 

BT788ELL,  Mr.  0.,  Dundalk 

Land  Law  (Ireland),  Comm.  el.  8,  89 ;  d.  9, 
Amendt.  101,  110,  121,  130;  el  17,  289; 
el  19,  294,  317 ;  Amendt.  336,  340 ;  d.  22, 
Amendt.  404,  439;  el  24,  461;  d.  25, 
Amendr.  463,  468,  556,  562,  563,  564,  571 ; 
add,  d,  1575, 1643, 1679, 1639,  1715, 1716 

Protection  of  Person  and  Property  (Ireland) 
Act,  1881— Treatment  of  Prisoners  under 
the  Act,  1745 

Rwiia,  Foreign  Jewe  in — ExpuUion  of 

Mr.    L.    Zewiiohn,    a   Naturaliaad 

Eritish  Suhfect 
Question,  Baron  Henry  De  Worms ;  Answer, 
Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke  July  7,  240 

Btlaitdb,  Mr.  P.,  Employ 
Pnblio.Loaitf  (Ireland}  RemiMioiij  Oonau  159S 


SAL 
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Sale  and  Use  of  Poisons  Bill  [h.l.] 

{The  Duke  ofSiehmond) 

I.  Presented  ;  rtA  !••  July  12        (No.  159) 
Read  3** /k^  15 
Committee  dlaoharged  *  July  18 

Sale  of  Intoxicating  loqnors  on  Sunday 
Bill 

{Mr,  Steveneofif  Mr,  Birley,  Mr,  William 
M* Arthur,  Mr,  Charles  Wileon^  Mr,  fTdter  James) 
e.  BiU  withdrawn  •  July  12  [BiU  55] 

Salisbxtby,  Marquess  of 

Endowed  Institutions  (Sooiland)  Aot,  1878— 
The  Provisional  Orders,  216 

GoTemment  and  the  Land  Leagae,  16 

India— Cooper's  Hill  College  for  Cifil  Engi- 
neers, Address  for  Papers,  909 

Sugar  Industries— Petition  from  the  Island  of 
Barbadoes,  220,  226,  230 

Supreme  Court  of  Judicature,  Comm.  el,  15, 
1241 

Union  of  Benefioes  (City  of  London),  Motion 
for  an  Address,  400 

Salmon  and  Fresh  Water  Fisheries  Bill 

(Sir  Joseph  Bailey,  Mr,  Dillwyn,  Mr,  Dodds, 
Mr,  ffoioard) 
e.  Bill  withdrawn  •  July  1 1  [BiU  49] 

Sandon,  Bight  Hon.  Visoounty  Liverpool 
French  General  Tariff,  The  New,  29,  30,  34  ; 

Motion  for  Adjournment,  35,  41,  258 
Seizure  of  Explosive  Maohmes  at  Lirerpool, 

1750,  1753, 1902 

ScHREiBEB,  Mr.  0.,  Poole 
Army  (Auxiliary  Foroes)-«Windsor  RevieWi 

245,  246,  247,  260,  361 
Land  Law  (Ireland),  Consid.  el,  7»  1973 

Science  and  AH — The  National  OaU&ry — 
Admission  of  Artists  on  Wednesdays 
— Regulations  of  Admission 
Question,    Mr.    Coope;    Answer,  Mr.  Shaw 
Lefevre  July  14, 838 


Scotland — Precognitions 
Motion  for  Returns,  The  Earl  of  Minto  July  8, 
342 ;  after  short  debate.  Motion  agreed  to 

SooTT,  Lord  H.  T.  M.  D.,  Hants,  8. 
Land  Law  (Ireland),  Comm.  add,  d,  1574 

Seed  Supply  and  other  Acts  (Ireland)) 
Amendment  Bill 

{Mr,  William  Edward  Forster,  Lord  Frederick 

Cavendish,  Mr.  Solieitor  General  for  Ireland) 

e.  Motion  for  LeskYB'JiMr.  W,  E,  Forster)  July  18, 
1233 ;  Motion  agreed  to ;  Bill  ordered  ; 
readlo*  [BiU  217] 

Read2o*  Jii/y  21 

Committee  *  ;  Report ;  read  3P  July  22 
I.  Read  1**  ( The  Lord  Carlingford)  July  25 
Read  2*  July  26, 1892  (No.  177) 

Seeds  Act,  1880 — Postponemtmt  of  Special 
Rate 
Question,  Mr.  O'Connor  Power ;  Answer,  Mr. 
W.  £.  Forster  July  14,  851 

Servia,  The  Commercial  Papers 

Question,  Sir  H.  Drummond  Wolff;  Answer, 
Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke  July  14,  856 
[See    title   AutlrO'Servian    Commereial 
Treatyl 

Shaftesbxtby,  Earl  of 
MUls  and  Factories  (India),  1108 

Shaw,  Mr.  W.,  Cork  Co. 

Land  Law  ( Ireland )~Emigration  Clause,  862 
Land  Law  (Ireland),  Comm.  el,  7»  83,  84,  85  ; 

cl,  13, 174 ;  Amendt.  175,  183 ;  el,  17,  279  ; 

d.  19,  306 :  el.  22,  414,  450  ;  el.  25,  560, 

675  ;  el,  26,  778,  873,  969 ;  el.  31,  Amendt. 

1019, 1023 ;  a.  40, 1075, 1077  ;  d,  46, 1282^ 

1291 ;  Postponed  d,  27,  1388 ;  d,  34, 1412  ; 

add.  d.  1432 ;  Consid.  add.  d,  1906  ;  d,  6, 

1935  ;  d,  85,  2003 
Landlord  and  Tenant  (Ireland)  Act,   1870— 

Bessborough  Commission,  1460 


Scotland 

MiSOBLLANBOUS   QUBSTIONS 

Court  of  Session — Admission  of  Reporters, 
Question,  Mr.  Dick-Peddie;  Answer,  The 
Lord  Advocate  July  5,  20 

Endowed  Institutions  {Seotland)  Act,  1878 — 
The  Provisional  Orders,  Obserrations,  The 
Duke  of  Richmond  and  Oordon ;  Replj,  The 
Earl  of  Dalhousie  ;  short  debate  thereon 
July  7,  213  ;  Questions,  Sir  David  Wedder- 
bum,  Mr.  Webster  ;  Answers,  Mr.  Gladstone 
Jtdv  22, 1616 

The  Edinburgh  Vdunteer  Reviewp  Question, 
Mr.  Hamilton;  Answer,  Mr. Childen Ji%  15, 
1013 

The  ManistraeySheriff  Clerk  of  Fife,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Fraser-Mackintosh  ;  Answer,  The 
Lord  Adyootite  July  26, 17il 

VOL.  OOLKni.    [thibd  8Kbie8,"1 


Smith,  Eight  Hon.  W.  H.,  Westminster 
France— Commercial  Treaty— <*  The  Tariff  a 

Discuter,"  851 
Land  Law  (Ireland),  Comm.  d.  9,  123,  124; 
d,  11,  134  ;  d,  17,  279  ;  d.  20,  390  ;  d.  25, 
546,  568,  575;  d,  26,  702;  d,  42,  1092; 
Motion  for  reporting  Progress,  1098  ;  d,  44, 
1153;  d,  45,  Amendt.  1170,  1174;  Post- 
poned d,  27,  1383 ;  d.  84,  1896  ;  add,  d. 
1507,  1572,  1627 ;  Consid.  d,  4,  Amendt. 
1920,  1922 ;  d,  1,  1941 ;  d,  35,  Amendt. 
2001,  2004 
London  Citj  (Parochial  Charities),  2R.  473 
Metropolitan  Board  of  Works  (Money),  Consid. 

1883 
Parliament — Public  Business,  1618 
Royal  Princes — False  Rumours,  28 
Telegraph  Acts,  1863,  1868,  1878— Telegranh 
Wires  over  PubUo  Tltf«wl^5««^^T>'L^  A^*^-* 
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Land  Law  (Iwland).*  ComS.  Postponed  cl.  Zi,  \     Ptflia-mentiuy   Oath^  (Mr  ^BradUugh^-Tha 

1405  I 

l^ioaragna— Award  of  the  Kmperor  of  Aastria, 

1754 


Solent  Savigatioii  BiU 

{Mr,  Aahlejf,  Mr.  Chamberlain,  Mr.  Trevdyan) 
d.  Ordered  ;  rwid  1*  •  July  8  [BIQ  207] 

80LI01TOB  GhENEBAL,  The  (Sir  Fabbxb 
Hsbsohell),  Ihirham 
Land  Law  (Ireland),  Comm.  el.  12, 187  ;  el,  la, 
154  ;  Amendt.  155  ;  el.  26,  877,  888,  885  ; 
el.  42,  1093;  el.  46,  1191 ;  el.  47,  1840; 
add.  el.  1482,  1484. 1505,  1507,  1519,  1582, 
1586,  1587 :  Consid.  eL  1, 1916 :  0. 8, 1919  ; 
d.  6, 1988 

Solicitors'  Remimeration  Bill  [ax.] 

0.  Committee ;  Report  /ti^  5, 188     [BiU  100] 
Considered  *  July  7 
Read  8*»  • /ttZy  8 

Solway  Fiaheries  (Scotlaiid)  BiU  [h.l.] 

{J^  Sari  of  OaUoway) 

1.  Order  for  2R.  diseliarged*  /u/y  19  (No.  144) 

Spain-'Commereial  Tr$atyu>ith  (^Neyotia- 

tioni)  ^     , 

Qoestion,  Mr.  Jaokson  ;  Answer,  Sir  Charles 
W.  Dllke  July  14,  850;  Question,  Mr. 
O'Shea;  Answer,  Sir  Charles  W.  Dllke 
July  22,  1611 

Spain    and   England-- Gibraltar —  The 
Neural  Ground  and  Maritime  Jurie- 

diction 
Qnestions,  Mr.  O'Shea ;  Answers,  Sir  Charles 
W.  Dilke  July  7,  288 ;  July  25,  1740 

Bpeakto,  The  (Bight  Hon.  H.  B.  W. 
BnA2n>),  Oamhridgeehire 
Army  (Auxiliary  Forces)— Windsor  Review, 

246 
French    Commercial   Treaty— Petition    from 

Bradford,  17, 18 
French  General  Tariff,  The  New,  48 
Ireland,  State  of— Agrarian  Crime  in  Kerry, 

1180,1181  ^   . 

Judges'    Charges   (Ireland),  Motion   for   an 

Address,  1216, 1218 
Land  Law  (Ireland)— Emigration  Clause,  868, 

864 
Mr.  Pamell— Explanation,  582 
Land  Law  (Ireland),   Consid.  add.  el.  1908, 

1912,  1914  ;  el.  6, 1985  ;  el.  85,  2004 
MagUtracy    (Ireland)  —  Mr.    Clifford    Lloyd, 

R.M.  1255  ^     ^.^ 

MetropoUUn  Board  of  Works  (Money),  1754 ; 

Consid.  1881 
Parliament— Miscellaneous  Questions 
Adjournment— Orders  of  the  Day,  189 
Order— Threatening  a  Member,  50,  51  ;— 

Un-ParliamenUry  Language,  1450 
Pririleg^.*'  Clarke  t.  Bradlaugh,"  1477 
Rules  and  Orders,  1012  ;— Mr.  Bradlaugh, 
865,  1011 

Icenif 


Order  of  the  10th  May,  45,  47,  48,  49 
Poor  Relief  and  Audit  of  Accounts  (Scotland), 
Nomination  of  Select  Committee,  758  ;  Ad- 
dition to  Seleet  Oommlttee,  1867 
PoUto   Crop    Committee,    1880,  Ret.  1866, 

1866 
Protection  of  Person  and  Property  (Ireland) 
Act,  1881— Crime  and  Outrage — Co.  of 
WateHbrd,  641 
Limerick  Gaol— Penou  Conftnad  tadm 
the  Act,  849 
Public    Loans   (Ireland)    Remission,  Comm. 

1592 
Statute  Law  Revision  and  CiTU  Prooednre,  2R. 

1596 
Tunis,  Affitirs  of— Land  Sales,  855 
Turkey— Midbat  Pasha— FnlflloMnl  of  Sen- 
tence, 1619 

Sfbncsk,  Earl  (Lord  Ftesident  of  the 
I         Oounoil) 

Endowed  Institutions  (Scotland)  Act,  1878^ 

The  Provisional  Order,  218 
Government  lind  the  Land  League,  16 


Stanhofb,  Hon.  R.,  Lineolnehire,  Mid. 
Asia  (Central)— Russian  Advances— Knohan, 

1894 
Church  Patronage,  858 
India  (Finance,  Ac.)— IiMfian  Bodgei,  1900 
Land  Law  (Ireland),  Comm.  el.  22,  451 ;  el.  25, 

571,  584 ;  d.  26,  888  ;  d.  40, 1074 ;  el.  47, 

Amendt.  1888,  1842,  1844 ;  add.  O.  1628, 

1629, 1672  ;  Consid.  eL  6, 1934 
Parliament— Public  Business,  1618 

Staitlet,  Bight  Hon.  Oolonel'  F.   A., 

Laneaehire,  JT. 
Land    Law   (Ireland),  Comm.  d.  26,  796  ; 
Consid.  el.  17,  Amendt.  1990 

SxAiasY,  Hon.  E.  L.,  Oldham 
Parliament — Order— Threatening  a  Member, 
51 

Staioby  of  Aldsbley,  Lord 

Presumption  of  Life  (Scotland),  2R.  496 
Supreme  Court  of  Judicatni^,  Comm.  el.  15, 

1242 
Tripoli,  Address  for  Papers,  7 

Statute  Law  Bevision  and  CivU  Pro- 
cedure Bill  [HJb.] 

{The  Lord  Ohaneetlor) 

I.  Read  2^*  July  7  (No.  140) 

Committee*;  Report  July  8 
Read  8**  July  15 
c.  Read  1»*  (Jfr.  Attorney  General)  July  20 
Moved,  "That  the  BiU   be    now  read  »••• 
July  21,  1595 ;  after  short  debate.  Moved, 
"  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned  '*  {Mr. 
T.  P.  O'Connor) ;  after  further,  diort  de- 
i        bate.  Question  put ;  A.  5,  N.  71 ;  M.  66 
(D.  L.  819) 
Original  Question  ptit,  and  agivcd  to ;  BiU 
rwd  r  [BOl  »l»J 
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Stetenson,  Mr.  T.  0.,  South  8hUld9 
ParliameDt — Basiness  of  the  House,  29 


Stewabt,  Mr.  T.,  Oremoeh 

Army — Coast  Defences,  1610 

InternatioDal  Law — Detention  of  British  Sub- 
jects on  Board  a  Russian  War-Sbip»  21 

RemoTal  Terms  (Scotland),  Comin.  1598, 
1600, 1603  ;  <^.  8, 1733 ;  Preamble,  Amendt. 
ib. 

Storer,  Mr.  G.,  Nbttinghamsktre,  8. 

Land  Law  (Ireland),  Comm.  el,  19,  383  ;  Post- 
poned cL  34,  1401 


Storey,  Mr.  S.,  Sunderland 

Land  Law  (Ireland),  Comm.  cl,  26,  749,  750 


Stuart,   Mr.   H.  Villiebs-,   Waterford 

Co, 
Land  Law  (Ireland),  Comm.  t^.  7,  66  ;  ej,  18, 
Ameodt.  286 ;  c/.  20,  Amendt.  395,  399  ; 
cl,  25,  553,  670  ;  cl.  26,  798  ;  c2.  47,  Amendt. 
1313,  1314;  add.  cL  1438,  1501,  1674; 
CoMid,  add.  cl  1911,  1912;  c/.  18,  1994 

SuDELBY,  Lord 

Railways — Continuous  Brakes,  1104 
Railways— Joint  SUtions,  Res.  1246 

Sugar  Industries — Petition  from  Island  of 
Barhadoes 
Obserrations,    Tbe    Marquess    of    Salisbury 
July  7,  220  ;  short  debate  thereon 

Sullivan,  Mr.  A.  M.,  Meath 

Africa  (South)— Transvaal  Rising,  Res.  1836 
Army   (Auxiliary   Forces) — Windsor   Review, 
247 

Ireland — Miscellaneous  Questions 

Law  and  Justice — Lismore  and  Carrick-on- 

Shannon  Quarter  Sessions,  1455 
Post  Office— Doneycarney,  Co.  Meath,  833, 

834,  835 
Printing  the  "  Annals  of  Ulster,"  231 
Ways    and    Means  —  Inland    Revenue  — 

Forged  SUmps,  1138 

Judges'  Charges  (Ireland),  Motion  for  an  Ad- 
dress, 1213 

Land  Law  (Ireland),  Comm.  e/.9,  Amendt.  102, 
108  :  cl.  13,  Amendt.  203 :  cl,  18,  286 ; 
cl  19,  826,  330.  332 ;  cl.  24,  462  ;  cl  25, 
468,  469,  472,  562,  563.  565,  568  ;  Amendt. 
582  ;  cl  26,  877,  910,  923 ;  Amendt.  925, 
928,  933,  956,  969,  977;  d.  46.  1195; 
cl  47,  1335 ;  add,  «^  1666 ;  Consid.  d.  7, 
1965 

Merchant  Shipping  Act — Caso  of  William 
Lynch,  1458 

Metropolitan  Police — Case  of  Mr.  £dward 
^hlel,  1458 

Poil  Office— Poai  OfBoe  Savingf  Banki— 
Foinale  Gerks,  251 


SuLLivAW,  Mr.  T.  D.,  Westmeath 
Africa   (West)— A^hantee— Payment   pf    the 

War  Indemnity  by  the  Ring,  844 
Land  Law  (Ireland),  Comm.  cl.  13, 199  ;  c2.22, 

447,  448  ;  cl,  25,  554«  586  ;  el  26,  763, 830, 

910,  943,  956,  960  ;  Consid.  cl  7,  1977 
Protection  of  Person  and  Property   (Ireland) 

Act,   1881— Health  of  Mr.  J.  Biggins,  a 

Prisoner  under  the  Act,  1467 

Sommary  Jurisdictioii  (Process)  Bill 

{The  Earl  of  Dalhousie) 
I  Report  •  Jidy  5  (No.  124) 

Read3**./tt(y  7 
Royal  Assent  July  18    [44  A  45  Vicl  c.  24] 

Sommary  Procednre  (Scotland)  Amend- 
ment Bill  [H.L.] 

( The  Earl  of  Dalhoutie) 

I,  Committee  July  15,  4  (No.  99) 

Report  of  Amendt.  pat  off,  after  short  do- 
bate /ti/y  7,  211 

Report  JxUy  12,  633 

Read3**/u/y  14  (No.  161) 

c.  Read  1«  •  {Lard  Advocate)  July  15  [Bill  216] 

Mofed,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2* " 
July  18,  1230;  after  short  debate.  Moved, 
'*  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjoarned " 
{Colonel  Alexander) ;  Question  pot,  and 
agreed  to  ;  2R.  deferred 

Read  2o  ^  July  21 

SxjMMEBS,  Hiir.  W.,  Stalyhridge 
Army — Auxiliary    Forces^— Volunteer  Offlcerf 
— Optional  Examination  in  Modern  Tactics, 
1251 
Elementary  Education   Act,   1880 — Standard 
of  Exemption  —  Bye- Laws  for  School  At- 
tendance, 359 
Indian  Vernacular  Press  Act,  1878,  1127 
I9avy^Powder  Magaxines  in  the  Mersey,  1741 

Superannuation  Act   (Post   Office  and 
Works)  Bill 

{Lord  Frederick  Cavendish^  Mr,  John  Hohna) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  1«>  •  July  26  [Bill  228] 

SUPPLY 

Army  EstimaUs — Natal  and  the  Transvaal 
Military  Expeniiture,  Question,  lA>rd  Eus- 
tace Cecil;  Answer,  Mr.  Childers  July  11, 
507 

SUPPLY 

Considered  in  Committee  July  18, 1219^  Civil 

SXBYIOKS     AMD      RXTEMUK      DXPABTMINTS   — 

£2,345,600,  further  on  Account 
Resolution  reported  July  19 

Supreme  Court  of  Judicature  Bill  [h.l.] 

(The  Lord  Chancellor) 

I,  Presented ;   after  short  debate.  Bill  read  1* 
July  6,^  (No.  147) 

Read  2%  after  short  debate  July  12,  623 
Committee,  after  short  debate  July  19, 1234 
Report Vu/y  21,  14^5  C^.  ni\ 

Read  8»  •  Julij  "Hk  _^^  ^^^ 

e,  R«ad  V*  Jul>|  ^^  \8Nfiw WC\ 
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SYKAir,  Mr.  E.  J.,  Limeriek  Co. 
Land  Law  (Ireland),  Comm.  d,  B,  89  ;  el,  9, 
121 ;  el.  17,  978 ;  el.  34,  461 ;  d.Bl,  1029 

Talbot,  Mr.  T.  G-.,  Oxford  Univ^nity 

Law  and   Polioe— Mofder   on    the  Brighton 

RaUway,  234,  3S5 
Pablic  Health— Hop-Pioking  Season—Small- 

Pox,  1896 
Rojal  Univenitj  of  Ireland — Scheme  of  the 

Senate,  1006 

Taylor,  Mr.  P.  A.,  LoieeUor 
Army— Deoeaaed  Soldiers'  Effects,  247 

Teachers'  Begiitration  Bill 

{JSir  John  Lubboek,  Mr.  Flay/air^  Mr.  Balfour) 
c  Bill  withdrawn  •  July  10  [BUI  42] 

Thoicassoit,  Mr.  T.  P.,  Bolt<m 
Land  Law  (Ireland),  Comm.  el.  45, 1166 
Petroleom  (Hawking),  Comm.  1967 

Thompson,  Mr.  T.  0.,  Durham 

Land  Law  (Ireknd),  Comm.  el.  26,  874,  964, 
966 

Thoicsoit,  Mr.  H.,  Newry 
Land  Law  (Ireland),  Comm.  add.  el.  1515 

TnoBimiLL,  Mr.  T.,  Suffolk,  W. 

Army  (Aaxiliaiy  Forces)— AdjaUnts  of  Militia, 
1455 

ToLLEMAOHB,  Mr.  H.,  CheMr$,  W. 

Army  Organisation — New  Warrant — Purchase 
Captains,  8S9 

T0BBKN8,  Mr.  W.  T.  M'O.,  Finshury 
Land  Law  (Ireland),  Comm.  el.  26,  Amendt. 
715, 738,  878 

ToTTXNHAx,  Mr.  A.  L.,  Zeitrtm 
Ireland— Law  and  Jostioe— Lismore  and  Oar* 
rIok-on-Shannon  Qoarter  Sessions,  1455  ;— 
Waterford  Trinity  Sessions,  1115 
Ireland,  State  of«^ Agrarian  Crime  in  Kerry, 
1129 
Refnsal  to  Serre  Liquor,  835 
Land   Law    (Ireland),  Comm.    d.   25,    590; 
Amendt.  597  ;  el.  26, 961 ;  add,  el.  1583  ; 
Oonsid.  el.  4,  1924;  Amendt.  1926;  eL  6, 
1934 ;  «7.  44,  Motion  for  Adjournment.  2006 
Landlord  and. Tenant  (Ireland)  Act,  1870 — 
Bessborough  Commission — Report  and  Eri- 
denoe,  838 

HradeandCom9Mre0 — Foroiyn  Oommoretal 
IVeaiiOi 
Question,  Mr.  Jackson ;  Answer,  Sir  Charles 
W.  Dilke  July  ?,  244 
[See  titles  Franee^Free  Trade  (BritUh 
F!mpire}—Servia-~8pai»^Suffar    Jw- 
duetrUs'] 


Tramways  Orders  OonflmiatioiL  (Ka  1) 
Bill 

I.  Read  2>*  Juljf  5  (No.  125) 

Committee  *  July  7 
Report  *Jii/y  8 
Read3>*/u/y  11 
Royal  Assent  July  18    [44  A  45  Viet.  c.  ct] 

Tramways  Orders  Conflnnation  (Ho.  2) 
Bill 

{.  Read  2««  July  5  (No.  126) 

Committee  * ;  Report  July  18 
Reads**  Jtt/yl9 

Tramways  Orders  Ck>nfirmation  (No.  3) 
Bill 

I.  Read  2>*  July  5  (Np.  135) 

Committee  *  July  7 
Report*  JWy  8 
Read  8**  J^  14 

Treaty  of  B&rUn — Article  61 — ^^rsiMits 
Question,  Mr.  Baxter;  Answer,  Sir  Charies 
W.  Dilke /tOy  21, 1453 

TBXYSLYAir,  Mr.  Gt.  0.  (Secretary  to  the 
Admiralty),  Sawieky  Sfo. 
Fisheries— North  Sea  Fisheries— Depredalioos 

on  English  Fishermen,  1899, 1900 
France  and  Tunis — Reported  Insurrection,  26 
Islands  of  the  Western  Pacific— Solomon  Is- 
lands-Punishment of  Natires,  1125,  1126 
Naval  Discipline  Act  Amendment— Flogging, 

505 
Navy- Miscellaneous  Questions 

Dockyard  EsUbllshments,  Gibraltar,  1610 
French  and  English  Fleets  in  the  Mediter- 
ranean, 843 
H.M.S.  '*  Mntine  "and  "  Espiegle,"  842 
H.M.S.  '<  Polyphemus"  841 
H.M.S.  "  Vanguard,"  499, 1115. 
Powder  Magasines  in  the  Mersey,  1741 
Retired  Chief  Gunners,  Ac.  1746 
Royal  Marines— The  Order  of  the  Bath, 
231 
Pacific  Islanders  Protection  Act,  1872— Jaria- 

diction  of  Sir  Arthur  Gordon,  1454 
Parliament— Public  Business,  1618 
Royal  Princes— False  Rumours,  28 


Tripoli 
Address  for  papers  and  oorrespondence  relatiT* 
to  Tripoli  (The  BaH  De  La  Warr)  Juky  5, 
5 ;  after  short  debate,  Address  agreed  to 

TiiniB 
Afairt  of-^Laand  8ale$,  Questions,  The  Eari 

of  Bective ;  Answers,  Sir  Charies  W.  Dilke 

July  14,  855 
Alleged  Cou/iseaiion  of  Oround  beloumng  io 

the  Enylish  Church,  Questions,  The  Eari  of 

BectiTc;  Answers,  Sir   Cbarles   W.  Dilke 

/iayll,526 
BritUh  CoUnUatt  and  Trade,  Questions,  Lord 
-    Randolph  Churchill ;  Answers,  Sb  ChariM 

W.  Dilke  July  5, 24 
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PcHHmI  Afairs,  Qaoition,  Lord  Randolph 
Charchill ;  Answer,  Mr.  GladBtone  July  26, 
1166 

Treaties  of  1662,  1716,  and  1875,  Question* 
Sir    H.    Dmmmond    Wolff;    Answer,    Sir 
Charles  W.  Dilke  July  5,  18 
[See  title  France  and  Tunis] 

Turkey 
AiiaUe  Territoriee  of  the  8uUan,  Question, 
Mr.  Fitspatrick  ;  Answer,  Sir  Charles  W. 
DiULe./tiZy  18, 1131 

The  late  Sulian  Abdul  Aziz — Condemnation 
of  Midhal  Patha,  ^Question,  Mr.  SUreley 
Hill ;  Answer,  Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke  July  7, 
259 ;  Questions,  Viscount  Folkestone,  Mr. 
M*Coan;  Answers,  Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke 
July  11,  500 ;  Questions,  Mr.  M*Coan  ;  An- 
swers, Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke  July  21,  U75  ; 
July  22, 1618 

Turkey  and  Oreeee 
The  Frontier  Quation,  Question,  The  Earl  of 
Airlie ;  Answer,  Earl  Granville  July  7,  208  ; 
Question,  Mr.  Arthur  Arnold  ;  Answer,  Sir 
Charles  W.  Dilke,  243 

Tnmpike  Acts  Continnance  Bill 

(Mr.  Sibbertj  Mr,  Dodaon) 

&  OrdeKd  ;  read  1«  •  July  6  [Bill  206] 

Read2«*/tt/y  11 

Committee  *  ;  Report  July  16 

fLet^ddP*  July  IS 
I  Read  l^*(Lord  Carinyton)  July  10    (No.  170) 

Tyueb,  Sir  H.  W-,  Harwieh 

Telegraph  Acts,  1863  A  1868^Telegraph 
Wires  over  Public  Thoroughfares,  862 

Unim  of  Beneficee  {City  0/ London) 
Motion  for  an  Address,  The  Earl  of  Onslow 
July  11,  479;  after  short  debate.  Motion 
withdrawn 


United   States — Attempted  Aesaseination 
of  the  Preeident 
Obsenration,  Barl  Granville  July  5,  15 

nniversitieB  of  Oxford  and  Cambridge 
(Statates)  BiU  [h.l.] 

{The  Lord  President) 
L  Presented ;  read  1**  July  25         (No.  178) 

UxdversitieB  (Scotland)  BegiBtration  of 
Parliamentary  Voters,  ftc.  Bill  [h.l.] 

{The  lord  Watson) 


(No.  180) 
re-oommitted 


I.  Read2«*/tt;y  11 

Committee  *  ;    Report  ;    Bill 

/ii;y21 
Committee*  (on  re^eomm,)  July  26  (No.  173) 


Veterinary  Snrgeons  Bill  [hx.] 

{The  Lord  Aberdare) 

I.  Report*  July  5  (No.  127) 

Read3»*  July  1 
0.  Read  1<>*  {Mr.  MundeUa)  July  12  [Bill  214] 

Read  2o,  after  short  debate  July  18, 1225 

VrvTAN,  Mr.  A.  P.,  Cornwall,  W. 
Law  and   Justice— Magistraoj — Cornish  Ma- 
gistrates, 1129 

WALBiNaHAM,  Lord 

Wild  Birds  Proteotion  Act,  1880,  Amendment, 
Comm.  c/.  1,  Amendt.  1108 

Walter,  Mr.  J.,  Berhhire 

Land    Law   (Ireland),    Comm.    d.   26,    953  ; 
el  46,  1172. 1175 

Wabtow,  Mr.  0.  N.,  Bridport 
Afrioa  (South)— Transvaal  Rising,  Res.  1847 
locumbents    of   Benefices    Leans   Extension, 

2R.  1233 
Land  Law  (Ireland),  Comm.  cl.  8,  Amendt.  93, 
95;    cl.  9,   Amendt.  98,  101,    102,    133; 
cl.  12, 138  ;  el.  13,  151,  159 ;  el.  17,  Amendt. 
284  ;  el.  19,  368  ;  d.  20,  Amendt.  393,  395 ; 
cl.  25,  562, 575,  578,  580 ;  el  26,  830,  875, 
879,  880,  915 ;  cL  36,  1049,  1050 ;  d.  39, 
1060,  1064,  1068  ;  6^.40,1076;  e{.42, 1092, 
1141;  Amendt.  1147;  c{.  43,  1148;  c/.  45, 
Amendt.    1187;   el  47,  1342;    Postponed 
el    12,    1376;    Postponed    el   34,    1400; 
add.  el  1506,  1508,  1511,  1529,  1588,  1628, 
1642,  1664;  Consid.  cl  1,   Amendt.   1915, 
1917  ;  d.  4, 1930, 1931, 1932  ;  el  5,  Amendt. 
ih. ;    el.  7,    Amendt.    1960,    1978 ;    el.  8, 
Amendt.  1986  ;  e/.  26,  Amendt.  1996 
Metropolitan  Board  of  Works  (Monej),  Con- 
sid. 1881 
Parliament — Miscellaneous  Questions 
Adjournment — Orders  of  the  Daj,  139 
Election     Petitions — Scheduled    Persons, 

1745 
Petitions— Bradlaugh  Petition,  1897 
Petroleum  (Hawking),  Comm.  1968 
Removal  Terms  (Scotland),  Comm.  Motion  for 

Adjournment,  1601 
Statute   Law  Reyision  and  Civil  Procedure, 
2R.  1505,  1596 

Water  Provisional  Orders  Bill 

{The  Earl  of  Dalhousie) 


I  Committee  *  July  12 
Report  */tt2y  14 
Read  3«  *  July  15 


(No.  102) 


\ 


Watson,  Lord 

Presumption  of  Life  (Scotland),  2R.  496 
Summary  Procedure  (Scotland)  Amendment^ 
Report  of  Amendts,  212 

Wavbnby,  Lord 
Gottien  and  CoU»x%  ^^^^2a!^A^^^^^^^ 


